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SECOND 


SESSION. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 6, 1909. 


The first Monday in December being the day prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the second session of the Sixty-first Congress com- 
menced this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The Vice-President (James S. SHERMAN, of New York) 
called the Senate to order at 12 o’clock noon. 


PRAYER. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, who hast given us grace 
at this time with one accord to make our common supplication 
unto Thee, we thank Thee for Thy providence which thus 
brings together from the North and the South and from the 
East and the West Thy servants to accomplish Thy purposes. 

We remember with tender and reverent heart him whom 
Thou hast called from our midst to Thy higher service, and 
humbly yield ourselves to the mystery of Thy holy will, which 
can do us no harm. 

As thus we commit ourselves to the new task, we pray, our 
Father, that we may evermore be guided by Thy spirit, and 
that we may be upheld by the right hand of Thy power, that 
Thy kingdom may come and that Thy holy will may be done 
by us, now and forever more. Amen. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of 
Senators. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich Crawford Heyburn Rayner 
Bacon Cullom Hughes Richardson 
Bailey Cumming Johnston Root 
Bankhead Curtis Jones Scott 
Beveridge Davis Kean Shively 
Borah Depew La Follette Simmons 
Bourne Dick Hodja Smith, Må. 
Brandegee Dillingham Lorimer Smith, Mich. 
Briggs Dixon McCumber Smith, S. C. 
Bristow Dolliver McEnery Smoot 
Brown du Pont Money Stephenson 
Burkett Elkins Nelson Stone 
Burnham Fletcher Newlands Sutherland 
Burrows Flint Nixon Taliaferro 
Burton Foster Oliver Taylor 
Carter Frye Overman Tillman 
Chamberlain Gallinger Page Warner 
Clap Gamble Paynter Warren 
Clark, Wyo Gore Š Penrose 

Clay Guggenheim Perkins 

Crane Hale iles 


Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLaurin] was seized with 
sudden illness as he was about to start for Washington. He 
would be here but for ill health. 

Mr. BAILEY. My colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] is sick, and 
therefore not able to attend the session of the Senate, ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Eighty-one Senators have answered 
the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

LIST OF SENATORS. 

The list of Senators, by States, is as follows: 

Alabama—John H. Bankhead and Joseph F. Johnston. 

Arkansas—James P. Clarke and Jeff Davis. 

California—Frank P. Flint and George C. Perkins. 


GPO 


Colorado—Simon Guggenheim and Charles J, Hughes, jr. 
Connecticut—Frank B. Brandegee and Morgan G. Bulkeley. 
Delaware—Henry A. du Pont and Harry A. Richardson. 
Florida—Duncan U. Fletcher and James P. Taliaferro. 
Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander S. Clay. 
Idaho—William E. Borah and Weldon B. Heyburn. 
Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and William Lorimer. 
Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and Benjamin F. Shively. 
Jowa—Albert B. Cummins and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 
Kansas—Joseph L. Bristow and Charles Curtis. 
Kentucky—William O. Bradley and Thomas H. Paynter. 
Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster and Samuel D, McEnery. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale, 
Maryland—tsidor Rayner and John Walter Smith. 
Massachusetts—Winthrop Murray Crane and Henry Cabot 
Lodge. 
Michigan—TJulius C. Burrows and William Alden Smith. 
Minnesota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 
Mississippi—Anselm J. McLaurin and H. D. Money. 
Missouri—William J. Stone and William Warner. 
Moniana—Thomas H. Carter and Joseph M. Dixon. 
Nebraska—Norris Brown and Elmer J. Burkett. 
Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and George S. Nixon. 
New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 
New Jersey—¥rank O. Briggs and John Kean. 
New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Elihu Root. 
North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and F, M. Simmons. 
North Dakota—Porter J. McCumber. 
Ohio—Theodore E. Burton and Charles Dick. 
Oklahoma—Tom P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 
Oregon—Jonathan Bourne, jr., and George E. Chamberlain. 
Pennsylvania—George T. Oliver and Boies Penrose. 
Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George Peabody Wet- 
more. 
South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Benjamin R. Tillman. 
South Dakota—Coe I. Crawford and Robert J. Gamble. 
Tennessee—James B. Frazier and Robert L. Taylor. 
Teras—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson, 
Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 
Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page. 
Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 
Washington—Wesley L. Jones and Samuel H. Piles. 
West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 
Wisconsin—Robert M. La Follette and Isaac Stephenson, 
Wvyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 79), 

which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Senate resolution 79. 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House oF Repre- 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Mr, 


Hace and Mr. Bacon. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
80), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Senate resolution 80. 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


1 


2 
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DECEMBER 6, 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer the following resolution, and ask for 

s immediate consideration. 

"The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read by the 

Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 81), as follows: 
Senate resolution S1. 


Resolved, That the hour of fany meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President, I should like, if it would not 
interfere with the conyenience of the Senate, to have this mat- 
ter left open, for the present at least. I have ne idea that I 
can induce the Senate to adopt my view of it, but I intend to 
insist upon a different hour for the meeting of the Senate. I 
think the adoption of this resolution is not necessary, because 
I believe that under the general rule of the Senate we would 
convene at noon unless otherwise ordered.’ If I am not mis- 
taken about that, I will ask the Senator from Illinois to allow 
the resolution to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to letting the resolution 
lie over for the time being. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am net certain that, without 

the hour being fixed, there is any rule that establishes the hour 
of meeting. I know that invariably this has been done on the 
first day of the session. 

I suggest to the Senator from Texas, as this has been the un- 
varied practice and as it does not in any way commit the Ben- 
ate hereafter—for, as the Senator knows, we change from 
time to time the hour of mesting—that he let the resolution go 
through, and the plan which he has in view can be brought up 
at any time and considered and determined by a majority of 
the Senate. I doubt whether the Senator will find in the rules 
anything that fixes the hour of meeting except the ordinary 
resolution, like that presented by the Senator from Illinois. 
The language of the resolution is “ until otherwise ordered.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that perfectly, but it becomes an 
order of the Senate, and we would be compelled to rescind or 
modify it as we would any other standing order. A hasty 
glance at the rules does not show that the hour for the meeting 
of the body is fixed in the general body of the rules. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is not. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it is not, of course I would not insist on 
the resolution going ever; but I want to say now that I think 
the hour of 12 is the most inconvenient that could be selected. 
While personally I would prefer night sessions, that being im- 
possible, I shall insist that the Senate convene at 2 o'clock in 
the afternoon instend of 12 o'clock noon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Texas still insist on 
the resolution lying over? 

Mr. BAILEY. I withdraw the suggestion that I made and 
will let the resolution be adepted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there 
is no objection to the present consideration of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Illinois. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BEATH OF SENATOR MARTIN N. JOHNSON. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it is my sorrowful duty to 
announce to the Senate the death of Senator Jonnson of North 
Dakota, who died in the city of Fargo on the 21st day of Octo- 
ber of this year. 

At some future date convenient to the Senate I shall ask that 
an hour besetaside that proper tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions which I send to the 
desk may be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lutions submitted by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 82) were read and unanimously 
agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 82. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with apg © sorrow .of the 
death of the Hon. MARTIN NELSON JOHNSON, late a Senator from the 
State of North Dakota. 

Resolwed, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, as a further tribute of re- 
spect to the memory of Senator Jounson, I move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 7, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 6, 1909. 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution of the United 
States for the annual meeting of the Congress of the United 
States, the House of Representatives of the Sixty-first Con- 
gress (having been duly organized at the extra session begin- 
ning March 15 last) met in its Hall at 12 o'clock m. for the 
first regular session, and was called to order by the Speaker, 
ee pai G. CAN NON, a Representative from the State of 


The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Conden, D. D.: 

Our Father in Heaven, conscious of our dependence both 
as individuals and as a nation upon Thee, moment by moment, 
hour by hour, as the years come and go, we draw near to Thee 
in the sacred attitude of prayer, seeking light to guide and 
strength to sustain us in every legitimate purpose, to grow our 
Republic in all that makes a nation great and glorious. Im- 
press, we beseech Thee, every citizen throughout the length and 
breadth of our land with the great responsibility resting upon 
Him for the moral character and stability of our Union, that 
each may vie with each in a faithful and patriotic service to 
his country. Inspire the Members of the Sixty-first Congress, 
now convened in regular session, with high resolves and noble 
purposes, that its legislative acts may be in consonance with 
the laws which Thon hast ordained. Let Thy blessing come 
in full measure upon the Speaker of this House, that in the 
manifold duties and obligations devolving upon him he may be 
guided by the highest conception of right and truth and jus- 
tice. Be graciously near to the President of these United 
States and his advisers. Protect him and them from personal 
violence and from the machinations of designing men. Imbue 
him plenteously with wisdom from above that he may execute 
the laws of the land with justice and equity and adjust all 
national and international questions so that they may redound 
to the good of the people and glory of Thy holy name. Quicken 
the minds and the hearts of the judiciary throughout our land 
that their judgments may be true and righteous altogether. 
Keep us in peace and harmony among ourselves and with all 
nations. 

And now, O Father, profoundly moved by the recent’ tragic 
and pathetic death of one of the most distinguished Members of 
this House, who for years has been conspicuous in the affairs 
of his State and Nation, we most fervently pray for that con- 
solation which ‘Thou alone canst give to his colleagnes, friends, 
and especially the stricken wife and children; and grant, O 
most merciful Father, that we may all look forward with bright 
anticipations to a reunion with our loved ones in a realm where 
sorrows never come, and pæans of praise we will ever give to 
Thee in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll by States to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum. 


THE CALL OF THE ROLL. 


The roll was then called by States, and the following-named 
Members answered: 


ALABAMA, 
george W. ee J. Thomas Heftin. 
II. Dent, jr. William Richardson. 
Fin D. Clayton. Oscar W. Underwood. 
ARKANSAS. 
Robert Bruce Maco: Ben Cravens. 


William A. Oldfield. 
John C. Floyd. 


Charles C. Reid. 
Robert M. Wallace. 


CALIFORNIA, 
Everis A. Hayes. 
James Carson 1 
Sylvester C. Smith. 
COLORADO. 
John A. Martin, 
CONNECTICUT. 


Joseph R. 
Julius Kahn. 


Edward T. Taylor. 


. Tilson. Edwin W. H 7 
— PR D. Sperry. Ebenezer J. A. 
DELAWARE. 
William H. Heald. 
FLORIDA. 
ae ve ae re Dannitte H. Mays. 
GEORGIA. 
Charles G. Edwards. Gordon 


Lee. 
Thomas M. Bell. 
Thomas W. Hardwick. 
William G. Brantley. 


Dudley M. Hughes. 
William C. Adamson. 
Leonidas F. Livingston 
Charles L. Bartlett. 
IDAHO. 


Thomas R. Hamer. 
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Martin B. Madden. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 
James T. McDermott, 
Adolph J. Sabath 
Frederick Lundin. 
Henry 8. Boutell. 
George Edmund Foss. 
Howard M. Snapp. 
Charles E. Fuller. 
Frank O. Lowden. 
James McKinney. 


John W. Boehne. 
William A. Cullop. 
William E. Cox. 
Lincoln Dixon. 
Ralph W. Moss. 
William O. Barnard. ` 
Charles A. Korbly. 


Charles A. Kennedy. 
Albert F. Dawson. 
Charles 15 Pickett. 
Gilbert N. Haugen. 
Good. 


Daniel R. Anthony, jr. 
Charles F. Scott. 
Philip P. Campbell. 
William A. Calderhead. 


7 — M. 8 
ugustus ey. 
R. Y. Thomas, jr. z 
Swagar Sherley. 
Joseph L. Rhinock. 


Albert Estopinal. 
Samuel L. Gilmore. 
John T. Watkins. 


Amos L. Allen. 
John P. Swasey. 


James Ha 8 on. 
Joshua F. albo 


George P. Lawrence 


Samuel W. MeCall. 


Edwin ne ag 
Charles E. Townsend. 
Washington Gardner. 
Edward L. Hamilton, 
Gerrit J. Diekema. 
Samuel W. Smith. 


James A. Tawney. 
W. Hammond. 


Frederick C. Stevens. 
Frank M. Nye. 


Ezekiel S. 5 jr. 
Thomas Spight. 


Benjamin 105 Humphreys. 


James T. Seg he 
William W. Rucker. 
Joshua W. Alexander. 
Charles 7 Booher. 
William Borland. 
Courtney y. Hamlin. 
Dorsey W. Shackleford. 
Champ Clark. 


John A. Maguire. 
Gilbert M. Hitchcock. 
James P. Latta. 


Cyrus A. Sulloway. 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 
John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
Ira Wood. 

Charles N. Fowler. 


Charles B. Law. 
Richard Young. 


ILLINOIS. 
George W. Prince. 
Joseph V. Graff. 
John A. Sterling. 
Joseph G. Cannon. 
Willlam B. McKinley. 
Henry T. Rainey. 
James M. Graham. 
William A. Rodenberg. 
Martin D. Foster. 
Pleasant T. Cha 


Napoleon B. Thistlewood. 


INDIANA. 
John A. M. Adair. 
Martin A. Morrison. 
Edgar D. Crumpacker. 
George W. Rauch. 

rus Cline. 
enry A. Barnhart. 


IOWA. 
John A. T. Hull. 


Jamieson. 
Walter I. Smith. 
Frank P. Woods. 
Elbert H. Hubbard. 

KANSAS. 

William A. reeder, 
E. H. Madison. 
Victor Murdock. 


Don C. Edwards, 


LOUISIANA, 


Joseph E. Ransdell. 
Robert C. Wickliffe. 
Arsène P. Pujo. 


MAINE. 
Frank E. Guernsey. 


MARYLAXD. 


John Kronmiller. 
George A. Pearre. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


John A. Keliher. 


William C. Lovering. 


MICHIGAN. 


H. Olin Young. 


MINNESOTA. 


Charles A. Lindbe: 
Andrew J. Volst 

Clarence B. Miller. 
Halvor Steenerson. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


William & 0e. 


MISSOURI. 


Richard Bartholdt. 
8 e 
arry ‘ow 
Politte 8 sae 
Charles A. Crow. 
Charles H. Mo 
Arthur P. Murphy. 


MONTANA. 


Charles N. Pray. 
NEBRASKA. 


Edmund H. Hinshaw. 
George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Frank D. Currier. 


NEW JERSEY. 


William Hughes. 


Ricbard Wayne patter. 


James 725 Hal. 


NEW YORK. 


William Willett, 


J. Van Vechten dicott. 
Francis Burton Harrison, 


William S. Bennet, 


Charles S. Millington. 
Charles L. Knapp. 
John W. Dwight. 


James S. Simmons. 
Daniel A. Driscoll. 
De Alva S. Alexander. 


Sereno Ba: Payne. Edward B. Vreeland, 
J. Sloat Fassett. 

NORTH CAROLINA. . 
John H. Small. Robert N. Page. 
Claude Kitchin. Charles H. Cowles, 
Charles R. Thomas. Edwin Y. Webb. 


Jobn M. Morehead. 
Hannibal L. Godwin. 


John G. Grant. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


L. B. Hanna. Asle J. Gronna. 

010. 
Nicholas 1 Edward L. Taylor, jr. 
Herman P. Goebe Carl C. Bay ‘caren 
William B. Tou Vele. William G. Sharp. 
Timothy T. Ansberry. James Jo: oyce. 
Matthew R. Denver. David A. Hollingsworth. 
J. Warren Keifer. William A. Ashbrook. 
Ralph D. Cole. James Kennedy. 
Isaac R. Sherwood. W. Aubrey Thomas. 


Adna R. Johnson. 
Albert Douglas. 


Paul Howland. 
James H. Cassidy. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Bird S. McGuire. Charles E. 5 


Dick T. Morgan. Scott Ferr: 
OREGON. 
Willis C. Hawley. W. R. Ellis. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


John M. Reynolds. 
Daniel F. Lafean. 
George F. Huff. 
Allen F. Cooper. 
John K. Tener. 


ae H. Bingham. 


J. Hanoi Moore. 
William W. Foulkrod. 
George D. McCreary. 
Thomas S. Butler. 
Irving P. Wanger. 5 5 
William W. Griest. . Wiiliam H. Graham, 
John H. Rothermel. John Dalzell. 
Charles C. Pratt. James Francis Burke. 
William B. Wilson. Andrew J. Barchfeld. 
Marlin E. Olmsted. 

RHODE ISLAND. 


William Paine Sheffield. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
David E. Finley. 
J. Edwin Eller 
Asbury F. Lever. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Eben W. Martin. 


James O. Patterson. 
Wyatt Aiken. 
Joseph T. Jobnson. 


Charles H. Burke. 


TENNESSEE. 
Walter P. Brownlow. Lemuel P. Padgett. 
Richard W. Austin. Thetus W. Sims. 
John A. Moon. Finis J. Garrett. 
Cordell Hull. 

TEXAS. 
Morris Sheppard. George F. Burgess. 
Martin Dies Albert S. Bangon. 
Gordon Russell. rt L. Henry. 
Choice B. Randell. Dane W. Gillespie. 
Jack Beall. John H. Stephens. 
Rufus Harap; James L. Slayden. 
Alexander. Gregg. John N. Garner. 
John M. Moore. William R. Smith. 
UTAH. 
Joseph Howell. 

VERMONT. 
David J. Foster. Frank Plumley. 

VIRGINIA. 
William A. Jones. James Hay. 
Harry L. Maynard. Charles C. Ycarlin. 
2 Lamb. C. Bascom Slemp. 

W. Saunders. Henry D. Flood. 

Cartes Glass. 

WASHINGTON. 


Miles Poindexter. 
WEST TROA 


William E. Humphrey. 


William P. Hubbard. Harry C. Woodyard, 
George C. Sturgiss. James A. Hughes, 
Joseph Holt Gaines. 

WISCONSIN. 
Henry A. Cooper. John J. Esch. 


James H. Davidson. 


John M. Nelson. 
Gustav Küstermann. 


Arthur W. Kopp. 


Wiliam J. Cary. E. A. Morse. 
William H. Staford. Irvine L. Lenroot. 
Charles H. Weisse. 

WYOMING. 


Frank W. Mondell. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following 


resolutions : 

3 That a committee consisting of two Senators be ap pui; 

83 such committee as may be appointed by the House ot Rep 

tives, to wait upon the President of the “United States and —.— 

him that a quorum of each House is assembled and tat — is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the V lee President 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Hare and Mr. Bacon. 


Also: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Se ready 

to proceed to business. 7 weve 
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CREDENTIALS OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the credentials of Hon. 
W. W. McCzrepre, Representative-elect from the Second Con- 
gressional District of Washington. 

The credentials were read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington being 
present, will present himself at the bar of the House and take 
the oath of office. 

Mr. McCrepre appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and forty-two Members 
have answered to their names. A quorum is present. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers a 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 137. 

Resolved, That a committee of three Members be appointed on the 
part of the House to join the committee appointed by the Senate to 
wait upon the President and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may have to make. 

The resolution was agreed to, and the Speaker appointed 
as members of the committee on the part of the House Mr. 
DALZELL, Mr. Bennet of New York, and Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers the 
following resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 138. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a 
uorum of the House of Representatives has appeared, and that the 
ouse is ready to proceed to business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers the 
following resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 139. 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour of daily meeting of 
the House of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock meridian. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. Gn of Maryland, until January 5, on account of 
sickness, 

To Mr. Milkrn of Kansas, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LASSITER, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, it is with sadness and a keen 
sense of loss that I announce the-death of my late colleague, 
Hon. Francs Rives Lassirer, who died suddenly at his home 
in the city of Petersburg on Sunday afternoon, October 31 last. 

At some future time I shall ask the House to set apart a day 
when Members may be afforded an opportunity to pay suitable 
tribute to the life and character of the deceased. 

I now send to the Clerk's desk to be read, and move the im- 
mediate adoption of, the following resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 141. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. FRANCIS Rives Lassirer, late a Representative from the 
State of 11 75 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit a copy 
of these resolutions to the Senate. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE DE ARMOND. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my pain- 
ful duty to announce to the House the death of Judge Davm 
ALBAUGH DE Armonp, late a Representative from Missouri. 

In the early hours of November 23 he died so suddenly, and 
under such tragic circumstances, as to shock the entire country. 

For nineteen years he was one of the ablest and most distin- 
guished Members of this body. His sad death will form one 
of the most pathetic chapters in the history of 

At some subsequent time we will ask the House to set apart a 
day when Members may pay tribute to his memory. 

I now offer the following resolutions, and move their adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 140. 


Resolved, That the House of yg Pragati reese has heard with pro- 
found sorrow of the death of the Hon. Davin ALBAUGH DE ARMOND, 
late a Member of the House from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate t.ise resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and send a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

ADJOURN MENT. 
; 2 75 SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the additional reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of res 
Hon. Francis Rives Lassirer and the 
ARMOND the House do now adjourn. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


t to the memory of the 
on. DAVID ALBAUGH Dz 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETG. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of the combined receipts and expenditures of the 
Government for the fiscal year ended June 80, 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 222) —to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed, 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an 
inventory of books, maps, and pamphlets in the folding room 
December 1, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 192)—to the Committee on Ac: 
counts and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
detailed statement of sums expended by the Bureau of Chem- 
istry to persons employed by state or local governments during 
the year ended November 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 193)—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation relating to the debt 
of the District of Columbia (H. Doc. No. 194)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting a list of reports to be made to Congress by public 
officers during the Sixty-first Congress (H. Doc. No. 195)—to 
the Committee on Rules and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a report 
of public property in the Post-Office Department November 1, 
1909 (H. Doc. No. 196)—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Office Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting detailed 
reports of the finances of his department and expenditures of 
the contingent fund for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 
(H. Doc. No. 197)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting a detailed statement of expenditures for inter- 
national exchanges, American ethnology, etc., for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 198)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of judgments rendered for the year ended 
December 4, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 191)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting detailed statements of disbursements from certain 
miscellaneous appropriations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1909 (H. Doc. No. 199)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting report 
for the year ending June 30, 1909, on claims of postmasters 
for credits for certain losses (H. Doc. No. 200)—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting re- 
port of operations under the act for the reclamation of arid 
lands (H. Doc. No. 125)—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recom- 
mendation for extension of time for marking graves of confed- 
erate prisoners who died in northern prisons (II. Doc. No. 201)— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
South Bay Channel, Humboldt Harbor, California (H. Doc, 
No. 204)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed with illustrations. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Robert H. Gulick against the United States (H. Doc. No. 
218)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
contingent expenses of the army, 1908-9 (H. Doc. No. 214)— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting report of expendi- 
tures of the contingent fund from July 1, 1908, to November 
80, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 215)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
receipts and expenditures on account of appropriations for 
contingent expenses, 1908-9 (H. Doc. No. 216)—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
detailed statement of expenditures of his department for the 
fiscal year ended June 80, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 202)—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of the expenditures of the contingent fund of the de- 
partment for the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 217)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Bay 
Ridge and Red Hook channels, New York Harbor (H. Doc. No. 
205)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Arkansas River, Arkansas and Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 206)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
statement of travel of certain officers of his department during 
the fiscal year 1909 (H. Doc. No. 203)—to the Committee on Ex- 
ponditures in the Department of Agriculture and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of In- 
dian Creek, Jamaica Bay, New York (H. Doc. No. 207)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Little 
Contentnia River, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 208)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Muskegon Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 210)—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Washita River, Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 209)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A Tetter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Mahoning River, Ohio (H. Doc. No. 211)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Kiamichi River, Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 212)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Hammersley Inlet, Puget Sound, Washington (H. 
Doc. No. 213)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed with illustrations. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1745) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher Sigmund—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1749) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Kearns—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1852) granting a pension to Freda Burow— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 1853) granting a pension to Patrick Burke— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1854) granting a pension to Mary Gonter— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1857) granting a pension to Helen Mathews— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1859) granting a pension to William Tepe, jr— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to John 
Howard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to George Parker— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2055) granting a pension to Harry W. Owen— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2076) granting a pension to Bridget Elliot— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2085) granting an increase of pension to Moritz 
Schultz—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 2459) granting a pension to Charles Francis 
Marshall—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2463) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Lyon—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2504) granting an increase of pension to Stella 
Pritchard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting an increase of pension to James 
Nunan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension to minor children of 
William Ferguson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 2848) granting a pension to Charles H. Gold- 
smith—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Ralph 
G. Bergemann—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (EL R. 3353) granting an increase of pension to Wood 
C. Wilson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3461) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas Hai—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. y 

A bill (H. R. 3588) granting a pension to Katherine E. Kem- 
ble—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

A bill (H. R. 3848) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
C. Potter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3850) granting a pension to Helen Hascall 
Woodward—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5075) granting a pension to Agnes Burns— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Ernest W. Hil- 
liard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5916) granting a pension to Charles J. Owens— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5924) granting a pension to Martin Gardner— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pension to Hattie V. Tall— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Martha E. Sonnen- 
brodt—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension to Peter Miner—Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 6377) granting a pension to John J. Rogers— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6654) granting a pension to Patrick Magrath— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Albert E. Long- 
man—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6658) granting a pension to Patrick Fahey— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6690) granting a pension to Eliza T. Hender- 
sou—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 6762) granting a pension to John L. Tag- 
gart—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6764) granting a pension to Ernest Howard— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6954) granting a pension to Helen Canter- 
bury—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to Lillie B. Dieterich— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6969) granting a pension to William E. Wood- 
ward—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7768) granting an increase of pension to Morris 
Campnell Hutchins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension to Lizzie S. Engroff— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7991) granting a pension to Anderson M. 
Beck—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Kate C. G. Ew- 
ing— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to Russella J. York— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting an increase of pension to Wel- 
come N. Bender—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8221) for the relief of McCarty & Collins— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8326) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
M. Moses—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8362) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Hubbs—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8487) granting a pension to Swanzy N. Ken- 
nedy—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 8513) granting a pension to Othello T. Atkin- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8516) granting a pension to Rachel M. Me- 
Neilly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8685) granting a pension to H. R. Lett—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to Andrew J. Smith— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8688) granting a pension to George A. Wo- 
mack— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension to George Stephens, 
sr.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8795) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Thomas Martin—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affe irs. 

A bill (H. R. 8896) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Glover—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred ta the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 8936) granting a pension to James Tucker— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9011) granting an increase of pension to Dale 
Treadway—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9241) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
E. Alexander—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Carr—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9362) granting a pension to Thomas J. Parker— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9388) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hiet—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9445) granting a pension to Benjamin B. 
Spears—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensicns. 

A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to John White—Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9666) granting a pension to Robert Axmacker— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9690) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles May—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 9752) granting a pension to Michael Gibney, 
alias John Gibney—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9787) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Schoendorff—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9800) for the relief of Rey. William Jasper 
McGhee—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9820) granting a pension to Schofield Hender- 
son—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10127) granting an increase of pension to G. W 
Wheeler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10266) granting a pension to Charles L. Wash- 
burne—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10285) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Bergdorf—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10288) granting pay to Faver Cason—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10295) granting an increase of pension to Wes- 
ley J. Banks—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Comittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10308) granting a pension to Ethel K. Guerin— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10574) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward G. Cannon—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10592) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius Horgan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10767) granting a pension to Polly A. Blair— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10778) for the relief of Baxster Smith, administra- 
tor of the estate of Hugh C. Jackson—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10841) granting a pension to Elizabeth Higgen- 
hotham—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 10856) granting a pension to Susanna Vernon— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. A 

A bill (U. R. 10871) granting a pension to Emma R. Ander- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11008) for the relief of Oliva J. Baker, widow of 
Julian G. Baker, late quartermaster, United States Navy—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


1909. 


A bill (H. R. 11182) granting a pension to James V. Smith— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11183) granting a pension to Stanmore Y. Mor- 
ris—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11184) granting a pension to William Preston 
Raines—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11255) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Keep—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11475) granting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11768) granting a pension to Emma C. Wiese— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11908) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Poteet—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11940) granting a pension to Ann Rager— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12009) granting an increase of pension to Gran- 
ville Davis—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12085) granting a pension to John W. Allen— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
` A bill (H. R. 12038) granting a pension to Lafayette Smith 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 12205) granting a pension to Raymond P. 
Snow—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1087) for the relief of W. T. Morgan—Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 2854) granting a pension to George H. Lozon— 
Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (H. R. 4065) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
L. De Ryder—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6016) granting an increase of pension to James 
Creighton—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6939) granting a pension to Francis W. 
Leeper—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8668) for the relief of J. Walter Duncan— 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8874) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Gooding—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8875) granting an increase of pension to John 
Seals—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8876) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Dewees—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred te 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8877) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Hanna—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to John 
Townsend—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9987) granting a pension to Augusta M. 
Syphers—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10006) for the relief of L. D. Bryant, jr.— 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11487) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
S. Brinton—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
s follows: 
. By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12285) to provide for celebrat- 
ing the opening of the Panama Canal, and also the four hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of the Pacific Ocean by 
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Vasco Nunez Balboa, by holding an international exhibition of 
arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, 
mine, forest, and sea at the city of San Francisco, in the State 
of California—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions, 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 12286) to authorize a survey 
and estimate of cost of a ship canal connectiug the navigable 
waters of Niagara River and making an appropriation for the 
purchase of an approved right of way—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 12287) for the erection of a 
public building at Lancaster, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 12288) to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Mifinesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in said city—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12289) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12290) for the retirement of postal em- 
ployees—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 12291) for the erection of a 
public building at Shelbyville, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bil (H. R. 12292) making an appropria- 
tion for the site and building for a post-office and other gov- 
ernmental offices at Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12293) to establish a 
fish hatchery and biological station in the Second Congressional 
District of Florida—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12294) to establish a fish-hatching and 
fish-cultural station on the St. Johns River, in the State of 
Florida—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12295) to provide for the erection of a 
subtreasury building and the establishment of a subtreasury 
at Jacksonville, in the State of Florida—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12296) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at the city of Palatka, in the State of Florida 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12297) to require the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to make monthly reports as to the sea-island or long- 
staple cotton, pineapple, and orange crops—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12298) to extend the provisions of the 
existing bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted men and 
the officers and men of the boat companies of the Florida 
Seminole Indian wars—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12299) to extend to the veterans of the 
several Seminole Indian wars and to the widows of veter- 
ans of the several Seminole Indian wars the benefits of the act 
of Congress of February 6, 1907—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12300) granting pensions to the soldiers 
of the different Seminole Indian wars and their widows—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12301) to provide for and levy an import 
duty on Egyptian and other long-staple cotton imported into the 
United States from foreign countries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12302) to prohibit the receipt of money in 
payment of special taxes as dealers in intoxicating liquors by 
internal-revenue officials of the United States except in certain 
cases, and to provide punishments for its violation—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12303) for the relief of the State of 
Florida—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12304) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the acts of Congress 
approved, respectively, July 1, 1862. March 7, 1864, July 13, 
1866, and March 2, 1867—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12305) to revive and amend an act to pro- 
vide for the collection of abandoned property and the preven- 
tion of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States, and acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 12306) 
for the relief of certain volunteer officers of the civil war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12307) 
to improve the waterway connecting Puget Sound with lakes 
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Union ang Washington, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 12308) to amend the act of 
June 27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12309) to establish 
postal savings banks for depositing savings at interest, with the 
security of the Government for the repayment thereof, for the 
investment of savings funds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12310) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Biddeford, in the State of 
Maine—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12311) for the purchase or construction of 
a vessel or launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity 
of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12312) to amend the 
laws relating to commerce and navigation—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12313) to amend section 2 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 5, 1909—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12314) to encourage and promote commerce 
between the United States and the Dominion of Canada—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12315) to regulate and prevent the trans- 
portation in interstate and foreign commerce of alien women 
and girls for immoral purposes, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12316) to provide for the goyernment of 
the Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12317) providing for the 
increase of pension for soldiers who lost an arm or a leg—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12318) to create an executive department 
of education—to the Committee on Education, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12319) in relation to pneumatic-tube postal 
service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 12320) to create in the War and Navy de- 
partments, respectively, a roll to be known as the “civil war 
officers’. annuity honor roll,” to authorize placing thereon, with 
pay, certain surviving officers who served in the Volunteer or 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in 
the civil war, and who are not now on the retired list of the 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12821) providing for a suitable memorial 
to the memory of Brig. Gen. Henry W. Lawton—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12322) providing for the assembling, col- 
lecting, editing, and transmitting by the Secretary of War to 

for printing as a public document for distribution, the 
rolis of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and correspondence and 
reports relating to the war of the Revolution—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12323) authorizing commitment to rescue 
homes in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12324) providing for the removal of the 
remains of Samuel Chester Reid from Greenwood Cemetery, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., to the national cemetery at Arlington, Va., 
and placing a suitable memorial to his memory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12325) for the retirement of employees in 
the classified civil service of the Government—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12326) for improving Otis street NE., in 
Brookland, Washington, D. C., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12327) to increase the efficiency of the 
public service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12328) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners 
to estimate damages done to planted oysters and oyster beds in 
Raritan Bay and adjoining waters in New York and New Jersey, 
and to make compensation therefor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12329) to enable the 
people of New Mexico to form a constitution and state gov- 
ernment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, and to enable the people of Arizona 
to form a constitution and state government and be admitted 


into the Union on an equal footing with the original States— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 12330) to amend the acts 
of June 27, 1890, May 9, 1900, and April 19, 1908, and other 
acts relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12331) authorizing an increase in pen- 
pec in cases of deafness—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 12332) to further promote the 
efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12333) to provide for clean paper money— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12334) providing for the closing of cer- 
tain post-offices at 12 o’clock m. on Saturdays during the sum- 
a lagen the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. > 

By Mr. KÜSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12335) to establish a 
fish-cultural station in the State of Wisconsin—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12336) for the improve- 
ment of the East River in the harbor of New York, from the 
Battery to Long Island Sound, including Hell Gate—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 12337) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Maquoketa, Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12338) providing 
for the establishing of a weather-bureau station at Laredo, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12339) to establish a subport of entry at 
Boquillas, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12340) to repeal sections 1104 and 1108, 
gery Statutes, edition of 1878—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 12341) providing for 
the completion of a statue to the memory of Brigadier-General 
Count Pulaski of the Continental Army, to be erected at Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12342) to authorize 
issues of ordnance stores to the governor of each State and Ter- 
ritory and to the commanding general of the National Guard of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12343) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and the 
acts supplementary thereto, so as to extend the benefits thereof 
to the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 12344) for the relief of officers 
of the navy retired for disability incident to the service em- 
ployed on active duty—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12345) to provide for the en- 
largement, extension, remodeling, and improvement of the 
United States post-office building at Evanston, III.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 12346) providing for the 
survey of a ship canal from Benton Harbor, on Lake Michigan, 
to Toledo, on Lake Erie—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. = 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12347) for the completion 
of Westchester Creek iraprovement—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12348) for the completion of the Harlem 
River ship canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12349) for the completion of the Bronx 
River improyement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12350) for the deepening and widening of 
the Bronx Kills, creating a direct channel between Long 
Island Sound and the Harlem River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12351) to provide for the better security 
of lives of passengers and crews on board vessels of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 12352) providing for the es- 
tablishment of the United States National Bank of America 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 12353) authorizing the Lone 
Star Canal Company, of Anahuac, Chambers County, Tex., to 
erect a dam across the mouth of Turtle Bay, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12354) providing for the 
deepening and widening of the channel between North Brothers 
Island and South Brothers Island, in the East River of New 
York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 12355) to 
amend the act of June 27, 1890, the act of February 6, 1907, and 
other acts increasing the rate of pensions of soldiers and sailors 
of the civil and Mexican wars, and repealing acts denying pen- 
sions to widows who married their husbands subsequent to 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12356) to appropriate $50,000 to the city 
of Crawford, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12357) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Alliance, 
State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12358) providing for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building in the city of Chadron, State of 
Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12359) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant leaves of absence to homestead entrymen for 
the purpose of sending their children to school, under certain 
conditions—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 12360) authorizing a survey 
of the Ohio River at Cincinnati, Ohio, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing an ice harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 12861) for the erection of a 
public building at Marengo, Iowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12362) for the completion 
of East Chester Creek improvement to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12363) to establish 
in the Department of the Interior a bureau of mines—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12364) making the 12th 
day of October in each and eyery year a national holiday and 
designating it Discovery Day —to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

RPS a bill (H. R. 12365) providing for the erection and 
completion of a public building in the borough of the Bronx, 
New York City, in tbe State of New York—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 12366) appropriating $10,000 
for the improvement of that portion of National avenue, village 
of West Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wis., abutting the 
grounds of the Northwestern Branch National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12367) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12368) to amend section 4919 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to provide additional pro- 
tection for owners of patents of the United States, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12369) for the erection of a monument to 
commemorate the battle historically known as “the battle of 
the Monongahela,” commonly known as “ Braddock’s defeat ”— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12370) to amend sections 6 and 7 of the 
pure-food act of June 30, 1906, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12371) to authorize the courts of the 
United States to require a party to submit to a personal phys- 
ical examination in certain cases—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12372) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, approved July 1, 1898, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 12373) to provide for maxi- 
mum and minimum tariff schedules, and to establish a commis- 
sion which shall investigate all duties on imports and fix the 
rates within said maximum and minimum tariff schedules, 
negotiate reciprocal trade treaties and recommend the adoption 
of the same, and collect such information with regard to 
products, manufactures, and commerce as will aid it in the 
performance of its duties and promote and provide for the 
general welfare—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 12374) to amend an act 
to increase the pensions of those who have lost limbs in the 
military or naval service of the United States, approved March 
2, 1903—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12375) to increase salaries of rural free- 
delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12376) to provide for the investigation of 
controversies affecting interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12877) declaring the carrying 
openly or concealed about the person any pistol, bowie knife, 
dirk or dirk knife, blackjack, dagger, sword cane, slungshot; 
brass or other metal knuckle in the District of Columbia a fel 
ony—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12378) declaring the selling, exchangirg, 
or giving away any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk knife, black- 
jack, dagger, sword cane, slungshot, brass or other metal 
knuckle in the District of Columbia a misdemeanor—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12379) to amend an act entitled “An act 
regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12380) to amend an act entitled “An act 
regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12881) to make it unlawful for certain 
public officials to own capital stock or bonds in any and all 
public-service corporations doing business in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12882) to repeal an act to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, 
approved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12383) to make East 
St. Louis, in the State of Illinois, a subport of delivery in the 
customs collection district of New Orleans, with the privilege 
of immediate transportation without appraisement of dutiable 
merchandise—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 12384) prescribing penalties 
for interference with official wireless messages—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12385) for the relief of the 
officers of the Regular Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the 
civil war not now on the retired list of the army or navy who 
resigned from said service because of wounds received in battle 
or because of other disabilities incurred in said service—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12886) to establish a gold 
dollar of the value of 50d. sterling and to provide interchange- 
able postage stamps with Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 12387) to create in the War 
and Navy departments a roll to be known as the “ volunteer re- 
tired list,” to authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain 
surviving officers of the United States Volunteer Army, Navy, 
and marines of the civil war, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 12388) to add 20,000 acres of land, 
by purchase or condemnation, to the Chattanooga and Chicka- 
mauga National Military Park, and appropriating $500,000 for 
that purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12389) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a bureau to be known as the “bureau of public 
highways,” and to provide for national aid in the improvement 
of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 12390) granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
civil war and the war with Mexico—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12391) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a Court of Claims,” and the acts 
amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, approved Feb- 
ruary 24, 1855—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12392) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States for destruction of private property to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12393) to amend section 3716 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 12394) appropriating $20,000 to 
construct a government road from Chickamauga National Park 
to the government rifle range in Catoosa County, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12395) appropriating $10,000 to construct 
a government road commencing at a point on the government 
road at the mineral springs near Peeler’s mill, now known as 
the “ Hitt place,” thence in a northerly direction along the pub- 
lic road for a distance of 4 miles to Graysville, Catoosa County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12396) to increase the compensation of 
rural letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 12397) granting certain rights 
and privileges to the department of fisheries of the State of 
Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12398) amending section 2 of the invalid 
ee act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12899) to provide for an allowance for 
subsistence of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 12400) for the erection of 
a public building at Chanute, Kans.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12401) providing for a public building at 
Winfield, Kans—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12402) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Arkansas City, Kans.—-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 12403) to establish and dis- 
burse a public-school teachers’ retirement fund in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 12404) to establish in the 
Department of the Interior a bureau of mines—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12405) authorizing and empowering rural 
free-delivery carriers to administer oaths to pensioners as re- 
quired to complete pension vouchers—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 12406) regulating the use 
of taxicabs, ete., in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12407) amending section 2 of the pension 
act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12408) amending act of June 27, 1892, 
permitting payment of pensions to officers and men of Indian 
wars and their widows, between 1849 and 1854—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12409) extending provisions of pension acts 
of June 27, 1890, and February 6, 1907—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12410) construing the provisions of sections 
2304 to 2300 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12411) to create in the War Department a 
roll to be known as the “army officers’ retired list“ —to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12412) for the relief of Spanish-American 
war soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12413) granting pensions to teamsters of 
the war of the rebellion and Indian wars, from 1861 to 1865, 
inclustye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12414) granting pensions to all enlisted 
men, soldiers, and officers who served in the civil war and war 
with Mexico—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12415) to provide a pension for survivors 
of the late war of the rebellion, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12416) to provide for the payment of ac- 
crued quarterly pension up to date of death of pensioner where 
such death occurs prior to the date on which such pension under 
the existing law is payable—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 12417) for the erection of a 
post-office building at Canton, IU.—to. the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 12418) to increase pen- 
sions to soldiers of the Mexican and civil wars and amending 
other pension acts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 12419) to increase the amount 
of the appropriation made for construction of federal building 
at Alpena, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12420) to amend those sections of the pen- 
sion laws approved February 6, 1907—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12421) to provide for the purchase of a 
site for a federal building at Cheboygan, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12422) to amend 
an act entitled An act to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved 
March 8, 1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

í By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 12423) creating a board 
of engineers to investigate the necessity, urgency, and practica- 
bility of divorcing the Mississippi River from the Red and 


Atchafalaya rivers; and making appropriation therefor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 12424) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Holland, Mich.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill" (H. R. 12425) to encourage and 
promote the sinking of wells on desert lands in the Territory of 
Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 12426) for the survey and allot- 
ment of lands now embraced within the limits of the Crow 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12427) to provide an additional district judge 
for the district of Montana—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12428) for the purchase of a site for a 
federal building for the United States post-office and land office 
at Miles City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12429) for the purchase of a site for a 
federal building for the United States post-office at Anaconda, 
Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12480) providing for the establishment of a 
bureau of mines in the Department of the Interior—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 12431) to amend the act of 
June 27, 1890, the act of February 6, 1907, and other acts—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 12432) to provide for the 
inspection and grading of grain entering into interstate com- 
merce and to secure uniformity in standards and classification 
of grain, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 12433) to establish a fish 
hatchery in Butler County, Kans.—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12434) to make 
uniform the salaries of United States district attorneys and 
marshals in Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12435) to extend the 
provisions of the act of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to ex- 
tend the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled 
‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars 
of 1882 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Cherokee disturbance, and the Seminole war,’ approved July 
27, 1892 "—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 12436) to provide for a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Garden 
City, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 12437) to 
authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus 
and unallotted lands in Mellette and Washabaugh counties in 
the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, 
and making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12438) to amend sections 7 and 8 of the 
act of May 29, 1908, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and 
disposition of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in 
the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian reservations, in 
the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect“ 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12489) to provide for determining the 
heirs of deceased Indians, for the disposition and sale of allot- 
ments of deceased Indians, for the leasing of allotments, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12440) to authorize the sale and disposi- 
tion of the surplus and unallotted lands in Bennett County, in 
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in the State of South Da- 
kota, and making appropriation to carry the same into effect— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: Resolution (H. Res. 142) providing 
for the appointment of a committee to investigate the conduct 
of the General Land Office of the Department of the Interior 
relating to certain matters, ete.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Resolution (H. Res. 143) pro- 
viding for messenger and janitor for the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Commerce and Labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution (H. Res. 144) providing 
for a messenger and janitor for the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. GILLETT: Resolution (H. Res, 145) for the appoint- 
ment of a janitor to the Commitee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
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ice and the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for 
the payment of certain clerks to certain committees—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the appointment 
of a messenger to the Committee on Private Land Claims—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CULLOP: Resolution (H. Res. 148) directing the 
Speaker to appoint a committee of seven to investigate the 
American Sugar Refining Company—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolution (H. Res, 149) authorizing a clerk 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MACON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) providing 
for a survey of the St. Francis River in Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) exempting 
wood pulp and printing paper from the operation of the maxi- 
mum tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) postponing the applica- 
tion of the maximum tariff of the United States from April 1, 
1910, to January 1, 1911—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) preposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election 
of Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) authoriz- 
ing and directing the President of the United States to use the 
land and nayal forces of the United States to restore order, 
maintain peace, and protect life and property in Nicaragua— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
71) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing for the election of Senators by the people of 
the several States—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 72) to 
empower and instruct the Mississippi River Commission to in- 
vestigate and report as to whether or not the United States 
Shall take charge of the levee system of the Mississippi River— 
to me Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 

ver. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
73) authorizing the President to invite foreign countries to 
participate in the Panama-California Exposition in 1915 at 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NYE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) directing payment 

of money to widow of Hon. James Hinds, deceased, according 
to terms of resolution passed in Fortieth Congress, third ses- 
sion—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: Concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 23) proposing an investigation of the customs sery- 
ice of the United States with special reference to the so-called 
“sugar trust“ —to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 24) 
providing for an investigation of the customs service of the 
5 5 States, and for other purposes —to the Committee on 

ules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12441) for the relief of 
Edward Forbes Greene—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 12442) 
for the relief of William F. Wheeler—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12443) for the relief of Charles E. Lock- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affars. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12444) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Pangburn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12445) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Clark—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel P. Hoeffer—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 12447) granting an increase of pension to 
Dayid H. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12448) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Pursley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12449) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Pegg—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, G 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12450) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael J. Boland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12451) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Helms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12452) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Bitler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12453) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Cully—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12454) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12455) granting an increase of pension to 
Cicero C. Wait—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12456) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert McMartin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Frederick Howard—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12458) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12459) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12460) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Arntz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12461) granting an increase of pension to 
Absalom Mowery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12462) granting an increase of pension to 
George Helt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12463) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12464) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis B. Emmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12465) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12466) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Hefflefinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12467) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel T. Cockerill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12468) granting an increase of pension to 
Leon S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12469) granting an increase of pension to 
Virgil D. Lamberson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12470) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12471) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bame—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12472) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael G. Clapsaddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12473) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruben V. Lott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12474) granting an increase of pension to 
Elza Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12475) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shober—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12476) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12477) granting an increase of pension to 
John Q. Moses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12478) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Mowery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12479) granting an increase of pension to 
Harbert K. Forbis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12480) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Currigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12481) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel G. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12482) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin H. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12483) granting an increase of pension to 
David Rizor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12484) granting an increase of pension 
to Granyille H. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12485) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12486) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Enos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12487) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hartsough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12489) granting an increase of pension to 
David Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian Delbar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12491) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua H. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12492) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph MeClain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12493) granting an increase of pension to 
John Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12494) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Layman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 12495) granting an increase of pension to 

John Ingerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12496) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shreckengaust—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12497) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Gleason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12498) granting an increase of pension to 
James Brain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12499) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Bitting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12500) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 12501) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon E. Foust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12502) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Sheridan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12503) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Clemens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12504) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12505) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira B. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman R. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12507) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar W. Medlam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12508) granting an increase of pension to 
Rudolph Geisiu—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12509) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham C. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12510) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hill—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12511) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh McCullough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12512) granting an increase of pension to 
Jared M. Sigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12518) granting an increase of pension to 
William Shoup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12514) granting an increase of pension to 
John Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12515) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12516) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12517) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Younkman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12518) granting an increase of pension to 
Mister W. Wickham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12519) granting a pension to Jesse E. 
Boster—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12520) granting a pension to Henry Rei- 
miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12521) granting a pension to Lawrence 
Byrne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12522) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Surrener—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12523) granting an increase of pension to 
Dominic Laflour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12524) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Boggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12525) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick C. Schenkenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12526) granting a pension to Martin 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12527) granting an increase of pension to 
Hosea H. Meek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12523) to correct the military record of 
George W. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12529) to correct the military record of 
Lewis Corfman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12530) to correct the military record of 
Charles Hotelling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12531) to correct the military record of 
Charles E. Creager—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12532) to correct the military record of 
James Burroes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 12533) granting a pen- 
—— to Mary C. Eckenrhoad—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12534) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Kerns—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12535). granting an increase of pension to 
Michael S. Robey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12536) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 12537) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Craven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12538) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Farsht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12539) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Garvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12540) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12541) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jubinville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12542) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter McKivett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12543) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12544) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison W. Zentz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12545) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 12346) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Spiker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12547) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12548) granting an increase of pension to 
Richatd Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12549) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Heminger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12551) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12552) granting a pension to William 
H. H. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 12553) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman F. W. Fisher—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12554) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Skeels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12555) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda McGillum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12556) granting a pension to Philip M. 
Condict—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 12557) granting a pension to 
Mary Ryan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12558) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian G. Walter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 12559) grant- 
ing a pension to Eldon T. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12560) granting a pension to Frank L. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12561) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12563) granting a pension 
to Julia Schafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12564) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Fobar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12565) granting an increase of pension to 
John Levingston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12566) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12567) granting an increase of pension to 
Topley T. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12568) granting a pension to Hattie Camp- 
bell, now Wilkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12569) granting a pension to Lucinda Jane 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12570) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Holand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12571) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12572) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Grindstaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12573) granting an increase of pension to 
B. F. Royster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12574) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12575) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ayres—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12577) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Nessler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12578) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Coon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12579) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis Hargraye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12580) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvary Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12581) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob C. Bloodworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12582) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther and Rena McRill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 12583) for the relief of 
Lieut. Commander Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, re- 
tired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12584) to correct the military record of 
Herman Radeck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12585) granting an increase 
of pension to Maurice L. Whiteside—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12586) granting an increase of pension to 
C. G. Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12587) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12588) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson T. Russ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12589) to correct the military record of 
James Baird—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 12590) granting an increase of 
pension to John Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12591) granting an increase of pension to 
John Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12502) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus R. Manion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12593) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12594) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12595) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvey P. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 12596) granting an increase of pension to 
Angela Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12597) granting an increase of pension to 
Mariah Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12598) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Fraas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12599) granting an increase of pension to 
Selma Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12600) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Fanning—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12601) granting an increase of pension to 
William Esser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12602) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Eachus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12603) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Couts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12604) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12605) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Brockway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12606) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonso L. Armstrong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12607) granting a pension to Lars P, Nel- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 12608) granting an increase of 
pension to Jason P. Kite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12609) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12610) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Laney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12611) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander Hough—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12612) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12613) granting a pension to Thomas J. D, 
Pinnick—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12614) granting a pension to William 
R to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 12615) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas R. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12616) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12617) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12618) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Ruppert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to John J. 
James—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12620) granting a pension to John J. 
James—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12621) granting a pension to Henrietta M. 
Majors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12622) granting a pension to Isham M. 
Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12623) granting a pension to Conrad 
Stehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12624) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Rink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12625) granting a pension to John Hodges 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 12626) granting a pension to Robert C. 
Mouitrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12627) granting a pension to Charles 
Manion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12628) for the relief of John Pinion—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Verner—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12630) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Spahr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12631) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin C. Cranston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12632) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth B. Stussy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12633) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary B. Siviter—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12634) for the relief of the legal represent- 
5 — of James H. Doyle, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12635) for the relief of Edward J. Me- 
Ilvaine, surviving partner of Sloan, McIlvaine & Ott Brothers 


-| and of Sloan, McIlvaine & Graham—to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12636) for the relief of Matthew Bigger 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12637) for the relief of the Philadelphia 
Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12688) for the relief of the Dilworth Coal 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12639) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12640) for the relief of Anna K. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12641) for the relief of the Union Bridge 
Company, a corporation of Pennsylvania, having its chief office 
in Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12642) to correct the naval record of John 
Stoddart—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12648) to authorize the President to 
appoint Maj. A. S. M. Morgan to the grade of colonel on the 
retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12644) providing for the presentation of a 
medal of honor to Col. Edward Jay Allen—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 12645) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12646) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence H. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12647) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12648) granting a pension to Sarah G. 
McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12649) granting a pension to Mary Colby 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12650) granting a pension to Ann Living- 
ston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12651) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Allen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12652) granting an increase of pension to 
Salmon H. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12653) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Overly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12654) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12655) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Windsor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12656) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram M. Waltman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12657) granting an increase of pension to 
William Will—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12658) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Hopple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12659) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Stickan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12660) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Knoll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12661) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12662) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Willman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12668) granting an increase of pension to 
Eva Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12664) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis D. Rothbaust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12665) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Grow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12666) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. Arwine—to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 12667) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan N. Coy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12668) granting an increase of pension to 
James Quick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12669) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 12670) granting an increase 
of pension to George Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12671) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Trumble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12672) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Rexford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12673) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence V. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12674) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Horan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 12675) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12676) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 12677) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James De Laney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12678) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas W. Rider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12679) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Beryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12680) granting an increase of pension to 
Niram D. Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12681) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Terwilliger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12682) granting an increase of pension to 
William Borst, alias William Pierce—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12683) granting an increase of pension to 
Ceylon Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12684) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Conover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12685) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12686) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12687) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Wasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12688) granting an increase of pension to 
Denison R. Thorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12689) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adelbert Hollenbeck, alias Adelbert Buck— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12690) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12691) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. Clark—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12692) granting an increase of pension to 
D. G. Burnsides—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12693) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12694) granting an increase of pension to 
John McIlwain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12695) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12696) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Colyin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12697) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12698) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter F. Polk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12699) granting an increase of pension to 
John Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12700) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse A. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12701) granting an increase of pension to 
William Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12702) granting a pension to Mary L, 
Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12703) to remove charge of desertion from 
ys rece of Andrew J. Askew—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12704) to remove charge of desertion from 
85 N of James Leach—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 12705) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary M. Strong—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12706) granting an increase of pension to 
Orion B. Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12707) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Harwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12708) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Hussey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12709) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus G. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12710) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12711) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12712) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom A. Linsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12718) granting an increase of pension to 
Benajah Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12714) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12715) granting a pension to Clemie J. 
Riley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12716) granting a pension to Elroy M. 
Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12717) granting a pension to Eliza A, 
Seeley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12718) granting an increase of 
pension to Franklin C. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12719) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 12720) granting an increase 
of pension to John Bounds—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12721) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 12722) granting an increase 
of pension to James Conway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12723) granting an increase of pension to 
William Chrisman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 12724) grant- 
ing a pension to Harry A. Shuman—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 12725) for the relief of the 
Black Brigade—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12726) for the relief of the owners of the 
steamboat Henry M. Stanley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12727) for the relief of the owners of the 
steamboat Henry M. Stanley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 12728) granting a pension to 
Catherine McLachlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12729) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12780) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Dane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12731) granting a pension to William H. 
Larned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12732) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12733) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Dempsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12734) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron G. Watrous—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12785) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dan O’Connor—to the Committee on Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12736) granting a pension to Margaret 
Litchfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12737) for the relief of Winfield Scott 
Usher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12788) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
E. Neale—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12739) for the relief of Franz Jochum— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12740) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Dedrick Stokien, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12741) for the relief of Herman N. 
Midtbo—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12742) for the relief of Elizabeth Reilly— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12743) for the relief of Alice Harvey, 
mother of George Harvey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12744) for the relief of John Sullivan— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12745) for the relief of George W. Cassi- 
lear—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12746) for the relief of Perry Rumler 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12747) for the relief of Peter Gouker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12748) for the relief of Charles Uerkvitz— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12749) to provide for a medal in com- 
memoration of the services of Haym Salomon during the war 
of the Revolution and to express recognition of the same—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 12750) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard H. O’Neale—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12751) granting an increase of peasion to 
John N. Bingham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12752) granting an increase 
Hope Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 12753) granting an increase 
28 pension to Joseph Douglass—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12754) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Geiges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 12755) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Staats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12756) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wilcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12757) granting a pension to Anne Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12758) granting an increase of 
panaon to Henry Hotchkis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12759) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelia Inman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12760) granting an increase of pension to 
Everill J. Hills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12761) for the relief of Jeremiah C. Conk- 
ling—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 12762) granting a pension to 
Charles L, Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12763) granting a pension to James F. 
Malin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12764) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Bieker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12765) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Shugart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12766) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene A. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12767) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Allbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12768) granting a pension to Lucretia 
Moon, widow of Francis Moon—to the Committee on Invalid 


P 
By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12769) grant- 

~ . pension to Ralph M. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2 for the relief of James Willett to 
the Committee on Claim 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12771) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. De Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12772) granting a pension to Nancy L. 
Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12778) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. McClellan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12774) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie M. Huntington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12775) granting an increase of pension to 
Royal P. Stiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12776) granting an increase of pension to 
John Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. è 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12777) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hafley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12778) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Hampson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12779) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Trude—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12780) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F, Erb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12781) granting an increase of pension to 
Soren V. Kalsem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12782) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12788) granting an increase of pension to 
Spear S. Zenor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12784) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Ulum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12785) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12786) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Nettleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12787) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hathaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12788) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12789) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Basewitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12790) granting an increase of pension to 
Englehardt Hofmeister—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12791) granting a pension to Maggie M. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12792) granting a pension to Margaret 
Robertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12793) granting a pension to Lovell Jobn- 
son, now known as Lovell R. Stockwell—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12794) for the relief of Bernard Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12795) for the relief of Henry S. Kier- 
sted—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 12796) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Moore—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12797) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman I, Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill se Rai be granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Dewyant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12799) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Posey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12800) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Doran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12801) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12802) granting an increase of pension to 

O. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12803) granting an increase of pension to 
W. F. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12804) granting an inerease of pension to 
George D. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12805) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12806) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Flower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12807) granting an increase of pension to 
George French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12808) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Keister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12809) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Darr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12810) granting an increase of pension to 
Ansel D. Havens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12811) for the relief of Willard W. Alt— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12812) for the relief of Stephen J. 
Weekes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12813) for the relief of B. B. Wood et al.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12814) for the relief of John J. Adams— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12815) for the relief of James Baxter, of 
Minatare, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12816) for the relief of John Sedivy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12817) to correct the military record of 
Francis E. McCulloch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12818) to correct the military record of 
John Minahan, alias John Bagley—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12819) granting a pension to John L. 
Thorpe—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12820) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12821) granting a pension to Louisa 
George—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 12822) granting an 
increase of pension to Fredericka Schmanski—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12823) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12824) granting a pension to Lewis Daven- 
port—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12825) for the relief 
of Killian Simon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 12826) granting a pension to 
Grace E. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12827) granting a pension to Margaret 
Thompson Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 12828) granting a pen- 
sion to Norman W. Rayburn—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12829) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hinman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) granting an increase of pension to 
Loyal F, Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12831) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Eakle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 12832) 
granting an increase of pension to Theodore H. Doescher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12833) granting an increase of pension to 
Obadiah C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12834) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12835) granting a pension to John G, 
Lillig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12836) granting a pension to James L. 
Storm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 12837) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William G. Bowen—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12838) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann Hickox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12839) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12840) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Samson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12841) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12842) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 12843) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris G. Conkling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12844) granting an increase of pension to 
Milo Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12845) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Olcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 12846) granting an increase of 
pension to Roderick M. Woodyille—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12847) granting an increase of pension to 
John Blake—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12848) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Steyens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 12849) granting an increase of pension to 
Kilburn J. Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12850) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo P. Connolly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12851) granting an increase of pension to 
William Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12852) granting a increase of pension to 
Calvin R. Fix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12853) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12854) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester McAninch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12856) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew A. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12857) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Britigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12858) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12859) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Mars—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12860) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12861) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12862) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12863) granting an increase of pension to 
James Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12864) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12865) granting an increase of pension to 
Augusta Fels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12866) granting a pension to Francis M, 
Goodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12867) granting a pension to Malinda B. 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12868) granting a pension to Selina E. 
Plowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12869) granting a pension to Conrad 
Guenther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12870) granting a pension to Olive R, 
Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. (12871) granting an increase of pension to 
George O. Ellsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12872) granting a pension to Mathew M. 
Ledwien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12873) to correct the military record of 
Constant Livery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) to correct the military record of 
George E. Day—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 12875) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Fearing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12876) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12877) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Hyde—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12878) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12879) to correct the military record of 
John McGrail—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) for the relief of William R. Boag— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12881) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12882) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12883) granting an increase of pension to 
James McPherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12884) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12885) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Kaltwasser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12886) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12887) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12888) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12889) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas A. Boling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12890) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Koonce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12891) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12892) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephens N. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12893) granting an increase of pension to 
John Piper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12894) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Gansert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12895) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Burrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12896) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12897) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Reames—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Nickles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12899) granting an increase of pension to 
William Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12900) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12901) granting an increase of pension to 
William I. Pond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12902) granting a pension to Henry 
Roper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 12903) granting a pension to Alexander 
Lamont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12904) granting a pension to James F. 
Sims—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12905) granting a pension to Henry 
Dahm—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12906) granting a pension to Samuel John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12907) granting a pension to Jennie John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12908) for the relief of H. B. Massey— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12909) to correct the military record of 
William Puhse, alias William Kampmann—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12910) granting 
an increase of pension to B. J. Hardin—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12911) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Carnagy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12912) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Giller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12913) granting an increase of pension to 
George Edward Heilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12914) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Ambrose D. Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 12915) granting an increase 
of pension to Newton Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12916) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Araminta J. Doty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12917) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Mongovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 12918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Powell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12920) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. B. Trowbridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12921) granting a pension to Margaret 
Lough—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12922) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry A. Hunefield—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12923) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Mayhew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12924) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wadleigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12925) granting an increase of pension to 
Miron B. MeAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12926) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus E. Simpson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12927) granting an increase of pension to 
Abner J. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12928) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank J. Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12929) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Woodbury, second—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12930) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Worden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12931) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McGinnin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12932) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Meers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12933) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse D. Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12934) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey S. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12935) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard J. Emerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12936) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Laird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12937) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Bancroff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12938) granting an increase of pension to 
William Doolin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12939) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12940) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12941) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Harriman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12942) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick D. Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12943) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12944) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert A. Sackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12945) granting an increase of penson to 
George F. Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12946) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Remick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12947) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert N. Clough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12948) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman Jackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12949) granting an 
increase of pension to David Hall—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12950) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12951) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Loop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12952) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Butcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12953) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12954) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hamrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12055) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12956) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12957) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert Chavous—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12958) granting an 
increase of pension to Marion Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12959) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Border—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12961) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Dewoody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12962) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Howerton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12963) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12964) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther D. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12965) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah S. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12966) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen T. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12967) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Johnson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12968) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12969) granting an increase of pension to 
John Chaplain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12970) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Luke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12971) granting an increase of pension to 
Larren N, Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12972) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Taggart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12973) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12974) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12975) granting a pension to Lizzie 
Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12976) granting a pension to Nancy E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12977) for the relief of James Walden— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12978) granting an 
increase of pension to Ulysses Carey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 12979) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bergin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12981) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. Orris O. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12982) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12983) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12984) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton H. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12985) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12986) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Braden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12987) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Fuller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12989) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralsa C. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12990) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Lyman Bradley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12991) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to David R. Bohannon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12992) restoring to the pension rolls the 
name of Robert J. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 12993) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry F. Turner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12994) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12995) granting an increase of pension to 
Artemus Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12996) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12997) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Trabilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12998) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Van Wey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12999) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis X. Soleau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13000) granting an increase of pension to 
James McIntyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13001) granting an increase of pension to 
Murray W. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13002) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Worden—to fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13003) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville W. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Overmoyer—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13005) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13006) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13007) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville W. Sage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13008) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder D. Easlick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13009) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Tenant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 13010) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah A. Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13011) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavina M. Cottrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13012) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13013) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13014) granting an increase of pension to 
Dell Cudney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13015) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13016) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann. Deline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13017) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus W. Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13018) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius Q. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13019) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. 'Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13020) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13021) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13022) granting an increase of pension to 
Theron J. Hills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13023) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred N. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13024) granting a pension to Lucetta 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13025) granting a pension to Maria Hollo- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13026) granting a pension to Amelia B. 
Gifford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13027) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Epke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13028) granting a pension to Amelia Per- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13029) granting a pension to Jane Baker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13030) granting a pension to Rachel 
Eaton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13031) granting a pension to Kittie C. 
Beach—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13032) granting a pension to Emma I. 
Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13033) granting a pension to Louisa 
Rhoades—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13034) granting a pension to Lizzie Cal- 
lum to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13035) granting a pension to James Hum- 
mel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13036) granting a pension to Rachel 
Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13037) granting a pension to Julia B. 
Hubble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13038) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13039) granting a pension to Jane A. 
Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13040) granting a pension to Lucetta 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13041) granting a pension to Arminda 
Marble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Dubry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13043) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Barry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13044) granting a pension to August Pfef- 
ferle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13045) granting a pension to Rose Sem- 
ple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13047) granting a pension to Herbert P, 
De Lano—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13048) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Waker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13049) granting an increase of pension to 
Porter A. Belman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18050) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13051) granting a pension to Florence E. 
Pennock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13052) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Havens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13053) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick I. Horseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18054) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18055) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Moshimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13056) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace H. Hause—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18057) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Hornby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18058) for the relief of Arra M. Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13059) granting relief to Edwin A. Wells 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13060) for the relief of Phillip Miller— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13061) for the relief of William A. Clark— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13062) for the relief of Guy M. Claflin— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13063) for the relief of James I. Mabee— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13064) for the relief of Peter Mommie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13065) for the relief of William H. Rogers— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13066) for the relief of Myron C. Bond— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13067) for the relief of James L. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13068) for the relief of Peter Fisher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13069) for the relief of Joshua P. Talford— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13070) for the relief of Deloss M. Baker, 
Frank W. Clay, and Herman V. C. Hart, committee, and to re- 
imburse those who subscribed and paid for site for post-office 
building at Adrian, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13071) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph Neveux, alias John Nevah—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13072) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry D. Cutting, alias Henry C. Stratton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13073) granting an honorable discharge to 
Eph B. Cooper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13074) to pay and reimburse John F. 
Milich—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13075) granting relief to the heirs of George 
©. Lull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13076) providing for the erection of a 
monument in Arlington Cemetery to the memory of Charles 
Vernon Gridley, late captain, United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 13077) granting a pension to 
Matilda A. Reading—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13078) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomasine S. Washington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 13079) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Shedd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13080) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Rothery, alias Ed. Kingsland—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13081) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Colville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 13082) granting a pension to Amelia S. 
Stites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18083) to amend the na- 
tional banking laws, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R, 13084) granting an increase 
of pension to James N. Nickerson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13085) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Plumer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18086) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 13087) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Schoendorff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 13088) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Martin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13089) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13090) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18091) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Blakley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13092) granting an increase of pension to 
Humphery Cate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13093) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13094) granting an increase of pension to 
William Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13095) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 13096) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie J. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13097) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13098) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13099) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Leak—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13100) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim L. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13101) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13102) granting an increase of pension to 
Abner D. Rutherford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13103) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Thomason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13104) granting a pension to Rachel 
Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13105) granting a pension to Delilah J. 
Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13106) granting a pension to Jennie M. 
Dye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13107) granting a pension to Jane Gentry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13108) granting a pension to James Hen- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18109) granting a pension to Lillie P. Hin- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13110) granting a pension to Loyd Rey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13111) for the relief of R. M. Magill— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13112) to grant an honorable discharge to 
the members of the late Union County company, National Guard 
of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant pensions to the members and widows and minor children 
of the members of said company—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 13113) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Wagner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13114) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson S. Work—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13115) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Strosnider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13116) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13117) granting an increase of pension to 
William Aunks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13118) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.” 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18119) for the 
relief of the heirs of Daniel Donoyan—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13120) granting an increase 
of pension to Carl H. Walbridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13121) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13122) granting an increase of pension to 
Jared K. Rayen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13123) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13124) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Bible—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18125) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13126) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar A. Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 13127) granting an increase 
of pension to Reuben D. Challenger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13128) granting an increase of pension to 
Leroy Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18129) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Harlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13130) granting an increase of pension to 
Pembroke Mercer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13131) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius F. Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 13132) granting an increase 
of pension to J. Miller Shope—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13133) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13134) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferdinand H. Groce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13135) granting a pension to Henry A. 
Lamping—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18186) granting an increase of pension to 
Abiah C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13137) for the relief of the 
heirs of David R. Hubbard, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 13138) granting a 
pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13139) 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin Koontz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Divelley—to the Committee on Inavlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13141) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar Chyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13142) granting an increase of pension to 
John ©. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13143) granting an increase of pension to 
George Cable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 13144) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Schubert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 13145) for the relief of John 
W. Dula—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 13146) granting an increase of 
pension to James King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18147) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13148) granting a pension to Samuel Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18149) granting a pension to Walter P. 
Chatham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13150) granting a pension to Carl 
Schrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13151) granting a pension to John C. 
Koeppel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13152) granting a pension to Henrietta M. 
Majors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 13153) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Milligan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 18154) granting an increase 
of — to Benjamin F. Judson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13155) granting an increase 
of- pension to William Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13156) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13157) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert B. Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13158) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Rump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18159) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel J. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13160) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13161) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Mallory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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David A. Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13163) granting an increase of pension to 
Marvin A. Smith —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13164) granting an increase of pension to 
Irving W. Brewster —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13165) granting a pension to Eunice N. 
Meeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13166) granting a pension to Ella R. 
Sloat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13167) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elias McQuay—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18168) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Parmalee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13169) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13170) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Perring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13171) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Spears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13172) granting a pension to Harvey B. 
Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13173) granting a pension to Daniel 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13174) granting a pension to George Abb- 
lerback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13175) to correct the military record of 
Jabez Lumbart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13176) for the relief of Francis E. Hale— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13177) for the re- 
lief of Robert W. Prosser, of Valverde County, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 13178) granting a pension to 
Georgia Anna Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13179) to correct the military record of 
Irvine Agee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13180) to correct the military record of 
James A. Holman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 13181) granting a 
pension to W. O. Hedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 18182) granting a pension to 
Susan Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13183) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas M. McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18184) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Loar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13185) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Story—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13186) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Coad—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13187) for the relief of John T. Mott—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13188) for the relief of William D. Allen— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18189) to pay Orville J. Jennings for work 
done under contract of March 25, 1889—to the Committce on 


Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13190) to reopen and adjust the accounts 
for service of Brig. Gen. Thomas Ward, U. S. Army, retired, 
and Maj. William Silvey, U. S. Army, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13191) granting a pension 
to Rebecca McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13192) granting a pension to Catherine 
McWilliams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13193) granting a pension to Obed E. 
Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLET: A bill (H. R. 13194) for the relief of 
Col. Azor H. Nickerson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 13195) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Slate—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18196) granting a pension to Charles S. 
Kinman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13197) for the relief of the heirs of Lucy 
A. Weaver, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13198) for the relief of Joseph A. Blance 
and T. J. West—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 13199) granting an increase 
of pension to James N. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18200) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13201) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Fergurson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13202) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Bonness—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13203) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kroell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13204) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13205) for the relief of 
the heirs of Isaac T. Turner, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 18206) for the relief of Wil- 
liam O. Underwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13207) for the relief of Joseph Welch— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13208) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter F. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13209) granting an 
increase of pension to George Fisher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13210) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13211) granting a pension to William 
Elwert—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18212) granting a pension to Maria B. 
Bange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13213) granting a pension to A. W. G. 
Marcks—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13214) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18215) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter Hogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18216) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Florence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 18217) granting a 
pension to Albert Scheina—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13218) for the relief of Jehu Evans, jr.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13219) granting a pension to Frank 
MaCulley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13220) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Berry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 13221) naturalizing 
George Drought—to the Committee on Immmigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 13222) granting an increase of 
pension to Weller Bishopp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Chamberlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13224) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 13225) granting a pension to 
Henry Shenep—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13226) grant- 
Ing an increase of pension to Charles Pluck—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18227) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard M. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13228) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Oram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13229) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert W. Lauter—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13230) granting an increase of pension to 
Mariah Gamble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13231) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13232) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Duckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13233) for the relief of John W. Simpson, 
jr., administrator of John W. Simpson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: A bill (H. R. 13234) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin Woodney—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13235) granting an increase of pension 
to Philip Setzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13236) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Polmatier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13287) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caleb S. Jordan—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HENRY W. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 13238) granting 
an increase of pension to John McElwee—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 18239) for the relief of J. M. 
Burlingame—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18240) for the relief of Andrew W. 
Swaney—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13241) for the relief of Edward Brassey— 
to the Committee on Claims. à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13242) for the relief of Malcolm Gillis— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13243) for the relief of S. W. Langhorne 
and H. S. Howell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13244) granting a pension to Eddy J. 
Workman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13245) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert A. Stowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13246) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Rose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13247) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Wightman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18248) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 13249) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan ©. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13250) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Francis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13251) granting an increase 
of pension to Marion L. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18252) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha M. Root—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13253) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Gingery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18254) granting a pension to John D. 
Trosper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13255) granting a pension to Jonathan R. 
Blair—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 13256) to place David Rob- 
ertson, sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on the retired list 
* the United States Army to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 13257) granting an increase of 
penson to Jacob F. Shull—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13258) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Coffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13259) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha G. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13261) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence W, Backus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13262) granting a pension to Agnes 
White—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13263) granting a pension to Francis Sul- 
livan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13264) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George ©. Simmons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen F. Blanding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13266) for the relief of T. M. 
D. Coln—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13267) for the relief of T, F. Allison—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13268) for the relief of Marmon Spence 
Pope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13269) for the relief of Louis L. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13270) for the relief of James D. Lane 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13271) for the relief of R. R. Aycock—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13272) for the relief of James Kerby—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13273) for the relief of B. F. Walpole—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13274) for the relief of William H. Car- 
rington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18275) for the relief of Jefferson Franks 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) for the relief of Mary W. Ridley— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13277) for the relief of Edmund W. Wil- 


liams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13278) for the relief of S. S. Littlejohn— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13279) for the relief of W. E. Mitchum—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of Sidney Plunk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13281) for the relief of J. M. Rice—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) for the relief of Houston Medlin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13283) for the relief of Eaton Bond—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13284) for the relief of John C. Mitchle— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13285) for the relief of W. C. Sanders—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13286) for the relief of John Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13287) for the relief of James M. Sharp— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13288) for the relief of Sarah M. King— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13289) for the relief of John Zimmer- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13290) for the relief of the J. H. Gilbert— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13291) for the relief of Absalom W. 
Weaver—to the Committee on War Claims. 

` Also, a bill (H. R. 18292) for the relief of George Plunk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13293) for the relief of Howard T. 
Bunch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13294) for the relief of Mary J. Moody— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18295) for the relief of J. M. Elston—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13296) for the relief of Frederick Webb— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13297) for the relief of B. J. Young—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13298) for the relief of J. D. Lane—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13299) for the relief of Joseph W. Mc- 
Call—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13300) for the relief of J. W. Deming— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13301) for the relief of John Dillahunty— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13302) for the relief of Priestley E. 
Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13303) for the relief of B. F. Newman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18304) for the relief of W. W. Walters— 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13305) for the relief of Eli T. McGill—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13306) for the relief of Martha S. Atkins 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13307) for the relief of John F. Leach, 
administrator of the estate of R. H. Carter, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13308) for the relief of Philip Cole and 
the estates of John D. Cole and Stephen W. Cole, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13309) for the relief of the heirs of James 
T. Clement, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13310) for the relief of the heirs of T, E. 
Robison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18311) for the relief of the heirs of 
Walter W. Melton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13312) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah 
E. Wedelstedt and Nimrod Berk, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13313) for the relief of the estate of 
Robert Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13314) for the relief of the estate of R. H. 
Crider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13315) for the relief of the estate of O. F. 
Hendricks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13316) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13317) for the relief of the estate of S. M. 
Davidson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13318) for the relief of the estate of L. D. 
Crawley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13319) for the relief of the estate of Hud- 
son Muse, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13320) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Williams—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13321) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Criner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13322) for the relief of the estate of M. W. 
Savells, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18323) for the relief of the estate of John 
S. Burrows, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13324) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
C. Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13325) for the relief of the estate of Tucker 
Jackson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13326) for the relief of the estate of 
Elijah Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13327) for the relief of the estate of David 
Hurst—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13328) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel Hayes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13329) for the relief of the estate of 
J. M. Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13330) for the relief of the estate of F. M. 
Hagy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13331) for the relief of the estate of Cloa 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13332) for the relief of the estate of R. D. 
Freeland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13333) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Jackson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13334) for the relief of the estate of John 
Sanford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13335) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13336) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13337) for the relief of the estate of James 
Hendrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13338) for the relief of the estate of John 
Richards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13339) for the relief of the estate of Theo- 
drick Webb, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13340) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of James Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13341) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Jack Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13342) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Jennings H. Courts, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13343) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William Kendall, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13344) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Malinda Swink, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13345) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of James H. Napier, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13346) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Samuel Swearingen, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13347) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Joseph King, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13348) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Richard Odle, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (U. R. 13349) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of John M. Lester, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13350) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of John M. Lester, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13351) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of F. H. Henderson, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13852) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of W. M. McAuley, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13353) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of A. K. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13354) for the relief of the legal represent- 
ativez of John S. Fielder, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13355) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William Cox, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13356) granting a pension to James R. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13357) granting a pension to Frank M. 
Weils—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13358) granting a pension to William T. 
Mayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13359) granting a pension to John R. 
Costen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18360) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13361) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13362) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Harwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13363) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13364) granting an honorable discharge to 
Green B. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13365) to correct the military record of 
George W. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13366) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Quinn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13367) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frank B. Parnell—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13368) to muster in certain members of 
Col. Frank W. Harrison’s Regiment of West Tennessee re- 
cruits and to grant them an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13369) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of 
Oswell P. Newby, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13370) granting an increase of 
pension to George L. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13372) granting an increase of pension to 
John Roland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13373) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13374) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13375) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13376) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13377) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert A. Funk—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13378) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Mottinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13379) granting an increase of pension to 
George G. Siebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13380) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. McConnell—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13381) for the relief of W. L. Lyles—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13382) for the relief of the heirs of George 
8. Thebo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13383) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint Maj. Gen. Daniel E. 
Sickles, retired, to be a lieutenant-general of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13384) placing M. H. 
Plunkett, assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the re- 
pay list with an advanced rank—to the Committee on Naval 
r irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13385) for the relief of John M. Blanken- 
ship—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bil (H. R. 13386) granting an increase 
of pension to Cassius A. Woodworth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13387) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram H. Davyis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 13388) granting a pension 
to Sarah L. Fluck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 13389) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry W. Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13390) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13391) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13392) granting an increase of pension to 
David Amos—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13393) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Betsall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18394) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Manion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13395) granting an increase of pension to 
Elam Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13396) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13397) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13398) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvenas G. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13399) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Hickel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13400) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Cottrili—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of American Federation of 
Labor for reduction of national expenditures and for promotion 
of arbitration for national disputes—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Buffalo 
Chamber of Commerce, the Lake Transportation, and the Ma- 
rine Insurance Company, favoring the work of the Hydro- 
graphie Office and advocating its extension—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of New York State Association of Postmasters 
of first, second, and third classes, favoring an increased allow- 
ance for clerk hire at third-class offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of business men of Willshire, 
Defiance, Rockford, Payne, Sherwood, Hicksville, and Ant- 
werp, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of soldiers and citizens of West Unity, Ohio, 
favoring bill amending acts of June 27, 1890, and April 19, 1908, 
increasing civil-war soldiers’ pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ladies of the Mentzer Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, for amend- 
ment of the Constitution prohibiting polygamy in the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of William N. Miller, George W. Jackson, William Wagner, Wil- 
son S. Work, William A. Strosinder, George Bailey, and William 
Aunks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Spring City Council, No. 900, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and W. Wilson Kulp, 
for an effective exclusion law against the Asiatics, except mer- 
chants, students, and travelers—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, against any change 
in the present oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of W. W. Burnett Post, No. 527, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring increase of pensions as 
provided in the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Loomis Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, favoring amendment of acts of June 27, 1890, and 
April 19, 1909, increasing soldiers’ pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Berlin, Pa., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bills for relief of 
Andrew Verner and Joseph Spaler—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of American Electrechemical 
Society of New York, favoring legislation against monopoly of 
resources of industrial and commercial power—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of business men of Washington County, N. Y., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of New York State Post- 
masters’ Association for a readjustment of allowance for clerk 
hire to third-class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Manufacturers’ Association of New York 
City, favoring amendment of the tariff bill in so far as it pro- 
vides for the ascertainment of the corporation tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bills for relief of Pott 
Phillips (H. R. 8764), Henry H. Spigelmyer (H. R. 11170), 
William C. Hudson (H. R. 4948), and Riley R. Zerbe (H. R. 
8778)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FOSS: Paper to accompany bills for relief of Henry 
C. Green and Franklin C. Peters—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bills for relief of 
George A. Robinson and John Bounds—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of Hecker Post, No. 638, Grand 
Army of the Republic, against placing the statue of Robert E. 
Lee in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Victory Council, No. 18, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring an Asiatic exclusion law, 
excepting as regards merchants, students, and travelers—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Pittsburg Dry Goods Com- 
pany, favoring law to legally define commercial samples as bag- 
gage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Epping-Carpenter Company, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., favoring subsidy for American merchant marine—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAYES: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Her- 
bert H. Skinner and Idelia Inman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, petition of soldiers of San Mateo County, Cal., for in- 
crease of eivil-war soldiers’ pensions, as per National Tribune 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Hotchkis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Everill J. Hills— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: Petition of business men of Nicholasville, 
Lawrenceburg, Harrodsburg, Richmond, Lancaster, Stanford, 
Shelbyville, and Danville, all in the State of Kentucky, against 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. $ 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of W. Pitner, John D. Tidrick, John N. Hanna, Joshua 
Dewees, Samuel Gooding, Francis W. Leeper, James Creighton, 
and John Seals, previously referred to Committee on Pensions, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William H. Colsher, previously referred to the Committee on 
Pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Susan 
Campbell, William H. Story, James A. Loar, and Silas M. Me- 
Clure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizens of 
Creosote, Wash., against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance 
act—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Lovell 
Johnson, Margaret Robertson, and Henry Basewitz—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal., 
favoring additional pay for railway mail clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of governor and other citizens of California, 
for an appropriation of $400,000 for benefit of rivers of the 
State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring bill to authorize purchase of lands and buildings 
for the consular buildings in China, Japan, and Korea—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Puerta del Oro Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, for construction of a military road from 
Yorktown, Va., to Jamestown, Va.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany a bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Court of Claims ”—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Viborg, S. Dak., against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance 
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in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Theo. H. 
Doescher, Robert Martin, Obadiah C. Smith, and John G. 
Lillig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Petitions of merchants of Barnville, 
Bridgewater, and Waterville, N. Y., against parcels-post law— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of postmasters’ convention for New York for 
a readjustment of the scale of allowance for third-class post- 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Milo Loomis, 
George E. Olcott, and Henry J. Samson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Seborn J. Mullins, previously referred to Committee on 
Pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. Simp- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Moriah Gamble, 
James T. Foster, William H. Bean, William A. Duckett, and 
Albert W. Lauter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: Petitions of citizens of St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, both in the State of Minnesota, against Senate bill 404, 
Sabbath observance in District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of 25 merchants of Bozeman, Mont., 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of the American Electrochem- 
ical Society of New York, favoring legislation for the conserva- 
tion of the resources of industrial and commercial power in 
waterways of the country—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of citizens of the Twenty- 
fifth Congressional District of Illinois, against parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Hiram H. Davis and Cassius A. Woodworth—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Mr. S. Wilfred Smith, of 
Buckmanville, and 83 other residents of Bucks County, Pa., for 
amendment of oleomargarine laws to make more effective the 
penal provisions to prevent it being sold otherwise than for 
what it is—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of Jacob C. Beidler and 41 other residents of 
Harleysville, Montgomery County, Pa., for amendment of oleo- 
margarine laws to make more effective the penal provisions to 
prevent it being sold otherwise than for what it is—to the Com- 
„mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Pineville Grange, No. 507, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Bucks County, Pa., for amendment of oleomargarine 
laws to make more effective the penal provisions to prevent it 
being sold otherwise than for what it is—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December 7, 1909. 


Morcan G. BULKELEY, a Senator from the State of Conneeti- 
cut; James P. CLARKE, a Senator from the State of Arkansas; 
Joun W. DANIL, a Senator from the State of Virginia; JAMES 
B. Frazier, a Senator from the State of Tennessee; and GEORGE 
PEABODY WETMORE, a Senator from the State of Rhode Island, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I present the credentials 
of my colleague, Senator FOUNTAIN L. THOMPSON, and ask that 
the same may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the cre- 
dentials. 

The credentials of Fountain L. THOMPSON, appointed by the 
governor of the State of North Dakota a Senator from that 
State to fill, until the next meeting of the legislature thereof, 
the vacancy caused by the death of Senator M. N. JOHNSON 
in the term ending March 4, 1915, were read and ordered to be 
filed. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Senator Tuompson is present in the Sen- 
ate Chamber and ready to take the oath of office. 
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The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
will escort his colleague to the desk. 

Mr. THowpson was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by 
Mr. McCumser, and the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


William J. Browning, Chief Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, appeared and delivered the following message 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of 8383 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled, and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 

Also that a committee of three Members has been appointed 
by the Speaker, on the part of the House of Representatives, to 
join a committee of the Senate to wait upon the President of the 
United States, and to inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may have to make, and that Mr. DALZELL, 
Mr. Bennet of New York, and Mr. CLARK of Missouri have been 
appointed members of the committee on the part of the House, 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. David Albaugh De Armond, late a 
Representative from the State of Missouri, and transmitted reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Francis Rives Lassiter, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Virginia, and transmitted resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Hate and Mr. Bacon, the committee appointed to wait 
on the President of the United States, appeared, and 

Mr. HALE said: Mr. President, the joint committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives have waited upon the 
President and informed him that a quorum of each House has 
assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation from him, to which the President replied that he would 
communicate forthwith by message in writing. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


M. C. Latta, one of the secretaries to the President of the 
United States, appeared and said: Mr. President, I am directed 
by the President of the United States to deliver to the Senate 
a message in writing. 

The message was received from the ene and handed to 
the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following message from the President of the United States, 
which will be read by the Secretary. 

4 The Secretary, Charles G. Bennett, read the message, as 
‘ollows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The relations of the United States with all foreign govern- 
ments have continued upon the normal basis of amity and good 
understanding, and are yery generally satisfactory. 

EUROPE. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the general treaty of arbitra- 
tion concluded between the United States and Great Britain, 
April 4, 1908, a special agreement was entered into between 
the two countries on January 27, 1909, for the submission of 
questions relating to the fisheries on the North Atlantic Coast 
to a tribunal to be formed from members of the Permanent 
Court of Arbitration at The Hague. 

In accordance with the provisions of the special agreement 
the printed case of each Government was, on October 4 last, 
submitted to the other and to the Arbitral Tribunal at The 
Hague, and the counter case of the United States is now in 
course of preparation. 

The American rights under the fisheries article of the Treaty 
of 1818 have been a cause of difference between the United 
States and Great Britain for nearly seventy years. The inter- 
ests involved are of great importance to the American fishing 
industry, and the final settlement of the controversy will re- 
move a source of constant irritation and complaint. This is the 
first case involving such great international questions which 
has been submitted to the Permanent Court of Arbitration at 
The Hague. 

The treaty between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cerning the Canadian International boundary, concluded April 
11, 1908, authorizes the appointment of two commissioners to de- 
fine and mark accurately the international boundary line be- 
tween the United States and the Dominion of Canada in the 
waters of the Passamaquoddy Bay, and provides for the ex- 
change of briefs within the period of six months. The briefs 


were duly presented within the prescribed period, but as the 
commissioners failed to agree within six months after the ex- 
change of the printed statements, as required by the treaty, it 
has now become necessary to resort to the arbitration pro- 
vided for in the article. 

The International Fisheries Commission appointed pursuant 
to and under the authority of the Convention of April 11, 1908, 
between the United States and Great Britain, has completed a 
system of uniform and common international regulations for 
the protection and preservation of the food fishes in interna- 
tional boundary waters of the United States and Canada. 

The regulations will be duly submitted to Congress with a 
view to the enactment of such legislation as will be necessary 
under the Convention to put them into operation. 

The Convention providing for the settlement of international 
differences between the United States and Canada, including 
the apportionment between the two countries of certain of 
the boundary waters and the appointment of commissioners to 
adjust certain other questions, signed on the 11th day of Janu- 
ary, 1909, and to the ratification of which the Senate gave its 
advice and consent on March 3, 1909, has not yet been ratified 
on the part of Great Britain. 

Commissioners have been appointed on the part of the United 
States to act jointly with Commissioners on the part of Canada 
in examining into the question of obstructions in the St. John 
River between Maine and New Brunswick, and to make recom- 
mendations for the regulation of the uses thereof, and are now 
engaged in this work. 

Negotiations for an international conference to consider and 
reach an arrangement providing for the preservation and pro- 
tection of the fur seals in the North Pacific are in progress with 
the Governments of Great Britain, Japan, and Russia. The 
attitude of the Governments interested leads me to hope for a 
satisfactory settlement of this question as the ultimate outcome 
of the negotiations, 

The Second Peace Conference recently held at The Hague 
adopted a Convention for the establishment of an International 
Prize Court upon the joint proposal of delegations of the United 
States, France, Germany and Great Britain. The law to be 
observed by the Tribunal in the decision of prize cases was, 
however, left in an uncertain and therefore unsatisfactory state. 
Article 7 of the Convention provided that the Court was to be 
governed by the provisions of treaties existing between the bel- 
ligerents, but that “in the absence of such provisions, the court 
shall apply the rules of international law. If no generally rec- 
ognized rule exists, the court shall give judgment in accordance 
with the general principles of justice and equity.” As, however, 
many questions in international maritime law are understood 
differently and therefore interpreted differently in various coun- 
tries, it was deemed advisable not to intrust legislative powers 
to the proposed court, but to determine the rules of law properly 
applicable in a Conference of the representative maritime na- 
tions. Pursuant to an invitation of Great Britain a conference 
was held at London from December 2, 1908, to February 26, 
1909, in which the following Powers participated: the United 
States, Austria-Hungary, France, Germany, Great Britain, 
Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Russia and Spain. The confer- 
ence resulted in the Declaration of London, unanimously agreed 
to and signed by the participating Powers, concerning among 
other matters, the highly important subjects of blockade, contra- 
band, the destruction of neutral prizes, and continuous voyages. 

The Declaration of London is an eminently satisfactory codi- 
fication of the international maritime law, and it is hoped that 
its reasonableness and fairness will secure its general adoption, 
as well as remove one of the difficulties standing in the way of 
the establishment of an International Prize Court. 

Under the authority given in the sundry civil appropriation 
act, approved March 4, 1909, the United States was represented 
at the International Conference on Maritime Law at Brussels. 
The conference met on the 28th of September last and resulted 
in the signature ad referendum of a convention for the unifica- 
tion of certain regulations with regard to maritime assistance 
and salvage and a convention for the unification of certain rules 
with regard to collisions at sea. 

Two new projects of conventions which have not heretofore 
been considered in a diplomatic conference, namely, one con- 
cerning the limitations of the responsibility of shipowners, and 
the other concerning marine mortgages and privileges, have 
been submitted by the Conference to the different governments. 

The Conference adjourned to meet again on April 11, 1910. 

The International Conference for the purpose of promoting 
uniform legislation concerning letters of exchange, which was 
called by the Government of the Netherlands to meet at The 
Hague in September, 1909, has been postponed to meet at that 
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capital in June, 1910. The United States will be appropriately 
represented in this Conference under the provision therefor 
already made by Congress. 

The cordial invitation of Belgium to be represented by a 
fitting display of American progress in the useful arts and in- 
yentions at the World’s fair to be held at Brussels in 1910 
remains to be acted upon by the Congress. Mindful of the ad- 
vantages to accrue to our artisans and producers in competition 
with their Continental rivals, I renew the recommendation here- 
tofore made that provision be made for acceptance of the invi- 
tation and adequate representation in the Exposition. 

The question arising out of the Belgian annexation of the 
Independent State of the Kongo, which has so long and ear- 
nestly preoccupied the attention of this Government and enlisted 
the sympathy of our best citizens, is still open, but in a more 
hopeful stage. This Government was among the foremost in 
the great work of uplifting the uncivilized regions of Africa 
and urging the extension of the benefits of civilization, educa- 
tion, and fruitful open commerce to that vast domain, and is a 
party to treaty ts of all the interested powers de- 
signed to carry out that great duty to humanity. The way to 
better the original and adventitious conditions, so burdensome 
to the natives and so destructive to their development, has been 


the results so ardently desired, 
that inspires them and satisfy the demands of humane senti- 
ment throughout the worid. 

A convention between the United States and Germany, under 
which the nonworking provisions of the German patent law are 
made inapplicable to the patents of American citizens, was con- 
cluded on February 23, 1909, and is now in force. Negotiations 
for similar conventions looking to the placing of American in- 
ventors on the same footing as nationals have recently been 
initiated with other European governments whose laws require 
the local working of foreign patents. 

Under an appropriation made at the last session of the Con- 
gress, 2 commission was sent on American cruisers to Monrovia 
to investigate the interests of the United States and its citizens 
in Liberia. Upon its arrival at Monrovia the commission was 
enthusiastically received, and during its stay in Liberia was 
everywhere met with the heartiest expressions of good will for 
the American Government and people and the hope was re- 
peatedly expressed on all sides that this Government might see 
its way clear to do something to relieve the critical position of 
the Republic arising in a measure from external as well as 
internal and financial embarrassments. 

The Liberian Government afforded every facility to the Com- 
mission for ascertaining the true state of affairs. The Commis- 
sion also had conferences with representative citizens, inter- 
ested foreigners and the representatives of foreign governments 
in Monrovia. Visits were made to various parts of the Repub- 
lic and to the neighboring British colony of Sierra Leone, where 
the Commission was received by and conferred with the Gov- 
ernor. 

It will be remembered that the interest of the United States 
in the Republic of Liberia springs from the historical fact of 
the foundation of the Republic by the colonization of American 
citizens of the African race. In an early treaty with Liberia 
there is a provision under which the United States may be 
called upon for advice or assistance. Pursuant to this pro- 
vision and in the spirit of the moral relationship of the United 
States to Liberia, that Republic last year asked this Govern- 
ment to lend assistance in the solution of certain of their na- 
tional problems, and hence the Commission was sent. 

The report of our commissioners has just been completed 
and is now under examination by the Department of State. It 
is hoped that there may result some helpful measures, in which 
5 it may be my duty again to invite your attention to this 
subject. 

The Norwegian Government, by a note addressed on January 
26, 1909, to the Department of State, conveyed an invitation to 
the Government of the United States to take part in a confer- 
ence which it is understood will be held in February or March, 
1910, for the purpose of devising means to remedy existing con- 
ditions in the Spitzbergen Islands. 

This invitation was conveyed under the reservation that the 
question of altering the status of the islands as countries be- 


longing to no particular State, and as equally open to the citi- 
zens and subjects of all States, should not be raised. 

The European Powers invited to this Conference by the Goy- 
ernment of Norway were Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, 
Great Britain, Russia, Sweden and the Netherlands. 

The Department of State, in view of proofs filed with it in 
1906, showing the American possession, occupation and work- 
ing of certain coal-bearing lands in Spitzbergen, accepted the 
invitation under the reservation above stated, and under the 
further reservation that all interests in those islands already 
vested should be protected and that there should be equality of 
opportunity for the future. It was further pointed out that 
membership in the Conference on the part of the United States 
was qualified by the consideration that this Government would 
not become a signatory to any conventional arrangement con- 
eluded by the European members of the Conference which 
would imply contributory participation by the United States in 
any obligation or responsibility for the enforcement of any 
scheme of administration which might be devised by the Con- 
ference for the islands, 

THE NEAR EAST. 


His Majesty Mehmed V, Sultan of Turkey, recently sent to 
this country a special to announce his accession. 
quick transition of the Government of the Ottoman Empire 
from one of retrograde tendencies to a constitutional govern- 
ment with a Parliament and with progressive modern policies 
of reform and public improvement is one of the important 
phenomena of our times. Constitutional government seems also 
to have made further advance in Persia. These events have 
turned the eyes of the world upon the Near East. In that 
quarter the prestige of the United States has spread widely 
through the peaceful influence of American schools, universities 
and missionaries. ‘There is every reason why we should obtain 
a greater share of the commerce of the Near East since the con- 
ditions are more favorable now than ever before. 

LATIN AMERICA. 

One of the happiest events in recent Pan-American diplomacy 
was the pacific, independent settlement by the Governments of 
Bolivia and Peru of a boundary difference between them, which 
for some weeks threatened to cause war and eyen to entrain 
embitterments affecting other republics less directly concerned. 
From various quarters, directly or indirectly concerned, the 
intermediation of the United States was sought to assist in a 
solution of the controversy. Desiring at all times to abstain 
from any undue mingling in the affairs of sister republics and 
having faith in the ability of the Governments of Peru and 
Bolivia themselves to settle their difference in a manner satis- 
factory to themselves, which, viewed with magnanimity, would 
assuage all embitterment, this Government steadily abstained 
from being drawn into the controversy, and was much grati- 
fied to find its confidence justified by events. 

On the 9th of July next there will open at Buenos Aires the 
Fourth Pan-American Conference. This conference will have a 
special meaning to the hearts of all Americans, because around 
its date are clustered the anniversaries of the independence of 
so many of the American republics. It is not necessary for me 
to remind the Congress of the political, social, and commercial 
importance of these gatherings. You are asked to make liberal 
appropriation for our participation. If this be granted, it is 
my purpose to appoint a distinguished and representative dele- 
gation, qualified fittingly to represent this country and to deal 
with the problems of intercontinental interest which will there 
be discussed. 

The Argentine Republic will also hold from May to Novem- 
ber, 1910, at Buenos Aires, a great International Agricultural 
Exhibition, in which the United States has been invited to 
participate. Considering the rapid growth of the trade of the 
United States with the Argentine Republic and the cordial re- 
lations existing between the two nations, together with the fact 
that it provides an opportunity to show deference to a sister re- 
public on the occasion of the celebration of its national inde- 
pendence, the proper departments of this Government are tak- 
ing steps to apprise the interests concerned of the opportunity 
afforded by this exhibition, in which appropriate participation 
by this country is so desirable. The designation of an official 
representative is also receiving consideration. 

To-day, more than ever before, American capital is seeking 
investment in foreign countries, and American products are 
more and more generally seeking foreign markets. As a conse- 
quence, in all countries there are American citizens and Ameri- 
can interests to be protected, on occasion, by their Government. 
These movements of men, of capital, and of commodities bring 
peoples and governments closer together and so form bonds of 
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peace and mutual dependency, as they must also naturally 
sometimes make passing points of friction. The resultant situa- 
tion inevitably imposes upon this Goyernment vastly increased 
responsibilities. This Administration, through the Department 
of State and the foreign service, is lending all proper support 
to legitimate and beneficial American enterprises in foreign 
countries, the degree of such support being measured by the 
national advantages to be expected. A citizen himself can not 
by contract or otherwise divest himself of the right, nor can 
this Government escape the obligation, of his protection in his 
personal and property rights when these are unjustly infringed 
in a foreign country. To avoid ceaseless vexations it is proper 
that in considering whether American enterprise should be en- 
couraged or supported in a particular country, the Government 
should give full weight not only to the national, as opposed to 
the individual benefits to accrue, but also to the fact whether 
or not the Government of the country in question is in its ad- 
ministration and in its diplomacy faithful to the principles of 
moderation, equity and justice upon which alone depend inter- 
national credit, in diplomacy as well as in finance. 

The Pan-American policy of this Government has long been 
fixed in its principles and remains unchanged. With the 
changed circumstances of the United States and of the Repub- 
lics to the south of us, most of which have great natural re- 
sources, stable government and progressive ideals, the appre- 
hension which gave rise to the Monroe Doctrine may be said 
to have nearly disappeared, and neither the doctrine as it exists 
nor any other doctrine of American policy should be permitted 
to operate for the perpetuation of irresponsible government, the 
escape of just obligations, or the insidious allegation of domi- 
nating ambitions on the part of the United States. 

Beside the fundamental doctrines of our Pan-American pol- 
icy there have grown up a realization of political interests, 
community of institutions and ideals, and a flourishing com- 
merce. All these bonds will be greatly strengthened as time 
goes on and increased facilities, such as the great bank soon to 
be established in Latin America, supply the means for building 
up the colossal intercontinental commerce of the future. 

My meeting with President Diaz and the greeting exchanged 
on both American and Mexican soil served, I hope, to signalize 
the close and cordial relations which so well bind together this 
Republic and the great Republic immediately to the south, be- 
tween which there is so vast a network of material interests. 

I am happy to say that all but one of the cases which for so 
long vexed our relations with Venezuela have been settled 
within the past few months and that, under the enlightened 
régime now directing the Government of Venezuela, provision 
has been made for arbitration of the remaining case before The 
Hague Tribunal. 

On July 30, 1909, the Government of Panama agreed, after 
considerable negotiation, to indemnify the relatives of the 
American officers and sailors who were brutally treated, one of 
them having, indeed, been killed by the Panaman police this 
year. 

The sincere desire of the Government of Panama to do away 
with a situation where such an accident could occur is manifest 
in the recent request in compliance with which this Government 
has lent the services of an officer of the army to be employed 
by the Goyernment of Panama as instructor of police. 

The sanitary improvements and public works undertaken in 
Cuba prior to the present administration of that Government, 
in the success of which the United States is interested under 
the treaty, are reported to be making good progress and since 
the Congress provided for the continuance of the reciprocal 
commercial arrangement between Cuba and the United States 
assurance has been received that no negotiations injuriously 
affecting the situation will be undertaken without consultation. 

The collection of the customs of the Dominican Republic 
through the general receiver of customs appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States in accordance with the convention of 
February 8, 1907, has proceeded in an uneventful and satis- 
factory manner. The customs receipts have decreased owing to 
disturbed political and economic conditions and to a very 
natural curtailment of imports in view of the anticipated revi- 
sion of the Dominican tariff schedule. The payments to the 
fiscal agency fund for the service of the bonded debt of the 
Republic, as provided by the convention, have been regularly 
and promptly made, and satisfactory progress has been made in 
carrying out the provisions of the convention looking toward 
the completion of the adjustment of the debt and the acquire- 
ment by the Dominican Government of certain concessions and 
monopolies which have been a burden to the commerce of the 
country. In short, the receivership has demonstrated its ability, 
even under unfavorable economic and political conditions, to do 
the work for which it was intended, 


This Government was obliged to intervene diplomatically to 
bring about arbitration or settlement of the claim of the Emery 
Company against Nicaragua, which it had long before been 
agreed should be arbitrated. A settlement of this troublesome 
ine, reached by the signature of a protocol on September 

Many years ago diplomatic intervention became necessary to 
the protection of the interests in the American claim of Alsop 
and Company against the Government of Chile. The Govern- 
ment of Chile had frequently admitted obligation in the case 
and had promised this Government to settle it. There had been 
two abortive attempts to do so through arbitral commissions, 
which failed through lack of jurisdiction. Now, happily, as the 
result of the recent diplomatic negotiations, the Governments of 
the United States and of Chile, actuated by the sincere desire 
to free from any strain those cordial and friendly relations 
upon which both set such store, have agreed by a protocol to 
submit the controversy to definite settlement by His Britanic 
Majesty, Edward VII. 

Since the Washington Conventions of 1907 were communi- 
cated to the Government of the United States as a consulting 
and advising party, this Government has been almost continu- 
ously called upon by one or another, and in turn by all of the 
five Central American Republics, to exert itself for the mainte- 
nance of the Conventions. Nearly every complaint has been 
against the Zelaya Government of Nicaragua, which has kept 
Central America in constant tension or turmoil. The responses 
made to the representations of Central American Republics, as 
due from the United States on account of its relation to the 
Washington Conventions, have been at all times conservative 
and have avoided, so far as possible, any semblance of inter- 
ference, although it is very apparent that the considerations 
of geographic proximity to the Canal Zone and of the very sub- 
stantial American interests in Central America give to the 
United States a special position in the zone of these Republics 
and the Caribbean Sea. 

I need not rehearse here the patient efforts of this Govern- 
ment to promote peace and welfare among these Republics, 
efforts which are fully appreciated by the majority of them who 
are loyal to their true interests. It would be no less unneces- 
sary to rehearse here the sad tale of unspeakable barbarities 
and oppression alleged to have been committed by the Zelaya 
Government. Recently two Americans were put to death by 
order of President Zelaya himself. They were reported to have 
been regularly commissioned officers in the organized forces 
of a revolution which had continued many weeks and was in 
control of about half of the Republic, and as such, according 
to the modern enlightened practice of civilized nations, they 
were entitled to be dealt with as prisoners of war. 

At the date when this message is printed this Government 
has terminated diplomatic relations with the Zelaya Govern- 
ment, for reasons made public in a communication to the for- 
mer Nicaraguan chargé d'affaires, and is intending to take such 
future steps as may be found most consistent with its dignity, 
its duty to American interests, and its moral obligations to 
Central America and to civilization, It may later be neces- 
sary for me to bring this subject to the attention of the Con- 
gress in a special message. 

The International Bureau of American Republics has car- 
ried on an important and increasing work during the Jast year. 
In the exercise of its peculiar functions as an international 
agency, maintained by all the American Republics for the de- 
velopment of Pan-American commerce and friendship, it has 
accomplished a great practical good which could be done in 
the same way by no individual department or bureau of one 
government, and is therefore deserving of your liberal support. 
The fact that it is about to enter a new building, erected 
through the munificence of an American philanthropist and 
the contributions of all the American nations, where both its 
efficiency of administration and expense of maintenance will 
naturally be much augmented, further entitles it to special 
consideration. 

THE FAR EAST. 

In the Far East this Government preserves unchanged its 
policy of supporting the principle of equality of opportunity 
and scrupulous respect for the integrity of the Chinese Em- 
pire, to which policy are pledged the interested Powers of both 
East and West. 

By the Treaty of 1903 China has undertaken the abolition of 
likin with a moderate and proportionate raising of the customs 
tariff along with currency reform. These reforms being of 
manifest advantage to foreign commerce as well as to the in- 
terests of China, this Government is endeavoring to factiftate 
these measures and the needful acquiescence of the treaty Pow- 
ers. When it appeared that Chinese likin reyenues were to be 
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hypothecated to foreign bankers in connection with a great rail-| and make permanent the reorganization of the Department 


way project, it was obvious that the Governments whose na- 
tionals held this loan would have a certain direct interest in the 
question of the carrying out by China of the reforms in ques- 
tion. Because this railroad loan represented a practical and 
real application of the open-door policy through cooperation 
with China by interested Powers as well as because of its re- 
lations to the reforms referred to above, the Administration 
deemed American participation to be of great national interest. 
Happily, when it was as a matter of broad policy urgent that 
this opportunity should not be lost, the indispensable instru- 
mentality presented itself when a group of American bankers, 
of international reputation and great resources, agreed at once 
to share in the loan upon precisely such terms as this Gov- 
ernment should approve. The chief of those terms was that 
American railway material should be upon an exact equality 
with that of the other nationals joining in the loan in the plac- 
ing of orders for this whole railroad system. After months of 
negotiation the equal participation of Americans seems at last 
assured. It is gratifying that Americans will thus take their 
share in this extension of these great highways of trade, and 
to believe that such activities will give a real impetus to our 
commerce and will prove a practical corollary to our historic 
policy in the Far East. 

The Imperial Chinese Government in pursuance of its de- 
cision to devote funds from the portion of the indemnity re- 
mitted by the United States to the sending of students to this 
country has already completed arrangements for carrying out 
this purpose, and a considerable body of students have arrived 
to take up their work in our schools and universities. No one 
can doubt the happy effect that the associations formed by 
these representative young men will haye when they return to 
take up their work in the progressive development of their 
country. 

The results of the Opium Conference held at Shanghai last 
spring at the invitation of the United States have been laid be- 
fore the Government. The report shows that China is making 
remarkable progress and admirable efforts toward the eradica- 
tion of the opium evil and that the Governments concerned have 
not allowed their commercial interests to interfere with a help- 
ful cooperation in this reform. Collateral investigations of the 
opium question in this country lead me to recommend that the 
manufacture, sale, and use of opium and its derivatives in the 
United States should be so far as possible more rigorously con- 
trolled by legislation. 

In one of the Chinese-Japanese Conventions of September 4 of 
this year there was a provision which caused considerable pub- 
lic apprehension in that upon its face it was believed in some 
quarters to seek to establish a monopoly of mining privileges 
along the South Manchurian and Antung-Mukden Railroads, 
and thus to exclude Americans from a wide field of enterprise, 
to take part in which they were by treaty with China entitled. 
After a thorough examination of the Conventions and of the 
several contextual documents, the Secretary of State reached 
the conclusion that no such monopoly was intended or accom- 
plished. However, in view of the widespread discussion of this 
question, to confirm the view it had reached, this Government 
made inquiry of the Imperial Chinese and Japanese Govern- 
ments and received from each official assurance that the pro- 
vision had no purpose inconsistent with the policy of equality 
of opportunity to which the signatories, in common with the 
United States, are pledged. 

Our traditional relations with the Japanese Empire continue 
cordial, as usual. As the tative of Japan, His Imperial 
Highness Prince Kuni visited the Hudson-Fulton Celebration. 
The recent visit of a delegation of prominent business men as 
guests of the chambers of commerce of the Pacific slope, whose 
representatives had been so agreeably received in Japan, will 
doubtless contribute to the growing trade across the Pacific, 
as well as to that mutual understanding which leads to mutual 
appreciation. The arrangement of 190S for a cooperative con- 
tfol of the coming of laborers to the United States has proved 
to work satisfactorily. The matter of a revision of the existing 
treaty between the United States and Japan which is termi- 
nable in 1812 is already receiving the study of both countries. 

The Department of State is considering the revision, in whole 
or in part, of the existing treaty with Siam, which was con- 
cluded in 1856 and is now, in respect to many of its provisions, 
out of date. 

THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I earnestly recommend to the favorable action of the Con- 
gress the estimates submitted by the Department of State and 
most especially the legislation suggested in the Secretary of 
State's letter of this date whereby it will be possible to develop 


upon modern lines in a manner to make it a thoroughly efficient 
instrument in the furtherance of our foreign trade and of 
American interests abroad. The plan to have Divisions of 
Latin-American and Far Eastern Affairs and to institute a cer- ` 
tain specialization in business with Europe and the Near East 
will at once commend itself. These politico-geographical divi- 
sions and the detail from the diplomatic or consular service to 
the department of a number of men who bring to the study 
of complicated problems in different parts of the world practical 
knowledge recently gained on the spot clearly is of the greatest 
advantage to the Secretary of State in foreseeing conditions 
likely to arise and in conducting the great variety of corre- 
spondence and negotiation. It should be remembered that such 
facilities exist in the foreign offices of all the leading commer- 
cial nations and that to deny them to the Secretary of State 
would be to place this Government at a great disadvantage in 
the rivalry of commercial competition. 

The consular service has been greatly improved under the 
law of April 5, 1906, and the Executive Order of June 27, 1906, 
and I commend to your consideration the question of embody- 
ing in a statute the principles of the present Executive Order 
upon which the efficiency of our consular service is wholly 
dependent. 

In modern times political and commercial interests are inter- 
related, and in the negotiation of commercial treaties, conven- 
tions, and tariff agreements, the keeeping open of opportunities 
and the proper support of American enterprises, our diplomatic 
service is quite as important as the consular service to the busi- 
ness interests of the country. Impressed with this idea and 
convinced that selection after rigorous examination, promotion 
for merit solely, and the experience only to be gained through 
the continuity of an organized service are indispensable to a 
high degree of efficiency in the diplomatic service, I have signed 
an Executive Order as the first step toward this very desirable 
result. Its effect should be to place all secretaries in the diplo- 
matic service in much the same position as consular officers are 
now placed and to tend to the promotion of the most efficient 
to the grade of minister, generally leaving for outside appoint- 
ment such posts of the grade of ambassador or minister as it 
may be expedient to fill from without the service. It is pro- 
posed also to continue the practice instituted last summer of 
giving to all newly appointed secretaries at least one month’s 
thorough training in the Department of State before they pro- 
ceed to their posts. This has been done for some time in 
regard to the consular service with excellent results, 

Under a provision of the act of August 5, 1909, I have ap- 
pointed three officials to assist the officers of the Government in 
collecting information necessary to a wise administration of the 
tariff act of August 5, 1909. As to questions of customs admin- 
istration they are cooperating with the officials of the Treasury 
Department, and as to the matters of the needs and the exi- 
gencies of our manufacturers and exporters with the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor in its relation to the domestic 
aspect of the subject of foreign commerce. In the study of 
foreign tariff treatment they will assist the Bureau of Trade 
Relations of the Department of State. It is hoped thus to coor- 
dinate and bring to bear upon this most important subject all 
the agencies of the Government which can contribute anything 
to its efficient handling. 

As a consequence of section 2 of the tariff act of August 5, 
1909, it becomes the duty of the Secretary of State to conduct 
as diplomatic business all the negotiations necessary to place 
him in a position to advise me as to whether or not a particular 
country unduly discriminates against the United States in the 
sense of the statute referred to. The great scope and com- 
plexity of this work, as well as the obligation to lend all proper 
aid to our expanding commerce, is met by the expansion of the 
Bureau of Trade Relations as set forth in the estimates for the 
Department of State. 

OTHER DEPARTMENTS. 


I have thus in some detail described the important transac- 
tions of the State Department since the beginning of this Ad- 
ministration for the reason that there is no provision either by 
statute or custom for a formal report by the Secretary of State 
to the President or to Congress, and a Presidential message is 
the only means by which the condition of our foreign relations 
is brought to the attention of Congress and the public. 

In dealing with the affairs of the other Departments, the 
heads of which all submit annual reports, I shall touch only 
those matters that seem to me to call for special mention on my 
part without minimizing in any way the recommendations made 
by them for legislation affecting their respective Departments, 
in all of which I wish to express my general concurrence, 
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GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES AND REVENUES. 

Perhaps the most important question presented to this Ad- 
ministration is that of economy in expenditures and sufficiency 
of revenue. The deficit of the last fiscal year, and the certain 
deficit of the current year, prompted Congress to throw a 
greater responsibility on the Executive and the Secretary of the 
Treasury than had heretofore been declared by statute. This 
declaration imposes upon the Secretary of the Treasury the 
duty of assembling all the estimates of the Executive Depart- 
ments, bureaus, and offices, of the expenditures necessary in the 
ensuing fiscal year, and of making an estimate of the revenues 
of the Government for the same period; and if a probable 
deficit is thus shown, it is made the duty of the President to 
recommend the method by which such deficit can be met. 

The report of the Secretary shows that the ordinary expendi- 
tures for the current fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, will ex- 
ceed the estimated receipts by $34,075,620. If to this deficit is 
added the sum to be disbursed for the Panama Canal, amount- 
ing to $38,000,000, and $1,000,000 to be paid on the public debt, 
the deficit of ordinary receipts and expenditures will be in- 
creased to a total deficit of $73,075,620. This deficit the Secre- 
tary proposes to meet by the proceeds of bonds issued to pay 
the cost of constructing the Panama Canal. I approve this 
proposal. 

The policy of paying for the construction of the Panama 
Canal, not out of current revenue, but by bond issues, was 
adopted in the Spooner Act of 1902, and there seems to be no 
good reason for departing from the principle by which a part 
at least of the burden of the cost of the canal shall fall upon 
our posterity who are to enjoy it; and there is all the more 
reason for this view because the actual cost to date of the 
canal, which is now half done and which will be completed 
January 1, 1915, shows that the cost of engineering and con- 
struction will be $297,766,000, instead of $139,705,200, as origi- 
nally estimated. In addition to engineering and construction, 
the other expenses, including sanitation and government, and 
the amount paid for the properties, the franchise and the priv- 
ilege of building the canal, increase the cost by $75,435,000, to a 
total of $875,201,000. The increase in the cost of engineering 
and construction is due to a substantial enlargement of the 
plan of construction by widening the canal 100 feet in the 
Culebra cut and by increasing the dimensions of the locks, to 
the underestimate of the quantity of the work to be done under 
the original plan, and to an underestimate of the cost of labor 
and materials, both of which have greatly enhanced in price 
since the original estimate was made. 

In order to avoid a deficit for the ensuing fiscal year, I di- 
rected the heads of departments in the preparation of their 
estimates to make them as low as possible consistent with im- 
perative governmental necessity. The result has been, as I am 
advised by the Secretary of the Treasury, that the estimates for 
the expenses of the Government for the next fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1911, are less than the appropriations for this current 
fiscal year by $42,818,000. So far as the Secretary of the Treus- 
ury is able to form a judgment as to future income, and com- 
pare it with the expenditures for the next fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1911, and including payments on account of the 
Panama Canal, which will doubtless be taken up by bonds, 
there will be a surplus of $35,931,000. 

In the present estimates the needs of the departments and of 
the Government have been cut to the quick, so to speak, and 
any assumption on the part of Congress, so often made in times 
past, that the estimates have been prepared with the expecta- 
tion that they may be reduced, will result in seriously hamper- 
ing proper administration. 

The Secretary of the Treasury points out what should be 
carefully noted in respect to this reduction in governmental 
expenses for the next fiscal year, that the economies are of two 
kinds—first, there is a saving in the permanent administration 
of the departments, bureaus, and offices of the Government; 
and, second, there is a present reduction in expenses by a post- 
ponement of projects and improvements that ultimately will 
have to be carried out, but which are now delayed with the 
hope that additional revenue in the future will permit their 
execution without producing a deficit. 

It has been impossible in the preparation of estimates greatly 
to reduce the cost of permanent administration. This can not 
be done without a thorough reorganization of bureaus, offices, 
and departments. For the purpose of securing information 
which may enable the executive and the legislative branches to 
unite in a plan for the permanent reduction of the cost of gov- 
ernmental administration, the Treasury Department has insti- 
tuted an investigation by one of the most skilled expert ac- 
countants in the United States. The result of his work in two 
or three bureaus, which, if extended to the entire Government, 


must occupy two or more years, has been to show much room 
for improvement and opportunity for substantial reductions in 
the cost and increased efficiency of administration. The object 
of the investigation is to devise means to increase the average 
efficiency of each employee. There is great room for improve- 
ment toward this end, not only by the reorganization of bu- 
reaus and departments and in the avoidance of duplication, 
but also in the treatment of the individual employee. 

Under the present system it constantly happens that two 
employees receive the same salary when the work of one is far 
more difficult and important and exacting than that of the 
other. Superior ability is not rewarded or encouraged. As 
the classification is now entirely by salary, an employee often 
rises to the highest class while doing the easiest work, for 
which alone he may be fitted. An investigation ordered by 
my predecessor resulted in the recommendation that the civil 
service be reclassified according to the kind of work, so that 
the work requiring most application and knowledge and ability 
shall receive most compensation. I believe such a change 
would be fairer to the whole force and would permanently im- 
prove the personnel of the service. 

More than this, every reform directed toward the improve- 
ment in the average efficiency of government employees must 
depend on the ability of the Executive to eliminate from the 
government service those who are inefficient from any cause, 
and as the degree of efficiency in all the departments is much 
lessened by the retention of old employees who have outlived 
their energy and usefulness, it is indispensable to any 
system of economy that provision be made so that their sep- 
aration from the service shall be easy and inevitable. Itis im- 
possible to make such provision unless there is adopted a plan 
of civil pensions. 

Most of the great industrial organizations, and many of the 
well-conducted railways of this country, are coming to the 
conclusion that a system of pensions for old employees, and the 
substitution therefor of younger and more energetic servants, 
promotes both economy and efficiency of administration. 

I am aware that there is a strong feeling in both Houses of 
Congress, and possibly in the country, against the establish- 
ment of civil pensions, and that this has naturally grown out of 
the heavy burden of military pensions, which it has always 
been the policy of our Government to assume; but I am 
strongly convinced that no other practical solution of the diffi- 
culties presented by the superannuation of civil servants can 
be found than that of a system of civil pensions. 

The business and expenditures of the Government have ex- 
panded enormously since the Spanish war, but as the revenues 
have increased in nearly the same proportion as the expendi- 
tures until recently, the attention of the public and of those 
responsible for the Government has not been fastened upon 
the question of reducing the cost of administration. We can 
not, in view of the advancing prices of living, hope to save 
money by a reduction in the standard of salaries paid. Indeed, 
if any change is made in that regard, an increase rather than 
a decrease will be necessary; and the only means of economy 
will be in reducing the number of employees and in obtaining 
a greater average of efficiency from those retained in the 
service, 


Close investigation and study needed to make definite recom- 
mendations in this regard will consume at least two years. I 
note with much satisfaction the organization in the Senate of a 
Committee on Public Expenditures, charged with the duty of 
conducting such an investigation, and I tender to that com- 
mittee all the assistance which the executive branch of the 
Government can possibly render. 

FRAUDS IN THE COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS. 

I regret to refer to the fact of the discovery of extensive 
frauds in the collection of the customs revenue at New York 
City, in which a number of the subordinate employees in the 
weighing and other departments were directly concerned, and in 
which the beneficiaries were the American Sugar Refining 
Company and others. The frauds consisted in the payment of 
duty on underweights of sugar. The Government has recovered 
from the American Sugar Refining Company all that it is shown 
to have been defrauded of. The sum was received in full of 
the amount due, which might have been recovered by civil suit 
against the beneficiary of the fraud, but there was an express 
reservation in the contract of settlement by which the settle- 
ment should not interfere with or prevent the criminal prosecu- 
tion of everyone who was found to be subject to the same. 

Criminal prosecutions are now proceeding against a number 
of the government officers. The Treasury Department and 
the Department of Justice are exerting every effort to discover 
all the wrongdoers, including the officers and employees of the 
companies who may have been privy to the fraud. It would 
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seem to me that an investigation of the frauds by Congress 
at present, pending the probing by the Treasury Department 
and the Department of Justice, as proposed, might, by giving 
immunity and otherwise, prove an embarrassment in securing 
conviction of the guilty parties. 


MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM CLAUSE IN TARIFF ACT, 


Two features of the new tariff act call for special reference. 
By virtue of the clause known as the “Maximum and mini- 
mum” clause, it is the duty of the Executive to consider the 
laws and practices of other countries with reference to the im- 
portation into those countries of the products and merchandise 
of the United States, and if the Executive finds such laws and 
practices not to be unduly discriminatory against the United 
States, the minimum duties provided in the bill are to go into 
force. Unless the President makes such a finding, then the 
maximum duties provided in the bill, that is, an increase of 
twenty-five per cent ad valorem over the minimum duties, are 
to be in force, Fear has been expressed that this power con- 
ferred and duty imposed on the Executive is likely to lead to 
a tariff war. I beg to express the hope and belief that no such 
result need be anticipated. 

The discretion granted to the Executive by the term“ un- 
duly discriminatory” is wide. In order that the maximum 
duty shall be charged against the imports from a country, it 
is necessary that he shall find on the part of that country not 
only discriminations in its laws or the practice under them 
against the trade of the United States, but that the discrimina- 
tions found shall be undue; that is, without good and fsir 
reason. I conceive that this power was reposed in the Presi- 
dent with the hope that the maximum duties might never be 
applied in any case, but that the power to apply them would 
enable the President and the State Department through 
friendly negotiation to secure the elimination from the laws 
and the practice under them of any foreign country of that 
which is unduly discriminatory. No one is seeking a tariff 
war or a condition in which the spirit of retaliation shall be 


aroused. 
USES OF THE NEW TARIFF BOARD. 


The new tariff law enables me to appoint a tariff board to 
assist me in connection with the Department of State in the ad- 
ministration of the minimum and maximum clause of the act 
and also to assist officers of the Government in the administra- 
tion of the entire law. An examination of the law and an 
understanding of the nature of the facts which should be con- 
sidered in discharging the functions imposed upon the Executive 
show that I have the power to direct the tariff board to make a 
comprehensive glossary and encyclopedia of the terms used and 
articles embraced in the tariff law, and to secure information 
as to the cost of production of such goods in this country and 
the cost of their production in foreign countries. I have there- 
fore appointed a tariff board consisting of three members and 
have directed them to perform all the duties above described. 
This work will perhaps take two or three years, and I ask from 
Congress a continuing annual appropriation equal to that 
already made for its prosecution. I believe that the work of 
this board will be of prime utility and importance whenever 
Congress shall deem it wise again to readjust the customs du- 
ties. If the facts secured by the tariff board are of such a char- 
acter as to show generally that the rates of duties imposed 
by the present tariff law are excessive under the principles of 
protection as described in the platform of the successful party 
at the late election, I shall not hesitate to invite the attention 
of Congress to this fact and to the necessity for action predi- 
cated thereon. Nothing, however, halts business and interferes 
with the course of prosperity so much as the threatened revision 
of the tariff, and until the facts are at hand, after careful and 
deliberate investigation, upon which such revision can prop- 
erly be undertaken, it sems to me unwise to attempt it. The 
amount of misinformation that creeps into arguments pro and 
con in respect to tariff rates is such as to require the kind of 
investigation that I have directed the tariff board to make, an 
investigation undertaken by it wholly without respect to the 
effect which the facts may have in calling for a readjustment 
of the rates of duty. 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 


In the interest of immediate economy and because of the 
prospect of a deficit, I have required a reduction in the esti- 
mates of the War Department for the coming fiscal year, which 
brings the total estimates down to an amount forty-five mil- 
lions less than the corresponding estimates for last year. This 


could only be accomplished by cutting off new projects and 
suspending for the period of one year all progress in military 
matters. For the same reason I have directed that the Army 
shall not be recruited up to its present authorized strength. 


These measures can hardly be more than temporary—to. last 
until our reyenues are in better condition and until the whole 
question of the expediency of adopting a definite military policy 
can be submitted to Congress, for I am sure that the interests 
of the military establishment are seriously in need of careful 
consideration by Congress, The laws regulating the organiza- 
tion of our armed forces in the event of war need to be revised 
in order that the organization can be modified so as to produce 
a force which would be more consistently apportioned through- 
out its numerous branches, To explain the circumstances upon 
which this opinion is based would necessitate a lengthy discus- 
sion, and I postpone it until the first convenient opportunity 
ce gt E pai al et aa ata i as Ti 
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The Secretary of War calls attention to a number of needed 
changes in the Army, in all of which I concur, but the point 
upon which I place most emphasis is the need for an elimina- 
tion bill providing a method by which the merits of officers 
shall have some effect upon their advancement and by which 
the advancement of all may be accelerated by the effective 
elimination of a definite proportion of the least efficient. There 
are in every army, and certainly in ours, a number of officers 
who do not violate their duty in any such way as to give reason 
for a court-martial or dismissal, but who do not show such 
aptitude and skill and character for high command as to justify 
their remaining in the active service to be promoted. Provision 
should be made by which they may be retired on a certain pro- 
portion of their pay, increasing with their length of service at 
the time of retirement. There is now a personnel law for the 
Navy which itself needs amendment and to which I shall make 
further reference. Such a law is needed quite as much for the 


Army. 

The coast defenses of the United States proper are generally 
all that could be desired, and in some respects they are rather 
more elaborate than under present conditions are needed to 
stop an enemy's fleet from entering the harbors defended. 
There is, however, one place where additional defense is badly 
needed, and that is at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, where it 
is proposed to make an artificial island for a fort which shall 
prevent an enemy's fleet from entering this most important 
strategical base of operations on the whole Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts. I hope that appropriate legislation will be adopted to 
secure the construction of this defense. 

The military and naval joint board have unanimously agreed 
that it would be unwise to make the large expenditures which 
at one time were contemplated in the establishment of a naval 
base and station in the Philippine Islands, and have expressed 
their judgment, in which I fully concur, in favor of making an 
extensive naval base at Pearl Harbor, near Honolulu, and not 
in the Philippines. This does not dispense with the necessity 
for the comparatively small appropriations required to finish 
the proper coast defenses in the Philippines now ynder con- 
struction on the island of Corregidor and elsewhere or to com- 
plete a suitable repair station and coaling supply station at 
Olongapo, where is the floating dock Dewey.“ I hope that 
this recommendation of the joint board will end the discussion 
as to the comparative merits of Manila Bay and Olongapo as 
naval stations, and will lead to prompt measures for the proper 
equipment and defense of Pearl Harbor, 

THE NAVY. 


The return of the battle-ship fleet from its voyage around the 
world, in more efficient condition than when it started, was a 
noteworthy event of interest alike to our citizens and the naval 
authorities of the world. Besides the beneficial and far-reach- 
ing effect on our personal and diplomatic relations in the 
countries which the fleet visited, the marked success of the 
ships in steaming around the world in all weathers on schedule 
time has increased respect for our Navy and has added to our 
national prestige. 

Our enlisted personnel recruited from all sections of the 
country is young and energetic and representative of the 
national spirit: It is, moreover, owing to its intelligence, capa- 
ble of quick training into the modern man-of-warsmen: Our 
officers are earnest and zealous in their profession, but it is a 
regrettable fact that the higher officers are old for the responsi- 
bilities of the modern navy, and the admirals do not arrive at 
flag rank young enough to obtain adequate training in their 
duties as flag officers. This need for reform in the Navy has 
been ably and earnestly presented to Congress by my predeces- 
sor, and I also urgently recommend the subject for considera- 
tion. 

Early in the coming session 2 comprehensive plan for the re- 
organization of the officers of all corps of the Navy will be 
presented to Congress, and I hope it will meet with action 
suited to its urgency. 
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Owing to the necessity for economy in expenditures, I have 
directed the curtailment of recommendations for naval appro- 
priations so that they are thirty-eight millions less than the 
corresponding estimates of last year, and the request for new 
naval construction is limited to two first-class battle ships and 
one repair vessel. 

The use of a navyis for military purposes, and there has 
been found need in the Department of a military branch dealing 
directly with the military use of the fleet. The of 
the Navy has also felt the lack of responsible advisers to ald 
him in reaching conclusions and deciding important matters 
between coordinate branches of the Department. To secure 
these results he has inaugurated a tentative plan involving 
certain changes in the organization of the Navy Department, 
including the navy-yards, all of which have been found by the 
Attorney-General to be in accordance with law. I have ap- 
proved the execution of the plan proposed because of the 
greater efficiency and economy it promises. 

The generosity of Congress has provided in the present Naval 
Observatory the most magnificent and expensive astronomical 
establishment in the world. It is being used for certain naval 
purposes which might easily and adequately be subserved by 
a small division connected with the Navy Department at only 
a fraction of the cost of the present Naval Observatory. The 
official Board of Visitors established by Congress and appointed 
in 1901 expressed its conclusion that the official head of the 
observatory should be an eminent astronomer appointed by the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
holding his place by a tenure at least as permanent as that of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey or the head of the 
Geological Survey, and not merely by a detail of two or three 
years’ duration. I fully concur in this judgment, and urge a 
provision by law for the appointment of such a director. 

It may not be n to take the observatory out of the 
Navy Department and put it into another department in which 
epportunity for scientific research afforded by the observatory 
would seem to be more appropriate, though I believe such a 
transfer in the long run is the best policy. I am sure, however, 
I express the desire of the astronomers and those learned in the 
kindred sciences when I urged upon Congress that the Naval 
Observatory be now dedicated to science under control of a 
man of science who can, if need be, render all the service to 
the Navy Department which this observatory now renders, and 
still furnish to the world the discoveries in astronomy that 
& great astronomer using such a plant would be likely to make. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICH—EXPEDITION IN LEGAL PROCEDURE: 


The deplorable delays in the administration of civil and crim- 
inal law have received the attention. of committees of the Amer- 
ican. Bar Association and of many State Bar Associations, as 
well as the considered thought of judges and jurists. In my 
judgment, a change in judicial procedure, with a view to redu- 
cing its expense to private ae aw in civil cases and facilitat- 
ing the dispatch of business and final decision in both civil and 
criminal cases, constitutes the greatest need in our American 
institutions., I do not doubt for one moment that much of the 
Jawless. violence and cruelty exhibited in lynchings fs directly 
due to the uncertainties and injustice growing out of the de- 
lays in trials, Judgments, and the executions thereof by our 
courts. Of course these remarks apply quite as well to the 
administration of justice in State courts as to that in Federal 
courts, and without making invidious distinction it is perhaps 
not too much to say that, speaking generally, the defects are 
less in the Federal courts than in the State courts. But they 
are very great in the Federal courts. The expedition with 
which business is disposed of both on the civil and the criminal 
side of English courts under modern rules of procedure makes 
the delays in our courts seem archaic and barbarous. The pro- 
eedure in the Federal courts should furnish an example for the 
State courts, I presume it is impossible, without an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, to unite under one form of action 
the proceedings at common law and proceedings in equity in 
the Federal courts, but it is certainly not impossible by a 
statute to simplify and make short and direct the procedure 
both at law and in equity in those courts; It is not impossible 
to cut down still more than it is cnt down, the jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court so as to confine it almost wholly to statutory 
and constitutional questions. Under the present statutes the 
equity and admiralty procedure in the Federal courts is under 
the control of the Supreme Court, but in the pressure of busi- 
ness to which that court is subjected, it is Impossible to hope 
that a radical and proper reform of the Federal equity pro- 
cedure can be brought about. I therefore recommend legisla- 
tion providing for the appointment by the President of a com- 
mission with authority to examine the law and equity pro- 


cedure of the Federal courts of first instance, the law of appeals 
from those courts to the courts of appeals and to the Supreme 
Court, and the costs imposed in such procedure upon the 
private litigants and upon the public treasury and make recom- 
mendation with a view to simplifying and expediting the pro- 
cedure as far as possible and making it as inexpensve as may 
be to the litigant of little means, 
INJUNCTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE. 


The platform of the successful party in the last election con- 
tained the following: 

“The Republican party will uphold at all times the authority 
and integrity of the courts, State and Federal, and will ever 
insist that their powers to enforce their process and to protect 
life, liberty, and property shall be preserved inviolate. We be- 
lieve, however, that the rules of procedure in the Federal 
courts with respect to the issuance of the writ of injunction 
should be more accurately defined by statute, and that no in- 
junction or temporary restraining order should be issued with- 
out notice, except where irreparable injury would result from 
delay, in which case a speedy hearing thereafter should be 
granted.” 

I recommend that in compliance with the promise thus made, 
appropriate legislation be adopted. The ends of justice will best 
be met and the chief cause of complaint against ill-considered 
injunctions without notice will be removed by the enactment 
of a statute forbidding hereafter the issuing of any injunction 
or order, whether temporary or permanent, by any 
Federal court without previous notice and a reasonable oppor- 
tunity to be heard on behalf of the parties to be enjoined; un- 
less it shall appear to the satisfaction of the court that the 
delay necessary to give such notice and hearing would result in 
irreparable injury to the complainant and unless, also, the 
eourt shall from the evidence make a written finding, which 
shall be spread upon the court minutes, that immediate and 
irreparable injury is likely to ensue to the complainant, and 
shall define the injury, state why it is irreparable, and shall 
also endorse on the order issued the date and the hour of the 
issuance of the order. Moreover, every such injunction or re- 
straining order issued without previous notice and opportunity 
by the defendant to be heard should by force of the statute ex- 
pire and be of no effect after seven days from the issuance 
thereof or within any time less than that period which the court 
may fix, unless within such seven days or such less period the 
injunction or order is extended or renewed after previous notice 
and opportunity to be heard. 

My judgment is that the passage of such an act which really 
embodies the best practice in equity and is very like the rule 
now in foree in some courts will prevent the issuing of ill-ad- 
vised orders of injunction without notiee and will render such 
orders when issued much less objectionable by the short time 
in which they may remain effective. 

ANTITRUST AND INTERSTATE. COMMERCE LAWS. 


The jurisdiction of the General Government over interstate 
ecommerce has led to the passage of the so-called Sherman 
Anti-trust Law ” and the “Interstate Commerce Law” and its 
amendments.. The developments in the operation of those laws, 
as shown by indictments, trials, judicial decisions, and other 
sources of information, call for a discussion and some sugges- 
tions as to amendments. These I prefer to embody in a special 
message instead of including them in the present communica- 
tion, and I shall avail myself of the first convenient opportunity 
to bring these subjects to the attention of Congress. 

JAIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


My predecessor transmitted to the Congress a special message 
on January 11, 1909, accompanying the report of Commission- 
ers. theretofore appointed to investigate the jail, workhouse, 
ete., in the District of Columbia, in which he directed attention 
to the report as setting forth vividly, “the really outrageous 
conditions in the workhouse and jail.” 

The Congress has taken action in pursuance of the recom- 
mendations of that report and of the President, to the extent 
of appropriating funds and enacting the necessary legislation 
for the establishment of a workhouse and reformatory. No 
action, however, has been taken by the Congress with respect to 
the jail, the conditions of which are still antiquated and insani- 
tary. I earnestly recommend the passage of a sufficient appro- 
priation to enable a thorough remodeling of that institution to 
be made without delay. It is a reproach to the National Gov- 
ernment that almost under the shadow of the Capitol Dome 
prisoners should be confined in a building destitute of the ordi- 
3 — 85 appliances requisite to cleanliness and sanitary 
conditions. 
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POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT—SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

The deficit every year in the Post-Office Department is largely 
caused by the low rate of postage of 1 cent a pound charged on 
second-class mail matter, which includes not only newspapers, 
but magazines and miscellaneous periodicals. The actual loss 
growing out of the transmission of this second-class mail mat- 
ter at 1 cent a pound amounts to about $63,000,000 a year. 
The average cost of the transportation of this matter is more 
than 9 cents a pound. 

It appears that the average distance over which newspapers 
are delivered to their customers is 291 miles, while the average 
haul of magazines is 1,049, and of miscellaneous periodicals 
1,128 miles. Thus, the average haul of the magazine is three 
and one-half times and that of the miscellaneous periodical 
nearly four times the haul of the daily newspaper, yet all of 
them pay the same postage rate of 1 cent a pound. The sta- 
tistics of 1907 show that second-class mail matter constituted 
63.91 per cent of the weight of all the mail, and yielded only 
5.19 per cent of the revenue. 

The figures given are startling, and show the payment by the 
Government of an enormous subsidy to the newspapers, maga- 
zines, and periodicals, and Congress may well consider whether 
radical steps should not be taken to reduce the deficit in the 
Post-Office Department caused by this discrepancy between the 
actum cost of transportation and the compensation exacted 

erefor. 

A great saving might be made, amounting to much more 
than half of the loss, by imposing upon magazines and peri- 
odicals a higher rate of postage. They are much heavier than 
newspapers, and contain a much higher proportion of adver- 
tising to reading matter, and the average distance of their 
transportation is three and a half times as great. 

The total deficit for the last fiscal year in the Post-Office 
Department amounted to $17,500,000. The branches of its 
business which it did at a loss were the second-class mail sery- 
ice, in which the loss, as already said, was $63,000,000, and the 
free rural delivery, in which the loss was $28,000,000. These 
losses were in part offset by the profits of the letter postage 
and other sources of income. It would seem wise to reduce 
the loss upon second-class mail matter, at least to the extent 
of preventing a deficit in the total operations of the Post-Office. 

I commend the whole subject to Congress, not unmindful of 
the spread of intelligence which a low charge for carrying news- 
papers and periodicals assists. I very much doubt, however, 
the wisdom of a policy which constitutes so large a subsidy 
and requires additional taxation to meet it. 

POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


The second subject worthy of mention in the Post-Office De- 
partment is the real necessity and entire practicability of estab- 
lishing postal savings banks. The successful party at the last 
election declared in favor of postal savings banks, and although 
the proposition finds opponents in many parts of the country, I 
am convinced that the people desire such banks, and am sure 
that when the banks are furnished they will be productive of 
the utmost good. The postal savings banks are not consti- 
tuted for the purpose of creating competition with other banks. 
The rate of interest upon deposits to which they would be 
limited would be so small as to prevent their drawing deposits 
away from other banks, 

I believe them to be necessary in order to offer a proper 
inducement to thrift and saving to a great many people of 
small means who do not now have banking facilities and to 
whom such a system would offer an opportunity for the accumu- 
lation of capital. They will furnish a satisfactory substitute, 
based on sound principle and actual successful trial in nearly 
all the countries of the world, for the system of government 
guaranty of deposits now being adopted in several western 
States, which with deference to those who advocate it seems 
to me to have in it the seeds of demoralization to conservative 
banking and certain financial disaster. 

The question of how the money deposited in postal savings 
banks shall be invested is not free from difficulty, but I believe 
that a satisfactory provision for this purpose was as 
an amendment to the bill considered by the Senate at its last 
session. It has been proposed to delay the consideration of 
legislation establishing a postal savings bank until after the 
report of the Monetary Commission. This report is likely to be 
delayed, and properly so, because of the necessity for careful 
deliberation and close investigation. I do not see why the one 
should be tied up with the other. It is understood that the 
Monetary Commission have looked into the systems of banking 
which now prevail abroad, and have found that by a control 
there exercised in respect to reserves and the rates of exchange 
by some central authority panics are avoided. It is not ap- 
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parent that a system of postal savings banks would in any way 
interfere with a change to such a system here. Certainly in 
most of the countries in Europe where control is thus exercised 
by a central authority, postal savings banks exist and are not 
thought to be inconsistent with a proper financial and banking 
system. 

SHIP SUBSIDY. 

Following the course of my distinguished predecessor, I ear- 
nestly recommend to Congress the consideration and passage of 
a ship subsidy bill, looking to the establishment of lines be- 
tween our Atlantic seaboard and the eastern coast of South 
America, as well as lines from the west coast of the United 
States to South America, China, Japan, and the Philippines. 
The profits on foreign mails are perhaps a sufficient measure of 
the expenditures which might first be tentatively applied to this 
method of inducing American capital to undertake the estab- 
lishment of American lines of steamships in those directions in 
which we now feel it most important that we should have 
means of transportation controlled in the interest of the expan- 
sion of our trade. A bill of this character has once passed the 
House and more than once passed the Senate, and I hope that 
at this session a bill framed on the same lines and with the 
Same purposes may become a law. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT—NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA, 


The successful party in the last election in its national plat- 
form declared in favor of the admission as separate States of 
New Mexico and Arizona, and I recommend that legislation 
appropriate to this end be adopted. I urge, however, that care 
be exercised in the preparation of the legislation affecting each 
Territory to secure deliberation in the selection of persons as 
members of the convention to draft a constitution for the in- 
coming State, and I earnestly advise that such constitution after 
adoption by the convention shall be submitted to the people of 
the Territory for their approval at an election in which the 
sole issue shall be the merits of the proposed constitution, and 
if the constitution is defeated by popular vote means shall be 
provided in the enabling act for a new convention and the draft- 
ing of a new constitution. I think it vital that the issue as to 
the merits of the constitution should not be mixed up with the 
selection of State officers, and that no election of State officers 
should be had until after the constitution has been fully ap- 
proved and finally settled upon. 


ALASKA. 


With respect to the Territory of Alaska, I recommend legis- 
lation which shall provide for the appointment by the President 
of a governor and also of an executive council, the members of 
which shall during their term of Office reside in the Teritory, 
and which shall have legislative powers sufficient to enable it 
to giye to the Territory local laws adapted to its present growth. 
I strongly deprecate legislation looking to the election of a 
Territorial legislature in that vast district. The lack of per- 
manence of residence of a large part of the present population 
and the small number of the people who either permanently or 
temporarily reside in the district as compared with its vast ex- 
panse and the variety of the interests that have to be subserved, 
make it altogether unfitting in my judgment to provide for a 
popular election of a legislative body. The present system is 
not adequate and does not furnish the character of local con- 
trol that ought to be there. The only compromise it seems to 
me which may give needed local legislation and secure a con- 
servative government is the one I propose. 


CONSERVATION OF NATIONAL RESOURCES. 


In several Departments there is presented the necessity for 
legislation looking to the further conservation of our national 
resources, and the subject is one of such importance as to re- 
quire a more detailed and extended discussion than can be en- 
tered upon in this communication. For that reason I shall take 
an early opportunity to send a special message to Congress on 
the subject of the improvement of our waterways, upon the 
reclamation and irrigation of arid, semiarid, and swamp lands; 
upon the preservation of our forests and the reforesting of 
suitable areas; upon the reclassification of the public domain 
with a view of separating from agricultural settlement mineral, 
coal, and phosphate lands and sites belonging to the Government 
bordering on streams suitable for the utilization of water 
power. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

I commend to your careful consideration the report of the 
Secretary of Agriculture as showing the immense sphere of 
usefulness which that Department now fills and the wonderful 
addition to the wealth of the nation made by the farmers of 
this country in the crops of the current year. 


1909. 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR—THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 
The Light-House Board now discharges its duties under the 


Department of Commerce and Labor. For upwards of forty 
years this Board has been constituted of military and naval 
officers and two or three men of science, with such an absence 
of a duly constituted executive head that it is marvelous what 
work has been accomplished. In the period of construction 
the energy and enthusiasm of all the members prevented the 
inherent defects of the system from interfering greatly with 
the beneficial work of the Board, but now that the work is 
chiefly confined to maintenance and repair, for which purpose 
the country is divided into sixteen districts, to which are as- 
signed an engineer officer of the Army and an inspector of the 
Navy, each with a light-house tender and the needed plant 
for his work, it has become apparent by the frequent friction 
that arises, due to the absence of any central independent au- 
thority, that there must be a complete reorganization of the 
Board. I concede the advantage of keeping in the system the 
rigidity of discipline that the presence of naval and military 
officers in charge insures, but unless the presence of such offi- 
cers in the Board can be made consistent with a responsible 
executive head that shall have proper authority, I recommend 
the transfer of control over the light-houses to a suitable 
civilian bureau. This is in accordance with the judgment of 
competent persons who are familiar with the workings of the 
present system. I am confident that a reorganization can be 
effected which shall avoid the recurrence of friction between 
members, instances of which have been officially brought to my 
attention, and that by such reorganization greater efficiency and 
a substantial reduction in the expense of operation can be 
brought about. 
CONSOLIDATION OF BUREAUS. 

I request Congressional authority to enable the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to unite the Bureaus of Manufactures and 
Statistics. This was recomended by a competent committee 
appointed in the previous administration for the purpose of 
suggesting changes in the interest of economy and efficiency, 
and is requested by the Secretary. 

THE WHITE SLAVE TRADE. 


I greatly regret to have to say that the investigations made 
in the Bureau of Immigration and other sources of information 
lead to the view that there is urgent necessity for additional 
legislation and greater executive activity to suppress the re- 
cruiting of the ranks of prostitutes from the streams of immi- 
gration into this country—an evil which, for want of a better 
name, has been called “The White Slave Trade.” I believe it 
to be constitutional to forbid, under penalty, the transportation 
of persons for purposes of prostitution across national and 
state lines; and by appropriating a fund of $50,000 to be used 
by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for the employment of 
special inspectors it will be possible to bring those responsible 
for this trade to indictment and conviction under a federal law. 

BUREAU OF HEALTH. 


For a very considerable period a movement has been gather- 
ing strength, especially among the members of the medical pro- 
fession, in favor of a concentration of the instruments of the 
National Government which have to do with the promotion of 
public health. In the nature of things, the Medical Department 
of the Army and the Medical Department of the Navy must be 
kept separate. But there seems to be no reason why all the 
other bureaus and offices in the General Government which 
have to do with the public health or subjects akin thereto 
should not be united in a bureau to be called the “ Bureau of 
Public Health.’ This would necessitate the transfer of the 
Marine-Hospital Service to such a bureau. I am aware that 
there is a wide field in respect to the public health committed 
to the States in which the Federal Government can not exercise 
jurisdiction, but we have seen in the Agricultural Department 
the expansion into widest usefulness of a department giving 
attention to agriculture when that subject is plainly one over 
which the States properly exercise direct jurisdiction. The 
opportunities offered for useful research and the spread of use- 
ful information in regard to the cultivation of the soil and the 
breeding of stock and the solution of many of the intricate 
problems in progressive agriculture have demonstrated the 
wisdom of establishing that department. Similar reasons, of 
egual force, can be given for the establishment of a bureau of 
health that shall not only exercise the police jurisdiction of 
the Federal Government respecting- quarantine, but which shall 
aiso afford an opportunity for investigation and research by 
competent experts into questions of health affecting the whole 
country, or important sections thereof, questions which, in the 
absence of Federal governmental work, are not likely to be 
promptly solved. 


xXLY——_3 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The work of the United States Civil Service Commission has 
been performed to the general satisfaction of the executive 
officers with whom the Commission has been brought into offi- 
cial communication. The volume of that work and its variety 
and extent have under new laws, such as the Census Act, and 
new Executive orders, greatly increased. The activities of the 
Commission required by the statutes have reached to every 
portion of the public domain. 

The accommodations of the Commission are most inadequate 
for its needs. I call your attention to its request for increase 
in those accommodations as will appear from the annual re- 
port for this year. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


I urgently recommend to Congress that a law be passed re- 
quiring that candidates in elections of Members of the House of 
Representatives, and committees in charge of their candidacy 
and campaign, file in a proper office of the United States Gov- 
ernment a statement of the contributions received and of the 
expenditures incurred in the campaign for such elections, and 
that similar legislation be enacted in respect to_all other elec- 
tions which are constitutionally within the control of Congress. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Recommendations have been made by my predecessors that 
Congress appropriate a sufflelent sum to pay the balance 
about 38 per cent—of the amounts due depositors in the Freed- 
man’s Savings and Trust Company. I renew this recommenda- 
tion, and advise also that a proper limitation be prescribed 
fixing a period within which the claims may be presented, that 
assigned claims be not recognized, and that a limit be imposed 
on me amount of fees collectible for services in presenting such 
claims. 

SEMICENTENNIAL OF NEGRO FREEDOM. 


The year 1913 will mark the fiftieth anniversary of the issu- 
ance of the Emancipation Proclamation granting freedom to 
the negroes. It seems fitting that this event should be properly 
celebrated. Already a movement has been started by promi- 
nent negroes, encouraged by prominent white people and the 
press. The South especially is manifesting its interest in this 
movement. 

It is suggested that a proper form of celebration would be an 
exposition to show the progress the negroes have made, not 
only during their period of freedom, but also from the time of 
their coming to this country. Y 

I heartily indorse this proposal, and request that the Execu- 
tive be authorized to appoint a preliminary commission of not 
more than seven persons to consider carefully whether or not 
it is wise to hold such an exposition, and if so, to outline a 
plan for the enterprise. I further recommend that such pre- 
liminary commission serve without salary, except as to their 
actual expenses, and that an appropriation be made to meet 
such expenses. 

CONCLUSION. 


I have thus, in a message compressed as much as the subjects 
will permit, referred to many of the legislative needs of the 
country, with the exceptions already noted. Speaking gen- 
erally, the country is in a high state of prosperity. There is 
every reason to believe that we are on the eve of a substantial 
business expansion, and we have just garnered a harvest unex- 
ampled in the market value of our agricultural products. The 
high prices which such products bring mean great prosperity 
for the farming community, but on the other hand they mean a 
very considerably increased burden upon those classes in the 
community whose yearly compensation does not expand with 
the improvement in business and the general prosperity. Vari- 
ous reasons are given for the high prices. The proportionate 
increase in the output of gold, which to-day is the chief medium 
of exchange and is in some respects a measure of value, fur- 
nishes a substantial explanation of at least part of the increase 
in prices. The increase in population and the more expensive 
mode of living of the people, which have not been accompanied 
by a proportionate increase in acreage production, may furnish 
a further reason. It is well to note that the increase in the 
cost of living is not confined to this country, but prevails the 
world over, and that those who would charge increases in prices 
to the existing protective tariff must meet the fact that the rise 
in prices has taken place almost wholly in those products of the 
factory and farm in respect to which there has been either no 
increase in the tariff or in many instances a very considerable 
reduction, 

WILLIAM H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE HoUsE, December 7, 1909. 
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The 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Roor in the chair). 
message, with the accompanying documents, will lie on the 
table and be printed. 


REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a full and complete statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Senate of public moneys in his possession 
from July 1, 1908, to June 30, 1909, which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete account 
of all property, including stationery, belonging to the United 
States in his possession on the 6th day of December, 1909, which 
with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 


REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmit- 
ting a statement of the receipts from the sale of condemned 
property in his possession since December 7, 1908, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, giving a full and complete ac- 
count of all property belonging to the United States in his 
possession on December 6, 1909, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


EXPENDITURES OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a detailed statement of the expenditures of the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1909, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
8 on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
pr. 


TRAVEL OF AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a statement showing in detail the travel from 
Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia per- 
formed by officers and employees of the Department of Agricul- 
ture during the fiscal year 1909, which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY, AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture and Forestry, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a detailed statement of all sala- 
ries paid by the Bureau of Chemistry for compensation or pay- 
ment of expenses to officers or other persons employed by state, 
county, or municipal governments during the fiscal year ended 
November 30, 1909, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARKING OF GRAVES OF CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War in favor of an extension 
to December 81, 1910, of the time, as fixed by the act of Feb- 
ruary 26, 1908, relative to the marking of the graves of con- 
federate soldiers who died in northern prisons, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed. 

AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to provide for the 
payment of the debt of the District of Columbia, and also to 
provide for permanent improvements in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes, together with certain informa- 
tion relative thereto, which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Public Printer, showing the operations of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a schedule of all pay and allowances for each 
grade of officers in the Navy, including retired officers, and also 
of all enlisted men, which, with the accorispanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement showing the number of documents 
received and distributed by that department during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1909, which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Printing and ordered 
to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES FROM SOUTH DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Civil Service Commission, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of August 3, the names of persons 
in the competitive classified service charged to the apportion- 
ment from South Dakota under section 2 of the civil-service 
act, which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 


LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement of all judgments 
rendered by the court for the year ended December 4, 1909, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

VESSEL SCHOONER “BETSY HOLLAND.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation 
claims relating to the vessel schooner Betsy Holland, Samuel 
Cassan, master, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and of the 
opinions filed by the court in the cause of Shelton Chieves, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of James Chives, deceased, v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 166), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was o paea to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting certified 
copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in the following 
causes: 

In io cause of John Whittington v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 185); 

In the cause of the trustees of the Primitive Baptist Church, 
of Newport, N. C., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 192) ; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
„ of Platte City, Mo., v. United States (S. Doe. 
No. 

In the cause of Stephen Bird, executor of John Bird, de- 
ceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 186). 

In the cause of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, of Mulberry, Crawford County, Ark., v. United States 
(S. Doc. No. 191); 

In the cause of Nathan F. Ames et al. v. United States (S 
Doc. No. 190) ; ; 

In the cause of W. Samuel Goodwyn, administrator, v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 187); 

In the cause of James McDonnell, executor of James McDon- 
nell, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 188) ; 

In 95 cause of Willard H. Greene v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 167); 

In the cause of Mrs. Marie Melanie Broussard, Nunez Lyons, 
Mary Azelima Simon, Mary Jane Campbell, and Benjamin 
Broussard, administrator of estate of Sarah Jane Lyons Brous- 
sard, deceased, heirs of Bosman Lyons, deceased, v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 181) ; 


1909. 


In the cause of Jules Malveau, administrator of Jean Louis 
Malveau, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 184); 

In the cause of James M. Massengale, administrator of estate 
i 10 M. Massengale, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. 

In the ‘cause of Isaac T. Turner, administrator of estate of 
1 Wesley Turner, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 

In the cause of William Fehr, administrator of Peter Fehr, 
decensed, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 180); 

In the cause of Peter Ellwanger, administrator of estate of 
D. F. Ellwanger, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 179); 

In the cause of Augusta W. Seely, widow of Henry B. Seely, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 189); 

In the cause of Lucius B. Blydenburgh, brother of Benjamin 
B. Blydenburgh, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 168); 

In the cause of Martha J. Briscoe, widow of John A. Briscoe, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 173); 

In the cause of Elizabeth Jackson, widow of Andrew Jack- 
son, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 170); 

In the cause of Joseph G. Myers and William W. Myers, sons 
of Joseph G. Myers, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 
171) ; 

x ae er cause of Smith W. Nichols v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. s 

In the cause of James H. Perry v. United States (S. Doc. No. 
172); 

755 the cause of Albert Ross v. United States (S. Doc. No. 
174) ; 5 

In the cause of Joseph A. Scarlett v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 176); 

In the cause of Louise V. Hudgins, daughter of Edward E. 
Stone, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 175) ; 

In the cause of Amanda M. Swain, widow of Oliver Swain, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 177); and 

In the cause of John J. Walsh v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 178). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

SPEECH OF HON. JOSEPH G. CANNON. 


Mr. HALE. I present a newspaper report of the speech of 
Hon. J. G. Cannon, delivered at Kansas City, Mo., Friday, 
November 26, 1909. I move that the report be printed as a 
document (S. Doc. 163). 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me, 
pending that motion, to ask if it is the intention then to ad- 
journ from Friday until Monday? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the Senate will do. Per- 
haps a dozen Senators have said to me to-day that, having just 
come here, they desire a few days to attend to departmental 
business, and they asked me to make a motion to adjourn until 
Friday. Two or three Senators have said to me that the 
National Waterways Congress is to meet here to-morrow and 
they wish to attend its sessions. It is to carry out the desire 
of Senators that I have made the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was to enable me to answer similar in- 
quiries from other Senators that I asked the question. If it is 
understood that the Senate will adjourn from Friday until 
Monday, Senators who haye matters requiring their prompt and 
continuous attention can give it, without finding it necessary to 
come here. That is the reason why I asked the question, I 
assume that that is the purpose. 

Mr. HALE. That will take care of itself on Friday. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not wish to leave it in that way, because 
I should like to be able to say what will be the order. While, 
of course, we know that no statement of any Senator will bind 
the Senate, or even bind that Senator, against a contingency 
that might arise, still I think the Senator from Maine has 
pretty well in his mind the belief that there is going to be 
nothing done this week. 

Mr. HALE. I should have no hesitation in saying that I 
suppose on Friday, with the consent of the Senate, it will ad- 
journ over until Monday. 

‘Mr. BAILEY. I imagine it could not be done without the 
consent of the Senate, anyhow. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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THOMAS W. KELLER, ACTING ASSISTANT DOORKEETER, 


Mr. HALE. I submit a privileged resolution and ask for its 
adoption. 

The resolution (S. Res. 83) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Senate resolution 83. 


Resolved, That Thomas W. Keller, of West Virginia, be, and he fs 
hereby, chosen as acting assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Hawaii, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the 9 of 
the Territory of Hawaii (the senate concurring), That, in order to 
meet pressing needs and make possible a more rapid development of 
the Territory along American lines, the Congress of the United States 
is hereby requested to amend the organic act of the Territory enti- 
tled “An act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” 
approved April 30, 1900, substantially in the manner and form set 
forth in the following proposed bill, which the porate to Congress 
from the Territory of Hawaii is hereby requested to introduce and urge 
in Con : And be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to the 
President of the United States, the President of the Senate, the Speaker 
of the House of ran, Sai pa pining and the Delegate to Congress from the 
Territory of Hawaii. 

A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 
1900, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. at the Constitution, and, except as otherwise provided, 
all the laws of the United States, includ aws carrying general ap- 

ropriations, which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same 
force and effect within the said Territory as elsewhere in the United 
States: Provided, That sections 1841 to 1891, inclusive, 1910, and 
1912 of the Revised Statutes, and the amendments thereto, and an 
act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the passage of local or none laws in 
Territories of the United Stat to limit territorial indebtedness, and 
for other purposes,’ approved uly 30, 1886, and the amendments 
thereto, shall not apply to Hawaii.’ 

Sec, 2. That section 26 of said act is hereby amended to read as 
0 


Hos: 
“Szc. 26. That the members of the legislature shall recelve for 
their services, in addition to mileage at the rate of 10 cents a mile 
each way, the sum of $1,000 for each regular session, payable in 
three equal installments" on and after the first, thirtieth, and fiftieth 
days of the on, and the sum of $200 for each special session: 
Provided, That they shall receive no compensation for any extra session 
held under the provisions of section 54 of this act.” 

Sec. 3. That section 52 of said act is hereby amended to read as 


ows: 
“ Sec. 52. That appropriations, except as herein otherwise provided, 
shall be made by the le; ture.” 

Sec, 4. That section 


Territory and the total indebtedness of any such subdivision shall not 
at any time be extended beyond 3 r cent of such assessed value of 
roperty in the subdivision, but nothing in this act shall prevent the 


shall any bond or other instrument of aay such indebtedness be issued 
unless made payable in not more than thirty years from the date of 
; nor shall any such bond or indebtedness be issued or 
incurred until approved by the President of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That, subject to the approval of the President of the United 
States, the legislature of the Territory may provide for loans of public 
moneys, or 1 of private loans, on proper security to settlers 
on the public lands for necessary permanent improvements of their 
homesteads, and for loans, subsidies, or guaranties to persons or 
5 T e for the improvement and increase of transportation 
ac es.” 
Sec. 5. That section 73 of said act is hereby amended by addin. 
there — 8 fter be entitled t i d i 
No person sha ereafter en o receive any certificate of 
occupation, right of pe lease, cash freehold agreement, or special 
homestead agreement, who or whose husband or wife shall previously 
have taken or held any land under any such certificate, lease, or agree- 
ment hereafter made or issued, or under any homestead lease or patent 
thereon; or who or whose husband or wife, or both of them, 
shall then own other land in the Territory the combined area of which 
and the land in question exceeds 80 acres; or who is an alien, unless 
he has declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States 
as provided Kf law; nor shall any 3 who, having so declared his 
intention, shall hereafter take or hold under any such certificate, lease 
or agreement, continue so to hold or become entitled to a homestead 
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lease or patent of the land 5 he shall have become a citizen 
within fi a ears uf ter so taking. 
“No lan 


ed 55 be or be contracted reg be in any way, 
mo 


or for 
alien or P transferred, or, before or after the c 
of a homestead lease or bef patent, to or b; 
for the benefit of any other person ; or, after the issuance of a pa nt, 
to or by = for the 3 of any person who owns, holds, or controls, 
directly or i y, other land or the use thereof the combined area 
po which i and, the aon in N Page anagem 80 acres: Provided, That 
ese pro ons shall not apply to ers or acquisitions by in- 
opija — 1 between se yee ed — Reni 1 “= — z 
n in respect of which any o e forego! rovisions shall 
be violated shall forthwith be forfeited and resume the Tiat of public 
land and may be recovered by the Territory or its successors 
action of ejectment or other ap ropriate 3 And noncom- 
pliance with the terms of any certificate, lease, or agreement, or 
of the law applicable thereto. shall entitle the — Tina with the 
ne tae of — e sentry, to with fon a without A 8 procesi, notice, od 
mand, or previous en possession an by determine 
t the times limited for com 


the estate: Provided, tase with mf 
such terms may be Extenda by the commissioner, with such a roval, 
——. its 8 an effort has been made in good Aich 


therewi 
ee persons b entitled to eae * soe any such te 1 
be determined b 7 8 notice 


lie notice 


five years edia ing the date of application a preference 
57 to — so much of such 1 an 55 AT land as 
ea eee ri n Ae uired for rey Se < 9 to be = yom 
hree Tsons ap; y vernor, in the de- 
termination of which price the ue of 8 ' W. 
deemed just reasonable, 
“The commissioner may also, with such approyal, 3 for a nominal 
eS ee tok ay church or Sng it, a pa Ro anizat ion or 5 = 
ms or co n — ‘or any parce c 
and occupied continuously for gor han five years biret and 


still occupied by it as a aamen site mate the laws of paws. 
“N other than homestea and n 


for d b 
which the Territory shall convey land g 3 40 acres in aren 
or $5,0 value and no lease of agricultural land e 40 acres 
in area be m without the spproval of two-thirds board 

pointed as provided in act, and until the — 
ture otherwise provides said board shall 5 of m and its 

members be ee for terms of four y 

“All lanas the possession, use, and control of the Territory shall 
hereafter be a ae by e commissioner, except such as be 
set aside for public as hereinafter provided; all sales and 


other dispositions of gach 9 shall be Pegg oo he 
under his 


the {commissioner — 


direction, fo: mt trou any, o the land may 
transferred to his de W gest any, oe other et department by direction 
of the governor, an ch land sh 
— the 3 


of the 8 who si Shall poe Thonn ge — — 
thereo Lands 


as otherwise provided, have the 
ee 
All * setting aside lands for forest or 

other publ 1 or withdraw ing the same, shall be made by the 
a aside for such 2 may be man- 

the laws of the Territo The commis- 


5 as W necessary an 


the pu er = ‘iis section waa ths la 
of wali into f — a and eff 
4 aao: . section 84 of 8 act is hereby amended to read as 
‘ollows : 
“ SEC. e Pram shall sit ** a judge o 3 in any case 
in Waa his relati relative affinity or thin the third 
er as a plain tor d . 


degree is 
relative, an the ald odor — 
vo, nor 
a an — in which he has been of ype Bs on an a 
ſeelslon or judgment rendered by 12 1 and the legislature of the 
Territory may add other causes of disqualification to those herein 
N ma ag 25 


PR 7. That section 91 of said act is hereby amended to read as 
ows: 
“ Sec. 91. That, except 28 ye les rovided, the public genes 
and transferred a. the Uni y the Republie CA T ae 
the joint resolution of annexation 5 July 7 shall be and 


remain in the possession — control of ithe’ government of the 
Territory of Hawaii, and shall be main and cared (oe 
by it, at its own expense, until otherwise porided for 


taken for the uses and purposes of the United 
ape 


by 
roperty in the m and use ot th 


n poe of water, sewer, electric, and other — 


works, table, scientific, and educational institutions, ceme- 
trian itals, rks, highways, . landin, gs, harbor improve- 
mona, pub mired for any 


0 buat di. or other blic pu: 
S be transfe red de the e “by dlrection of of the 


President, and the “title to an 9 so transf 


ter city, county, or other poli 
subdivision thereof, by direction of the governor when thereunto au- 
thorized by the legislature.” 


A Sec. 8. That section 92 of said act is hereby amended to read as 
‘ollows : 

“Sec. 92. That the following officers shall receive the following 
annual salaries, to be id by ths enna States: The governor, $10,000; 


the secretary of the Sy 000; the chief justice of the supreme 
court of the 000 each th oN 8 associate justices of ey supreme 
88 $6, poe e judges ‘of the circuit courts, $4,000 each; the 
United States 3 $5,000; the United States ma 


rsbal, 
$4,000. And — vernor shall receive annually, in addition to 4155 
salary, the sum of Si 000 for stationery, po ostage, and incidentals 
his traveling expenses while ane from the capital on official 9 — 
and the sum of $2,000 — ay for his private secretary.” 

Sec. 9. That section 1 said act is hereby amended by adding 
thereto the following: 

“All records rela to naturalization, all declarations of intention 
to become citizens of the United States, and all certificates of naturali- 
gation filed, recorded, or issued pri ee cee taking effect of the natu- 
ralization act of June 29, 1906, in el from any circuit court of the 

rposes be deemed to be and to 


Territory of Bara paeen rane: = 
have been made by a court with jurisdiction 


to naturalize asc but st halt not. be by act further validated or 
Tun Hovusy OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWAI, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, November $, 1909. 
We hereby certify that the forego concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the house of re tatives the Territory of Hawaii on 
the 4th day of November, 1909, by aye-and-no vote of 28 to 0. 
Se Ait 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Epwarp WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of „ 


Tue SENATE OF THA 


THA TERRITORY OF HAWAI, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, Novem 


ber 5, 1909. 


We hereb. ne senat that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the of the Territory of Hawaii on the Sth day of 
November, 1 

WILLIAM D. Su 
President o 2 Senate: 
Joun H. 


Olerk of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
legislature of the State of Washington, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 2. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


The eleventh legislature of the State of Washington in ial ses- 
sion convened respectfully memorialize your honorable es as fol- 


ion, located in Whatcom County, Wi 

Png geo a Pee “pat at present a compara 8 
Indians live on such reservation; that what few 
reservation are self-sustaining, 


Felting port on ty of Sound, 


ulld roads over pas through "this terri 
t the same is under the control of Ry United 2 tes į 
be best subserved by the opening of sai 


Wherefore, we d sie eae ape ys gd dla urge 5 the Indians on said res- 
ervation be given allotments and er of said reservation be 


the above is a Sua and oes cop 


CAP erth tuat the abore 
memorial passed by the 


my of senate joint 


538 of the legislature of 
the State of ‘pashington, convensd i e 23, 1 
855 T. LAUBB, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
legislature of Alabama, which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections and ordered to be printed in the 
Recogrp, as follows: 

House joint resolution 36, by Mr. Bulger. 


Whereas article 5 of the 8 of the United States provides 

Du whenever two-thirds of both Houses of Con shall deem it 

shall amendments to the Consti ee or, on appli- 

cation irgo E = legisla of two-thirds of the several States, shall call 

a conven amendments, which in either case shall be valid 
to all intents 3 pu and 


r poses: 
legislatures of 27 States pere a to the Con 


Wh 
of the Gaited: States for the submission to the States of an 3 


ment to the Constitution providing for the 5 of United 

Senators direct 1 5 of 07 people: Therefore be it 

eros by the rein, hat the of the py crane of 
Con, 0 


ongress of 
In its sixty-first session, to submit to the several 
States an amendment to the Constitution peoria i for the election 
of United States Senators by a direct vote o 

further, That a copy of this panat Begs 75 Certified by the 
the house and sec of the senate to the Aie of the 
ate of the United 8 


Bey ony in the in 

„representative from 

eae the same 8 of record in our respec- 

her certify 

been 3 iy, the 8 of 
special 


tion No, $6 has session of the | 


senate of Alabama at the 
for 1909. è 


ature of A 


1909. 


Witness our hands this the 10th day of A A. D. 1909, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the one hundred and 
thirty-fourth year. 


Cyrus B. BROWN, 
Clerk of House of Representatives of Alabama. 
J. KYLE 


Secretary of Senate of Alabama. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation of New York City, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a na- 
tional department of public works, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the twenty-ninth 
annual convention of the American Federation of Labor, held 
at Toronto, Canada, favoring an appropriation for the con- 
struction of deep waterways throughout the country, which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the twenty-ninth an- 
nual convention of the American Federation of Labor, held at 
Toronto, Canada, favoring economy in national expenditures, 
international arbitration, etc., which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures. 

He also presented the petition of Gus Boltz, of Nome, Alaska, 
praying that he be granted relief from the decision rendered 
by Judge A. S. Moore, district judge in that Territory, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Washington 
and North Carolina, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women, 
which were referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Alabama 
and Florida, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to freedmen, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mount 
Vernon, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Hawaiian Bar Association, 
of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, praying for the reappoint- 
ment of Judge Sanford B. Dole to the office of United States 
district judge in that Territory, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Pacific Coast Shippers’ 
Association, of Seattle, Wash, and a petition of the Pacific 
Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, of Seattle, Wash., 
praying for the reappointment of Franklin K. Lane as a mem- 
ber of the Interstate Commerce Commission from the Pacific 
coast, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the National Encampment 
of the Union Veteran Legion of the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for the erection of a monument at the National Capital to 
the memory of the sailors of the battle ship Maine, who per- 
ished in the waters of the harbor at Habana, Cuba, and also 
for the raising of the wreck of that battle ship, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Trans-Mississippi Com- 
mercial Congress, of Denyer, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to authorize the President to appoint a commis- 
sion to determine the boundaries of the public domain to be 
retained permanently as forests, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Spokane, Wash., praying that an appropriation be 
made to enable the Department of Agriculture to investigate 
grain and clover insects and wire worms in the States of 
Washington and Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cordova, Territory of Alaska, praying that further appropria- 
tions be made for the construction of roads in that Territory, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cordova, Territory of Alaska, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to encourage the development and patenting of coal 
lands in that Territory, which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, : 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry ex-Union 
soldiers of Craig, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National tribune bill” providing for the rating of pensions 
of soldiers of the civil war, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 250) 
granting an increase of pension to Ella R. Cooper, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 253) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. Crouch, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 247) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. Clark, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 281) granting an increase of pension to William Sherman, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Liberty Council No. 
37, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Laconia, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
immigration of all Asiatics into the United States and the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii except merchants, students, and travelers, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lincoln Park Citizens’ 
Association of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against any 
change being made in the present form of government in the 
District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Avenue 
Suburban Citizens’ Association of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to establish a police substation 
in that vicinity, and also for an increase in the police force of 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the American Board of Com- 
missioners for Foreign Missions of Boston, Mass., praying that 
an appropriation be made to reimburse those who contributed 
to the ransom fund of Miss Ellen M. Stone in 1901, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the passage of the so-called “ ship- 
subsidy bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
creation of a national department of public works, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rock 
Springs and Rawlins, Wyo., praying that a monument to the 
memory of James Rumsey be erected in Washington, D. C., 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BROWN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 560) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Peters, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of H. M. Walker 
Post, No. 18, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manitowoc, Wis., and a petition of S. H. Sizer 
Post, No. 207, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Marinette, Wis., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the present pension laws, which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OLIVER presented petitions of 2,700 citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to the present oleomargarine law to prohibit the fraud- 
ulent sale of imitation butters, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Allegheny County Grand 
Army Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., and a petition of New 
Kensington Post, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New Kensington, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented an affidavit to accompany the bill 
(S. 634) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. Inger- 
soll, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2292) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellingson, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and by unanimous consent the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3196) granting to the board of trustees of Whit- 
man College the lands embraced in the Fort Walla Walla Mili- 
tary Reservation for the purpose of aiding in the establishment 
and maintenance of an institution of higher learning in the 


r Broad up eis Mes been ence aca egal) 


Pacific Northwest (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3197) granting an increase of pension to Neil Me- 
Dougall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

A bill (S. 3198) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Amarillo, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (by request) (S. 3199) for the relief of the heirs of 
George S. Thebo; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3200) authorizing the President to transfer First 
Lieut. J. T. H. Slayter, Medical Reserve Corps, U. S. Army, to 
55 1 Corps, U. S. Army, and place him on the retired 

st; an 

A bill (S. 3201) granting thirty working days' leave of ab- 
sence in each year, without forfeiture of pay during such leave, 
to certain employees at United States arsenals, proving grounds, 
and supply stations; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3202) to authorize the President to place Ensign 
John Tracey Edson on the retired list of the navy with the rank 
of lieutenant; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3203) incorporating the National Academy of Arts 
and Letters; and 

A bill (S. 3204) incorporating the National Institute of Arts 
and Letters; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3205) authorizing a credit in certain accounts of 
the Treasurer of the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3206) granting a pension to Mary M. Muse (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3207) granting a pension to Georgianna Reagan 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to Evelina Sprague (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3209) granting a pension to Lizzie E. Small (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3210) granting a pension to Sarah Cryan (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3211) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Nourse (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3212) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Keigwin (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 3213) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 
Rand; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 3214) to amend section 6 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and acts 
amendatory thereof; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3215) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Frederick Heer (with the accompanying 

pers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8216) granting an increase of pension to John 
Love (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8217) granting a pension to James M. Lankston 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3218) granting a pension to Thomas Connell (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8219) granting a pension to Lois A. Phillips; 

A bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Louis H. Duryee; ` 

A bill (S. 3221) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
McWethy ; 

A bill (S. 3222) granting a pension to Frank W. Seager; 

A bill (S. 3223) granting an increase of pension to J. S. 
Herwick; 

A bill (S. 8224) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Wingrove; 

A bill (S. 3225) granting an increase of pension to J. F. 
Blanchard ; 

A bill (S. 3226) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Haggerty ; 

A bill (S. 3227) granting a pension to Eli Dickinson (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3228) granting an increase of pension to O. W. 
Barnard (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3229) granting a pension to Richard Evans (with 
the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3230) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Sarum (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 3231) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Ashwill; 

A bill (S. 3232) granting an increase of pension to William 
Basnett ; 
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8 S (S. 3233) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 

rafton ; 

z A bill (8. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Elijah P. 
reech ; 

A bill (S. 3235) granting an increase of pension to John Dan- 
nerberger ; 3 
5 bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to James 

Ox; 

A bill (S. 3237) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 

Faulkner; 

ae prr (S. 3238) granting an increase of pension to Robert J, 
unt; 

A bill (S. 3239) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie W. 
Knights; 

175 bill (S. 3240) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
er; 

A bill (S. 8241) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Rollman ; 

A bill (S. 3242) granting an 
Simpson ; 

A bill (S. 3243) granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
J. Thompson; and 

A bill (S. 8244) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3245) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas H. Thorp (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3246) to establish a fish-culture station in the 
State of Utah; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 3247) for the relief of Lemuel H. Redd; and 

A bill (S. 3248) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8249) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Semi- 
nole war,’ approved July 27, 1892; “ to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 3250) for the relief of A. A. Noon; to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3251) to provide for the utilization of the phos 
phate deposits now belonging to the United States; to the Com 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3252) to provide a public park on Georgetown 
Heights, in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Pub 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3253) providing for guides in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and defining their duties (with the accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3254) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 7, 1906, 
by prohibiting the sale of poisonous hair dressing (with the 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3255) providing for the regulation and suspension 
of traffic and processions on highways in the District of Co- 
lumbia (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3256) to amend section 4 of an act entitled “An act 
for the preservation of the public peace and the protection of 
property within the District of Columbia,” approved July 29, 
1892, as to kite flying (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3257) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia“ (with the ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3258) granting a right of way through land of the 
Government Hospital for the Insane to connect Fourth street, 
Congress Heights, D. C., with Fourth street, Washington High- 
lands, D. C. (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3259) to amend an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes” (with the accompanying papers); 
and 

A bill (S. 3260) to provide for the payment of the debt of the 
District of Columbia, and to provide for permanent improve- 
ments, and for other purposes (with the accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3261) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Pierce (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3262) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Whiteman (with the accompanying papers) ; and 


increase of pension to James E. 


1909. 


A bill (S. 3263) granting a pension to Nellie A. Farrell (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 8264) for the relief of Watson, Frye & Co. (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3265) granting an increase of pension to John O. 
Steele (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ann Howard 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3267) granting a pension to Mary E. Sloan (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3268) granting a pension to Mary E. McKeen (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3269) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Moore (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3270) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Dudley (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3271) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Dennison (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3272) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
True (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3273) granting an increase of pension to Columbus 
Richardson (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus T. 
Wardwell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3275) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 
Given; 

A bill (8. 3276) granting a pension to Maria E. Tilton; 

A bill (S. 3277) granting a pension to Mary L. Stevens; 

125 bill (S. 3278) granting an increase of pension to John 
ng; 

A bill (S. 3279) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Preble Anderson ; 

55 bill (S. 3280) granting an increase of pension to Anna P. 
ggett; 

A bill (S. 3281) granting a pension to Samuel Willis; 

A bill (S. 3282) granting an increase of pension to Harlow 
M. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 3283) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hanscom; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 3284) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Standing Rock Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of South Dakota, and making appropria- 
tion and provision to carry the same into effect; 

A bill (S. 3285) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River Indian Res- 
eryation, Ín the State of South Dakota, and making appropria- 
tion and provision to carry the same into effect; and 

A bill (S. 3286) to amend sections 7 and 8 of the act of 
May 29, 1908 (35 Stat. L., 460), entitled “An act to authorize 
the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus and unal- 
lotted lands in the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian 
reservations, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, 
and making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect ;” to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

— bill (S. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Nyrum 
hillips; 

A bill (S. 3288) granting an increase of pension to Hugh A. 
McDonald (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3289) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Kirk (with the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3280) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Howe (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN (for Mr. BEVERIDGE) : 

A bill (S. 3291) concerning injunctions in labor disputes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 8292) to establish a fish-hatching and fish station 
at Kearney, in the State of Nebraska; to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 3293) granting a pension to Cecilia E. Griffith; 

A bill (S. 3294) granting a pension to Agnes H. V. Swetland; 

A bill (S. 3295) granting a pension to Christa A. Hoge; 

A bill (S. 3296) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Price; 

A bill (S. 8297) granting an increase of pension to George 
Beaumont; 

A bill (S. 3298) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 3299) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Bessor (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 3300) granting a pension to Susan Perry (with the 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 3301) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
for the erection of public building thereon at Roseburg, Oreg.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3302) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ellis (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3303) granting an increase of pension to James 
Plunkett (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3304) granting an increase of pension to Lewis T, 
Pierce (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3305) granting a pension to Ellen Scoggin (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 
Williams (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3307) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hanthorn (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3308) granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 8309) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rowe (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3310) granting an increase of pension to John 
Mahoney (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3311) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
C. Way (with the accompanying papers) ; v 

A bill (S. 3312) granting an increase of pension to Lewis R. 
Baker (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3313) granting a pension to Eliza J. Brawley; 
and 

A bill (S. 3314) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hines (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 3315) amending an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to provide the times and places for holding terms of the 
United States court in the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” 
approved June 1, 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3316) providing for the completion of the classifica- 
tion and appraisement of lands within the Coeur d'Alene 
Indian Reservation; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3317) authorizing the collection of statistics and 
information relative to irrigation of arid lands (with an accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on the Census. 

A bill (S. 3318) to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
between the States of Idaho and Oregon; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3319) granting an increase of pension to John 
Drown (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Minthorn (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3321) granting an increase of pension to Carmel ©. 
Carpenter (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3322) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dickson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 3323) to establish postal savings depositories for 
depositing savings at interest with the security of the Govern- 
ment for repayment thereof, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 3324) granting an increase of pension to John 
Clark; : 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Montgomery ; 

an (S. 3326) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Cole; 

A bill (S. 3327) granting an increase of pension to Fritz 
Heinrich; 

A bill (S. 3328) granting an increase of pension to Ira G. 
Foster; 


A bill (S. 3329) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 


n J 

A bill (S. 3330) granting a pension to Alexander Solomon; 

A bill (S. 8331) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Siddons; 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Roberson; , 

A bill (S. 3333) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Riblett; 

A bill (S. 3334) granting an increase of pension to John S, 
Jorstead ; 

A bill (S. 3335) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
C. Sheppard; 

A bill (S. 3336) granting an increase of pension to Amos E. 
Evans; 
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A bill (S. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Sargent; 

A bill (S. 3338) granting an increase of pension to Harry A. 
Shuman ; 

A bill (S. 3339) granting an increase of pension to Daniel C. 
Westfall; 

A bill (S. 3340) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Davidson (with the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3341) granting an increase of pension to James 
O'Loughlin (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 3342) granting an increase of pension to William 
Tospon; 

A bill (S. 3343) granting a pension to Susan H. Hollinhead; 

A bill (S. 3344) granting a pension to David Thompson; 

A bill (S. 3345) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Mills; and 

A bill (S. 3346) granting an increase of pension to Edward L. 
Allen; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 3347) to prevent the improper disclosure or solicit- 
ing of information concerning interstate shipments; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3348) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas Raveal; and 

A bill (S. 3349) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Martin Hulihan; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3350) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Freeman ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 3351) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. Van Horn (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3352) granting an increase of pension to Newcomb 
S. Smith (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3353) granting an increase of pension to John 
Olson (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3354) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus E. 
Hunter (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3355) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Van Dalsem (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Judson N. 
Willis (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3357) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Markward (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3358) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Basford (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3359) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius B. Van Syckel (with the accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 3360) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 
1900; to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 3361) granting an increase of pension to Stillman 
P. Cannon; 

A bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cole; 

A bill (S. 3363) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
thaniel W. Davis; 
ne bill (S. 3364) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

wd; 

A bill (S. 3365) granting an increase of pension to Emery C. 
Wilson; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
B. White; 

A bill (S. 3367) granting an increase of pension to Edson H. 
Webster; 

A bill (S. 3368) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
L. Thrasher; 

A Pa (8. 3369) granting an increase of pension to William 
Reardo 

A bill (8. 3370) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Paige 

A bin (S. 3371) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
P. Murray; and 

A bill (S. 3372) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
B. Gould; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 3373) for the survey and allotment of lands now 
embraced within the limits of the Crow Indian Reservation, in 
the Stais of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus 
lands afier allotment (with the accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
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A bill (S. 3374) granting a pension to Julia Cranney; 

A bill (S. 3375) granting an increase of pension to Pope 
Catlin (with the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3376) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Dickinson (with the accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 3377) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Twin Falls, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3378) to aid in the reclamation of arid and semi- 
arid lands of the United States; to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 3379) to amend section 2291 and section 2297 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to home- 
steads; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3380) to establish postal savings depositories for 
depositing savings at interest with the security of the Govern- 
ment for repayment thereof, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 3381) prohibiting Senators, Representatives, or 
Delegates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in 
certain matters where the United States is interested, or for 
parties or corporations engaged in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRANDEGED: 

A bill (S. 3382) granting a pension to Julius Ortman; 

Ek bill (S. 3383) granting an increase of pension to Lawrence 
sher; 

A bill (S. 3384) granting an increase of pension to Lurinda 
E. Spencer; 

1125 bill (S. 3385) granting an increase of pension to James 
artin; 

A bill (S. 3386) granting an increase of pension to Rowena 
M. Calkins; and 

A bill (S. 3387) granting an increase of pension to Helen G. 
Berkele; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 3388) granting an increase of pension tọ Frank 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 3389) granting an increase of pension to Buel 
Chidester ; 

A bill (S. 3390) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo J. 
Rutter ; 

A bill (S. 3391) granting an increase of pension to David E. 


a vil (S. 3392) granting an increase of pension to Hiram H, 


a T (S. 3393) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
owe; 

A bill (S. 3394) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Herder; and 

A bill (S. 3395) granting an increase of pension to Milton P. 
Noel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to Emeline C. Wachter 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3897) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Northrop (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3898) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
S. Woodmansee (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 3399) granting an increase of pension to Adelbert 
A. Secord; 

A bill (8. 3400) granting an increase of pension to Chancey 
Willlams; 

A bill (S. 3401) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Forsythe; 

A Dill (8. 3402) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cotner ; 

A bill (S. 3403) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
8 


pears ; 
A bill (S. 3404) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Yoast ; 

A bill (8. 3405) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Boggs 

A bill (8. 3406) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 3407) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Shepherd; 

A bill (S. 3408) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Stetson ; 

A bill (S. 3409) granting a pension to Emma S. Stokes; 

A bill (S. 3410) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Gatton; 
A bill (S. 3411) granting a pension to Rose Dougherty ; 
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A bill (S. 3412) granting an inerease of pension to Vincent 


e; 
A bill (S. 3413) granting an increase of pension tọ Madison 
J. Ottman; 
A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to Hattie E. Goodwin; 
A bill (S. 3415) granting a pension to Clara I. Ashbury; 
A bill (S. 3416) granting a pension to Dana A. Smalley; 
A bill (S. 3417) granting a pension to Emma Condon; 
A bill (S. 8418) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Blandin; 
A bill (S. 3419) granting an increase of pension to L. T. 
Lapham; 
A bill (S. 3420) granting a pension to Judson D. Hovey; 
1 (S. 3421) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
è le; 
A bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Jennie Betts Coruns; 
e bill (S. 3423) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
rown; 
A bill (S. 3424) granting an increase of pension to Jacob M. 
Zartman ; 
7 bill (S. 3425) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
eld; 
A bill (S. 3426) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hartshorn ; 
A bill (S. 3427) granting a pension to Theresa Kilpatrick; 
8 bill (S. 3428) granting an increase of pension to William 
o 
n pin (S. 3429) granting an increase of pension to John 
vins; 
Por bill (S. 3430) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
etson ; 
eB eins As 3431) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Smith; 
A bill (S. 3432) granting a pension to Susan Roads; 
. (S. 3433) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
eeser 
r bill (8. 3434) granting an increase of pension to Israel S. 
n; 
A pill (S. 3435) granting a pension to Samuel O. MeElhaney; 
= bill (S. 3436) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
mon ; 
A bill (S. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Dellinger ; 
on se (S. 3438) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
rigeois; 
3 bill (S. 3439) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
C 
A bin (S. 3440) granting an increase of pension to William 
McDonald; 
A bill (S. 3441) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Baughman; 
cee (S. 3442) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
8; 
5 5 bill (8. 3443) granting an increase of pension to George 
xton ; 
A bill (S. 3444) granting an increase of pension to W. W. 
Townley ; 
8 bill (S. 3445) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
owell ; 
A bill (S. 3446) granting a pension to James Johnson; 
A bill (S. 3447) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


Nuby; 
8 A bill (S. 3448) granting an increase of pension to George B. 

lack ; 

A bill (S. 3449) granting a pension to Peter Lunsford; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Louisa Webb Adkins; 

A bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Olive A. Okey; 

A bill (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 3453) granting a pension to John A. Hiser; 

A bill (S. 3454) granting a pension to W. B. Lumbeck ; 

A bill (S. 3455) granting an increase of pension to E. J. 
McCormick; 

A bill (S. 3456) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lewer; 

A bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Withrow ; 
oor bill (S. 3458) granting an increase of pension to Horatio N. 

arren; 

A bill (S. 3459) granting a pension to John Carnes; - 

A bill (S. 3460) granting a pension to Charles S. Wolfe; 

A bill (S. 3461) granting an increase of pension to George 
Tyson; and 

A bill (S. 3462) granting an increase of pension to John 
Claar; to the Committee on Pensions, 


A bill (S. 3463) for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell; 

A bill (S. 3464) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Andrew C. Boyd; 

A bill (S. 3465) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Cornelius Hardin; and 

A bill (S. 3466) authorizing the appointment of Lieut, Col. 
John C. Scantling, U. S. Army, retired, to the rank and grade 
of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND 

A bill (S. 3467) granting an increase of pension to John 


Rice 

A in (S. 3468) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 
Coray; and 

A bill (S. 3469) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Rankin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A Sin (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Jordan (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3471) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Millett (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Stewart (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3473) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo J. 
Nevers (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3474) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Needham (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8475) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Holbrook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3476) granting a pension to Catherine Murphy; 

A bill (S. 8477) granting a pension to Clarissa Rolls; 

A bill (S. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Dempsey 


Coats 

A bin (S. 3479) granting an increase of pension to Parker I. 
Rhoades ; 

A bill (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to Allen Catt; 

A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Steele; and 

A bill (S. 3482) granting a pension to Dicie C. Alexander; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 3483) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3484) granting an increase of pension to George J. 
Wilson (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3485) granting an increase of pension to William 
Beall (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3486) granting a pension to Hamilton Curry (with 
a accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
N. Black (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der W. Barnes (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3489) granting an increase of pension to Francis M, 
Watkins (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3490) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Staton (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3491) granting a pension to W. W. Shock; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3492) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Smith, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 3493) for the relief of F. F. Morris; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 3494) for the relief of Edward Forbes Greene; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3495) to reimburse Charles K. Darling for moneys 
necessarily expended by him as clerk of the court of appeals for 
the first circuit; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3496) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
E. Main; and 

A bill (S. 3497) granting an increase of pension to Edmond 
Damour; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 3498) to correct the military record of C. L. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3499) to correct the military record of Matthew 
T, Fuller; 

A = (S. 3500) to correct the military record of Anthony 


Fish: 
A pill (S. 3501) providing for the taking over by the United 
116.77 Government of the confederate cemetery at Springfield, 
o.; and 
A bill (S. 3502) to correct the military record of John Bey- 
erly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 8508) to reimburse Frank Wyman, postmaster at 
St. Louis, Mo., for embezzlement of money-order funds by clerk 
at said post-office; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3504) granting a pension to Lynderman Wright 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3505) granting a pension to Amelia C. Perry; 

A bill (S. 3506) granting a pension to Toliver Roberts; 

A bill (S. 3507) granting a pension to George H. Webb; 

A bill (S. 3508) granting a pension to Charles B. Swinney; 

A bill (S. 3509) granting a pension to Hannah P. Edwards; 

A bill (8. 3510) granting a pension to Augusta Schricker; 
a bill (S. 8511) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 3512) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Robertson; 
115 bill (S. 3513) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
arman; 

A bill (S. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Ayers 

1 bin (S. 3515) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Slinger; 

A bill (S. 8516) granting an increase of pension to John 
Doyle; 

A bill (S. 3517) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 8518) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
W. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 3519) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Brown; 

A bill (S. 3520) granting a pension to James B. Davis; 

A bill (S. 3521) granting an increase of pension to Marcus D. 
Warner; 

A bill (S. 3522) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Stall; 

A bill (S. 3523) granting an increase of pension to Florida 
Kennerly (with the accompanying papare); . 

A bill (8. bres: granting an increase of pension to Christian 

ess; and 

A bill (S. 3525) granting an increase of pension to Solon D. 
Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 3526) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Levi Morgan; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 44) requesting the President to 
invite the Governments of Mexico and the Central and South 
American countries and all other nations to participate in the 
Panama-California Exposition; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 45) authorizing the selection of 
a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Alexander Hamilton 
memorial in Washington, District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 46) changing the title of the 
sealer of weights and measures of the District of Columbia to 
superintendent of weights, measures, and markets; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


PUBLIC-SCHOOL TEACHERS’ RETIREMENT FUND. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3527) to establish and 
disburse a public-school teachers’ retirement fund in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that 500 additional copies of the 
bill just introduced by me be printed for the use of the Senate 
document room. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for a reprint, with corrections, of 
Senate Document No. 585 of the Sixtieth Congress, second ses- 
sion, relating to teachers’ pensions, and in addition to the usual 
reprint I ask that 500 additional copies be printed for the use 
of the document room. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
the order will be made. 

REPORT ON ALCOHOLISM. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a copy of the report of the 
official delegates appointed by the United States Government to 
the Twelfth International Congress on Alcoholism, held in Lon- 
don last July. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVY YEARBOOK. 


Mr. HALE. I ask for a reprint as a document of the book 
known as the “Navy Yearbook,” and that 3,000 additional 
copies be printed and bound in cloth, 1,500 copies for the use of 
pe 17 and 1,500 for the use of the Committee on Naval 

‘a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ADDRESS OF THE PRESIDENT ON THE TARIFF, 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp and also as a Senate document the address of the 
2 of the United States in Winona, Minn., September 17, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BACON. We on this side could not hear what it is. 

Mr. CARTER. The request is for the printing in the RECORD 
and also as a document of the address delivered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States at Winona, Minn., September 17, with 
reference to the action taken by Congress on the tariff. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the order will be entered. 

The address is as follows (S. Doc. 164): 

ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT TAFT AT WINONA, MINN., SEPTEMBER 17, 1909. 
My fellow-citicens: 


As Reg ag —— as August, 1900, in the congressional campaign in 
to announce that was a tariff revisionist and 


and s Imposed 


roduction at home with 
profit to the American 
apo I rag Erai 45 pare was divided on oy 5 dut — 
my ene e opinion o e party was crystallizing and wou 
ly result in the near future in an effort to make such revision. 
pointed out the difficulty that there always was in a revision of the 
tariff, due to the peg os disturbance of industries to be affected 
and 8 busin hie 


the 
tionable, because «ching the tarif wall ee always 
I pointed —5 


form monopolies in the pro 

of the excessive rates by 5 the prices, and UES and 
order to avoid such a danger, it was wise at regular in ryals to ex- 
amine the question of what the effect of “the rates hed been upon 
the industries in this country, and N the conditions with 


to the cost of production here as to warrant a reduc- 
3 in the tariff, and to make a lower rate may protective of the 
us 


E revision under such a state - 
ment was not to destroy protected industries in this country, but it 
was to continue to protect them e lower rates offered a sufficient 
protection to prevent 8 by foreign competition. the 
object of the revision as i in the "Re and it was certainly the 


because, in order 


tua 
and our miners ought to withstand the 
or 


—— in zoren 

or anything 

ublican platform. 

e House, with Mr. Paxxn at 
bling evi 


of work in the study of the — where the tarif rates could be 


88 a men 5 ought be raised with a view to maintaining 
a reasonab tective rate, her the 9 of Par o perons tor 
every ao, y that deserved 12 The t the deter- 
mination of estion, what was thi 5 cost at 8 and 


whether an indu in this coun could live under a certain rate and 
withstand threatened competition from abroad, was most dificult. The 
manufacturers were prone to exaggerate the injury which a reduction 
in the duty would give and to magnify the em igo of duty that was 
7 pond wW. ponies, on Eras Par ae who were 8 
eveloping portation m foreign res, were quite e 
to be ey biased on the other side. “J 
Mr. Payne reported a bill—the * aged tariff bill—which went to the 
Senate aa was amended in the Senate by increasing the du 8 —.— 
things and decreasing it on others. The difference between 
bill and the Senate bill was very much less than the pe eda 
sented. examination that the reductions 1 1 the 
those in the House, though they differed in 
Now, there is nothing quite so difficult as the discussion 
of a tariff bill, for the reason that it covers so many different items, 
the — and ine — = sary Sore — 
The Damage oF T- non especialiy where a change in 
the method of assessing the duties has been followed, presents an op- 
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ortunity for various modes and calculations of the percentages of 
creases and decreases that are most misleading and really throw 
no light at all upon the changes made. 

One way of stating what was done is to say what the facts show— 
that under the Dinei law there were 2,024 items. This included 
dutiable items only. he Payne law leaves 1,150 of these items un- 
changed. There are decreases in 654 of the items and increases in 220 
of the items. Now, of course, that does not give a full picture, but 
it does show the proportion of decreases to have been three times those 
of the increases. Again, the schedules are divided into letters from 
A to N. The first schedule is that of chemicals, oils, ete. There are 
232 items in the Dingley law; of these, 81 were decreased, 22 were 
increased, leaving 129 1 Under Schedule B—Earths, earthen 
and glass ware—there were 170 items in the Dingley law; 46 were de- 
creased, 12 were increased, and 112 left unchanged. C is the schedule 
of metals and manufactures. There were 321 items in the Dingley 
law; 185 were decreased, 30 were increased, and 106 were left un- 
is the schedule of wood and manufactures 5 

were 


edule F 
ch there were 8 


there were 78 items; 


increased, and t unchanged. In sundries there were 270 items, 
and of these, 54 were decreased, 20 were in and 196 left un- 
changed. t the total showed 2,024 items in the Dingley law, of 
which 634 were decreased, 220 were in making 874 changes, 
and 1,150 left unchanged. 


Changes in Dingley law 
by Payne oo 


Schedules. 


In- Total 
creases. changes, 


A. Chemicals, oils, ete ........----..- 
B. Earths, earthen and glass ware 
C. Metals and manufactures of. 
D. Wood and manufactures of. 


. Spirits, wines, ete.. x 

Cotton manufactures 

. Flax, hemp, jute, manufactures of. 
Wool and manufactures ot 

„ Silk and silk goods 

. Pulp, papers, and books.. 
Sundries 


al <=] 


As 


Ek. 


Toll eee 


Attempts have been made to show what the real effect of these 
changes has been by comparing the Imports under the various schedules 
and assuming that the chan, and their importance were in proportion 
to the importations. Nothing could be more unjust in a protective 
tariff which also contains revenue provisions. Some of the tariff is 
made for the E of increasing the revenue by increasing importa- 
tions which shal y duty. Other items in the tariff are made for 
the pu of reduc competition—that is, by reducing importations— 
and therefore the question of the importance of a change in rate can 
not in the slightest d be determined by the amount of imports 
that take place. In order to determine the importance of the changes, 
it is much falrer to take the articles on which the rates of duty have 

n reduced and those on which the rates of duty have been increased, 
and then determine from statistics how a part the articles upon 
which duties have been reduced play in the consumption of the ae 
and how large a part those upon which the duties have been in 
play in the consumption of the country. Such a table has been pre- 
pared by Mr. PAYNE, than whom there is no one who understands better 
what the tariff is and who has given more attention to the details 
of the schedule. 

Now, let us take Schedule A—chemicals, oils, and paints. The 
articles upon which the duty has been decreased are consumed in this 
country to the extent of $433,000,000. The articles upon which the 
duty has been increased are consumed in this country to the extent 
of $11,000,000. Take Schedule B. The articles on which the duty 
has been decreased entered into the consumption of the country to the 
amount of $128,000,000, and there has been no increase in duty on 
such articles. Take Schedule C—metals and their manufactures. The 
amount to which such articles enter into the consumption of the 
country is $1,221,000,000, whereas the articles of the same schedule 
upon which there has been an increase enter into the consumption of 
the country to the extent of only $37,000,000. Take Schedule D— 
lumber. e articles in this schedule upon which there has been a de- 
crease enter into the 8 of the country to the extent of 
$566,000,000, whereas the arti under the same schedule upon which 
there has been an increase enter into its consumption to 
of $31,000,000. In tobacco there has been no ch In 
3 those in which there has been a reduction of rates enter 
nto the consumption of the country to the extent of $483,000,000; 
those in which there has been an increase enter into the consumption 
to the extent of $4,000,000. In the schedule of wines and liquors, the 


In Schedule J, as to wool, there has been no 
(2 — edule L, as to silk, the oy has been decreased on 
articles which enter into the consumption of the country to the extent 


000, and has been increased on arti 


and pulp the mg has been decreased on articles, including 
a r in 


t. 
of $67 


a 
to the extent of $1,719,000,000 and 
creased on articles that enter into the consumption of the country to 
the extent of $101,000,000. 

It. will be found that in Schedule A the increases covered only lux- 
uries—perfumeries, pomades, and like articles; Schedule H—wines and 
liquors—which are certainly luxuries and are made subject to increase 
in order to increase the revenues, amounting to $462,000,000; and in 
Schedule L—silks—which are luxuries, certainly, $106,000,000 ; making 
a total of the consumption of those articles upon which there was an 
increase and which were luxuries of $579,000,000, lea a balance 
of increase on articles which were not luxuries of value in consump- 
tion of only $272,000,000, as against $5,000,000,000, representing the 
amount of icles enter! into the consumption of the country, mostly 
necessities, upon which there has been a reduction of duties, and to 
which the decreases applied. 


Statement. 


Consumption value. 
Sched- 
Duties de- | Duties in- 
creased. creased, 


Chemicals, oils, and paints 

Earths, earthenware, and glassware.. 

tals, and man tures of 

Wood, and manufactures of........... 

, molasses, and manufactures of 

Tol , and manufactures of (no cha 
of rates) 


Agricultural products and provisions. 
Spirits, wines, — other beverages... 
res 


NAH AN Daαë²; 


EN. 


Of the above increases the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A. Chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 


end like: articles a T SESA 105, 820 
Schedule H. Wines and liquors— -.. 462, 001, 856 
CRA Tn Ue NSR 8, EO 

Mi] | Gl aA Ee a oc a Le cen re bees 579, 850, 322 


ed neces- 
„ representing the consump- 
lied, to less than $30,000,000 of 
articles of necessity to which the increases applied. 

Now, the pro of the Republican platform was not to revise 
everything downward, and in the speeches which have been taken as 
owes share! that platform which I made in the campaign I did not 


To! at everything should go downward. t I pro was 
t there should be many decreases and that in some few things in- 
would be found to be n but that, on the whole, I con- 


creases ecessary, 
ceived that the of conditions would make the revision neces- 
sarily downward; and that, I contend, under the showing which I have 
made, has been the result of the Payne bill. I did not agree, nor did 

agree, that we would reduce rates to such a point 
ices by the introduction of foreign competition. at 
is what the traders desire; that is what the revenue-tariff re- 
formers desire; but that is not what the Republican platform promised 
and it is not what the Republican party wished to bring about. To 
repeat the statement with which I opened this the proposition 
of the Republican party was to reduce rates so as to maintain a differ- 
ence between the cost of 8 abroad and the cost of production 
here, insuring a reasonable profit to the manufacturer on all articles 
produced in this country; and the proposition to reduce rates and 
prevent their being excessive was to avoid the opportunity for monopoly 
and the suppression of competition, so that the excessive rates could be 
taken advantage of to force prices up. 

Now, it is said that there was not a reduction in a number of the 
schedules where there should have been. It is sald that there was no 
reduction in the cotton schedule. There was not. The House and the 
Senate took evidence and found from cotton manufacturers and from 
other sources that the rates upon the lower class of cottons were such 
as to enable them to make a decent profit—but only a decent profit— 
and they were contented with it; but that the rates on the higher 
grades of cotton cloth, by reason of court decisions, had been reduced 
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des of 
e whole 
cotton schedule had been made unjust, and the various items were dis- 


so that they were constderably below those of the rena 
cotton cloth, and that by undervaluations and oth 


proportionate in respect to the varying cloths. Hence in the Senate a 
new system was introduced, attempting to make the duties more 8 0 
rather than ad valorem, in order to prevent by judicial decision or 
otherwise a disproportionate and unequal o tion of the schedule. 
Under this schedule it was contended that been a 
rise of all the duties on cotton. ‘This was vigorously denied by 
experts of the Treasu ent. At last the Senate in conference 
consented to a red on amounting to about 10 per cent on all the 
lower grades of cotton, and this reduced the lower of cotton 
substantially to the same rates as before and increased the higher grades 
to what 3 to be under the fn ce Cogn and what they were 
intended to be. ow, I am not going into the question of evidence as 
to whether the cotton duties were too high and whether the difference 
between the cost of production abroad and at home, allowing for a 
reasonable argk to the manufacturer M is less than the duties 
which are mposed under the Payne bill. t w: 

dence which Congress passed u 
cotton manufacturers and su 0 
themselves of. I agree that the method of 
determination was made in a general way, and that there 
Syre” e of obtaining evidence and reaching a conel 
satisfactory. 

Criticism has also been made of the crockery schedule and the failure 
to reduce that. The question whether it t to have been reduced 
or not was a question of evidence which both committees of Congress 
took up, and both concluded that the present rates on crockery were 
such as were needed to maintain the business in this country. I had 
been informed that the crockery schedule was not high enough, and 
mentioned that in one of my campaign speeches as a ule probabl 
where there ought to be some in e difi- 
culty was rather in undervaluations than in the 
itself, and so it was not changed. It is entirely possible to collect evi- 
dence to attack almost any of the schedules, but one story is until 
another is told, and I have heard no reason for sustainii e conten- 
tion that the crockery schedule is unduly high. 


evidence and 
ht to be 
on more 


iness which was likely to be destroyed. 

I have never known a subject that will evoke so much contradictory 
evidence as the question of tariff rates and the question of cost of 
production at home and abroad. Take the subject of per A com- 
mittee was appointed by Congress a year before the sittings began 
to determine what the diference was between the cost of production 
in Canada of print paper and the cost of production here, and uy 

rted that they thought that a good bill would be one imposing 4 
a ton on paper, rather than $6, the Dingley rate, provided that Canada 
uced to take off the expo: ae gy My remove the other 


plomatic nature 
cost of Fro Canada and the 
es. 
There are other subjects which I 1 take up. The tariff on hides 
ff because it was Se ge ome view 
of the high price of cattle thus to 


cent 
the duty 
moved from oil, naphtha, 
was reduced from $2 
necessity. It is said re. 
many business interests in the South, in Maine, along the border, and 
ally in the far Northwest, which insisted that it would give 
t advantage to Canadian lumber if the reduction were made more 
fhan 75 cents. Mr. Pinchot, the Chief Forester, thought that it 
would tend to make better lumber in this country if a duty were re- 
tained on it. The lumber interests thought that $2 was none too much, 
but the reduction was made and the 1 effected. 3 
I was in favor of free lumber, because I did not think that if the tar * 
was taken off there would be much suffering among the lumber inter- 
ests. But in the controversy the House and the Senate took a middie 

et and who can say they were not 1 

WI t to the wool schedule, I agree that it is too high and 
that it — to have reduced, and that it probably represents 
considerably more than the difference between the cost of production 
Abroad and the cost of production here. The difficulty about the 
woolen schedule is that there were two contending factions early in 
the history of Republican tariffs, to wit, woolgrowers and the woolen 


manufacturers, and that finally, many years ago, they settled on a 
basis by which wool In the poe should have 11 cents a pound, and 
by which allowance should made for the shrin! of the washed 


wool in the differential upon woolen manufactures. e percentage of 
duty was very heavy—quite beyond the difference In the cost of pro- 
du n, which was not then regarded as a necessary or proper limita- 
tion upon protective duties. 

When it came to the question of reducing the duty at this hearing 
in this tariff bill on wool, Mr. PAYNE, in the House, and Mr. ALDRICH, 
in the Senate, although both favored reduction in the schedule, found 
that In the 8 party the interests of the woolgrowers of the 
far West and the interests of the woolen manufacturers in the East 
and in other Sta ed throu: their . in Con- 
gress, was sufficiently strong to defeat —4 at capt to chan the 
woolen tariff, and that had it been attempted it would have beaten the 
bill 5 from either committee. I am 80 this is 


ble profit to the manufacturer. 


the price of woolen cloth or clothes, I very much doubt. There have 
been increases by the natural Increase In the price of wool the world 
over as an agricultural pronaci but this was not due to the tarif, 
because the tariff changed. The increase wouid therefore have 
taken place whether the tarif would have been chan or not. The 
cost of woolen cloths behind the tariff wall, through the effect of com- 
petition, has been tly less than the duty, if added to the price, 
would have made 1 : 


me by ask- 

ut to me 
bill, in view of the 
fact t the woolen ule was not made in accord with the plat- 
form. I ought to say in t to this point that all of them in 
previous tariff bills were strictly in favor of maintaining the woolen 
schedule as it was. The carded woolen — are finding that carded 
wools are losing their sales because they are going out of style. 
People prefer worsteds. The clothing people who are doing so much 
circular were contented to let woolen schedule remain as it 


ultimate consumers, so called. 
willing to admit that allowin 
is, is not a compliance with the terms of the platform as I interpret it 
and as it is generally understood. 


wal 
revision, and it ought to be accepted as such. Critics of the bill utterly 
ignore e very tremendous cuts that have been made the iron 
schedule, which heretofore has been subject to criticism in all tariff 
bills. From fron ore, which was cut 75 per cent, to all the other items 
as low as 20 per cent, with an average of something like 40 or 50 per 

cent, that schedule has been reduced, so that the danger of increas’ 
prices through a monopoly of the business is very much lessened, ant 
that was the chief pu of revising the tarif downward under 
2 protective principles. The severe critics of the bill pass 
this reduction in the metal schedule with a sneer, and say that the cut 
did not hurt the fron interests of the country. Well, of course it did 
th It was not ex to hurt them. It was expected 


whereas it expressly indicated as ges PB ee in the platform 
that all of the industries were to pro against iors by for- 
eign 8 and the promise only went to the redu n of exces- 


world over. 
where there is free 


that enters into food. Now. 


farmer, for meat, for grain, for every 
1 ion has increased the cost of 


certainly no one will contend that pro 
food in this country, when the fact is that we have been the greatest 
exporters of food products in the world. It is only that the demand 


as rapidly as the population and the d n Ia 
ing that the tariff does not increase prices in clothing and in build- 
e necessities of life, but what 
the cost of living 

We have a much higher 
than they have abroad, and this has 
"work „ the farmer, 
been made possible by the encour- 
agement of diversified industries, built up one fostered by the tariff. 

Now, the revision downward of the 

ope, 9 the industries of the coun 

intended to. All that it is intended to do, and 
repeat, is to put the tariff where it will protect industries here from 
foreign competition, but will not enable those who will wish to — 
lire to raise prices by taking advan of excessive rates beyond the 
normal difference in cost of production. 


not, I 


could be improved? 
not fully and completely com 
form as he interpreted it, an 
against the bill? I am here to q 
in the negative. Mr. TawxEY Was a downward revisionist like myself. 
He is a low-tariff man, and has been known to be such in Congress all 
the time he has been there. He is a prominent Republican, the head 
of the Appropriations Committee, and when a man votes as I think he 
ought to vote, and an opportunity such as this presents itself, I am 
glad o: 2 behalf of what he did, not in defense of it, but in sup- 
port o 


iy with the promises o: 
n 2 1 


1909. 
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This is a government by a majority of the people. It is a repre- 
sentative government. People select some 400 members 2 constitute 


the lower House and some 92 members to constitute the u House 
through their legislatures, and the Net ger views of a —— ty of the 
voters in eighty or ninety millions people are reduced 55 one re- 


sultant force to take affirmative steps in carrying on a government by a 
system of parties. Without parties po Pho Jo government would be abso- 
lutely impossible. In a party, those who join it, if they would make it 
effective, must surrender their personal predilections on matters com- 
paratively of less importance in order b aag pre “the good which 
united action on the most nary prieg enh principles issue secures. 

Now, I am not here to criticise those Republican Members and Sen- 
ators whose views on the — gh of the tariff were so strong and in- 
tense that they believed it their duty to vote against their oe on the 
tariff bill. It is a question for each man to settle for himself. The 
solidarity for ac- 

from princi. 


3 vision of 
which I believe to be much more 1 rtant than the reduction of rates 
in one or two schedules of the ta Had Tawxxx yoted against 
the bill, and there had been others of the House sufficient in number to 
have defeated the bill, or it I bad vetoed the bill because of the ab- 


assed at all, 1 not feel that I could have reconciled any other course 
o my conscience than that of signing ing the bill, and I think Mr. Tawney 
eels the same way. Of course if I had vetoed the bill I would have 
reccived the applause of many Republicans who — be er low- 
tariff Republicans, and who think p ject, and of all 
the en a n Our friends the Democrats would have applauded, and 
their sleeve at the condition in which the N 

eft; but, more than this, and — 
party, where would the country have been had th 


s of 

ill been vetoed, or 
n lost by a vote? It would have left the saa Bes of the revision of 
the tariff open for further discussion during the next session. It would 
have suspended the settlement of all our business down to a known 
basis upon which prosperity could proceed 
and 15 would have held 


est of this country in Dealing with foreign countries and in the su ply- 
ing of a deficit which under the ley bill seemed inevitable, 
has been a di ition in some fore countries tharos — — of 
greater elasticity in their systems o —— 
ulations to exclude our products and exercise ‘against 
aaepe act of Cong these things we have been h pan — it re- 
t is now pr ` 


opinion the — of the foreign countries has been unduly discrim- 
inatory against the United States. It is hoped that very little use may 
be required of this clause, but its presence in the law and the pove 
conferred upon the Executive, it is 3 8 prevent in the re 
such undue discriminations. Certainly this is most important to our 
Ses of agricultural products and arcs 
md. We have imposed an excise tax upon corporations measured 

= cent upon the net income of all Boo orations, è A t fraternal 
by 0 3 corporations, after eee eS 
will raise an income of twenty-six t 


under federal supervision more or less all the corporations of the coun- 
try. The ing torial provisions of the act are mild but effective, and 
certainly we ae look not only for a revenue but for some most inter- 
esting statisties and the means of obtaining supervision over corporate 
methods that has heretofore not obtained. 

Then, we have finally done justice to the Philippines. We have in- 
troduced trade between Philippines and the United States, and 
we have limited the amount of sugar and the amount of tobacco and 
cigars that can be introduced from the Philippines to such a figure as 
shall greatly profit the Philippines and yet in no way disturb the prod- 
ucts 5 the United States or interfere with those engaged in the tobacco 
or sugar interests here. These features of the bill were most important, 
and the question was whether they were to be sacrificed because the 
bill did not in respect to 2 and woolens and in some few other mat- 
ters meet our expectations. I do not hesitate to repeat that I think 
it would have been an unwise sacrifice of the business interests of the 
country, it would have been an unwise sacrifice of the solidarity, effi- 
ciency, and promise-performing power of the party, to have projected 
into the n session another ong discussion of the tariff, and to have 
delayed or probably defeated the legislation needed in the improvement 
of our interstate commerce lation and in making more e * our 
antitrust law =a the fete rosecutions under it. Such slation is needed 
to clinch the t policies, by which 4 —— and poge in 
control of 88 ecrtig be limited to a lawful path and shall be pre- 
vented from return to those abuses which a pratt of prosperity 
is too apt to bring about unless definite, positive s ore a islative 
character are n to mark the lines of honest wial corporate 
management. 

oe kee there is another provision in the new tariff bill that I regard as 

the utmost importance. It is a provision which appropriates 
775. ag for the President to employ to assist him in the execu- 
tion of the maximum = minimum tariff sang te and in the ae 


8 Wah ibe a ae ars first, to the — — of for- 
eign “Tariffs upon the exports of the United States, and then to the op- 


eration of the United States tariff upon imports and exports. There are 


provisions in the general procedure for the ascertainment of the 
of production of articles sens and the cost of production of arti- 

cles here. I intend to direct the board, in the ares of these duties 

and in carrying them out, in order r to assist me in 

= rey he 2 =a x tariff,” thing to b red 

* encyclo: 0 e or some: g to be compa: 
to the United States P) 
to drugs and Bepred I conceive that such a board may very prop- 


of production abroad and h 
item which would enable the the operation — 
the tariff, the value of the article, and the 8 of of duty imposed, an 

it so dhealt 


to to publish the result of these pear, oar an but to treat them mere} 
tal facts y from time to ti and as 1 
may be ascertained and —. of record in the departmen 
ä and are suffleientl W 


tion to pee ag ee | eee > Spon which 
— 7 — t be me 5> ‘oe the 1 5 on 
express again —— o the matter and brin; u 
resentatives in Con; that sort of 8 spinon which shall 
on. I am glad to see that a number of those 


duties thin 
their right and, in their view of thin is their duty, 
It ig vastly better that they should seek action of the 
should 1 ‘in accomplishing anything m a party. 


I have e 
I think the — Sustity, ts 
interests of this country E n Sot e 
to make a new * far —— in me to 
secure official data uj 8 the Ry Sel? os which, w 


pon the 
a new revision is attempted, . fa 
tariff board that has Fog briet for either side in 
I they will make their ob- 


bureau of the Government records the result of its im 5 
= Certainly the experience in this tariff justifies the statement 
which more satis- 


hat — eee should hereafter be attempted in 
88 5 n 


hain sorry the am not able to go 
bill, eT I have neither i the info: 


niche to 2 it. I have ably the case as it see i 
Tawney in his vote and CCC ooo 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—MELENDE H. R. SMITH. 


On motion of Mr. McCumses, it was 


Ordored, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of th 
Senate the lag rris in the case of Melende H. R. Smith, Senate bill 6512, 
first session, ninth , there haying been no action taken 


SHIP CANAL FROM LAKE ERIE TO LAKE MICHIGAN. 


Mr. BROWN. The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bev- 
ERIDGE] is unavoidably absent to-day, and for him I submit a 
joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. R. 47) was read, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 47. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Con s$ assembled, at the . of War 
eigen and directed to cause and complete 


by such officers or ations, and as may be directed b 88 
War, and to be of suitable location and dimensions for military, naval, 
and ‘commercial p purposes. 

The Secretary of War is also hereby authorized and directed to make 
a survey and estimate of cost for a ship canal over any a all other 
feasible routes across the southern part of the State oi ichigan or 

of the States of Indiana or Illinois roe Lake Brie 
and report thereon, together with a statement as to 
oe cost of constructing and maintaining such a canal, together with 
— —— as to the desirability for the needs of commerce and the 
Tea cability of its construction tenance. In m 
surveys and estimates there shall be taken into account the pos- 
Silit of conserving flood waters by the construction of reservoirs or 
otherwise and the development of ie power for the production of 
electrical energy or for 5 purposes. 
That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasur aot other- 
wise app! ted, to carry into effect the provisions of th 


Mr. BROWN. I ask that the joint resolution weit, oe ac- 
companying papers lie on the table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made. 
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PRESERVATION OF FUR SEAL IN ALASKA. 


Mr. DIXON. I send to the desk three Senate resolutions 
relative to the preservation of fur seal in Alaska. I will state 
that they were prepared at the request of two or three scientific 
bodies of men in this country. At their request I have pre- 
pared them, to be sent to the Committee on Conservation of 
National Resources. It occurs to me that possibly the resolu- 
tions should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. LODGE. Such resolutions have always gone to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. DIXON. The Committee on National Resources is a new 
committee and I do not know specially what its province may 
be. For the present I ask that the resolutions may be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Montana that the resolutions be printed 
and lie on the table? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DIXON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 92), 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

Senate resolution 92. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish for the use of the Senate copies of all 
letters addressed to the Secretary of said department which relate to 
the condition of the fur-seal herd of Alaska, and the conduct of the 


lessees of the Seal Islands since the Ist of January, 1904, together 
with copies of all official reports made to the said de ent ty its 
own agents in charge of the Seal Islands of Alaska ce the ist of 


January, 1904. 


Mr. DIXON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 91), 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Senate resolution 91. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish for the use of the! Senate ot of all letters e to 
the Secretary of State by citizens and reports of officials relative to the 
condition of the fur-seal herd in Alaska, and the means for preventin 
the ruinous slaughter of the same since the date of the passage and 
approval of act approved April 8, 1904. 

Mr. DIXON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 90), 


which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
Senate resolution 90. 


Whereas the concurrent lations ordered the tribunal of arbi- 


regu 
tration, and published August 16, 1893, for the protection and the 
peaaos of the fur-seal herd oi ka, under the authority of the 
reaty of Washington, February 29, 1892, have been found r six- 
teen years of faithful enforcement 


and trial wholly insufficient to 
serve the pu for which they were created; and 

Whereas this failure of these concurrent regulations, if not corrected 
at once, will result in the immediate and cone extermination of the 
fur-seal species of Alaska, and also the total Seal 
industry: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it be the sense of the Senate of the United States 
that the Government of Great Britain be requested bye Secre of 
State to unite with the Government of the United States, without undue 
delay, in a revision and amendment of the concurrent regulations now 
in force for the protection and preservation of the fur seals of Alaska, 
duly established and known as the “award of the tribunal of arbitra- 
tion at Paris, August 16, 1893." 

Resolved, That this request of our Government shall be made at once 
for the revision of said — deere in order that the British Govern- 
ment shall have a reasonable length of time in which to consider the 
anes before the next pelagic season opens in February, 1910; and be it 


er 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United States that 
no renewal of the present lease of the seal islands be made by the 
Government to any pey or parties whomsoever. And that in order 
to provide inst the complete destruction of the fur-seal industry, 
there should an immediate and complete cessation of the killing of 
3 save as food for the natives of Pribilof Islands, for a period 
of ten years. 


STATUE OF GEORGE L. SHOUP. 
Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
87), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Senate resolution 87. 


Resolved, That exercises Wy (oh nila to the reception and acceptance 
from the State of Idaho of the statue of Geor Shoup, erected in 
Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order for Saturday, 
January 15, 1910, after the conclusion of the routine morning business. 


AFFAIRS IN AUSTRIA-HUNGARY IN 1848 AND 1849. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 85), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Senate resolution 85. : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
transmit to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
the reports of Ambrose Dudley Mann, made during the years 1848 and 
1849, regard to affairs in Austria-Hungary. 


REPRESSION OF TRADE IN WHITE WOMEN. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 86), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Senate resolution 86. 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, as to 


what action, if any, has been taken, under the treaty ratified 4 
1905, for the repression of the trade in white women, and what pro- 
vision has been made for the carrying out of said treaty. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. BAILEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 84), 
which was read: 
Senate resolution 84. 
Resolved, That unless otherwise ordered, and except on Sundays, 
the Senate shall meet in daily session at 2 p. m. 
Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the resolution lie on the table. I 
give notice that I will call it up at some convenient opportunity. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the 
table, as suggested by the Senator from Texas. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVES DE ARMOND AND LASSITER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
3 from the House of Representatives, which will be 
ren 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

House resolution 140. 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with pro- 
found sorrow of the death of the Hon. Davip ALBAUGH Dp ARMOND, 
late a Member of the House from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and send a copy thereof to the family of the deceased, 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the tragic and pathetic death of 
Representative De Armonp, of Missouri, attracted world-wide 
attention. His death is deeply lamented in my State and is 
everywhere regarded as a national loss. I present resolutions 
suitable to the occasion, for which I ask present consideration. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 88) were read and considered by 
unanimous consent, as follows: 

Senate resolution 88. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Davip ALBAUGH Dm ARMOND, late a 
Representative from the State of Missouri. 

esolved, That the Secre 


Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the first two resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, at a later and appropriate date 
I will ask the Senate to set aside a day on which suitable 
tributes may be paid to the memory of the deceased. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

House resolution 141. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with 


rofound sorrow of the 
— 3 — be woe Francis Rives Lassrrer, late a Representative from the 
tate o 


ao. Clerk of the House be directed to transmit a copy 
of these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the necessary absence of 
both the Virginia Senators, I offer, on behalf of the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 89) were read and considered by 
unanimous consent, as follows: 

Senate resolution 89. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. Francis R. LASSITER, late a 
Repressor from the State of Virginia. 

esolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate do now adjourn, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first two resolutions submitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in each of the series of resolu- 
tions presented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoner] and 
by me, on behalf of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
there is embodied a resolution “ That as a further mark of re- 
spect to the memory of the deceased, the Senate do now ad- 
journ.” I make that motion now, so that it may apply to each 
of the series of resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, De- 
cember 10, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


1909. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 7, 1909. 
SUPERVISORS OF THE THIRTEENTH DECENNIAL CENSUS. 


ALABAMA, . 

Joseph H. Adams to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Alabama, from September 
10, 1909. 

William P. Cobb to be vestige ika of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Alabama, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

James J. Curtis to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the seventh district, State of Alabama, from August 

, 1909. 

Laurence W. Locklin to be of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the first district, State of Alabama, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

John T. McEniry to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Alabama, from Au- 


of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Alabama, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William C. Swanson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Alabama, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Thomas P. Wood to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the eighth distriet, State of Alabama, from August 

1 

Simeon T. Wright to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
apres s in the sixth district, State of Alabama, from August 
ARIZONA. 


Franklin F. Towle to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
5 Census in the entire Territory of Arizona from August 13, 
a ARKANSAS, 


Elisha E. Ammons to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 

12 5 Census in the third district, State of Arkansas, from August 
1909. 

George I. Breckenridge to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the first district, State of Arkansas, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Tom D. Brooks to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
ae in the fifth district, State of Arkansas, from August 
13, 1 

Charles G. Henry to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
nares in the second district, State of Arkansas, from August 

1909. 

John W. Howell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Arkansas, from August 
13, 1909. 

Robert J. White to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
2 ee. in the fourth district, State of Arkansas, from August 
18, 1 

Samuel R. Young to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the seventh district, State of Arkansas, from August 


18, 1909 
CALIFORNIA. 

James M. Burke to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of California, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John J. Deane to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of California, from August 
18, 1909. 

Lewis L. Dennett to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of California, from August 
13, 1909. 

Bert L. Farmer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of California, from Decem- 
ber 2, 1909. 

Lyman M. King to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of California, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

Emmett Phillips to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of California, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John W. Rogers to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of California, from September 
10, 1909. 

H. Julian Wright to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
neg 8 in the first district, State of California, from August 

1 


COLORADO. 


Henry J. Baird to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Colorado, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

Charles F, Hamlin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Colorado, from 
August 13, 1909 

Albert B. Medatrey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Colorado, from August 
* 1909. 

CONNECTICUT. 


William B. Bailey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of Connecticut from September 
13, 1900. 

DELAWARE. 

L. Heisler Ball to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 

Census in the entire State of Delaware from August 13, 1909. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


William S. Broughton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census for the entire District of Columbia from 
September 10, 1909. 

FLORIDA. 


Henry W. Bishop to be of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census for the first district of Florida from August 13, 
1909. 


Le Sueur Gaulden to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Florida, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Thomas D. White to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Florida, from August 
18, 1909. 

GEORGIA. 


Willis B. Adams to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 

James R. Allen to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the ninth district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 


Harry Burns to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Georgia, from September 
25, 1909. 

Louis H. Crawford to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Georgia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Francis X. Douglass to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 

Joseph M. Lee to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 


1909. 

Livingston F. McClelland to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the fifth district, State of Georgia, from 
September 25, 1909. 

Edward T. Moon to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 

Alexander P. Perham, sr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the eleventh district, State of Georgia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Eugene L. Rainey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 

George E. Ricker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Georgia, from August 13, 
1909. 


IDAHO. 


Joseph Perrault, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the entire State of Idaho from August 13, 
1909. 

ILLINOIS. 


John J. Bundy to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census 9 the fourteenth district, State of Ilinois, from Sep- 
tember 1 

Charles 8. 80 Burdick to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Dlinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William J. Butler to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twelfth district, State of IIlinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 
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Donald A. Callahan to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Illinois, from August 
13, 1909. 

Louis W. Fribourg to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of Illinois, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John T. Galbraith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixteenth district, State of Illinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Frank J. Heinl to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eleventh district, State of Illinois, from Septem- 
ber 10. 1909. 

Willard E. Hotchkiss to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the first district, State of Illinois, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

S. Bartlett Kerr to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the fifteenth district, State of Illinois, from August 

Frank W. Latimer to be surveyor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the sixth district, State of Illinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Leon D. Nash to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the second district, State of Illinois, from September 
10, 1909. 

Edwin C. Perkins to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Illinois, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

George W. Royster to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the ninth district, State of Illinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Frederick A. Schlick to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the third district, State of Illinois, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Henry J. Schmidt to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the thirteenth district, State of Illinois, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Robert R. Wallace to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Illinois, from Sep- 
tember 25, 1909. 

INDIANA. 


Henry L. Bendel to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eleventh district, State of Indiana, from August 
13, 1909. A 

Joseph R. Broyles to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Indiana, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Abel T. Claypool to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the ninth district, State of Indiana, from August 13, 
1909. 

William D. Crow to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Indiana, from August 
13, 1909. 

Francis H. Doran to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of Indiana, from August 
13, 1909, 

William W. Lingle to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Indiana, from August 
18, 1909. 

William O. Protsman to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fourth district, State of Indiana, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William Low Rice to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Indiana, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John W. Sale to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the twelfth district, State of Indiana, from August 
13, 1909. 

Samuel R. Thomas to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the thirteenth district, State of Indiana, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William H. Tieman to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Indiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

Samuel J. Wilton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Indiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

James A. Zaring to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Indiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

IOWA. 


W. H. H. Asbury to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Iowa, from September 10, 
1909, 


Louis P. Barth to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
mens in the fourth district, State of Iowa, from September 10, 

William C. Chubb to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Iowa, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

Cambridge Culbertson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the seventh district, State of Iowa, from 


August 13, 1909. 


Asa A. Hall to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial Cen- 
sus in the second district, State of Iowa, from August 13, 1909. 

Emil A. Larson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the ninth district, State of Iowa, from September 10, 
1909. 2 

Thomas Medulla to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eleventh district, State of Iowa, from September 
10, 1909. 

Jeremiah Morrissey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Iowa, from September 
10, 1909. - 

Guy F. Rankin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Iowa, from September 13, 
1909. 

John W. Rowley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Iowa, from August 13, 1909. 

Conrad B. Scherr to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Iowa, from September 
10, 1909. 


KANSAS. 


James N. Brown to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of Kansas, from September 
10, 1909. 

John C. Mack to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of Kansas, from September 
10, 1909. 

Willard H. Melrose to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Kansas, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John C. Newell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Kansas, from September 
10, 1909. a ? 

George T. Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of Kansas, from September 
10, 1909. 

William R. Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Kansas, from August 
13, 1909. 

Reese Van Sant to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Kansas, from August 13, 
1909. 

Charles Yoe to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Kansas, from August 13, 
1909. 

KENTUCKY. 


Alexander H. Anderson to be supervisor of the Thirtecnth 
Decennial Census in the second district, State of Kentucky, 
from August 13, 1909. 

Louis L. Bristow to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Kentucky, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Henry Clay Clark to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Kentucky, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

William D. Gilliam to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Kentucky, from 
October 18, 1909. 

John R. Jones to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Kentucky, from August 
13, 1909. 

Henry ©. Kennedy to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eleventh district, State of Kentucky, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Nathan D. Miles to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of Kentucky, from August 
18, 1909. ‘ 

J. Ferrell Pauley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Kentucky, from August 13, 
1909. ý 

Jonathan D. Reed to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Kentucky, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. ` 

Pilson Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of Kentucky, from August 
13, 1909. 


1909. 
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James T. Wilson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the ninth district, State of Kentucky, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

LOUISIANA, 


Raymond T. Clark to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Louisiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

- Orin M. Grisham to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Louisiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

Walter X. Kemper to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Louisiana, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

George J. Reiley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
See in the fourth district, State of Louisiana, from August 

Charles H. Trousdale to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fifth district, State of Louisiana, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John A. Wogan to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
ee in the first district, State of Louisiana, from August 13, 


MAINE, 


Morrill N. Drew to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
a in the first district, State of Maine, from August 13, 


107 P. Spofford to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Maine, from August 
13, 1909. 

MARYLAND. 


Frederick T. Dorton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Maryland, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Charles F. Macklin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Maryland, from 
October 18, 1909. 

Laban Sparks to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Maryland, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

John J. Stump to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the fifth district, State of Maryland, from September 

Isaac H. White to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Maryland, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles F. Gettemy to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of Massachusetts, from August 
13, 1909. 

MICHIGAN. 


John Baird to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 

8 85 in the eighth district, State of Michigan, from August 
1909. 

James T. Bennett to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twelfth district, State of Michigan, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John L, Boer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of Michigan, from August 13, 
1909. 

Roy E. Brownell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Michigan, from Sep- 
tember 25, 1909. 

Charles F. Davison to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fourth district, State of Michigan, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Hugh H. Hart to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of Michigan, from August 
13, 1909. 

Charles R. Jackson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of Michigan, from August 
13, 1909. 

Orvice R. Leonard to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Michigan, from August 
13, 1900. 

George W. Sample to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Michigan, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John A. Sherman to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Michigan, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Frederic W. Stewart to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the third district, State of Michigan, from 
August 13, 1909. 


xLY—4 


Sylvester P. Youngs to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the eleventh district, State of Michigan, from 
August 13, 1909. : 

MINNESOTA, 


Charles S. Cairns to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, ‘State of Minnesota, from 
August 13, 1909, 

Frank H. Gartside to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Dace 
nial Census in the first district, State of Minnesota, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Clark W. Gilmore to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial ETAS in the second district, State of Minnesota, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Byron L. Hollister to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Minnesota, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

Aris B. Kelly to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Minnesota, from August 
13, 1909. 

Ezra E. McCrea to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
tn ison in the sixth district, State of Minnesota, from August 

1 

Daniel W. Meeker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Minnesota, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

Charles W. Odell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Minnesota, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William B. Webster to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Minnesota, from 
August 13, 1909, 


MISSISSIPPI, 


Nathan Van Boddie to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Mississippl, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Samuel D. Chamberlin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the first district, State of Mississippi, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Lemuel P. Conner to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Mississippi, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Rufus F. Gillespie to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Gensus in the second district, State of Mississippi, from 
August 13, 1909. 

James E. Landrum to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Mississippi, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William A. Shelby to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Mississippi, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Samuel F. Thigpen to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Mississippi, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

James B. Yellowley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the eighth district, State of Mississippi, 
from August 13, 1909. 


MISSOURI, 


Henry A. Baker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Missouri, from September 
18, 1909. 

Clarence A. Barnes to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Missouri, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 


Harry Clymer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourteenth district, State of Missouri, from August 
18, 1909. 

John E. Frost to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Missouri, from August 13, 
1909. 

Howard A. Higgins to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of Missouri, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 


William ©. Irwin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Missouri, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Archibald G. Lackey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fifth district, State of Missouri, from 
September 10, 1909. 

George A. McCanse to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the thirteenth district, State of Missouri, 
from August 13, 1909. 
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John S. Newlon to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
. State of Missouri, from August 13, 

Simon G. Nipper to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eleventh district, State of Missouri, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Charles W. Reeyes to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the second district, State of Missouri, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John Whitaker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of Missouri, from August 
13, 1909. 

Henry S. Wilson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the twelfth district, State of Missouri, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

MONTANA. 


Leon Shaw to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
8 in the second district, State of Montana, from September 
10, 1909, 

NEBRASKA. 


Philip F. Bross to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
coe peal in the fourth district, State of Nebraska, from August 

Samuel A, Dravo to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Nebraska, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Joseph A. Hays to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Nebraska, from August 13, 
1900. 


Frank E. Helvey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Nebraska, from August 13, 
1909. 


Joseph Pigman to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district of Nebraska from September 10, 
1909. 


Charles L. Saunders to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
eennial Census in the second district, State of Nebraska, from 
August 13, 1909. 

NEVADA. 


George B. Russell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of Nevada from August 13, 1909. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. R 


Frank A. Musgrove to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of New Hampshire, from August 
13, 1909. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Evan F. Benners to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of New Jersey, from Sep- 


r of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of New Jersey, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William K. Fenn to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of New Jersey, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

George A. Fischer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of New Jersey, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1909. 

Louis V. Hoagland to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fifth district, State of New Jersey, from 
ee anon 10, 1909. 

Harry B Salter to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of New Jersey, from August 
13, 1909. 

Samuel A. Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of New Jersey, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John H. Weastell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of New Jersey, from 
September 10, 1909. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Paul A. F. Walter to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire Territory of New Mexico, from August 
13, 1909. 

NEW YORK. 

John L. Campbell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twentieth district, State of New York, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Henry J. Cookinham, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the eleventh district, State of New York, 
from Sepember 10, 1909. 


George F. De Venny to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the fifteenth district, State of New York, 
from September 10, 1909. 

Francis J. Dunn to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census, in the ninth district, State of New York, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

Albert Falck to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of New York, from Decem- 
ber 1, 1909. 

Anthony P, Finder to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
18 Census in the sixth district, Stute of New York, from August 


Addison W. Fisher to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighteenth district, State of New York, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William F. Kavanaugh to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the seventh district, State of New York, 
from September 10, 1909. 

James Kilby to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of New York, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

William Liebermann to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the second district, State of New York, 
from September 10, 1909. 

James A. McCormick to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census jn the thirteenth district, State of New York, 
from September 10, 1909. 

John H. Madden to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the nineteenth district, State of New York, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Henry W. Martens to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixteenth district, State of New York, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Douglas W. Miller to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of New York, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William G. Moore to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of New York, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John G. Pembleton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fourteenth district, State of New York, 
from August 13, 1909. 

Cornelius Shufelt to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of New York, from August 13, 
1909. 

Alexander R. Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of New York, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Robert ©. Turnbull to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventeenth district, State of New York, 
from September 10, 1909. 

Frank ©. Wisner to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the twelfth distriet, State of New York, from August 
13, 1909. y 

NORTH CAROLINA. . 

David H. Blair to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of North Carolina, from No- 
vember 26, 1909. 

Henry Frank Brown to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the third district, State of North Carolina, 
from August 13, 1909. 

James I. Campbell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of North Carolina, 
from September 10, 1909. 

A Turner Grant, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the seventh district, State of North Carolina, 
from August 13, 1909. 

J. Yates Killian to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the ninth district, State of North Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Jeremiah C. Meekins, sr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the first district, State of North Carolina, 
from August 13, 1909. 

James M. Mewboorne to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the second district, State of North Carolina, 
from August 13, 1909. 

John W. Norwood to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of North Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William C. Pearson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fourth district, State of North Carolina, 
from August 13, 1909. 

Irvin B. Tucker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of North Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909. 


1909. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Fred O. Brewster to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of North Dakota, from 
October 18, 1909. 

Carl N. Frich to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of North Dakota, from August 
13, 1909. 

OHIO, 


Mattoon M. Curtis to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the nineteenth district, State of Ohio, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1909, 

Tiffin Gilmore to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 1909. 

Peter C. Given to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixteenth district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 
1909. 

Sherman M. Granger to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fourteenth district, State of Ohio, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Frederick C. Hicks to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
Hogan ya in the first district, State of Ohio, from September 

Core S. Ireland to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
i in the seventh district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 


John P. Jones to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
goes a the seventeenth district, State of Ohio, from August 
John W. Kern, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
i in the ninth district, State of Ohio, from August 
Thomas J. Maxwell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twelfth district, State of Ohio, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 
Stacy A, Mitchell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
Sos Census in the fifth diStrict, State of Ohio, from August 13, 
Frank P. Richter to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
raf 8 in the second district, State of Ohio, from August 
Joshua E. Russell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
rd Census in the third district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 
John H. Schrider to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
Spach eae in the fourth district, State of Ohio, from August 
Charles D. Simeral to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
ix ie in the fifteenth district, State of Ohio, from August 
John E. Todd to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
EEIN in the eleventh district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 
Harry B. Weaver to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
rok Census in the sixth district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 
Robert J. West to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
sr Cenne in the eighth district, State of Ohio, from August 13, 


Charles W. Wickline to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighteenth district, State of Ohio, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Perry S. Williams to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the thirteenth district, State of Ohio, from 
August 13, 1909. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Benjamin F. Berkey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the first district, State of Oklahoma, from 
September 13, 1909. 

Charles C, Chapell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Oklahoma, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Samuel A. Hawk to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Oklahoma, from 
November 3, 1909. 

J. H. Langston to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Oklahoma, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1909. 

William B. Moss to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Oklahoma, from September 
10, 1909. 

OREGON. 

Seneca C. Beach to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Oregon, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5l 


Robert J. Hendricks to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Oregon, from August 
13, 1909. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Ellis C. Abrams to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Benjamin Apple to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the twelfth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
October 18, 1909. 

George G. Blumer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
October 18, 1909. 

Aaron F. Dickey to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twenty-second district, State of Pennsylva- 
nia, from September 10, 1909. 

John R. Edwards to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Perinsylvania, from 
October 18, 1909. 

Lewis C. Elliott to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. ` 

Milton S. Falck to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of Pennsylvania, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Charles O. Frye to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the twenty-first district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. 

John B. Graham to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Pennsylvania, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Samuel R. Hamilton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventeenth district, State of Pennsylvania, 
from September 10, 1909. 

George Joseph to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the thirteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 13, 1909. 

N. B. Kelly to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Pennsylvania, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Warren G. Light to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Augustus L. Merrill to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the eleventh district, State of Pennsylvania, 
from October 18, 1909. 

William S. Nason to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the nineteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, 
from August 13, 1909. 

Samuel L. Price to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of Pennsylvania, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. . 

Samuel L. Reed to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Harry G. Seip to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of Pennsylvania, from Sep- 
tember 25, 1909. 

A. Brock Shoemaker to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
November 3, 1909. 

David E. Thompson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twentieth district, State of Pennsylvania, 
from September 10, 1909. 

Jacob E. Wenk to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighteenth district, State of Pennsylvania, from 
September 10, 1909. 

J. Andrew Wilt to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the tenth district, State of Fenneyivania, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 


PORTO RICO. 


David A. Skinner to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire island, Island of Porto Rico, from 
November 26, 1909. 

RHODE ISLAND. 


George H. Webb to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of Rhode Island from August 
13, 1909. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Robert L. Douglas to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 


nial Census in the fifth district, State of South Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909. 
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Ernest M. Du Pre to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of South Carolina, 
from September 13, 1909. 

James L. Michie to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the sixth district, State of South Carolina, from 
September 10, 1909. 

George M. Pritchard to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of South Carolina, 
from September 10, 1909. 

William W. Russell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of South Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William J. Storen to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of South Carolina, from 
August 31, 1909. 

George Waterhouse to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of South Carolina, from 
August 13, 1909, 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


George B. Mansfield to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of South Dakota, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Dayid D. Wipf to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of South Dakota, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

TENNESSEE. 

Alfred J. Agee to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 

8 in the second district, State of Tennessee, from August 
1 

Vincent A. Biggs to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the ninth district, State of Tennessee, from Au- 
gust 13, 1909. 

John H. Early to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Tennessee, from August 13, 

John W. Farley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
ee the tenth district, State of Tennessee, from August 

Reese Q. Lillard to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 


Census in the fourth district, State of Tennessee, from August | 1909 


13, 1909. 

Harry A. Luck to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
ee ee coated State of Tennessee, from August 

Sidney E. Murray to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Tennessee, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Marion Richardson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De 
cennial Census in the seventh district, State of Tennessee, from 
August 13, 1909. 

John B. Stong to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fifth district, State of Tennessee, from August 13, 
1909. 

Samuel H. Thompson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the first district, State of Tennessee, from 
August 13, 1909. 

TEXAS. 


Lawrence E. Bennett to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the fifteenth district, State of Texas, from 
September 10, 1909. 

George H. Boynton to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eleventh district, State of Texas, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Sam Bronson Cooper, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the second district, State of Texas, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Samuel Davidson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the twelfth district, State of Texas, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Boone Gross to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the eighth district, State of Texas, from September 
10, 1909. 

James B. Hanes to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the third district, State of Texas, from September 10, 
1909. 

Orren F. Johnson to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Texas, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

Lewis Lindsay to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the thirteenth district, State of Texas, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

John B. Littler to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
See M DA eee ee ee cee 


Eugene T. Long to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
—— in the ninth district, State of Texas, from September 10, 

James W. Madden to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Texas, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

John B. Stephens to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Texas, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

Nathan M. Washer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourteenth district, State of Texas, from 
September 10, 1909. 

Andrew F. Wood to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Texas, from October 18, 1909. 

John F. Worley to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
F120 State of Texas, from September 10, 

Thomas L. Wren to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of Texas, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

UTAH. 


Hugh A. McMillin to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the entire State of Utah, from August 13, 1909. 


VEBMONT,. 


Lynn M. Hays to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the entire State of Vermont, from November 3, 1909. 


VIRGINIA, 


Richard P. Bunting to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the second district, State of Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Edward C. Burks to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
miat oie in the sixth district, State of Virginia, from August 

Albert Fletcher, jr., to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the eighth district, State of Virginia, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

William A. Land to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of Virginia, from August 13, 


Sidney F. Landreth to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Virginia, from August 
13, 1909. 

James McDowell Adair to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the tenth district, State of Virginia, from 
October 18, 1909. 

C. Ridgway Moore to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Virginla, from August 
13, 1909. 

Everett D. Ott to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the seventh district, State of Virginia, from August 
13, 1909. 

John C. Smith to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the ninth district, State of Virginia, from August 13, 
1909. 

William W. Woodward to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the first district, State of Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

WASHINGTON. 

Robert W. Hill to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the first district, State of Washington, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

Guy E. Kelly to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the second district, State of Washington, from 
Aygust 13, 1909. 

Arthur M. Storch to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of Washington, from 
August 13, 1909. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

George H. Child to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census Le the second district, State of West Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Harvey W. Harmer to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Canmi ae in the first district, State of West Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909 

Robert Morris to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the fourth district, State of West Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

Colonel E. Rudesill to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the third district, State of West Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 

William W. Whyte to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of West Virginia, from 
August 13, 1909. 


1909. 


WISCONSIN. 


John W. Brown to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
. Census in the ninth district, State of Wisconsin, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1909. 

Lester B. Dresser to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the tenth district, State of Wisconsin, from 
September 13, 1909. 

Otto J. Habhegger to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fourth district, State of Wisconsin, from 
September 13, 1909. 

Herbert H. Hulbert to be supervisor of the Thirteenth De- 
cennial Census in the third district, State of Wisconsin, from 
September 13, 1909. 

Charles A. Lyman to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the second district, State of Wisconsin, from 
November 3, 1909. 

Charles Oellerich to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the seventh district, State of Wisconsin, from 
September 10, 1909. 8 

D. Elmer Roberts to be su r of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the first district, State of Wisconsin, from Sep- 
tember 10, 1909. 

William J. Schmidt to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decen- 
nial Census in the fifth district, State of Wisconsin, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1909. 

Charles W. Sunstrom to be supervisor of the Thirteenth 
Decennial Census in the eighth district, State of Wisconsin, 
from September 10, 1909. 

Frank Winter to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the sixth district, State of Wisconsin, from September 
10, 1909. 

WYOMING. 


Homer Merrell to be supervisor of the Thirteenth Decennial 
Census in the entire State of Wyoming from August 13, 1909, 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 


Benjamin Stickney Cable, of Illinois, who was appointed No- 
vember 26, 1909, during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, vice Ormsby McHarg, re- 
signed. 
` CONSULS-GENERAL, 


Wallace C. Bond, of Wyoming, lately consul at Karachi, In- 
dia, to be consul-general of the United States of America at 
Copenhagen, Denmark, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Frank R. Mowrer, resigned. 

Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, lately consul at Newchwang, 
China, to be consul-general of the United States of America at 
Mukden, China, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Willard D. Straight, resigned. 

Samuel S. Knabenshue, of Ohio, lately consul at Belfast, Ire- 
land, to be consul-general of the United States of America at 
Tientsin, China, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Edward T. Williams. 

James W. Ragsdale, of California, lately consul at St. Peters- 
burg, Russia, to be consul-general of the United States of Amer- 
ica at Halifax, Nova Scotia, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice David F. Wilber, ap- 
pointed consul at Kobe, Japan. 

Thomas Sammons, of Washington, lately consul-general at 
Seoul, Korea, to be consul-general of the United States of Amer- 
ica at Yokohama, Japan, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Henry B. Miller, appointed 
consul at Belfast, Ireland. 

George H. Scidmore, of Wisconsin, lately consul at Kobe, 
Japan, to be consul-general of the United States of America at 
Seoul, Korea, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Thomas Sammons, appointed consul- 
general at Yokohama, Japan. 


CONSULS. 


E. Carleton Baker, of California, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Antung, China, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Frederick D. 
Cloud. 

Jacob E. Conner, of Iowa, lately consul at Saigon, Cochin 
China, to be consul of the United States of America at St. 
Petersburg, Russia, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice James W. Ragsdale, appointed 
consul-general at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 

Stuart K. Lupton of Tennessee, lately consul at Catania, 
Italy, to be consul of the United States of America at Karachi, 
India, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
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the Senate, vice Wallace C. Bond, appointed consul-general at 
Copenhagen, Denmark. 

Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, lately consul-general at Yoko- 
hama, Japan, to be consul of the United States of America at 
Belfast, Ireland, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Samuel S. Knabenshue, appointed 
consul-general at Tientsin, China. 

Southard P. Warner, of Maryland, lately consul at Leipzig, 
Saxony, to be consul of the United States of America at Bahia, 
Brazil, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Pierre Paul Demers, resigned. 

Jay White, of Michigan, lately consul-general at Bogota, 
Colombia, to be consul of the United States of America at 
Santos, Brazil, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice John W. O'Hara, resigned. 

David F. Wilber, of New York, lately consul-general at Hali- 
fax, Nova Scotia, to be consul of the United States of America 
at Kobe, Japan, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice George H. Scidmore, appointed consul- 
general at Seoul, Korea. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


Hugh G. Ashley, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, in place of 
William F. Tebbetts, whose term of seryice expired by limita- 
tion February 28, 1909. Mr. Ashley is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

A. Lincoln Dryden, of Maryland, to be collector of customs 
for the eastern district, in the State of Maryland. Mr. Dryden 
resigned as collector October 31, 1909, and was reappointed by 
a temporary commission issued on November 13, 1909, the Sen- 
ate then being in recess. 

Edwin U. Curtis, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of 
Massachusetts, in place of George H. Lyman, whose term of 
service will expire January 18, 1910. 

Charles A. Judson, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, to fill an existing 
vacancy. Mr. Judson is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Capt. Daniel Patrick Foley to be senior captain in the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
August 23, 1909, in place of Senior Capt. William Hickson 
Cushing, deceased. Mr. Foley is now serving under a tempo- 
rary commission issued during the recess of the Senate, 

Second Lieut. Leon Claude Covell to be first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Outter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from January 28, 1909, in place of First Lieut. Charles Ernest 
Johnston, promoted. Mr. Covell is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Marcus Molloy to be first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 9, 1909, in place of First Lieut. Claude Stanley Coch- 
ran, promoted. Mr. Molloy is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Cadet Roy Percival Munro, of Michigan, to be third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
fill an original vacancy. Mr. Munro is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIO HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Francis A. Ashford to be passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from August 11, 1909. Mr. Ash- 
ford is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Hugh de Valin to be passed assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from September 21, 1909. Mr. de Valin 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Marshall C. Guthrie to be passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from September 9, 1909. Mr. 
Guthrie is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
James F. Curtis, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, in place of James B. Reynolds, resigned. Mr. 


Curtis is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate, 
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TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Lee McClung, of Tennessee, to be Treasurer of the United 
States, in place of Charles H. Treat, resigned. Mr. McClung 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


George H. Doty, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Boston, Mass., in place of Edwin U. 
Curtis, nominated to be collector of customs at Boston. 


COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Royal E. Cabell, of Virginia, to be Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, in place of John G. Capers, resigned. Mr. Cabell is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Herbert J. Grant, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, in place of Miner 
G. Norton, removed. Mr. Grant is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Chandler Hale, of Maine, to be Third Assistant Secretary of 
State, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice William Phillips, appointed secretary of the 
embassy at London, England. 

MINISTER. 

John R. Carter, of Maryland, lately secretary of the embassy 
at London, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States of America to Roumania and 
Servia and diplomatic agent in Bulgaria, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Spencer F, 
Eddy, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


William Phillips, of Massachusetts, lately Third Assistant 
Secretary of State, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at London, England, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
John R. Carter, appointed envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Roumania and Servia and diplomatic agent 
in Bulgaria. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Roland B. Harvey, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion and consul-general of the United States of America to 
Roumania and Servia and secretary of the diplomatic agency 
in Bulgaria, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Norman Hutchinson, resigned. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Franklin Lane, of California, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner for the term of seven years from January 1, 
1910. This is a reappointment. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Sanford B. Dole, of Hawaii, to be United States district judge 
for the Territory of Hawaii. He was reappointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, his term having expired November 


22, 1909. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Abram M. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be United States attor- 
ney for the middle district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 31, 1910. 

UNITED States MARSHALS. 

Charles A. Overlock, of Arizona, to be United States marshal 
for the Territory of Arizona. He was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Benjamin F. Daniels, resigned. 

John W. Overall, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal 
for the middle district of Tennessee. A reappointment, his 
term expiring March 8, 1910. 

Hyman D. Davis, of Ohio, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Ohio. He was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate in the place of Frank M. Chandler, 
term expired. (Mr. Davis was nominated at the first session 
of the Sixty-first Congress, but failed of confirmation.) 

GOVERNMENT OF PorTo Rico. 


George R. Colton, of Nebraska, to be governor of Porto Rico, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Regis H. Post, resigned. 

George Cabot Ward, of New York, to be secretary of Porto 
Rico, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice W. F. Willoughby, resigned. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 7, 


— 


A. P. Sawyer, of Washington, to be auditor for Porto Rico, to 
Which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
pennies vice George Cabot Ward, promoted secretary of Porto 

co. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


James L. Davenport, of Keene, N. H., who was appointed 
November 26, 1909, during the recess of the Senate, to be Com- 
missioner of Pensions (promotion from First Deputy Commis- 
sioner), vice Vespasian Warner, resigned. 


Frnsr DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Leander Stillwell, of Erie, Kans., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 26, 1909, during the recess of the Senate, to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, vice James L. Davenport, promoted. 


GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


W. Cameron Forbes, of Massachusetts, to be governor-general 
of the Philippine Islands, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice James F, Smith, resigned. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


George B. Robberts, of Lawton, Okla., who was appointed 
September 11, 1909, during the recess of the Senate, to be reg- 
ister of the land office at Lawton, Okla., vice Henry D. Mc- 
Knight, deceased. 

Charles B. Merrick, of Portland, Oreg., to be register of the 
land office at Portland, Oreg., vice Algernon S. Dresser, term 
expired. 

Presley F. Horne, of Hailey, Idaho, to be register of the land 
office at Hailey, Idaho, vice Alvin I. McMahon, resigned. 

Arthur P. Toupin, of Red Lake Falls, Minn., to be register of 
the land office at Crookston, Minn., vice Robert J. Montague, 
resigned. 

Benjamin F. Jones, of Independence, Oreg., to be register of 
the land office at Roseburg, Oreg., vice Benjamin L. Eddy, term 
expired. 

George W. Riddle, of Riddle, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Roseburg, Oreg., vice James M. Lawrence, resigned. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 

Brig. Gen. William H. Carter, United States Army, to be 
major-general from November 13, 1909, vice Maj. Gen. John F, 
Weston, retired from active service on that date. 

Col. Edward B. Pratt, Thirtieth Infantry (since retired from 
active service), to be brigadier-general from November 27, 1909, 
vice Brig. Gen. William H. Carter, appointed major-general on 
November 13, 1909. 

Col. John G. D. Knight, Corps of Engineers, to be brigadier- 
general from November 30, 1909, vice Brig. Gen. Edward B. 
Pratt, retired from active service on that date. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 

Daniel Francis Maguire, of Massachusetts, to be first lieu- 
tenant in the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from October 
30, 1909. 

CHAPLAIN. 

Rey. Joseph Celestine Kennedy, of Oregon, to be chaplain 
with the rank of first lieutenant from November 15, 1909, vice 
Chaplain Charles S. Walkley, Coast Artillery Corps, retired 
from active service on May 26, 1909. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS WITH RANK FROM NOVEMBER 13, 1909. 
Field Artillery Arm. 

Sergt. Frank Asbury Turner, Troop L, Second Cavalry. 

Squadron Sergt. Maj. George Grant Seaman, Second Cavalry. 

Sergt. Charles Carter Reynolds, Troop L, Eleventh Cavalry. 

Pyt. Armine Ways Smith, Troop H, Fifteenth Cavalry. 

Infantry Arm, 

Sergt. James Albert McGrath, Company I, Ninth Infantry. 

Sergt. Courtney Hicks Hodges, Company L, Seventeenth In- 
fantry. 

Sergt. Rollo Curtin Ditto, One hundred and sixty-sixth Com- 
pany, Coast Artillery Corps. 

Sergt. Samuel Leo Stribling, Company A, Twentieth Infantry. 

REAPPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

Brig. Gen. Henry G. Sharpe, Commissary-General, to be Com- 
missary-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, for the 
period of four years beginning October 12, 1909, with rank from 
October 12, 1905, his former appointment as Commissary- 
General having expired October 11, 1909. 


1909. 
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ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Brig. Gen. William Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, to be Chief 
of Ordnance, with the rank of brigadier-general, for the period 
of four years beginning November 22, 1909, with rank from 
November 22, 1901, his former reappointment as Chief of Ord- 
nance haying expired November 21, 1909. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
QUABTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT, 


Lieut. Col, William H. Miller, deputy quartermaster-general, 
to be assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of colonel, 
from October 31, 1909, vice Col. Charles A. H. McCauley, retired 
from active service on that date. 

Maj. Carroll A. Devol, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
master-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, from Octo- 
ber 31, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. William H. Miller, promoted. 

Capt. Haldimand P. Young, quartermaster, to be quarter- 
master, with the rank of major, from October 31, 1909, vice 
Maj. Carroll A. Devol, promoted. 


MEDICAL CORPS, 


Capt. Paul C. Hutton, Medical Corps, to be major from June 
16, 1909, vice Maj. Richard W. Johnson, retired from active 
service on that date. 

Capt. Frederick A. Dale, Medical Corps, to be major from 
July 8, 1909, vice Maj. W. Fitzhugh Carter, retired from active 
service on that date. 

First Lieut. Henry J. Nichols, Medical Corps, to be captain 
from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 

First Lieut. Louis H. Hanson, Medical Corps, to be captain 
from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 

First Lieut. Lucius L. Hopwood, Medical Corps, to be capta: 
from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 5 

First Lieut. Charles E. Freeman, Medical Corps, to be captain 
from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 

First Lieut. Ferdinand Schmitter, Medical Corps, to be cap- 
tain from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 

First Lieut. Henry B. McIntyre, Medical Corps, to be cap- 
tain from June 30, 1909, after three years’ service. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Lieut. Col, Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel from September 21, 1909, vice Col. Daniel W. Lock- 
wood, retired from active service on that date. 

Lieut. Col. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, to 
be colonel from October 16, 1909, vice Col. Smith S. Leach, who 
died on that date. 

Maj. William L. Sibert, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from September 21, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas L, 
Casey, promoted. 

Maj. Joseph E. Kuhn, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from October 16, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Curtis McD. 
Townsend, promoted. 

Capt. Harry Burgess, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
September 21, 1909, vice Maj. William L. Sibert, promoted. 

Capt. Edwin R. Stuart, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
October 16, 1909, vice Maj. Joseph E. Kuhn, promoted. 

First Lieut. William L. Guthrie, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from September 21, 1909, vice Capt. Harry Burgess, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. William A. Mitchell, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from October 16, 1909, vice Capt. Edwin R. Stuart, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick B. Downing, Corps of Engineers, to 
be first lieutenant from September 21, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
William L. Guthrie, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edmund L. Daley, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from October 16, 1909, vice First Lieut. William 
A. Mitchell, promoted. 

CAVALRY ARM, 

Lieut. Col. Thaddeus W. Jones, Third Cavalry, to be colonel 
from August 7, 1909, vice Col. Levi P. Hunt, Tenth Cavalry, re- 
tired from active service on that date. 

Maj. Benjamin H. Cheever, Second Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from August 7, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Thaddeus W. Jones, 
Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Robert J. Duff, Tenth Cavalry (since retired from 
active service), to be major from August 7, 1909, vice Maj. Ben- 
jamin H. Cheever, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Godfrey H. Macdonald, First Cavalry, to be major 
from August 22, 1909, vice Maj. Samuel D. Freeman, Ninth 
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Cavalry, retired from active service on that date. 

Capt. Matthew F. Steele, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from 
September 28, 1909, vice Maj. Robert J. Duff, Second Cavalry, 
retired from active service on that date. 


First Lieut. Daniel Van Voorhis, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from August 7, 1909, vice Capt. Robert J. Duff, Tenth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Julien E. Gaujot, Eleventh Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from August 22, 1909, vice Capt. Godfrey H. Macdonald, 
First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Delphey T. E. Casteel, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
captain from September 28, 1909, vice Capt. Matthew F. Steele, 
Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Leon R. Partridge, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 7, 1909, vice First Lieut. Daniel 
Van Voorhis, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William H. Bell, jr., First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 22, 1909, vice First Lieut. Julien E. 
Gaujot, Eleyenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Myron B. Bowdish, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from September 28, 1909, vice First Lieut. Delphey 
T. E. Casteel, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 


First Lieut. James H. Bryson, Third Field Artillery, to be 
captain from September 10, 1909, vice Capt. Harry E. Mitchell, 
Fourth Field Artillery, retired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Roger O. Mason, Second Artillery, to be captain 
from September 30, 1909, vice Capt. William M. Cruikshank, 
Fifth Field Artillery, detailed as commissary on that date. 

Second Lieut. John W. Downer, Third Field Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant from September 10, 1909, vice First Lieut. James 
H. Bryson, Third Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin M. Bailey, Fifth Field Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant from September 29, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
James S. Bradshaw, Fifth Field Artillery, retired from active 
service on that date. 

Second Lieut. William F. Sharp, First Field Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant from September 30, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
Roger O. Mason, Second Field Artillery, promoted. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Capt. Arthur W. Chase, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from September 9, 1909, vice Maj. William F. Hancock, retired 
from active service on that date. 

Capt. Samuel A. Kephart, Coast Artillery Corps, to be ma- 
jor from September 10, 1909, vice Maj. William P. Stone, re- 
tired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. John A. Berry, Coast Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from August 28, 1909, vice Capt. William K. Moore, retired 
from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Gordon Robinson, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from September 9, 1909, vice Capt. Arthur W. Chase, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Claude E. Brigham, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from September 10, 1909, vice Capt. Samuel A. Kep- 
hart, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert O. Edwards, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from July 3, 1909, vice First Lieut. Carr W. 
Waller, detailed in the Ordnance Department on that date. 

Second Lieut. Guy A. Mix, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from July 18, 1909, vice First Lieut. Alfred A, May- 
bach, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John H. Pirie, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from August 28, 1909, vice First Lieut. John A. 
Berry, promoted, 

Second Lieut. George R. Norton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from September 9, 1909, vice First Lieut. Gordon 
Robinson, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eugene Reybold, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from September 10, 1909, vice First Lieut, 
Claude E. Brigham, promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM, 


Lieut. Col. Leonard A. Lovering, Fourth Infantry, to be 
colonel from September 4, 1909, vice Col. Owen J. Sweet, 
Twenty-eighth Infantry, retired from active service on that 
date. 

Maj. William Lassiter, infantry, unassigned, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from September 4, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Leonard A. 
Loyering, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Julius A. Penn, Seventh Infantry, to be major from Au- 
gust 10, 1909, vice Maj. William C. Wren, Twelfth Infantry, who 
died on that date. 

Capt. Edward M. Lewis, Eighth Infantry, to be major from 
September 4, 1909, vice Maj. William H. Johnston, Sixteenth 
Infantry, detailed as adjutant-general on that date. 

Capt. Richard C. Croxton, infantry, unassigned, to be major 
from October 1, 1909, vice Maj. John Cotter, Ninth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service on that date. 
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First Lieut. James T. Watson, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain from August 10, 1909, vice Capt. Julius A. Penn, Sey- 
enth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William W. McCammon, jr., Twenty-third In- 
fantry, to be captain from August 21, 1909, vice Capt. Walter 8. 
pee tala Sixth Infantry, retired from active service on that 

te. 

First Lieut. Cyrus A. Dolph, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be 
captain from September 4, 1909, vice Capt. Edward M. Lewis, 
Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Willis P. Coleman, Ninth Infantry, to be captain 
from September 12, 1909, vice Capt. Thomas M. Moody, Fourth 
Infantry, retired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Albert B. Sloan, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
captain from September 25, 1909, vice Capt. Ralph R. Stogsdall, 
Thirtieth Infantry, retired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Lucius C. Bennett, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
captain from October 2, 1909, vice Capt. Frank C. Bolles, Sixth 
Infantry, detailed as quartermaster on that date. 

Second Lieut. Jacob W. S. Wuest, Thirtieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 7, 1909, vice First Lieut. Frank W. 
Ball, Twenty-fifth Infantry, dismissed on that date. 

Second Lieut. Max B. Garber, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from August 10, 1909, vice First Lieut. James T. 
Watson, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Leo I. Samuelson, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 18, 1909, vice First Lieut. Winfield Har- 
per, First Infantry, retired from active service on that date. 

Second Lieut. Corbit S. Hoffman, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from August 21, 1909, vice First Lieut. William W. 
McCammon, jr., Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter V. Gallagher, Thirteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from September 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
F. A. Awl, Ninth Infantry, whose resignation was accepted to 
take effect on that date. 

Second Lieut. Clifton M. Butler, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from September 4, 1909, vice First Lieut. Cyrus 
A. Dolph, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. E. Llewellyn Bull, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from September 10, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
John H. Baker, Twenty-first Infantry, retired from active serv- 
ice on that date. 

Second Lieut. Truman W. Carrithers, Twentieth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from September 12, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
Francis W. Healy, Twenty-ninth Infantry, retired from active 
service on that date. - 

Second Lieut. George F. Rozelle, jr., Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from September 12, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
Willis P. Coleman, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur E. Ahrends, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from September 25, 1909, vice First Lieut. Albert 
B. Sloan, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles F. Severson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from October 2, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
Lucius C. Bennett, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry S. Grier, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from October 28, 1909, vice First Lieut. Edward 
W. Terry, Twenty-second Infantry, dismissed on that date. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from August 18, 1909. 


Seaton Norman, of Louisiana. 
Henry Fuller Philips, of Texas. 


To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 1, 1909. 


- Albert Sidney Bowen, of Iowa. 
Ernest Robert Gentry, of Kansas, 
George Martin Edwards, of Kentucky. 
Roy Cleveland Heflebower, of the District of Columbia. 
Edward Murray Welles, jr., of New York. 
Joseph Casper, of New York. 
William Henry Thearle, of Maryland. 
Larry Benjamin McAfee, of Indiana, 
Henry Clay Michie, jr., of Virginia. 
Carl Edward Holmberg, of Michigan. 
Adam Edward Schlanser, of Ohio, 
Henry Beeuwkes, of New York. 
William Browne Carr, of the District of Columbia. 
John Thomas Aydelotte, of Pennsylvania, 
William Herschel Allen, of Pennsylvania. 
Royal Reynolds, of California. 
Edward Dunster Kremers, of Michigan. 
Mark Dye Weed, of Pennsylvania. 
Taylor Edwin Darby, of Maryland. 


Thomas Ludlow Ferenbaugh, of Ohio, 7 
William Paul Lamb, of New Jersey. 

Arthur Osman Davis, of Maine. 

Solomon Paul Klotz, of Louisiana. 

Wibb Earl Cooper, of Tennessee. 

Everett Slater McClelland, of Illinois. 

William Cole Davis, of Virginia. 

Ralph Godwin De Voe, of Washington. 

Thomas Dupuy Woodson, of Texas, 

William Lloyd Sheep, of North Carolina. 

Julian Mason Gillespie, of Virginia, 

Harry Reber Beery, of Ohio. 

Alexander Taylor Cooper, of Nebraska, 

Harry Blaine Etter, of New York. 

Harry Philip Shugerman, of Alabama. 

Charles Walter Haverkampf, of Kansas. 

Floyd Kramer, of Ohio. 

Felix Robertson Hill, of Louisiana. r 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 11, 1909. | 
Hyman Morris Cohen, of Maryland. s 
John Charles Griffin, of Pennsylvania, 

Robert Hynton Heterick, of Ohio. 

Lewis Adolphus Lavanture, of Ohio. 

William Culbert Lyon, of Maryland. 

James Asa Simpson, of New Mexico. 

William Benjamin Borden, of North Carolina. 

Courtlandt William Dawe, of Ohio. 

Harley James Hallett, of Pennsylvania. 

Val Emil Miltenberger, of Missouri. 

Eugene Garland Northington, of Alabama. 

Herbert Henry Sharpe, of New York. 

John Wesley Sherwood, of Maryland. 


To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 15, 1909. 


John Ruskin Bradley, of New York. 

Blase Cole, of New Jersey. 

Thomas Joseph Flynn, of New York. 

Paul White Gibson, of Nebraska. 

Josiah Hutton Holland, of the District of Columbia. 

To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 16, 1909. 


Wayne Hector Crum, of Indiana. 

John Pierpont Fletcher, of Wisconsin. 

Robert Ward Holmes, of New Hampshire. s 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 17, 1909. 


Herman Niels Bundesen, of Illinois. 
Joseph Omar Walkup, of Ilinois. 


To be first lieutenant, with rank from September 22, 1909. 
Thomas William Penrose, of Pennsylvania. 
To de first lieutenants, with rank from September 23, 1909. 


Edgar Fremont Haines, of Massachusetts. 
Frederick Gray Murray, of Iowa. 


To be first lieutenant, with rank from September 25, 1909. 
Paul Allen Adams, of California. 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from September 30, 1909. 


James Byron Van Horn, of Ohio. 
Edmund Cone Brush, of Ohio, 
Frederick Robin Green, of Illinois. 
Matthew C. McGannon, of Tennessee. 
Gilbert E. Seaman, of Wisconsin. 
Henry Lewis Wagner, of California. 


To be first lieutenants, with rank from October 4, 1909. 


James Paul Austin, of Pennsylvania. 
George Clinton Ballard, of Mississippi. 
Eliot Bishop, of New York. 

Jesse Manning Burlew, of California. 
Henry Winans Burnett, of Rhode Island. 
William Watson Conger, of Ohio. 

David Hutchison Crawford, of New Jersey, 
David Dale, of Pennsylvania. 

Frank Deacon, of Illinois. 

Julius Arthur Dosher, of North Carolina, 
Ernest Gardner Edwards, of Colorado, 
Philip Benjamin Fry, of California. 
James Stewart Gaumer, of Iowa. 
Hermann Bertram Gessner, of Louisiana. 
Gustave Hartman, of Massachusetts. 
Frederick Austin Hunt, of New York, 
Edwin Will Janes, of Washington. 

David Aron Kraker, of New Jersey. 
Emory Lanphear, of Missouri. 

Ignatz David Loewy, of Pennsylvania. 
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William Fletcher McNutt, jr., of California, 
Louis Durant Mead, of California. 

Julius Augustus Muller, of Oklahoma. 
Jesse Blane Naftzger, of South Dakota. 
Alexander Walter Nettelroth, of Kentucky. 
Henry Charles Roy Norris, of Illinois. 
Carlin Philips, of New York. 

William Lee Secor, of Illinois. 

Robert Francis Sheehan, jr., of New Tork. 
Surse John Taylor, of Oklahoma. 

Edward Arthur Tobin, of Vermont. 
Norman Eccles Williamson, of Illinois. 


To be first lieutenant, with rank from October 6, 1909. 
Henry Goodwin Webster, of New York. 
To be first lieutenant, with rank from October 22, 1909. 
William Alanson White, of New York. 
CHAPLAIN, 


. Rey. Thomas Livingston, of New York, to be chaplain, with 

the rank of first lieutenant from August 12, 1909, vice Chaplain 
Edward H. FitzGerald, Twenty-second Infantry, who was re- 
tired from active service February 26, 1909. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 


To be second lieutenants, with rank from September 25, .1909. 
John Joseph Thomas, of Massachusetts, 
Herbert Hamilton Acheson, of Ohio, 
Willis Shippam, of Minnesota. 

Frank Andrew Buell, of Ohio. 

Loren Heinlein Call, of Kansas. 

Frank Dexter Applin, of New Hampshire, 
Charles Albert Eaton, of Massachusetts. 
Rollin Larrabee Tilton, of Illinois. 

John Kell Jemison, of Alabama. 
Townsend Foster Dodd, of Illinois. 
Furman Edgar McCammon, of Arkansas, 
James Renwick Campbell, of Michigan. 
Raymond Eliot Lee, of Missouri. 

Louis Blaine Bender, of Washington. 
Augustus Norton, of New York. 

Hughey Stewart Hemingway, of New York, 
Thomas Jamerson Cecil, of Tennessee. 
Ralph Chrystal Harrison, of California, 
Francis Page Hardaway, of Missouri. 
Clement Craig Heth, of Virginia. 

John Willis Wallis, of Texas. 

Frederic Alton Price, jr., of New Jersey. 
Edward Prescott Noyes, jr., of Georgia. 
Charles Elliott Ide, of New York. 
William David Frazer, of New York. 
George Fleming Moore, of Texas. 

Roy Robert Lyon, of Michigan. 

Jason McVay Austin, of Ohio. 


To be second lieutenant, with rank from October 17, 1909. 
Ensign Virginius Evans Clark, United States Navy. 
To be second lieutenant, with rank from October 18, 1909. 
Thomas I. Steere, of California. 
- PORTO RICO REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant, with rank from October 19, 1909. 
Leopoldo Mercader, of Porto Rico. 
Urbino Nadal, of Porto Rico. 
Adolfo Jose de Hostos, of Porto Rico. 
Enrique de Orbeta, of Porto Rico. 
MEDICAL CORPS, 
Capt. William M. Roberts, Medical Corps, to be major from 


November 17, 1909, vice Maj. Charles B. Ewing, retired from 
active service on that date, 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Lieut. Col. George W. Goethals, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel from December 3, 1909, vice Col. John G. D. Knight, 
who accepted an appointment as brigadier-general on that date. 

Maj. William E. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel from December 3, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. George W. 
Goethals, promoted. 

Capt. George M. Hoffman, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from December 3, 1909, vice Maj. William E. Craighill, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Warren T. Hannum, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from December 3, 1909, vice Capt. George M. Hoffman, 
promoted, 


Second Lieut. Henry A. Finch, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from December 3, 1909, vice First Lieut. Warren T, 
Hannum, promoted. 


CAVALRY ARM, 


Capt. George H. Cameron, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
November 29, 1909, vice Maj. Parker W. West, Fourteenth 
Cavalry, retired from active service on that date. 

First. Lieut. Joseph R. McAndrews, First Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from November 6, 1909, vice Capt. Cecil Stewart, Twelfth 
Cavalry, whose resignation was accepted to take effect on that 
date. 

First Lieut. George E. Lovell, Seventh Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from November 26, 1909, vice Capt. Clark D. Dudley, 
reir Cavalry, retired from active service on that 

te. 

Second Lieut. Walter H. Neill, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 6, 1909, vice First Lieut. Joseph R. 
McAndrews, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edmund A. Buchanan, Ninth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from November 15, 1909, vice First Lieut. Edgar 
= Coffey, Second Cavalry, retired from active service on that 

te. 

Second Lieut. David L. Roscoe, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from November 22, 1909, vice First Lieut. Robert W. 
Lesher, Second Cavalry, retired from active service on that 
date. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Erasmus M. Weaver, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be colonel from December 4, 1909, vice Col. Henry L. Harris, 
retired from active service on that date. 

Maj. George T. Bartlett, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from December 4, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Erasmus 
M. Weaver, promoted. 

Capt. Louis R. Burgess, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from December 4, 1909, vice Maj. George T. Bartlett, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. William Tidball, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from December 4, 1909, vice Capt. Louis R. Burgess, 
promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Robert K. Evans, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel from 
November 29, 1909, vice Col. Edward B. Pratt, Thirtieth In- 
fantry, who accepted an appointment as brigadier-general on 
that date. 

Maj. Charles G. Morton, unassigned, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from November 29, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Robert K. Evans, Fifth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Edward N. Jones, jr., Eighth Infantry, to be major 
from November 16, 1909, vice Maj. Charles G. Dwyer, Seven- 
teenth Infantry, retired from active service on that date. 

Capt. Dwight E. Holley, Fourth Infantry, to be major from 
December 1, 1909, vice Maj. Andrew S. Rowan, Fifteenth In- 
fantry, retired from active service on that date. 

Capt. Arthur Johnson, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major from 
December 1, 1909, vice Maj. André W. Brewster, Nineteenth 
Infantry, detailed as inspector-general on that date. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants in the Medical Reserve Corps. 
C. Hugh McKenna, of Illinois, with rank from November 27, 
909. 


Moses Hubbard Darnall, of the District of Columbia, with 
rank from November 30, 1909. 

Charles William Decker, of California, with rank from De- 
cember 3, 1909. 

Waldemar Alfred Christensen, of California, with rank from 
December 3, 1909. 

Harry Bion Williams, of New York, with rank from December 
8, 1909. 

John Joseph Reddy, of Pennsylvania, with rank from Decem- 
ber 6, 1909. 

Gilman Corson Dolley, of New Hampshire, with rank from 
December 6, 1909. 


RETIRED List oF THE ARMY. 
WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL, 


Maj. Ferdinand E. DeCourcy, retired. 
Maj. Henry F. Brewerton, retired. 
Maj. Lafayette E. Campbell, retired. 
Maj. William M. Waterbury, retired. 
Maj. John R. Brinklé, retired. 

Maj. Edward G. Mathey, retired. 
Maj. James N. Morgan, retired. 

Maj. Edmund K, Russell, retired. 
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Maj. Henry M. Kendall, retired. 

Maj. Thomas Sharp, retired. 

Maj. Washington I. Sanborn, retired. 

Maj. Henry P. Ritzius, retired. = 
Maj. James M. Burns, retired. 

Maj. William H. Kell, retired. 


WITH THE BANK OF MAJOR, 


Capt. John A. Payne, retired. 

Capt. George K. Spencer, retired. 
Capt. William W. Tyler, retired. 

Capt. Dillard H. Clark, retired. 

Capt. William O. Cory, retired. 

Capt. Christopher W. Harrold, retired. 
Capt. Lewis Merriam, retired. 

Capt. William M. Williams, retired. 
Capt. John H. Gifford, retired. 

Capt. Edward I. Grumley, retired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Robert L. Russell to be Judge-Advocate-General 
of the Navy, with the rank of captain, for a period of four 
years, vice Capt. Edward H. Campbell, resigned. 

Commander James H. Glennon to be a captain in the navy 
from the 25th day of October, 1909, vice Capt. John Hubbard, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John F. Hubbard to be a commander in 
the navy from the 23d day of October, 1909, vice Commander 
John G. Quimby, promoted. 

Medical Inspector Samuel H. Dickson to be a medical director 
in the navy from the 31st day of October, 1909, vice Medical 
Director Dwight Dickinson, retired. 

Surg. Henry B. Fitts to be a medical inspector in the navy 
from the 3ist day of October, 1909, vice Medical Inspector 
Samuel H. Dickson, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew H. Ames to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy from the 24th day of March, 1909, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. Edwin L. Jones to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy from the 6th day of January, 1909, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. Abraham H. Allen to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the 2d day of May, 1909, upon.the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker to fill a vacancy in the 
grade of passed assistant paymaster in the navy, occurring on 
March 26, 1909, and to take rank from October 23, 1908. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 
navy, from the dates set opposite their names, after the com- 
pletion of six years’ service in their present grade: 

Samuel L. Wartman, from the 3d day of March, 1909; 

John A. Oliver, from the 30th day of July, 1909; 

Edward G. Affleck, from the 80th day of July, 1909; 

Edward G. Higgins, from the 2d day of August, 1909; and 

Joseph Fitton, from the 2d day of October, 1909. 

Asst. Paymasters John H. Knapp, John L .Chatterton, and 
Haskell Dial, with the rank of ensign, to be assistant pay- 
masters in the navy, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
from the 30th day of July, 1909. 

Chaplain Arthur W. Stone to be a chaplain in the navy, with 
the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 7th day of Octo- 
ber, 1909, vice Chaplain Edward J. Brennan, resigned. 

The following-named civil engineers to be civil engineers in 
the navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 18th 
day of October, 1909: 

Charles W. Parks, 

Luther E. Gregory, 

Homer R. Stanford, 

James W. G. Walker, 

Andrew C. Cunningham, 

Harry H. Rousseau, 

Fred Thompson, 

Leonard M. Cox, and 

Alfred C. Lewerenz. 

Capt. Lewis C. Heilner to be a rear-admiral in the navy from 
the 16th day of November, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Eugene 
H. C. Leutze, retired. 

Capt. Joseph B. Murdock to be a rear-admiral in the navy 
from the 20th day of November, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Ed- 
ward D. Taussig, retired. 

Capt. Hugo Osterhaus to be a rear-admiral in the navy from 
the 4th day of December, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Royal R. 
Ingersoll, retired. 

Capt. Albert C. Dillingham, an additional number in grade, 
to be a rear-admiral in the navy from the 4th day of December, 
1909. with Capt. Hugo Osterhaus, promoted. 


Commander Albert Gleaves to be a captain in the navy from 
the ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Stacy Potts, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Marcus L. Miller to be a commander in 
the navy from the 25th day of October, 1909, vice Commander 
James H. Glennon, promoted. 

Lieut. William Russell White, an additional number in grade, 
to be a lieutenant-commander in the navy from the Ist day of 
July, 1909, with Lieut. Thomas C. Hart, promoted. 

Lieut. Victor S. Houston to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
William W. Bush, retired. 

Surg. Francis S. Nash, an additional number in grade, to be 
a medical inspector in the navy from the 20th day of November, 
1909, vice Medical Inspector Howard E. Ames, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. John B. Mears to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the navy from the 14th day of July, 1908, upon the completion 
of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. James M. Minter to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy from the 1st day of August, 1909, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Boatswains John P, O'Neil and Albion O. Larsen to be chief 
boatswains in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon 
the completion of six years’ service in their present grade. 

Gunner Henry Ernest to be a chief gunner in the navy from 
the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the completion of six years’ 
service in his present grade. 

Ensign Leigh M. Stewart to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. Mark St. C. Ellis to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 27th day of May, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Harold K. Hines, promoted. 

Midshipman Samuel L. Henderson to be an ensign in the 
navy from the 7th day of June, 1909, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. William L. Littlefield to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the 16th day of June, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander George F. Cooper, promoted. 

Lieut. Earl P. Jessop to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 18th day of June, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Josiah S. McKean, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Hayes to be a commander in 
the navy from the 24th day of June, 1909, vice Commander 
William F. Fullam, promoted. 

Commander John M. Orchard to be a captain in the navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Alexander McCrackin, 
retired. 

Commander James P. Parker to be a captain in the navy 
from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Isaac S. K. Reeves, 
retired. 

Commander Albert W. Grant to be a captain in the navy from 
the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Capt. William Braunersreuther, 
retired. 

Commander Valentine S. Nelson to be a captain in the navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. William S. Hogg, re- 
tired. 

Lieut. Commander Newton A. McCully to be a commander 
in the navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander 
Augustus F. Fechteler, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Edward T. Witherspoon to be a com- 
mander in the navy from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Com- 
mander Albert Gleaves, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander George W. Logan to be a commander in 
the navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander James 
P. Parker, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Edward H. Durell to be a commander in 
the navy from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Commander Al- 
bert W. Grant, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Victor Blue, an additional number in 
grade, to be a commander in the navy from the Ist day of July, 
1909, with Commander Archibald H. Scales, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Clarence M. Stone to be a commander in 
the navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander Harry 
M. Dombaugh, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Guy H. Burrage to be a commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander William 
C. Herbert, retired. 

Lieut. David E. Theleen to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
George W. Logan, promoted. 

Lieut. Leonard R. Sargent to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Guy H. Burrage, promoted. 


1909. 


Lieut. Luther M. Overstreet to be a lieuntenant-commander in 
the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Glennie Tarbox, retired. 

Lieut. David F. Boyd to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles T. Jewell, retired. 

Capt. Thomas S. Phelps to be a rear-admiral in the navy from 
the sg day of July, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Edwin K. Moore, 
retired. 

Commander William S. Benson to be a captain in the navy 
from the 24th day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Thomas S. Phelps, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Gilbert Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in the navy 
from the 24th day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander Frank 
Marble, promoted. 

Lieut. Louis C. Richardson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the 24th day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Horace G. Macfarland, retired. 

Ensigns Max M. Frucht and Charles S. Joyce to be lieutenants 
(junior grade) in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, 
after the completion of three years’ service in their present 
grade, 

Lieuts, (Junior Grade) Max M. Frucht and Charles S. Joyce 
to be lieutenants in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, 
to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date. 

Lieut. Commander Ashley H. Robertson to be a commander 
in the navy from the 2d day of August, 1909, vice Commander 
John A. Dougherty, deceased. 

Lieut. Walter R. Sexton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 2d day of August, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Ashley H. Robertson, promoted. 

Capt. Daniel D. V. Stuart to be a rear-admiral in the navy 
from the 3d day of September, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Charles 
S. Sperry, retired. 

Commander Frank M. Bostwick to be a captain in the navy 
from the 3d day of September, 1909, vice Capt. Daniel D. V. 
Stuart, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Carlo B. Brittain to be a commander in 
the navy from the 3d day of September, 1909, vice Commander 
Frank M. Bostwick, promoted. 

Capt. Kossuth Niles to be a rear-admiral in the navy from 
the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Daniel D. V. 
Stuart, retired. à 

Commander Thomas S. Rodgers to be a captain in the navy 
from the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Capt. Kossuth Niles, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Casey B. Morgan to be a commander in 
the navy from the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Commander 
Thomas S. Rodgers, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William M. Crose to be a commander in 
the navy from the 15th day of October, 1909, vice Commander 
Frederick C. Bieg, deceased. 

Capt. Samuel P. Comly to be a rear-admiral in the navy 
from the 23d day of October, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Gottfried 
Blocklinger, retired. 

Commander John G. Quinby. to be a captain in the navy from 
the 23d day of October, 1909, vice Capt. Samuel P. Comly, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. John Hubbard to be a rear-admiral in the navy from 
the 25th day of October, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Thomas C. 
McLean, retired. 

Capt. Corwin P. Rees, an additional number in grade, to be 
a rear-admiral in the navy from the 25th day of October, 1909, 
with Capt. John Hubbard, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Lloyd H. Chandler to be a commander in 
the navy from the 16th day of November, 1909, vice Com- 
mander William R. Rush, promoted. 

Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a surgeon in the navy from 
the 1ith day of October, 1908, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as confirmed on June 5, 1909. 

Asst. Surg. Thurlow W. Reed to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the 21st day of September, 1908, after 
the completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. Clarence E. Strite to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the 27th day of September, 1908, after 
the expiration of one year’s suspension from promotion, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of section 1605 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Asst. Surg. Robert C. Ransdell to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the 24th day of November, 1908, upon 
the completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surgs. Condie K. Winn and William S. Kuder to be 
passed assistant surgeons in the navy from the 24th day of 
March, 1909, upon the completion of three years’ service in their 
present grade. 
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Passed Asst. Surg. Herbert O. Shiffert to be a surgeon in the 
navy from the 1st day of April, 1909, vice Surg. Philip Leach, 
promoted. 

Asst. Surg. James P. Haynes to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy from the 16th day of April, 1909, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas W. Raison to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the Ist day of June, 1909, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Stewart E. Barber to be a paymas- 
ter in the navy from the 25th day of March, 1909, vice Paymas- 
ter Richard Hatton, resigned. 

Pay Inspector John S. Carpenter to be a pay director in the 
navy from the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Pay Director 
James A. Ring, retired. 

Asst. Paymaster Leon N. Wertenbaker to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the navy from the 15th day of September, 
1909, vice Passed Asst. Paymaster Howard D. Lamar, promoted. 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the corapletion 
of six years’ service in their present grade: 

Karl Rundquist, 

Thomas W. Healey, 

Joseph Heil, 

Herman P. Rahbusch, 

Claus K. R. Clausen, 

John McCloy, 

Herman M. Anderson, and 

Nels Drake. 

Boatswain William Spicer to be a chief boatswain in the 
navy from the 11th day of September, 1909, upon the co1apletion 
of six years’ service in his present grade. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the navy. 
from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the completion of six 
years’ service in their present grade: 

Bernard P. Donnelly, 

Daniel Duncan, 

Arthur S. Pearson, 

Edward T. Austin, 

Harold V. Barr, 

David M. Carruthers, 

Anthony McHugh, 

Stanley Danielak, and 

James P. Dempsey. 

Carpenters Frederick M. Kirchmier and George A. Lazar to 
be chief carpenters in the navy from the 5th day of May, 1909, 
upon the completion of six years’ service in their present grade. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 
navy from the 3d day of March, 1909, after the completion of 
six years’ service in their present grade: 

Robert T. Scott, 

Lemuel T. Cooper, 

Francis P. Mugan, and 

Jacobus J. Corino. 

PosTMASTERS. 


ALABAMA, 


G. R. Horton to be postmaster at Fort Payne, Ala., in place 
of Ella G. Nix. Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 
1909. 

Henry R. Jordan to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the State 
of Alabama. Office became presidential January 1, 1909. 

Lewis J. Lawson to be postmaster at Greensboro, Ala., in 
place of Lewis J. Lawson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 23, 1909. 

ARKANSAS, 


E. A. William to be postmaster at Arkansas City, Ark., in 
place of Henry Thane. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 3, 1909. 

CALIFORNIA. 


Adaline Bailhache to be postmaster at Coronado, Cal., in place 
of Adaline Bailhache. Incumbents commission expires De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

Horace Davis to be postmaster at Exeter, in the State of Cal- 
ifornia, in place of Herman R. Stephens, deceased; Ethel 
Stephens, recess appointee, declined. 

Robert L. Perry to be postmaster at San Miguel, in the State 
of California. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Rose M. Roberts to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the State of 
California. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Comillus R. Smith to be postmaster at Napa, in the State of 
California, in place of George M. Francis, resigned. 

Keith M. Suydam to be postmaster at Glendora, in the State 
of California, in place of James H. Wamsley, resigned. 
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COLORADO, 


Duane D. Finch to be postmaster at Trinidad, in the State of 
Colorado, in place of Daniel W. Stone, resigned. 

Katherine B. Frantz to be postmaster at Yuma, in the State 
of Colorado. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Edward M. Mears to be postmaster at Lamar, in the State of 
Colorado, in place of Daniel E. Cooper, resigned. 

John L. Miller to be postmaster at Arvada, in the State of 
Colorado. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Edward D. Gilbert to be postmaster at Higganum, Conn., in 
place of Edward D. Gilbert. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 11, 1909. 

Marie W. Munn to be postmaster at New Hartford, Conn., in 
place of Jacob Widmer. Incumbent’s commission expired No- 
vember 17, 1 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Charles P. Grandfield to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, in place of Benjamin F. Barnes, deceased. 


FLORIDA. 


John C. Le Count to be postmaster at High Springs, in the 
State of Florida, in place of George Glass, resigned. 

J. Farley Warren to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the 
State of Florida, in place of William A. Murat, removed. 


GEORGIA, 


Adam J. Branan to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the State of 
Georgia, in place of John W. Saunders, resigned. 

Nellie B. Brimberry to be postmaster at Albany, in the State 
of Georgia, in place of Halbert F. Brimberry, deceased. 

Forrest L. Dyar to be postmaster at Calhoun, in the State of 
Georgia, in place of Emma B. Dyar, resigned. 

Max L. James to be postmaster at Fort Valley, in the State of 
Georgia, in place of C. W. Withoft, resigned. 

Thomas M. Kimball to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the 
State of Georgia, in place of Christopher E. Head, resigned. 

Albert M. Smith to be postmaster at Brunswick, Ga., in place 
of Albert M. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

William W. Webb to be postmaster at Hahira, in the State of 
Georgia. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


IDAHO, 


Harry B. Curtiss to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the State 
of Idaho, in place of George L. Wall, resigned. 

John E. Jones to be postmaster at Kellogg, in the State of 
Idaho, in place of Daniel W. Price, resigned. 

Leola Wyman to be postmaster at Mullan, in the State of 
Idaho, in place of Julia Conners, resigned. 


ILLINOIS. 


Elmer E. Adams to be postmaster at Winnetka, Ill, in place 
of Stacy W. Osgood. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 3, 1907. 

John S. Albin to be postmaster at Heyworth, in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

James V. Aldrich to be postmaster at Richmond, in the State 
of Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Harry Bower to be postmaster at Albion, in the State of Illi- 
nois, in place of Henry Brandon, deceased. 

Edward H. Cook to be postmaster at Huntley, in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William J. Franklin to be postmaster at Madison, in the 
State of Illinois, in place of Edward W. Hilker, removed. 

William L. Frye to be postmaster at Dixon, in the State of 
Illinois, in place of Benjamin F. Shaw, deceased. 

William H. Gilliam to be postmaster at Vienna, III., in place 
of William H. Gilliam. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 16, 1909. 

Reuben E. Hall to be postmaster at Wyanet, in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909 

James N. Kelly to be postmaster at Steger, in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential July 1, 1909. 

Leonard M. Nash to be postmaster at Oneida, in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Walter Stickney to be postmaster at Warren, Ill., in place of 
Walter Stickney. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
16, 1909. 

John Straley to be postmaster at cates singe in the State of 
Illinois. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Loren E. Wheeler to be postmaster at Springfield, III., in 
place of Loren E. Wheeler. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 16, 1909. 


INDIANA, 


W. E. Butterworth to be postmaster at Mishawaka, in the 
State of Indiana, in place of David A. Shaw, resigned. 

John F, Richardson to be postmaster at Boonville, in the 
State of Indiana, in place of William L. Bryan, resigned. 


IOWA. 


Charles E. Anderson to be postmaster at Moville, in the State 
of Iowa. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Albert S. Burnett to be postmaster at Valley Junction, Iowa, 
in place of Albert S. Burnett. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 13, 1909. 

Andy J. Cleveland to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the 
State of Iowa. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Frank C. Downey to be postmaster at Dexter, Iowa, in place 
of Frank C. Downey. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 16, 1909. 

Hal ©. Fuller to be postmaster at Lehigh, in the State of 
Iowa. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Joel E. Johnson to be postmaster at Marathon, in the State of 
Towa, in place of Lars E. Bladine, resigned. 

Warren C. Spurgin to be postmaster at Panora, in the State of 
Iowa, in place of James T. Ellis, resigned. 

B. F. Thomas to be postmaster at Traer, in the State of 
Iowa, in place of Bert E. Bower, resigned. 


KANSAS, 


James E. Evans to be postmaster at Hartford, in the State of 
Kansas, in place of James J. Evans, resigned. 

Irwin C. McDowell to be postmaster at Phillipsburg, Kans., in 
place of Irwin C. McDowell. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

Belle Nickles to be postmaster at Hope, in the State of Kan 
sas, in place of Henry Nickles, deceased. 

Charles A. Schneider to be postmaster at Garden City, in the 
State of Kansas, in place of Israel L. Diesem, resigned. 


KENTUCKY. 


James M. Carey to be postmaster at Morehead, Ky., in place 
of James M. Carey, Incumbent’s commission expires December 
11, 1909. 

William J. Manby to be postmaster at La Grange, Ky., in place 
of Joseph P. Bozarth. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 11, 1908. 

Jerry B. Mason to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the State of 
Kentucky, in place of Lew W. Key, resigned. 

James G. Pruett to be postmaster at Campbellsville, in the 
State of Kentucky, in place of Thomas C. Taylor, removed, and 
George O. Harding, failed of confirmation. 

William H. Stratton to be postmaster at Taylorsville, in the 
State of Kentucky. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

George Wilhelmi to be postmaster at Newport, Ky., in place 
of John H. Mayer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
13, 1906. 

LOUISIANA. 


John L. Magee to be postmaster at Franklinton, in the State 
of Louisiana. Office became presidential July 1, 1908. 

Lillian D. Richardson to be postmaster at Independence, in 
the State of Louisiana. Office became presidential October 1, 
1909. 

William P. Willett to be postmaster at Pollock, in the State 
of Louisiana. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


MAINE, 


Grace L. Akers to be postmaster at Alfred, in the State of 
Maine. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Edward L. Beazley to be postmaster at Bucksport, in the 
State of Maine, in place of Guy W. McAlister, resigned. 

Alfred Cole to be postmaster at Buckfield, in the State of 
Maine. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William L. Lawry to be postmaster at Warren, in the State 
of Maine. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


Charles A. Chase to be postmaster at Holyoke, Mass., in place 
of Charles A. Chase. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 11, 1909. 

James Worcester Cooper to be postmaster at Chester, in the 
State of Massachusetts, in the place of James C. Cooper, de- 
ceased. 

Clarence W. Daugherty to be postmaster at Huntington, 
Mass., in place of Clarence W. Daugherty. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires December 19, 1909. 

William C. Hinman to be postmaster at Great Barrington, 
Mass., in place of William C. Hinman. Incumbents commis- 
sion expires December 13, 1909. 


1909. 
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Henry A. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Dedham, Mass., in 
place of Henry A. Hutchinson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires December 11, 1909. 

William I. Marble to be postmaster at Webster, Mass., in 
place of William I. Marble. Incumbent’s commission expires 


December 13, 1909. 

Henry A. Pease to be postmaster at Edgartown, Mass., in 
place of Henry A. Pease. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

Leonard R. Smith to be postmaster at Hast Northfield, Mass., 
in place of Leonard R. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

Eugene S. Thatcher to be postmaster at Housatonic, Mass., 
in place of Eugene S. Thatcher. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires December 13, 1909. 

MICHIGAN, 


George A. Barnes to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the State 
of Michigan, in place of Willard E. Holt, resigned. 

Owen N. Harrison to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the State 
of Michigan. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Oscar D. Hill to be postmaster at Unionville, in the State of 
Michigan. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

George L. Lusk to be postmaster at Bay City, Mich., in place 
s 8 L. Lusk. Incumbent’s commission expires December 

B. L. Rosencrans to be postmaster at East Lansing, in the 
State of Michigan, in place of Charles B. ood, resigned. 

Wallace J. Smith to be postmaster at Cadillac, Mich., in place 
of Wallace J. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

Thomas T. Woods to be postmaster at Dearborn, in the State 
of Michigan. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

MINNESOTA, 

Ivan R. Gillpatrick to be postmaster at Biwabik, Minn., in 
place of Ivan R. Gillpatrick. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 11, 1909. 

Christian E. Hovda to be postmaster at Grand Meadow, in the 
State of Minnesota. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

John Palmer to be postmaster at Anoka, Minn., in place of 
8 J. Annon. Incumbent's commission expired January 

MISSISSIPPI. 

William Quarles, jr., to be postmaster at 8 in the 

State of Mississippi, in place of Annie M. Summers, removed. 
MISSOURI. 

Henry L. Brown to be postmaster at Ava, in the State of 
Missouri. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Robert G. Crow to be postmaster at Caruthersville, in the 
State of Missouri, in place of J. E. Duncan, resigned. 

August C. Gansz to be postmaster at Louisiana, in the State 
of Missouri, in place of Thomas J. C. Fagg, resigned. 

Francis M. Harrington to be postmaster at Kirksville, Mo., 
in place of Francis M. Harrington. Incumbent’s commission 
expires December 15, 1909. 

Z. Tipton Jennings to be postmaster at Granby, Mo., in place 
of Julian Courteol. Incumbents commission expires Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

Thomas A. Shelton to be postmaster at Puxico, Mo., in place 
of Nellie B. Shelton, resigned. 

Theodore Walther to be postmaster at De Soto, Mo., in place 
of Theodore Walther. Incumbents commission expires De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

NEBRASKA. 

Samuel G. Pheasant to be postmaster at Osceola, Nebr., in 
place of Samuel G. Pheasant. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 16, 1909. 

Henry A. Schneider to be postmaster at Plattsmouth, Nebr., 
in place of Chester H. Smith, removed. 

Lenora Snyder to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Nebr., in 
place of Frederick W. Richardson, resigned. 

H. L. Watson to be postmaster at Adams, Nebr., in place of 
Frances B. Hornam, resigned. 

Charles E. Zink to be postmaster at Sterling, in the State of 
Nebraska, in place of Valentine Zink, deceased. 

NEVADA, 

Edward J. Tieke to be postmaster at Round Mountain, in the 

State of Nevada. Office became presidential October 1, 1909, 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

William J. Chandler to be postmaster at Claremont, in the 
State of New Hampshire, in place of Herbert Bailey, deceased. 

Harry M. Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, * HI., in place 
of Harry M. Eaton. 8 commission expires December 
11, 1909. 


Charles C. Wright to be postmaster at Plymouth, N. EL, in 
place of Charles C. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 11, 1909, 

NEW JERSEY. 


John A. Ackerman to be postmaster at Orange, N. J., in place 
of John A. Ackerman. Incumbents commission expires De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

William M. Bergen to be postmaster at Belmar, N. J., in 
place of William M. Bergen. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

Charles Cafferty to be postmaster at Allentown, in the State 
of New Jersey. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William Jeffers to be postmaster at Hackensack, N. J., in 
place of William Jeffers. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

Julia Martin to be postmaster at Fort Hancock, in the State 
of New Jersey. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

NEW MEXICO. 

S. B. Grimshaw to be postmaster at Santa Fe, in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, in place of Frank W. Shearon, resigned. 

Jose J. Vigil to be postmaster at Taos, in the Territory of 
New Mexico. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

NEW YORK. 


Eben Adams to be postmaster at New Rochelle, N. T., in place 
of Winfield S. Spencer, deceased. 

Adam N. Finucan to be postmaster at Pittsford, N. Y., in 
place of Adam N. Finucan. Incumbents commission expires 
December 15, 1909. i 

Thomas Liddle to be postmaster at Amsterdam, N. Y., i 
place of Thomas Liddle. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 13, 1909. 

William E. Mills to be postmaster at Rose Hill, N. Y., in place 
of William E. Mills. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

Charles H. Sackett to be postmaster at Avon, N. Y., in place 
of William S. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 3, 1908. 

Henry W. Shaver to be postmaster at Sodus, in the State of 
New York, in place of Prine Riggs, deceased. 

Otto W. P. Westervelt to be postmaster at Piermont, in the 
State of New York, in place of David Doremus, removed. 

Willis G. C. Wood to be postmaster at Whitehall, N. Y., in 
place of Willis G. C. Wood. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


Thomas J. Jackson to be postmaster at Dunn, N. C., in place 
of Adolphus R. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 15, 1909. 

Walter B. Love to be postmaster at Monroe, N. C., in place of 
John S. Hasty. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1908. 

J. C. Stancil to be postmaster at Smithfield, N. C., in place of 
James D. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
14, 1909. 

James F. Teague to be postmaster at Bryson City, in the State 
of North Carolina, in place of Jesse C. Randall, deceased. 

OHIO. 


August C. Gobrecht to be postmaster at New Bremen, Ohio, in 
place of John A. Koeper. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1908. 

A. W. Herkenhoff to be postmaster at Minster, Ohio, 
of Joseph F. Myers, deceased. 

Walter J. King to be postmaster at Camden, Ohio, in place 
of Will S. Fornshell, resigned. 

James E. McDermott to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Ohio, in 
place of Samuel N. Patton, deceased. 

W. B. Morey to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, Ohio, in place 
of Wilbert C. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 
1906. 

W. A. Moxley to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohio, in place 
of John A. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
8, 1908. 

John M. Mulford to be postmaster at Lebanon, Ohio, in place 
of William H. Antram, resigned. 

Charles A. Murphy to be postmaster at East Palestine, Ohio, 
in place of Henry S. Winsper, resigned. 

OKLAHOMA, 


Edward O. Butler to be postmaster at Durant, in the State 
of Oklahoma, in place of William H. Hilton, deceased. 

Andrew J. Eaton to be postmaster at Shattuck, Okla., in 
place of W. Story Sherman, resigned. 

William J. Forbes to be postmaster at Grove, in the State of 
Oklahoma. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


in place 
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John B. Jones to be postmaster at Lehigh, Okla., in place of 
son B. Jones. Incumbents commission expired December 12, 
1 

F. A. Parkinson to be postmaster at Lawton, Okla. in place 
4 8 T. White. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

Kal 

E. D. Pritchard to be postmaster at Erick, Okla., in place of 
John D. Warford, removed. 

Spencer E. Rowley to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the State 
of Oklahoma. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Harris B. Webster to be postmaster at Sulphur, Okla., in 
place of Charles W. Fears. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1908. 

OREGON. 


W. B. Haines to be postmaster at Forest Grove, Oreg., in 
place of Wilbur W. McEldowney, resigned. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Charles W. Betts to be postmaster at New Hope, Pa., in place 
of Charles W. Betts. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1909. 

David Dalton to be postmaster at Sharon Hill, Pa., in place 
David Dalton. Incumbent’s commission expires December 

John G. Duncan to be postmaster at Leechburg, Pa., in place 
of Norman D. Coller, removed. 

Hugh J. Evans to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, in place of George H. Cope, deceased. 

William H. Fretz to be postmaster at Jenkintown, Pa., in 
place of William H. Fretz. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 13, 1909. 

Sallie B. Gregory to be postmaster at Meshoppen, Pa., in 
place of Sallie B. Gregory. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 15, 1909. 

John W. Jamieson to be postmaster at Tionesta, Pa., in place 
of Daniel S. Knox, deceased. 

Oliver E. Mayhew to be postmaster at Export, Pa., in place 
of Oliver E. Mayhew. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 18, 1909. 

Valentine G. Prizer to be postmaster at Schwenkville, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. Office became presidential October 1, 


William S. Schlichter to be postmaster at Sellersville, Pa., 
in place of William S. Schlichter. Incumbent's commission 
expires December 18, 1909. 

Robert M. Swisher to be postmaster at Mount Jewett, Pa., in 
place of Robert M. Swisher. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 16, 1909, 

PORTO RICO, 


Fernando Callejo to be postmaster at Manati, P. R. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Manuel S. Pacheco to be postmaster at Fajardo, P. R. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


S. Coker King to be postmaster at Darlington, in the State of 
South Carolina, in place of George H. McKee, removed. 

Louis C. Kuker to be postmaster at Florence, S. C., in place 
of Joshua E. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 19, 1908. : 

Anson C. Merrick to be postmaster at Walhalla, S. C., in place 
of Julia M, Merrick, deceased. 


TENNESSEE. 


Joe E. Dodson to be postmaster at Kenton, in the State of 
Tennessee, in place of Zada Wade, resigned. 

Ulysses S. Rose to be postmaster at Crossville, in the State 
of Tennessee, in place of William S. De Golia, deceased. 

William Henry Shelley to be postmaster at Decherd, in the 
State of Tennessee. Office became presidential January 1, 1908. 

George M. Steele to be postmaster at Obion, Tenn., in place 
of Thomas J. Lovell. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1908. 

TEXAS. 


John W. Baldeschwiler to be postmaster at Skidmore, in the 
State of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

J. C. Council to be postmaster at Granger, Tex., in place of 
Andrew J. Reeder. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
10, 1909. 

Lawrence E. Deger to be postmaster at Velasco, in the State 
of Texas, Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Simon J. Enochs to be postmaster at Lometa, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

James L. Franks to be postmaster at Dawson, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


Janie Hyer to be postmaster at Frost, in the State of Texas. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Alexander Jamieson to be postmaster at Gordon, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

George L. Johnson to be postmaster at Lone Oak, in the 
State of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William J. Manton to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Ida May to be postmaster at Clyde, in the State of Texas. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

John M. Phillips to be postmaster at Grape Vine, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Robert B. Rentfro to be postmaster at Brownsville, Tex., in 
place of Joel B. Sharpe. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 27, 1908. 

W. E. Shalar to be postmaster at Humble, Tex., in place of 
J. F. Bain, resigned. 

Robert E. Tackitt to be postmaster at Estelline, in the State 
of Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

John L. Vaughan to be postmaster at Mart, Tex., in place of 
Henry T. Vaughan, resigned. 

Arthur L. Williams to be postmaster at Chico, in the State of 
Texas. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Daniel E. Willis to be postmaster at Wylie, in the State of 
Texas, Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

UTAH, 


William A, Miller to be postmaster at Milford, Utah, in place 
of William D. Williams, resigned. 
VERMONT. 
Charles E. Little to be postmaster at Fair Haven, Vt., in place 
of Humphrey Owen, deceased. 
Herbert G. Savery to be postmaster at Wallingford, in the 
State of Vermont. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 
VIRGINIA, 
Edgar Allan, jr., to be postmaster at Richmond, in the State 
of Virginia, in place of Royal E. Cabell, resigned. 
WASHINGTON. 


Jacob Blickenderfer to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
State of Washington. Office became presidential October 1, 
Jesse T. Stewart to be postmaster at Mabton, Wash., in place 
of Tilton S. Phillips, resigned. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


John Driscol to be postmaster at Ronceverte, W. Va., in 
place of Robert S. Lovelace. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1907. 

J. H. Gadd to be postmaster at Princeton, W. Va., in place of 
John L. Dangerfield, removed. 

Charles A. Goddard to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the 
State of West Virginia, in place of Edward C. Hinman, de- 
ceased. 

Greenway Hatfield to be postmaster at Williamson, W. Va., 
in place of R. Randolph Bias, resigned. 

Loomis H, Holbert to be postmaster at Elizabeth, in the State 
of West Virginia. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Noah W. Russell to be postmaster at Lewisburg, W. Va., in 
the place of Mathew A. Jackson, removed. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Eavecutive nomination 9 by the Senate December 7, 


POSTMASTER. 
Charles P. Grandfield, at Washington, D. O. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 7, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, your committee appointed to a 
joint committee of the Senate to wait upon the President of the 
United States and advise him that a quorum of both Houses 
had appeared and that Congress was ready to receive any 
communication he might wish to make, begs leave to report that 
it has performed the duty assigned to it, and is authorized by 
the President to say that he will communicate with the Congress 
by message in writing. 


1909. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 
Senate resolution 82. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 


sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. MARTIN NELSON JOHNSON, late a Senator from the 
State of North Dakota. 


Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the 
following title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

S. J. R. 43. Joint resolution authorizing the revision, binding, 
and reprinting of Treasury Document No. 2499—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following House resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 180. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I send the following resolution 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 151. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized to have such 

required in the transaction of its 


rinting and binding done as may be 
88 during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 152. 


Resolved, That the Committee on ag je rt in the Department of 
Justice is hereby authorized, during Sixty-first Con to have 
orn Pen g and b one as may be required transaction 
0 ess, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS IN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 153. 


Resolved, That the committee rooms In the House Office Building 
numbered 282 and 2 now assigned to and occupied by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land ims, be, and the same hereby are, assigned 
to the Committee on War Claims; and the committee room on the base- 
occupied by the Committee on War Claims be, snd the sake is Harena 
occup y the Committee on War ms, e same 
assigned to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 2 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? . 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 154. 
Resolved the Ho mates tives, That the Committ 
Naval. Dan be permitted to si during the scanions of the Houm. or 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. > 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 155. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
any subcommittee thereof, be allowed to sit during the sessions of the 
Sixty-first Congress. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


EXERCISES AT THE ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEORGE L. SHOUP. 


Mr. HAMER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 156. 

Resolved, That exercises W to the Cag Set and acceptance 
from the State of Idaho of the statue of George ponp erected in 
Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order for Saturday, 
January 15, 1910, after the conclusion of the routine morning business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Res That the Committee on Expendi! 
Department is hereby authorized to haye such 
done as is necessary during the sessions of the S 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman whether all of the 
committees on expenditures in the various departments during 
the last Congress had the power to have such printing and bind- 
ing done as they might deem proper? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure. I notice that 
other committees have asked for this privilege to-day, and I 
desire the same privilege for the benefit of my committee. I 
know that the Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural 
Department did splendid service in the Sixtieth Congress, and 
saved a large amount of money to the Government by reason of 
the inquiry and investigation made, and I desire to continue 
that good work, if possible. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there are certain committees that 
in the conduct of their business have to have printing and 
binding done. That may be true of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Agricultural Department. When it was true in a 
particular case, there was never any trouble in obtaining the 
authority, but as a rule it is not true, and would only lead 
possibly to binding things that had no reference to committee 
work. For the present, therefore, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

CORRECTION, 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I notice in the call of 
the roll of States, printed in the Recorp this morning, the State 
of Utah has been omitted. I desire to state that I was present 
yesterday and answered to my name when it was called. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the Recorp and the Jour- 
nal be corrected accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal and the 
RecorD will be corrected in accordance with the statement of 
the gentleman from Utah. 

There was no objection. 


ANNUAL MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States, which was read. 

[For message see proceedings of the Senate.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and 
the accompanying documents be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York that the message and the accompanying 
documents be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and ordered printed (S. Doc. 164). 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. McCreary was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Corn Exchange National Bank, Fif- 
tieth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, upon the request of Mr. OLMSTED, 
leave of absence was granted to Mr. Barctay, indefinitely, on 
account of illness. 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 
8 Sr ting p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, December 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
report as to pay of officers and enlisted men of the navy (H. 
Doc. No. 223)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting statement as to travel of certain employees of the de- 
partment on official business outside the District of Columbia 
(H. Doe. No. 221)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement of expenditures of the contingent fund of the de- 
partment for the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 225)— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting statement 
of the cost of guns and other articles manufactured by the 
Government (H. Doc. No. 224)—to the Committee-on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement of the expenditures of the contingent fund of the 
department for the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 
222) —to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting report of the names, compensation, etc., of em- 
ployees of the House and of the contingent fund and stationery 
accounts (H. Doc. No. 235) —to the Committee on Accounts 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a statement of the case of Eliza C. Cage against the 
United States, and other cases dismissed for want of proof of 
loyalty (H. Doc. No. 233)—to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the dismissal of the cases of John A. Fairfax and 
Nathan Hill (H. Doc. No. 232) —to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Isainh Bair, administrator of estate of John N. Curtis. against 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 231)—to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Eli D. and Narcissus Wilson, executors of estate of John Wil- 
son, against The United States (H. Doc. No, 230)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James S. Lucas, administrator of estate of Catherine S. Lucas, 
against The United States (H. Doc. No. 229) to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John Coppinger against The United States (H. Doc. No. 228)— 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Sylvannus Cobble against the United States (H. Doc. No. 
227) —to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 

rinted. 

N A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law, in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the Schooner Betsey Holland, 
Samuel Cassan, master (H. Doc. No. 234)—to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
ease of William E. Murray against the United States (H. Doe. 
No. 226)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 18401) to enable the city of 
Douglas, Cochise County, Ariz., to issue bonds for the purpose 
of acquiring and constructing a waterworks plant in and for 
said city—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13402) to enable the people of Pima County, 
Ariz., to issue bonds in aid of the construction of a railroad— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13403) to amend existing 
laws and equalize pay for mail service on railroad lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13404) to further regulate the 
immigration of aliens into the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13405) to in- 
crease the amount fixed as the limit of cost of site and building 
at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13406) to provide for 
a public building at Stamford, Tex.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13407) to provide for a public building at 
Ballinger, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 13408) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 13409) in amendment of sec- 
tion 2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the late civil war, the war with Mexico, the various Indian 
wars, ete., and to grant a pension to certain widows of the de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors of the late civil war ”—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13410) to modify the 
One hundred and twenty-second and One hundred and twenty- 
fourth Articles of War—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 13411) to amend the act 
of June 27, 1890; the act of April 19, 1908; and other acts—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 13412) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Fostoria, in the State of 
Ohio, and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13413) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at the city of Upper Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, and 
appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. NYE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13414) regulating 
wages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13415) to refund the cotton tax, 
realized to the Government under the various acts of Congress— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 13416) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause a survey to be made of Darby River, 
Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13417) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause a survey to be made of Chester River, Pennsylvania—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13418) to provide for a road 
to the Shiloh National Military Park—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 13419) to grant right of 
way over the public domain in the State of Arkansas for oil 
and gas pipe lines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 13420) to provide for a site 
and public building at Glens Falls, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13421) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Johnstown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 13422) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to extend the free-delivery system of the 
Post-Office Department, and for other purposes,” approved 
January 3, 1887—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13423) to establish a light and fog signal 
in New York Bay at the southwesterly end of Governors Is- 
land—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


1909. 


By Mr. LAFEAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 18424) to pro- 
yide for increase of pension in certain cases—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13425) granting pensions to soldiers con- 
fined in so-called “confederate prisons”—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLBE: A bill (H. R. 13426) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide a government for the Territory 
of Hawaii ”—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13427) to 
provide a site and erect a public building at Seattle, Wash.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 18428) to eradicate the 
grama-grass caterpillar in the several States and Territories 
of the Southwest—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13429) to provide for the establishment of 
an annex to all national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13480) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
prohibit the passage of local or special laws in the Territories, 
to limit territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes —to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13431) granting a right of 
way through land of the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
to connect Fourth street, Congress Heights, D. C., with Fourth 
street, Washington Highlands, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 13432) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Chico, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 13433) to authorize the 
Delaware tribe of Indians residing in Oklahoma to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims against the United States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13434) recognizing the loyal services ren- 
dered by the Delaware Indians from the American Revolution 
down to and including the Spanish-American war—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13435) to detach 
the county of Linn, in the State of Missouri, from the western 
and attach it to the eastern judicial district of said State— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 13436) to 
regulate the construction of dams across navigable waters— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 18487) to declare Platte 
River, in the State of Missouri, nonnavigable—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18488) to declare One hundred and two 
River, in Missouri, nonnavigable—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18439) to declare Nodaway River in Mis- 
souri nonnavigable—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13440) to declare Big Tarkio River, in 
the counties of Holt and Atchison, Mo., nonnayigable—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 18441) to appropriate $100,000 
to enlarge the Ellis Island immigrant station—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13442) to provide 
for acquiring a site and for the construction thereon of a fed- 
eral building at El Paso, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 13448) to repeal the pro- 
visions of the act of July 7, 1884, limiting the compensation of 
storekeepers and storekeepers and gaugers, in certain cases, to 
$2 a day, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13444) to provide for the further improve- 
ment of the Kentucky River in the State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13445) to increase the limit of cost pro- 
vided in the act of Congress approved May 30, 1908, for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a federal building at 
Mount Sterling, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13446) to increase the limit of cost pro- 
vided in the act approved May 30, 1908, for the acquisition of 
a site and the construction thereon of a federal building in the 
city of Winchester, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. s - 
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By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 13447) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 13448) amending the statutes 
in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
and merchandise—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13449) prohibiting 
the issuing of restraining orders or injunctions without notice— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 13450) to amend section 
1 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers, and officers who served in the civil war and the 
war with Mexico,” approved February 6, 1907—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13451) to amend an act entitled “An act 
in amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ ap- 
proved May 9, 1900 ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18452) to amend paragraph 3 of section 
4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13453) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a federal building at Jackson, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13454) to enable the surviving officers and 
enlisted men who served during the war of the rebellion in the 
military or naval forces of the United States, and certain 
officers and enlisted men of state militia organizations, to ob- 
tain, free of cost, 160 acres of public land—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18455) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a federal building at Pikeville, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13456) to increase the pension of widows 
of soldiers and sailors of the war with Mexico and of the late 
civil war and the various Indian wars—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13457) for the establishment at Paints- 
ville, Ky., of a home for destitute widows of soldiers and sail- 
ors of the United States, and of certain state militiamen and 
for army nurses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13458) providing for the removal of the 
charge of desertion in certain cases—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13459) to provide for the erection of a 
monument over the grave of Willie C. Dills—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18460) for the benefit of federal soldiers 
and state militiamen who were confined in confederate military 
prisons during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13461) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws to officers and enlisted men of state military organi- 
zations who rendered military service to the Union during the 
war of the rebellion, and to their widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13462) to provide for the systematic and 
continuous improvement of rivers and harbors—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13463) to amend section 4716 of the 
United States Revised Statutes and the joint resolution ap- 
proved July 1, 1902—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13464) to equalize the pensions of widows 
of soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18465) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13466) granting leave of absence to store- 
keepers, storekeeper-gaugers, and gaugers—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 13467) authorizing certain sur- 
veys in Fairfield County, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18468) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ”—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13469) providing for guides in the District 
of Columbia and defining their duties—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13470) to amend section 4 of “An act for 
the preservation of the public peace and the protection of prop- 
erty within the District of Columbia,” approved July 29, 1892, 
as to kite flying—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13471) providing for the regulation and 
suspension of traffic and processions on highways in the Dis- 
= of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13472) to amend “An act to regulate the 
practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District 
of Columbia,” approved May 7, 1906, by prohibiting the sale 
2 e hair dressing to the Committee on the District of 

lumbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13473) to amend an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the goy- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for other purposes”—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18474) to provide for the payment of the 
debt of the District of Columbia and to provide for permanent 
improvements, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NYE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13475) to authorize 
certain extensions of the City and Suburban Railway of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 13476) for the erection 
of a public building at Greenfield, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 13477) for the erection of a 
public building at Monroe, N. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 13478) to increase the 
salaries of circuit and district judges of the United States, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13479) restricting the lien of 
judgments and decrees of the district and circuit courts of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 157) providing for 
the payment of an additional stenographer to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BOOHER: Resolution (H. Res. 158) of inquiry con- 
cerning accounts in the post-office at Kansas City, Mo.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 75) making 
the 21st day of October in each and every year a national holi- 
day and designating it Discovery Day—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: a resolution (H. J. Res. 76) pro- 
viding for the investigation of customs-house sugar frauds—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) con- 
struing the acts of June 27, 1890, and February 6, 1907—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Joint Resolution (H. J. Res. 
78) changing the title of the sealer of weights and measures 
of the District of Columbia to superintendent of weights, 
measures, and markets to. the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: Concurrent resolution (H, ©. Res, 
25) directing the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to investi- 
gate and report to Congress concerning certain corporations— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows : 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 13480) granting an increase of 
pension to David Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13481) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Tatman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13482) granting an increase of pension to 
Emery L. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13483) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver F. Diller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13484) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Harter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 13485) granting an increase of pension to 
John Musselman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase of pension to 

| William B. Harraman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13487) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Stanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18488) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13489) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Marrs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 13490) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. McKinley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13491) granting an increase of pension to 
Leicester P. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13492) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Rupe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13493) for the relief of Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison ©. Fletcher—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 13494) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Taylor—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 13495) granting an in- 
creana of pension to Hardy M. Riley—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13496) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. May, alias Joseph W. Swan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13497) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Betts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13498) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13499) granting an increase of pension to 
Pablo Bargas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13500) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Megraw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13501) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Ballew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13502) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13504) granting an increase of pension to 
John Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18505) granting a pension to Catherine G. 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13506) granting a pension to Magdalena 
L. de Ortiz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13507) granting a pension to Lottie Szy- 
manski—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13508) granting a pension to Howard 
Bromagem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ] 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13509) granting a pension to Mariana L, 
de Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18510) to correct the military record of 
Jose Montoya—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13511) to correct the military record of 
Ignacio Herrera—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13512) for the relief of Theophilous L. 
Keen—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13513) for the relief of W. J. Hendrix— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 13514) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Goddard—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 13515) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Pence—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13516) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis M. Smalley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13517) authorizing a 
credit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13518) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Haucke—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 13519) for the relief of the 
heirs of Simpson Park, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13520) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua White—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13521) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tweed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13522) granting an increase of pension to 
Doctor S. Nations—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13523) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin M. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1909. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13524) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18525) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Auderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13526) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Milholland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13527) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13528) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13529) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Boles—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13530) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Burell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13531) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Coon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13532) granting a pension to Mitchell L. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13533) granting a pension to David P. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13534) granting a pension to Eugene 
Jobe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13535) granting a pension to Isaac A. 
Wampler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13536) granting a pension to John R. 
Bare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13537) granting a pension to Charles 
Forbes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13538) granting a pension to W. M. Baleh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13539) granting a pension to Horace Clive 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13540) to correct the military record of 
Isaac G. Osborn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13541) to correct the military record of 
George Bragg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13542) for the relief of Mary A. Ayres—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 13543) to authorize and di- 
rect the President of the United States to place upon the re- 
tired list of the United States Navy Lieut. Commander James 
H. Reid with the rank of commander—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13544) granting an increase of pension to 
J. B. McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 13545) granting an increase of 
pension to Allen J. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13546) granting a pension to Albison 
Shaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13547) for the relief of Thomas J. Mc- 
Carty—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18548) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mark Whiteaker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13549) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob P. Koyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13550) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13551) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Gunter, now Rendleman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 13552) granting an increase of 
pension to William B. Kinsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13553) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13554) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fredericks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13555) granting a pension to William G. 
Seemiiller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 13556) for the relief of 
Frank Wyman, ex-postmaster at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 13557) granting an increase of 
pension to William Nicholas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13558) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Klages—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13559) granting a pension to Samuel 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 13560) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 4 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13561) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13562) granting an increase of pension to 
Spillard F. Horrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 13563) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel S. Lytle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 13564) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret C. De Cow—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 13565) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucius C. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 18566) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Calvin Warren—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13567) granting an increase of pension to 
Acea Begley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13568) granting an increase of pension to 
William Herron—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13569) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Kinnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13570) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Begley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13571) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13572) granting an increase of pension to 
James Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13573) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Hammer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13574) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Sizemore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13575) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Ferrell—to the- Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13576) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley Collett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13577) granting an honorable discharge 
to Brittain Helton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13578) granting pensions to all enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the civil war and the 
war with Mexico—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13579) granting 
an increase of pension to Absalom C. Phillips—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 13580) granting an increase 
of pension to Asbury J. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13581) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13582) granting a pension to William 
Francis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13583) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Heffler—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13584) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13585) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter M. Corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13586) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Suesberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13587) granting an increase of pension to 
William Markman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13588) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Binnix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13589) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Brassie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13590) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13591) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13592) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick T. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13593) granting an increase of pension to 
Andreas Wirth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13594) granting a pension to John Beard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13595) granting a pension to John Spencer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13596) granting a pension to E. M. Shel- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13597) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Frueler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 13598) granting an increase 
of pension to William Haines—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18599) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben E. Osgood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 18600) granting an increase 
of pension to James N. Julin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 13601) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 13002) granting an increase 
of pension to David S. Murr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13603) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Enos—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13604) granting an increase of pension to 
James Downs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13605) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Slotman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13606) granting an increase 
of pension to George Gans—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13607) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Craw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13608) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Shafer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13609) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellas Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13610) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Maroney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13611) granting a pension to Thomas L. 
Robertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13612) granting a pension to Caleb A. Chap- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18613) granting a pension to George W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 13614) for the relief of Walter 
Cox, late a captain in the Medical Department of the Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 13615) granting an increase 
= pension to Charles A. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 13616) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry T. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13617) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. McGaffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13618) granting an increase of pension to 
James Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18619) granting an increase of pension to 
James Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 13620) granting a pension 
to Melissa R. Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 13621) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Morris W. Clark—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 13622) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Reinschneider—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 13623) granting a pension to 
Harry H. HWerbst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18624) granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18625) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Klepper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13626) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Eberhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13627) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Snave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13628) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. Foose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 13629) for the relief of the 
Richmond Locomotive Works, successor of the Richmond Loco- 
motive and Machine Works—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13630) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Wilson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 13631) granting an increase 
of pension to Sidney C. Early—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13632) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bentley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18633) granting a pension to Mrs. Francis 
R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13634) granting an increase 
of pension to George F. Butterfield—‘o the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13635) to amend the military record of 
William R. Corlew—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 13686) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John G. Woolley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13637) granting an increase of pension to 
John Nungesser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13638) granting an increase of pension to 
George Duke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13639) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Kase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13640) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Leib—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13641) granting an increase of pension to 
Alem B. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13642) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13643) granting a pension to Francis B. 
Savage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18644) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Sloan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18645) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew D. Seeley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18546) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Christian Heinze—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 13647) granting an in- 
erease of pension to John D. W. Henderson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13648) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Murphy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13649) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia C. Russell—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13650) granting a pension to Marion L. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13651) for the relief of William A. Hut- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13652) to correct the military record of 
John Flaherty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13653) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Fleming—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 13654) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry W. Redman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13655) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lockstone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13657) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13658) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. George—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18659) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Merrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13660) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Van Atta—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13661) granting a pension to Almon W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13662) granting a pension to Edward 
Dooley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 13663) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Durand—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13664) granting a pension to James W. 
Cramer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13665) granting an increase of 
pension to George Keidle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18666) granting an increase of pension to 
Isadora A. Gose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 13667) granting an increase 
of pension to W. H. H. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13668) granting an increase of pension to 
William McVay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13669) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Thornsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13670) granting a pension to Catherine 
Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13671) granting a pension to Augustus 
Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 13672) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. Beard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 13673) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos Hales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 13674) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Roswell C. Ross—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18675) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Noreutt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13676) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13677) granting an increase of pension to 
John O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13678) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13679) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Wales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13680) granting a pension to Lydia E. 
Weston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13681) granting a pension to. Matthew E. 
Welch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13682) for the relief of Patrick Murphy— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13683) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert P. Kirwin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18684) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Thomas Clancy, alias Thomas Casey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 13685) for the relief of Martha 
A. Moflitt—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13686) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Graham Howie—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13687) for the relief of the estate of L. G. 
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13688) for the relief of the estate of John 
Quick, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13689) granting an increase 
of pension to John Woodruff—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13690) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wallace Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13691) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 13692) granting an increase 
of pension to David Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13693) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13694) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Eschbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13695) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bruckert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13696) granting a pension to George R. 
Phyles—to the Committee on Invalid Pesnions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13697) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander MeGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13698) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13699) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Conner—to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13700) granting an increase of pension to 
Griffith Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13701) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Butterbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13702) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stilts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18703) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13704) granting a pension to Jesse H. 
Ringgold—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13705) granting a pension to Etta Cronin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13706) to correct the military record of 
William Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 18707) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Hainsey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13708) granting an increase of pension to 
J. T. Criswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18709) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Hileman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13710) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian M. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13711) granting a pension to William W. 
Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18712) granting a pension to Rosa A. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13713) granting a pension to Caroline 
Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13714) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Ritchie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13715) to correct the military record of 
George Bott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13716) to correct the military record of 
Martin L. Cuppels—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 13717) granting an increase 
of pension to James Horan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18718) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18719) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Rickhow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13720) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13721) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Kittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13722) granting an increase of pension to 
James Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13723) granting an increase of pension to 
William McMorrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13724) granting an increase of pension to 
William MeMorrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13725) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. H. V. Holdsworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13726) granting an increase of pension to 
Marzio Martini—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18727) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Hitchcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13728) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13729) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13730) granting an increase of pension to 
William McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13731) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Jahne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13732) granting a pension to Michael H. 
Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13733) granting a pension to Lucien H, 
Massot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13734) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13735) granting a pension to Nicodemo 
De Salle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13736) granting a pension to John 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13787) granting a pension to John Can- 
non—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13738) granting a pension to Ferdenand 
Spies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13739) granting a pension to George A. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13740) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Sherman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13741) granting a pension to Edward 
Coppers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13742) for the relief of James Welch— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13743) for the relief of Thomas Crowley— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18744) for the relief of Charles Uerk- 
vitz—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13745) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Washington E. Hall, alias John 
Duffy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13746) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13747) to remove the charge of desertion 
apama Thomas F. Adams—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13748) to correct the military record of 
Patrick Foley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18749) to correct the naval record of 
William Taylor, alias Henry Hawkshaw—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 13750) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Stringfellow—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18751) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Mosley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18752) granting a pension to Minnie 
Bryant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13753) granting a pension to Rhoda L. 
Hendricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13754) for the relief of H. C. Chase—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 13755) granting a pen- 
sion to Michael O’Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13756) to relieve Charles F. Held of the 
2 of dishonorable dismissal—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18757) granting 
an increase of pension to Leander Talbert—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18758) granting an inerease of pension to 
James K. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 13759) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Graham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13760) for the re- 
lief of the Detroit Iron and Steel Company—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13761) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar J. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18762) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson A. Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18763) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13764) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bradley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13765) granting an increase of pension to 
A. L. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13766) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCaslin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13767) granting a pension to Mrs. C. D. 
Banerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13768) granting a pension to Charles N. 
Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 13769) granting a pension 
to Julia A. Trow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13770) granting a pension to Louisa G. 
Martine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13771) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Morris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13772) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. McClellan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13778) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Latham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18774) granting an increase of pension to 
George O. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18775) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Gaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13776) granting an increase of pension to 
Abner C. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13777) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda A. Hemstreet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13778) granting an increase of pension to 
James Fenton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13779) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shropshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18780) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Stacey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 18781) granting a pension to 
Alonzo H. Heath—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13782) granting a pension to Lois L. Nutt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13783) granting a pension to Sophia Me- 
Allister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13784) granting a pension to Bridget 
Faley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13785) granting a pension to Lucretia C. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13786) granting a pension to Georgianna 
Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13787) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13788) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13789) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram T. Gamage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13790) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Dolliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13791) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Littlefield—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13792) granting an increase of pension to 
Alden Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13793) granting an increase 
o pension to Julius Zippling—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13794) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen C. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13795) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Muth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13796) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob E. Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13797) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence K. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13798) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Fishpaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13799) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Stoddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13800) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to issue an honorable discharge to Alexander A. Seymore—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 13801) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. B. Anten—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13802) granting 
a pension to Green B. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 13803) to place upon the 
muster-in rolls the name of John O. Kinney—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 13804) for the 
relief of A. M. Darling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 13805) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Lovell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13806) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Beyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13807) granting a pension to Samuel 
Mailhoit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13808) granting a pension to Ella R. Pres- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 13809) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh Flanagan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13810) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Schwahn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13811) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13812) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Titus—to thc Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13813) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13814) granting an increase of pension to 
John Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13815) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bennet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13816) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Barrager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13817) granting an increase of pension to 
E. D. Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill’ (H. R. 13818) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13819) granting an inerease of pension to 
Henry Straub—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18820) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13821) granting an increase of pension to 
John Peter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13822) granting an increase of pension to 
Raymond Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13823) granting an increase of pension to 
John Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13824) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13825) granting an increase of pension to 
August H. Strains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13826) granting an increase of pension to 


| George F. Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 13827) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. McCullough—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13828) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13829) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Sce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13830) to pay the trustees of Baptist 
Church at Sutton, W. Va., for their property destroyed by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Andrew Creason, previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of Curtis B. Harris and 1,000 
other citizens of Wyandotte and other counties of Ohio, in pur- 
suance of a resolution of the Wyandotte County Pioneer Associa- 
tion, for the establishment of a national park and to erect a 
monument therein in said county, said park to include the scene 
of the capture and burning of Col. William Crawford by the 
Indians in 1782—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Mrs. A. E. Ralls and 31 
others, against Senate bill 404, Sunday observance bill—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOOHER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of Simpson Park—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Amile Bonham, previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Carr, previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Division No. 458, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, for amendment of the Hepburn 
rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. COWLES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob M. Pruett, previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Henry H. Ferrell, Luther Sizeman, John N. Ham- 
mer, James Osborne, Edmond Jones, William A. Begley, Wil- 
liam E. Kinnett, William Herron, Ocea Begley, Calvin War- 
ren, and Wiley Collett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry H. Far- 
rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of American Electrochemical So- 
ciety of New York, favoring legislation against monopoly of 
resources of industrial and commercial power—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petitions of merchants of Lewisburg, Hunt- 
ingdon, Chambersburg, Mercersburg, and Greencastle, Pa., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Riley R. Zerbe 
and William Bair—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Elijah Keeling, previously referred to Committee on 
Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Garfield Day 
(H. R. 7923), Kelley Murphy (H. R. 7922), Francis J. Lane 
(H. R. 7924), and James H. Cowan (H. R. 3287)—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Charles J. Schults and others, 
favoring a readjustment of the present scale of allowance for 
clerk hire to third-class post-offices, and that the maximum as 
now fixed be abolished—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of employees of the Watervliet Arsenal, favor- 
ing manufacture of all government ordnance at government 
factories—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John C. Eames, of New York, favoring work 
of the United States Reclamation Service—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. $ 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Peru, against par- 
co port law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James N. Julien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Charles J. Schults and others, 
favoring a readjustment of the present scale of allowance for 


clerk hire to third-class post-oflices, and that the maximum as 
now fixed be abolished—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Clarence Miller Camp, No. 5, Department of 
Minnesota, favoring an appropriation for raising the Maine— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Medora, 
Coffeen, Bunker Hill, Staunton, Litchfield, Gillespie, Mount 
Olive, Brighton, Carlinville, and Hillsboro, all in the State of 
Illinois, against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
A. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julia A. Ray, 
previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
John Beyel, previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Joseph W. Snave, Davis C. Eberhart, David G. Foose, James 
Spealman, William Haines, and Ruben E. Osgood—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition from citizens of Arenac County, 
Mich., against the passage of bill S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, on 
Sunday and religious legislation—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James W. Cramer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward Durand— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of William M. White, previously referred to Committee on 
Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John W. Reid (H. R. 8064), Marion A. Franklin (H. R. 8055), 
Robert D. Davis (H. R. 8058), Belfield Brown (H. R. 8057), 
James P. Benson (H. R. 8049), Hezekiah Williams (H. R. 
8056), James Kinsley (H. R. 8173), John A. Pond (H. R. 
8177); Henry Roam (H. R. 8168), James K. Shelton (H. R. 
8179), C. M. Skinner (H. R. 8169), Abel Inman (H. R. 8899), 
John R. McMaster (H. R. 9095), Joseph M. Payton (H. R. 
9096), Alex Murphy (H R. 9928), James C. Clouse (H. R. 
9929), Wilson M. Jones (H. R. 8902), John M. Jones (H. R. 
10606), John M. Squiers (H. R. 10873), Joseph S. Olscamp 
(H. R. 10548), Elias Johnston (H. R. 9933), William G. Cooper 
(H. R. 10076), S. B. Elliot (H. R. 10370), and I. A. Whitworth 
(H. R. 10549)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Board of Trade and Credit 
Association of San Diego, Cal, favoring creation of a permanent 
tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring H. R. 15111, for land and buildings for consular estab- 
lishments in China, Japan, and Korea—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the First National Bank, of Sanger, Cal., 
favoring amendment of acts of June 27, 1890, and April 19, 1909, 
increasing soldiers’ pensions (the National Tribune act)—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of officials of the State of California, in conven- 
tion in Sacramento, November 22, 1909, for appropriation of 
$400,000 for improvement of rivers of the State—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Extemporaneous Drill Club, held Novem- 
ber 17, 1909, against taking the Hetch-Hetchy Valley for a 
water supply—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
payment of railway post-office clerks’ necessary expenses on 
duty away from initial terminals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for an appropriation for printing reports of 
the Country Life Commission—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, petition of Pacific Coast Shippers’ Association, for ap- 
propriation to enable Interstate Commerce Commission to pass 
upon reasonableness of-rates charged by various railways—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the American Electro- 
chemical Society of New York, favoring legislation for the con- 
servation of the resources of industrial and commercial power 
in waterways of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Moravia, Canandai- 
gua, Clifton Springs, Naples, Shortsville, Victor, Lyons, Mace- 
don, Newark, Ontario, Palmyra, Sodus, Williamston, and Penn 
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Yan, against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of business men of Bedford, 
Blair, and Cambria counties, Pa., against a parcels-post law—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martin L. Cup- 
ples—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Susan C. Bott, 
Andrew J. Ritchie, William W. Laughlin, Frederick Hainsey, 
and William K, Hileman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the State Business Men's 
Association of Connecticut, favoring a national policy of river 
and harbor improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Connecticut State Board of Trade, fa- 
voring the Lafean bill, for the purpose of regulating the grad- 
ing and packing of apples—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John A. Lovell, Mrs. Catherine Beyer, Joseph R. Giroux, and 
Ella R. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Harris H. Bea- 
man and Sadie M. Lowell, previously referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petitions of merchants of Fond du Lac, 
West Bend, Plymouth, Ripon, Juneau, Horicon, Beaver Dam, 
Randolph and Fox Lake, Reesville, Port Washington and Cedar- 
burg, Sheboygan, Waupun, Brandon, and Mayville and Hart- 
ford, against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
Fray, December 10, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

Rosert L. Owen, a Senator from the State of Oklahoma, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read 
and approved. 


TRAVEL OF EMPLOYEES OF LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting a statement 
showing in detail what officers or employees of the Library of 
Congress have traveled on official business from Washington to 
points outside of the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 
1909 (H. Doc. No. 252), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year ended June 
80, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 126), which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 102), 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered 
to be printed. 


TRAVEL OF WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a statement showing in detail the officers or employees of 
the War Department who have traveled on official business 
from Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, ete. (H. Doc. No. 
249), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the forty- 
seventh annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 
the fiscal year ended October 31, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 115), 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the annual report of the Maritime Canal Com- 


pany of Nicaragua (H. Doc. No. 250), which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals and ordered to be printed. 


ENDOWMENT OF AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report of the disbursements for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1910, made in the States and Territories, pro- 
viding for an increase in the annual appropriations for the en- 
dowment and support of agricultural colleges and the mechanic 
arts (H. Doc. No. 253), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
annual report of the superintendent of the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 
(S. Doe. No. 202), which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

In the case of William W. W. Dwier v. United States (S. 
Doc. No. 198) ; 

In the cause of the City of Glasgow, Mo., v. United States 
(S. Doe. No. 199) ; 

In the cause of the St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church, 
9. 0 near Point of Rocks, Md., v. United States (S. Doc, 
NO. . 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Irrigation Congress, praying that an appropriation of $10,- 
000,000 be made for the period of five years to augment the 
reclamation fund, the same to be reimbursed to the Treasury, 
which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commandery of Michi- 
gan, Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, 
remonstrating against the acceptance of the statue of Gen. 
Robert E. Lee to be placed in Statuary Hall in the National 
Capitol, which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of the Twenty-fourth National 
Encampment of the Union Veteran Legion, at Washington, 
D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the removal of the charges of desertion standing 
against the records of Union soldiers in the War Department, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the president of the Missis- 
sippi to Atlantic Inland Waterway Association, praying for thé 
adoption and execution of a comprehensive plan of waterway 
improvement in the country, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Bloomington and Normal, III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to reimburse John M. Palmer for services rendered 
the Government in improving the mail service of the country, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FRYE (by request) presented the petition of A. Good- 
year, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for a distribution of the land owned by the wealthy 
class among the poor of the country, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a concurrent resolution of the legis- 
lature of the State of Maine, relative to the removal of the 
hulk of the battle ship Maine. I ask that it be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to-be printed in the 
Rrconb, as follows: 

STATE oF MAINE. 
Seventy-fourth legislature. House. 702. 


Resolve urging action of the United States in removing the hulk of 
the battle ship Maine from Habana Harbor and the decent burial of 
the 63 bodies of American seamen therein contained. 


Whereas for eleven long years the wreck of the battle ship Maine, 
with more than three score of our sailors who went down with it, bas 
remained in the mud and slime of Habana Harbor, a danger to shipping 
and a monument of neglect, oblivion, and national shame; and 


1909. 


Whereas Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, of New York, is endeavoring to 
have a bill by Congress for the remoyal of the wreckage and 
the proper interment of the bodies of the seamen therein contained: 
Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the people of the State of Maine, in legislature assem- 
bled, most heartily urge the Maine Senators and Representatives in 
Congress to do their utmost to obtain immediate favorable action on 
the Sulzer bill; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolve be forthwith sent to the 
President of the United States, Secretary of the Navy, each Member 
of the Maine delegation in the United States Congress, and one to 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, of New York. 


STATE OF MAINE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Augusta, March 19, 1909. 


Reported by Mr. Hall from committee on military affairs and ordered 
printed under joint rules. 
E. M. THOMPSON, Clerk. 


Mr. PILES presented a petition of Columbia Pomona Grange, 
No. 1, Patrons of Husbandry, of Felida, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the salary of rural free de- 
livery carriers, and also for the passage of the so-called “rural 
parcels-post bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding a differential of 4 per cent on government vessels built 
in the navy-yards on the Pacific coast, which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Walla 
Walla, Wash., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Port An- 
geles, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation. 
providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Brightwood 
Park Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying 
for the establishment of a mile limit zone with the Walter Reed 
Memorial Hospital to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors, 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ham- 
ilton, Mont., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry ex-Union sol- 
diers residing in the State of Nebraska, praying for the adop- 
tion of a certain amendment to the present pension law provid- 
ing age pensions for soldiers of the civil war, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry volunteer officers of 
the civil war of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to create a volunteer retired list in the War and 
Navy departments for the surviving officers of the civil war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 
8326) granting an increase of pension to William T. Cole, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 
8827) granting an increase of pension to Fritz Heinrich, which 
was referred to the Committe on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kansas, remonstrating against any change being made in the 
present oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Business Men's 
League of St. Augustine, Fla., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the repair of the government sea wall at that city, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of F. W. Marsh, of Pensacola, 
Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the government buildings at that city, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of Bennet Post, No. 183, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ke- 
wanna, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to abolish 
all useless pension officers, agencies, and examining boards 
throughout the country, and also for the passage of the so- 
called “ per diem pension bill,” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of 31 citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
‘ment to the present oleomargarine law to prohibit the fraudu- 
lent sale of imitation butter, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Emporia and Lebanon, Kans., remonstrating against the enact- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


73 


day as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 1943) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob Sands, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 3393) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Howe, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (S. 
3388) granting an increase of pension to Frank Taylor, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (S. 
3395) granting an increase of pension to Milton P. Noel, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (S. 
3392) granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. Heath, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Berkeley, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $400,- 
000 be made, to be used in connection with a similar sum appro- 
priated by the State of California, for the rectification and im- 
provement of the rivers of the San Joaquin and Sacramento 
valleys in that State, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the payment of all necessary expenses incurred by 
railway postal clerks while on duty away from their initial 
terminals, which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern California Vet- 
erans’ Association of Huntington Beach, Cal., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment to the present pension law 
providing age pensions for soldiers of the civil war, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the purchase of lands and buildings for consular establishments 
in China, Japan, and Korea, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the Lord’s Day Alli- 
ance of North Carolina, of Asheville, N. C., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation granting to all government employees a 
continuous rest of twenty-four hours in every seven days, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 3211) granting an increase of pension to Milton Nourse, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to’ accompany the bill 
(S. 3206) granting a pension to Mary M. Muse, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

TRADE STATISTICS. 


Mr. LODGE. I present a small pamphlet, by a well-known 
English writer, Mr. J. Ellis Barker, which contains some val- 
uable statistics on wages and prices. I move that it be printed 
as a Senate document. . 

The motion was agreed to (S. Doc. No. 197). 

NAVY YEARBOOK. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following order, reported it without amendment, 
and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Ordered, That there be printed and bound in cloth 3,000 additional 
ig ae of Senate Document No. 195, Sixty-first Congress. second session— 
“ Navy Yearbook ’—1,500 copies for the use of the Senate and 1,500 
copies for the use of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


STOCKBRIDGE INDIANS IN WISCONSIN. 
Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported the following resolution (S. 
Res. 93), which was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to: 
Senate resolution 93. 


Resolved, That Senate resolution of February 2, 1909, No. 263, be 
modified by excluding from said resolution the making of allotments 
to the Stockbridge Indians in the State of Wisconsin. 


T. J. MURPHY. 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 156) for the relief of T. J. Murphy, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, which was 
agreed to. 

IMPORTATION OF WOMEN FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, on behalf of the Immi- 

gration Commission, I send to the desk a report to the Congress 


ment of legislation providing for the proper observance of Sun- | on the importation and harboring of women for immoral pur- 


74 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


poses, I take this occasion to say that reports upon other sub- 
jects will be presented from time to time by the commission 
during the session, some of them very soon. In view of the 
fact that the country is very much interested at the present 
time in this question and large numbers of requests have been 
received for copies of this report, I ask that there be printed 
1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 1,000 for the use of the com- 
mission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none. 

The order was reduced to writing and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed 4,000 additional co copies of Senate 
Document No. 196, Sixty-first Congress, second session, Report, on the 
importation and harboring of women for immoral 1,000 
copies for the use of the ate, 2,000 copies for me aar of the —.— 
of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Immigration 
Commission. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolution were introduced, read the first time, 

me by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3528) to reimburse depositors of the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company (with the accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 8529) to amend the Code of Law for the District 
of Columbia regarding insurance (with an accompanying 
paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 3530) to authorize certain extensions of the City 
and Suburban Railway of Washington, and for other purposes 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3531) granting an increase of pension to Nellie A. 
Sanborn (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3532) granting an increase of pension to James 
Minot (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3533) granting an increase of pension to Charles 8. 
Davis (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Snow (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 3535) for the erection of a monument to Jeremiah 
O'Brien; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3536) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Young; 

A bill (S. 3537) granting a pension to James Welch; 

A bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Sarah M. Howard; 

A bill (S. 3589) granting a pension to Francina J. Song 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3540) granting an increase of pension to Curtis 
S. Parker (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3541) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. English (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3542) granting an increase of pension to Peter J. 
Dresser (with the accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3543) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. 
Bailey (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas: 

A bill (S. 3544) to grant right of way over the public do- 
main in the State of Arkansas for oil or gas pipe lines; to the 
Committee on Public ae 

By Mr. TALIAFERR 

4 bill (S. 3545) 3 an increase of pension to Mary P. 
Eastman ; 

A bill (S. 8546) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Thomas (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3547) granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
Tison (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3548) to <djust and equalize retirements, rank, and 
pay of veterans of the civil war who served as brigadier-gen- 
erals on the active list of the army; to the Committee on Mili. 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3549) for the relief of James D. Butler; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3550) for the relief of William C. Steele (with the 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 


A bill (S. 3551) providing for the improvement, repair, and 
an addition to the public building at St. Augustine, Fla. (with 
the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 3552) for the relief of the estate of William Joslin, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIEL: 

A bill (S. 3553) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
P. Percy; and 

A bill (S. 3554) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
1 (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 


Wa DANIEL. At the request of my colleague [Mr. MARTIN], 
who is necessarily absent, I introduce sundry bills, to be appro- 
priately referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be received. 

By Mr. DANIEL (for Mr. MARTIN) : 

A bill (S. 3555) for the relief of Harrison Capp; 

A bill (S. 3556) for the relief of Hulda V. Coffer; 

A bill (S. 3557) for the relief of John W. Ritenour; 

A bill (S. 3558) for the relief of the estate of George P. 
Loehr, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3559) for the relief of the estate of Joseph P. 
Mahaney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3560) for the relief of George M. Fry; 

A bill (S. 3561) for the relief of G. W. Browder; 

A bill (S. 3562) for the relief of John W. Fairfax; 

A bill (S. 3563) for the relief of William J. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 3564) for the relief of David R. Mister ; 

A bill (S. 3565) for the relief of John T. Spence or his legal 
representatives ; 

(S. 3566) for the relief of the heirs of William Samuel 


S. 3567) for the relief of Adam Carpenter ; 
S. 3568) for the relief of Wesley Rankins; 
. 3569) for the relief of Luther H. Potterfield; 
8. 3570) for the relief of Bland Massie; 
b S. 3571) for the relief of John Henry Edwards; 
bill (S. 3572) for the relief of the estate of Mary N. Cox, 
deceased ; i 
A bill (S. 3573) for the relief of James Downs; 
A bill (S. 3574) for the relief of Bolivar Sheild; 
A bill (S. 8575) for the relief of R. H. Hayden and Emma 
Hayden, executrix of the estate of Logan F. Hayden, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3576) for the relief of Joseph T. Chance and the 
heirs of John R. Burton, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3577) for the relief of Thomas Johnson or his legal 
representatives; 
A bill Aed zes) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmus J. 
Spence, 
A bill 408. (a 8878 for the relief of the estate of Thomas H. 
Nelson, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3580) for the relief of George S. Ayre; 
A bill (S. 3581) for the relief of the heirs of Ambrose Hord, 
deceased ; 
A bill (8. 3582) for the relief of William T. Miles; 
A. bill (S. 3583) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. Clift, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S. 8584) for the relief of the legal heirs of the late L, 
Claiborne Jones; 
A. bill (S. 3585) for the relief of Miss Pattie J. Daffan; 
A bilt (S. 8586) for the relief of the heirs of James Bowles, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3587) for the relief of the estate of Letitia Tyler 
Semple; 
A bill (S. 3588) for the relief of the estate of James G. 
Hodges, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 8589) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
the estate of John Heater ; 
A bill (S. 3590) for the relief of E. A. R. Wyatt, heir of 
Edward A. Wyatt, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3591) for the relief of H. L. Briscoe, heir of Sarah 


Briscoe; 
3592) for the relief of the heirs of William Walton, 


u 
ill ( 
ill ( 
ill ( 
ill ( 
ill ( 
( 


A bill (8. 8593) for the relief of Joseph C. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 8594) for the relief of Joseph H. Shafer ; 

A bill (S. 8595) for the relief of the estate of William B. 
Ott, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3596) for the relief of the estate of Willam D. 
Wright, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3597) for the relief of W. T. Flippin, administrator 
of John F. Flippin, deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 3598) for the relief of John S. Mann and the estate 
of Lewis W. Maun, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3599) for the relief of the estate of Branon 
Thatcher, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3600) for the relief of Joseph E. Funkhouser ; 

A bill (S. 3601) for the relief of the estate of Simeon H. 
Wootton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3602) ‘for the relief of Mary E. Macgregor; 

A bill (S. 8603) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Cook, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 3604) for the relief of C. N. Rash; 

We bill (S. 3605) for the relief of the estate of Abraham 
isey ; 

A bill (S. 3606) for the relief of heirs and estate of Joseph 
Blosser, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3607) for the relief of the estate of William A. 
Coffman, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3608) for the relief of the estate of H. F. Cocke, 
deceased ; 
aE pul (S. 3609) for the relief of the heirs of Robert L. 

artin; 

A bill (S. 3610) for the relief of Mary E. Collier; 

A bill (S. 3611) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Alexander K. Phillips, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3612) for the relief of Granville J. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 3613) for the relief of heirs or estate of Thornton 
Martin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3614) for the relief of the heirs of William South- 
worth, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3615) for the relief of the heirs and estate of Abra- 
ham Hisey, deceased ; 

A. bill (S. 3616) for the relief of the legal representative of 
William C. Read; 

A bill (8. 3617) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Samuel 
Sheetz, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3618) for the relief of Abraham Kellar; 

A bill (S. 3619) for the relief of the heirs of E. W. Cabaniss ; 

A bill (S. 3620) for the relief of heirs and estate of James 
Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3621) for the rellef of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company; 

A bill (S. 3622) for the relief of the heirs at law of Capt. 
John Lewis; 

A bill (S. 3623) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive 
ORS successor of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine 

orks; 

A bill (S. 3624) for the relief of Edgar M. Wilson, adminis- 
trator of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3625) for the relief of the Seaboard Air- Line 
Railway; 

A bill (S. 3626) for the relief of Frank Hoskins; 

A bill (S. 3627) to reimburse the estate of Gen. George Wash- 
ington for certain lands of his in the State of Ohio lost by con- 
flicting grants made under the authority of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3628) for the relief of Elsie Trigg Shields; 

A bill (S. 3629) for the relief of Enoch D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3630) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall; 

A bill (S. 3631) for the relief of E, Scott Arrington; 

A bill (S. 3632) for the relief of Martin Maddux; 

A bill (S. 3633) for the relief of A. O. Tucker; 

A bill (S. 3634) for the relief of the owners of the American 
schooner Wilson and Hunting and cargo; 

A bill (S. 3635) for the relief of Tilman Jeter; 

A bill (S. 3636) for the relief of Laura V. Phipps; 

A bill (S. 3637) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to try, adjudicate, and determine certain claims for compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails and pay for the discontinuance of 
postal service; 

A bill (S. 3638) to provide for the payment of overtime claims 
of letter carriers excluded from judgment as barred by limita- 
tion; 

A bill (S. 8639) for the relief of Tyree Brothers, of Norfolk, 
Va 


ry bill (S. 3640) for the relief of William Corcoran; and 

A bill (S. 3641) for the relief of Mary Cornick; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to James R. Moore; 

A bill (S. 3643) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Raine, jr.: 

A bill (S. 3644) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Scott 
West; 

A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to La Salle 
Corbell Pickett; 

A bill (S. 3646) granting a pension to Claudia D, Blakeman; 

A bill (S. 3647) granting a pension to Esther G. Wharton; 


a 5 (S. 3648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
T. Everly; 

A bill (S. 3649) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
D. Adams; 

A bill (S. 3650) granting a pension to Mary Harrison; 

A bill (S. 3651) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Preston; 

A bill (S. 3652) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Ann Metzinger ; 

A bill (S. 3653) granting a pension to J. T. Covington (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3654) granting a pension to John Eubanks (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3655) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Heard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3656) granting a pension to Isidore Cohen; and 

A bill (S. 3657) granting a pension to William H. Whiting; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 3658) providing for an additional circuit judge in 
the fourth judicial circuit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3659) granting permission to the Lynnhaven Termi- 
nal Corporation to improve the lower Chesapeake and Lynn- 
haven Bay by the construction of a breakwater; and 

A bill (S. 3660) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling to be 
attached to the fog-signal station at the harbor of Cape Charles, 
Va.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3661) to provide for acquirement, by condemnation, 
of lands at Cape Henry, Va., for the purpose of fortification and 
coast defense; to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

A bill (S. 3662) for the erection of a monument to ex-Presi- 
dent John Tyler; and 

A bill (S. 3663) for the erection of a memorial on the grounds 
of William and Mary College, Williamsburg, Va., in honor of 
Hon. Peyton Randolph, first President of the Continental Con- 
gress; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3664) authorizing the Secretary of War to have 
constructed a direct road leading from the southern end of the 
new highway bridge across the Potomac River to the national 
cemetery at Arlington and Fort Myer; 

A bill (S. 3665) to repair a portion of the roadway to the 
rational cemetery at Staunton, Va., and to keep said portion 
of said road in repair; 

A bill (S. 3666) to establish the Fredericksburg and Adjacent 
National Battlefields Memorial Park, in the State of Virginia; 
and 

A bill (S. 3667) to place Dr. Henry Smith on the retired list 
of the army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3668) for the relief of pensioners of the Metropoli- 
tan police fund; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3669) to place Louis Weber, a first-class musician, 
late of the Marine Corps, on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 3670) for the promotion of Joseph A. O'Connor, 
earpenter in the United States Navy, to the rank of chief car- 
penter, and place him on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 3671) providing for the promotion of Chief Boat- 
swain Patrick Deery, U. S. Navy; and 

A bill (S. 3672) to appoint Holmes E, Offley upon the retired 
list of the navy with the rank of lieutenant; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 3673) for the relief of heirs or * of L. D. Craw- 
ley, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3674) for the relief of heirs or State of Robert 
Edwards, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3675) for the relief of S. M. Gentry; 

A bill (S. 3676) for the relief of heirs or estate of W. T. 
Garrett, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3677) for the relief of heirs or estate of Elizabeth 
McClure, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3678) for the relief of heirs or estate of J. A. Mil- 
hous, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3679) for the relief of J. D. Lane; 

A bill (S. 3680) for the relief of Nathaniel R. Carson and 
William C. Carson; 

A bill (S. 3681) for the relief of heirs or estate of Abner 
Ogles, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3682) for the relief of John Rick; 

A bill (S. 3683) for the relief of heirs or estate of John San- 
ford, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3684) for the relief of heirs or estate of D. C. 
Wells, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3685) for the relief of heirs or estate of John S. 
Burrows, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3686) for the relief of heirs or estate of J. O. K. 
Williamson, deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 3687) for the relief of heirs or estate of J. M. San- 
ders, deceased 

A bill (S. 3688) for the relief of N. E. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 8689) for the relief of heirs or estate of Theodrick 
Webb, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3690) for the relief of Lottie Bowman, widow and 
heir of Thomas R. Bowman, deceased, and others; 

A bill (S. 3691) for the relief of heirs or estate of T. E. 
Robinson, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3692) for the relief of heirs or estate of Wilson 
Cupples, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 8693) for the relief of the estate of Daniel B. 
Harold, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3694) for the relief of the estate of Lee Shute; 

A bill (S. 3695) for the relief of heirs or estate of John 
Roney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3696) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of W. A. Schoolfield, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3697) for the relief of the estate of Lee Shute; and 

A bill (S. 3698) for the relief of James Moore; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 8699) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Burrow ; 

A bill (S. 3700) granting a pension to Nick Morrow; 

A bill (S. 8701) granting a pension to Joseph Phillips; 

A bill (S. 8702) granting a pension to William A. Hamilton; 
a bill (S. 8703) granting an increase of pension to W. M. 

oles; 

A bill (S. 8704) granting a pension to Virginia L. M. Camp- 


bell 
ry bill (S. 3705) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


King; 

6 A bill (S. 8706) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
ualls; 
A bill (S. 3707) granting an increase of pension to Kemp 


Murphy ; 

A bill (S. 8708) granting an increase of pension to John 
Farmer ; 

A bill (S. 8709) granting a pension to John P. Hannon; and 

A bill (S. 8710) granting a pension to John L. Dick; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 8711) to locate, map, and mark field of battle 
fought near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864, to 
construct driveways, etc., and make an appropriation for same; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 8712) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Brewer; 

A bill (S. 8718) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
De Mott; and 

A bill (S. 8714) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Clay Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 8715) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
G. Boles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 8716) for the relief of William W. Dewhurst; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 3717) providing for the appointment of an in- 
land waterway commission and fér the improvement and de- 
velopment of the inland waterways of the country with a view 
to the promotion of transportation between the States and with 
foreign countries (with an accompanying paper); to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3718) for the creation of a bureau of arts and 
public buildings and of a council of the arts, and defining their 
duties; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 8719) for the appointment of a national com- 
mission for the conservation of natural resources, and defining 
its duties; to the Committee on Conservation of National Re- 
sources, 

A bill (S. 3720) for the formation of national corporations 
for railroad and navigation lines engaged in interstate and 
foreign commerce; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 8721) providing for the construction of auxiliary 
ships of the navy and for their use in times of peace in open- 
ing up new routes of commerce; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. . 


A bill (S. 3722) granting a pension to Fred. F. Knight; and 
A bill (S. 3723) granting a pension to Henry C. Kiesel; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3725) for the relief of Frank A. White; 

A bill (S. 3726) for the relief of T. H. B. Myers, surviving 
partner of John Myers & Son; and 

A bill (S. 3727) for the relief of R. W. Williamson, admin- 
istrator de bonis non of the estate of William Ward, deceased; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 8728) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam 
Lunceford (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3729) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Hunter (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 3730) for the relief of Ranney Y. Lyman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3731) to amend section 1753 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the civil service; to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

A bill (S. 3732) relating to pensions, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: 

A bill (S. 3733) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Alabama (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3734) to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 

A bill (S. 3785) to prohibit any person or corporation, for 
themselves or for or in the interest of any other person or cor- 
poration, directly or indirectly, from delivering, receiving, or 
transmitting, and from being interested in, or aiding in any 
manner, the receiving, delivering, or transmitting by mail, tele- 
graph, telephone, or other means whatever, in any State, dis- 
trict, country, Territory, or place over which the sovereignty of 
the United States of America now exists, any message, infor- 
mation, intelligence, letter, writing, card, device, sign, symbol, 
cipher, or other thing whatsoever the subject of the senses, or 
any of them, whereby intelligence or information may be con- 
veyed or understood, relating to or in any manner or form con- 
cerning any transaction, or proposed or suggested transaction, 
scheme, or plan to speculate or gamble, or gain or lose sums of 
money called margins, which gains or losses, respectively, are 
made to depend upon the future increase or decrease of the mar- 
ket price of any product of the soil, provided that at the time 
of such transaction, proposed transaction, scheme, or plan for 
so speculating or gambling, any such product of the soil be the 
subject of interstate commerce or the subject of commerce 
form or by and between the people of the United States of 
America and the people of any foreign country; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry; 

A bill (S. 3736) to suppress pools, trusts, and combinations 
in trade, and to provide penalties for violations of its provisions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary ; 

A bill (S. 3737) for the relief of the heirs of George Small, 
deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3788) for the relief of the heirs of John G. Free- 
man, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3739) for the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas H, 
Lacy, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3740) for the relief of heirs or estate of Mrs. D. E. 
Barrett and B. G. Beadle, deceased (with accompanying pa- 


pers) ; 

A bill (S. 3741) for the relief of the heirs of John J. John- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3742) for the relief of the estate of John Diehl, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 8748) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Pope, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3744) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Conroy ; 

A bill (S. 8745) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Crayon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3746) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Phillips (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3747) granting an increase of pension to James 
Ormiston (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3748) granting an increase of pension to Joshua J. 
Rozell (with accompanying papers); and 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


77 


A bill (S. 8749) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Blanchard (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 8750) to grant an honorable discharge to Reuben 
Seiler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3751) for the relief of the city of Philadelphia; 
and 

A bill (S. 8752) for the relief of the owners of lighter No, 
128; to the Committee on Claims. 
oun bill (S. 8753) granting an increase of pension to John F. 

smun ; 

A bill (S. 3754) granting an increase of pension to William 
Gotshall; 


* 
A bill (S. 3755) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Howard; 
A bill (S. 3756) granting an increase of pension to William 
Roberts; 


A bill (S. 3757) granting a pension to Delia White; 

A bill (S. 8758) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Parker; 
the bill (S. 8759) granting an increase of pension to William 

arian; 

11 bill (S. 3760) granting an increase of pension to Vial A. 
utnam; 

114 bill (S. 3761) granting an increase of pension to Albert C. 
ttle; 

A bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Julia A. Roberts; and 

A bill (S. 3763) granting a pension to Pamelia Roberts; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 5 

A bill (S. 3764) for the relief of Eliza A. Polk; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3765) to correct the military record of John J. Shel- 
don; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3766) granting an increase of pension to George 
Kearnes; and 

A bill (S. 3767) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Street; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 
ax 280 (S. 3768) granting an increase of pension to Ezra D. 

Ark; 

a bill (S. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
ugan; 

A bill (S. 3770) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
P. Duncklee; 

A bill (S. 3771) granting an increase of pension to Robert T. 
Goodwin; 

A bill (S. 3772) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Gilman, alias Charles Abbott; 

A bill (S. 3773) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
P. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 3774) granting an increase of pension to Greenough 
D. Sanborn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 3775) for the relief of George Stoll, the heirs of 
Charles P. Reagan, and the heirs of Marshall Turley; Edward 
Lannigan; the heirs of James Manley; and the heirs of John 
Hunter; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 3776) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, 
and to further regulate commerce among the States and with 
foreign countries; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 8777) to amend section 1014 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3778) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbance, and the Semi- 
nole war,’” approyed July 27, 1892; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 


A bill (S. 8779) to correct the military record of Maj. Robert. 


G. Smither, U. S. Army, retired (with the accompanying pa- 
rs); and 
2 5 bill (S. 3780) granting an honorable discharge to Herman 
Von Werthern (with the accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
A bill (S. 3781) to provide for the deposit in the Treasury 
of the United States of moneys unclaimed by next of kin, be- 
longing to the deceased inmates of the Naval Home or derived 


from the sale of their personal effects, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (S. 8782) to provide for the naturalization of aliens 
who have served or shall hereafter serve for one enlistment of 
four years in the United States Navy, naval auxiliary vessels, 
or Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3783) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 3784) granting a pension to Arrietta Newbert; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 8785) granting a pension to Thomas B. McCoy; 

A bill (S. 3786) granting a pension to Mary McKean Maull; 


an 

A bill (S. 3787) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Waples (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 3788) for the relief of Horace ©. Dale, adminis- 


‘trator of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of Pine 


Ridge, S. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 3789) for the relief of Manuel Martines, of Pine 
Ridge, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (by request) (S. 8790) for the relief of the State 
etry Bank of Oklahoma City, Okla.; to the Committee on 

ance. 

A bill (S. 3791) providing for the erection of a public building 
at Muskogee, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

A bill (S. 3792) for the relief of the Saginaw, Swan Creek, 
and Black River band of Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Michigan; and 

A bill (by request) (S. 3793) for the relief of the Miami In- 
dians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3794) for the relief of Sabini Jones; 

A bill (S. 3795) for the relief of the estate of Israel Folsom; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3796) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
P. Percy; and 

A bill (S. 3797) granting a pension to Samuel P. Strahan; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3798) for the establishment of a probation system 
in the United States courts, except in the District of Columbia 
1 an accompanying paper); to the Committee on the Ju- 

c à 

Mr. OWEN. I ask that the memorial in support of the bill 
introduced by me be printed, to accompany the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 3799) for the relief of Benjamin F, Harris; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 3800) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Grand Rapids (West Side), Mich.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3801) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. George (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3802) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKeever (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: f 

A bill (S. 3803) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Levens (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3804) granting an increase of pension to Ira H. 
Andrews (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3805) granting an increase of pension to Aaron E, 
Machamer (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: . 

A bill (S. 3806) to reimburse certain fire insurance com- 
panies the amounts paid by them for property destroyed by 
fire in suppressing the bubonic plague in the Territory of 
Hawaii in the years 1899 and 1900; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 3807) authorizing a credit in certain accounts of 
the Treasurer of the United States; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A bill (S. 3808) for the relief of E. C. Mansfield; to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 3809) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


J. Reynolds; and 
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A bill (S. 3810) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
W. Haskell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 3811) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Port Angeles, Wash. (with the accompanying 
papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3812) providing for the erection of a public build- 
Ing in the city of Olympia, Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 8813) for the relief of George Jennings, alias 
George Fish; 

A bill (S. 8814) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of James T. Wellman; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3815) granting an increase of pension to Frank B. 
Miller (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8816) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
Carmack (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3817) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3818) granting an increase of pension to William 
I. Powell (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3819) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Thompson (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3820) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hutchinson Black (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8821) granting an increase of pension to John 
Banfill (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: 

A bill (S. 3822) to correct the military record of Edgar B. 
Wood, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3823) granting an increase of pension to George D. 
Blackinton (with the accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3824) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Holmes (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 8825) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Simmons; 

A bill (S. 3826) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. McKay; and 

A bill (S. 3827) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Post; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (by request) (S. 3828) for the relief of the registers 
and receivers of the United States land office in the State of 
Kansas; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3829) for the relief of every officer or private 
soldier who was honorably discharged after ninety days’ sery- 
ice in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 3830) for the relief of David Love (with the ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3831) for the relief of James Tulley; 

A bill (S. 3832) for the relief of Daniel W. Light; and 

A bill (S. 3833) to retire brevet Maj. Gen. John C. Caldwell 
with the rank of brigadier-general (with an accompanying 
paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3834) for the relief of Peter Ludwig; and 

A bill (S. 3835) for the relief of certain state militia; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3836) to amend an act granting pensions to cer- 
tain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the civil 
war and the war with Mexico; 

A bill (S. 8837) to remove the limitations in the payment 
of arrears of pensions; 

A bill (S. 3838) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
Haycraft (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Havens (with the accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3840) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Hall (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3841) granting a pension to Guy Glessuer (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3842) granting a pension to Mary C. Finlay (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3843) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Birdsall ; 

A bill (S. 3844) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Chambers (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3845) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch ; 


Pa bill (S. 3846) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
. Cain; 

A bill (S. 3847) granting an increase of pension to John O. 
Caldwell; 
5 bill (S. 3848) granting an increase of pension to William 

ice ; 

A bill (S. 3849) granting a pension to Mary E. Ecclefield ; 

A bill (S. 3850) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 
Ewing; k f 

A bill (S. 3851) granting an increase of pension to Myron 


Geary ; 

A bill (S. 3852) granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Heatherly ; 

A bill (S. 3853) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 3854) granting a pension to C. E. Jones; 

A bill (S. 8855) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Mills; 

A bill (S. 3856) granting an increase of pension to William 


Sharp; 

A bill (S. 3857) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Thornton ; 
3 bill (S. 3858) granting an increase of pension to George M. 

din; 

A bill (S. 3859) granting an increase of pension to T. J. 
Pearson ; 
5 (S. 8860) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Pool; 

A bill (S. 3861) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
©. McClintick ; 7 

A bill (S. 3862) granting a pension to C. E. McQueen; 

A bill (S. 3863) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sewards; 

A bill (S. 3864) granting a pension to Jane Simpson; 

A bill (S. 3865) granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Rowner ; 

A bill (S. 3866) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
S. Cowan (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3867) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
S. Preble (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8868) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Roberson (with an accompanying paper) ; ` 

A bill (S. 3869) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Randall (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3870) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. May (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3871) granting a pension and an increase of pension 
to all widows of soldiers and sailors of the civil war; 

A bill (S. 8872) granting a pension to Joseph Potter (with 
the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3873) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Stoner (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Hannah Vandenburg 
(with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3875) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
D. Webb (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3876) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smithey (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3877) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Steel (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8878) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3879) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Magers (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3880) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Mooney (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3881) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Kitchell (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3882) granting an increase of pension to Lyman U. 
Humphrey (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3883) granting an increase of pension to Eli F. Hol- 
land (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 48) for the relief of the enrolled 
militia of Memphis and the western district of Tennessee; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AFFAIRS IN NICARAGUA, 


Mr. RAYNER. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask 
may be read and lie on the table. I desire to give notice to 
the Senate that at its convenience I shall submit a few re- 
marks on the subject embodied in the joint resolution. 
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The joint resolution (S. J. R. 49) authorizing the President 
to take action in Nicaraguan affairs was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 49. 

Whereas it has been officially reported to the Department of State 
that two citizens of the United States serving as soldiers in the revo- 
lutionary army of General Estrada in Nicaragua have been lately 
captu as prisoners of war and executed under the order of Zelaya, 
the President of the Republic of Nicaragua; and 

Whereas the execution of prisoners of war who are not guilty of 
treason or acting as spies is contrary to the military code of Nica- 
ragua, is in violation of international law, and constitutes the crime 
of murder under every code of military warfare now recognized by 
civilized communities; and 

Whereas these citizens of the United States had the right under 
our statutes and under the well-established precedents of law that 

vern this and other countries to enlist in the army of the revolu- 

onists, and there was no charge against them of being spies or of 
ng ty of treason: Now, therefore be it 
Resolved, etc., That if the facts in the poen of the Depart- 
ment of State sustain the al tions in this resolution set forth, 
that the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to take all necessary steps for the apprehension of Zela: the 
alleged 5 of this crime, and to bring him to trial therefor, 
and that he be further authorized to use whatever methods and process 
may be necessary to accomplish this purpose. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the joint reso- 
lution will be printed and lie on the table. 


CHARLESTON HARBOR, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] requested me to offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 94) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 94. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the 
Senate, as oy as practicable, an estimate of the cost of further 
Improving Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, so as to secure a depth 
of 30 feet at low water in the harbor and across the bar, together with 
any data relating thereto that may be on file In his department. 


Mr. FRYE. The War Department has the information which 
the Senator from South Carolina desires, but technically may 
not feel at liberty to respond to a resolution of the Senate. 
Therefore, I introduce a concurrent resolution to the same 
effect, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 13) was read, consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 13. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to submit, as 


early as practicable, an estimate of the cost of enlarging the project for 
3 Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, da 


PAPERS OF GENERAL JACKSON, 


Nr. TAYLOR submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. C. Res. 14), which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library: 

Senate concurrent resolution 14. 

Whereas a large and valuable collection of original manuscript Fa 
was confided by Gen. Andrew Jackson in his lifetime to Amos ndall 
for the specific purpose of enabling said Kendall to prepare a histo 
of General Jackson and his times, conditioned also that if the sai 
Kendall should not accomplish the work indicated then said papers 
were to a into the hands of Francis P. Blair, sr., for the same 
purpose; an 

Whereas said Kendall did not prepare said history, and said papers 
passed at his death into the custody of said Blair, according to the 
conditions made General Jackson; and 

Whereas the said Blair also failed to execute the work intrusted to 
his care, leaving said papers unused and unpublished at the time of 
his death; and 

Whereas the fore ing reamble was embodied in a resolution passed 
by the Senate on the day of February, 1884, introduced by Hon. 
Daniel W. Voorhees, followed by a resolution directing the Library 
Committee to inquire into the expediency and propriety of purchasing 
said papers from General Jackson’s legal heirs and having the same 
edited and published as the property of the Government for the use 
3 ee Library, which purpose has not yet been carried 
out; an 

Whereas the heirs of General Jackson and the heirs of Francis P. 
Blair, Sr., are each claiming said papers, and the same may be lost 
to the Lib if not speedily acquired ; Therefore be it 

Resolved, That said committee be now instructed to inquire into the 
feasibility of buying said papers as before instructed and take such 
action as may be necessary to that end. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. TAYLOR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 96), 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads: 

Senate resolution 96. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
28 Tennessee in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 

874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster 
to be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box 


rents as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster 
on file in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of 


the salary commissions and box rents over the salary paid in 
every case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary 
by box rents and commissions; and to com in all ects with the 


ruary 17, 1884, for stat- 


ng such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 
the better t 


3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury o com- 
ply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to 
turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands per- 
taining to each and every such claim. 


NATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. C. Res. 15), which was referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing 
Senate concurrent resolution 15. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to ot as 
penie documents such of the publications of the National Monetary 

‘commission as the commission may designate. 


COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I submit a resolution which I ask may be 
read and lie on the table. 
The resolution (S. Res. 95) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table as follows: 
Senate resolution 95. 


Whereas it has been repeatedly asserted in the public press that there 
are many 8 and combinations of corporations and individuals 
organized and carrying on business throughout the United States in 
violation of the act of Congress of July 1890, being “An act to p 8 
tect trade and commerce against unlawfal restraints and monopolies,’ 
as now interpreted by the courts, against which no legal proceedings 
have been instituted by the United States; and 

Whereas it is also claimed, upon the one hand, that there are other 
and numerous corporations and combinations that are within the spirit 
of said act, but not within its letter, which should be made unlawful; 
and upon the other hand, that to rigidly enforce the said statute, as 
now construed, would destroy modern and necessary methods of con- 
ducting business, and that such methods are not injurious to the gen- 
eral welfare; and 
i 8 Senate e e e 1 to a 

n order that any pro legislation upon the subject may - 
telligently considered. $ Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and it is 
hereby, authorized and directed to inquire and ascertain: 


3. What co: 
Ts within the 


The said committee is authorized and directed to rt to the Senate 
from time to time the result of such investigation, and its recommenda- 
tions thereon; and in order to . out the — . — of this resolu- 
tion, it is authorized to sit as a whole or by subcommittees during the 
recesses or sessions of the Senate, at such times and places as it may 
deem advisable, to send for ns or papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ such stenographic, clerical, rt, and other assistance 


as may be ar toe pgs” and to have such printing and binding done as 
may be required; the expense of such investigation to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN STATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 
264), which was read and, on motion of Mr, CuLtom, was, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State re- 
garding representation by the United States at the Fourth 
International Conference of American States to be held at the 
city of Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, beginning on the 9th 
day of July next. 

I join in the recommendation made by the Secretary of State 
that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be appropriated for this purpose. 

Wo. H. Tart. 

THE Ware Houser, December 10, 1909. 

JUVENILE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
201), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
third annual report of the operations of the juvenile court of 
the District of Columbia. 


Wma. H. TAFT, 
Tue WHITE House, December 10, 1909, 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper (H. Doc. No. 263), 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered 
to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, pursuant to the requirements of chapter 
1302 (32 Stats., p. 483), “An act to provide for the construction 
of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, the Annual Report of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 


1909. 
Wa. H. Tarr. 
THE Warre House, December 10, 1909. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 13, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations 8 by the Senate December 10, 
1909. 


CONSULS. 


Wiliam E. Alger, of Massachusetts, now consul at Puerto 
Cortes, Honduras, to be consul of the United States of America 
at Mazatlan, Mexico, vice Henry P. Coffin, nominated to be 
consul at Rosario, Argentine Republic, 

Henry P. Coffin, of Pennsylvania, now consul at Mazatlan, 
Mexico, to be consul of the United States of America at Rosario, 
Argentine Republic, vice Thomas B. Van Horne, resigned. 

Samuel MacClintock, of Kentucky, now consul at Teguci- 
galpa, Honduras, to be consul of the United States of America 
at Puerto Cortes, Honduras, vice William E. Alger, nominated 
to be consul at Mazatlan, Mexico. 


COINER OF THE MINT. 

Jabin B. Baldwin, of Colorado, to be coiner of the mint of 
the United States at Denver, Colo., in place of Harry Tarbell, 
resigned, 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Lawson Reno, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Kentucky, in place of Edward T. 
Franks, resigned. Mr. Reno is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


COMMISSIONERS OF IMMIGRATION. 


George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Boston, Mass., Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, to take effect December 17, 1909. (Re- 
appointment.) 

John J. S. Rodgers, of Pennsylvania, to be commissioner of 
immigration at the port of Philadelphia, Pa., Department of 
Commerce and Labor, to take effect December 15, 1909. (Re- 
appointment.) 

Hart H. North, of California, to be commissioner of immi- 
gration at the port of San Francisco, Cal., Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, to take effect December 16, 1909. (Re- 
appointment.) . 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Aulick Palmer, of the District of Columbia, to be United 
States marshal for the District of Columbia. A reappointment, 
his term expiring January 8, 1910. 

CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 

William H. Pope, of New Mexico, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, to take effect 
March 1, 1910, vice William J. Mills, nominated to be governor 
of New Mexico. 

MARSHAL OF THE UNITED STATES Court FOR CHINA. 

Daniel Allen Wilson, jr., of Michigan, to be marshal of the 
United States court for China, vice Edward H. Murray. 

GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO. 

William J. Mills, of East Las Vegas, N. Mex., to be governor 
of New Mexico, to take effect March 1, 1910, vice George Curry, 
resigned, 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 1 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
` Maj. Charles A. Bennett, Coast Artillery Corps, to be leuten- 
ant-colonel from December 7, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Albert C. 
Blunt, retired from active service on that date. 

Capt. James A. Shipton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from December 7, 1909, vice Maj. Charles A. Bennett, promoted. 

First Lieut. James Prentice, Coast Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from December 6, 1909, vice Capt. William H. Wilson, de- 
tailed as quartermaster on that date. 

First Lieut. Marion S. Battle, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from December 7, 1909, vice Capt. James A. Shipton, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wilmot A. Danielson, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from December 6, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
James Prentice, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugo E. Pitz, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from December 7, 1909, vice First Lieut. Marion S. 
Battle, promoted. 


PoSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


John J. Stephens to be postmaster at Attalla, Ala., in place 
of John J. Stephens. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 19, 1909. 

CALIFORNIA, 


Frank H. Duden to be postmaster at Jackson, Cal., in place 
of Frank H. Duden. Incumbent's commission expires December 
12, 1909. 

William A. Long to be postmaster at Hanford, Cal., in place 
of William A. Long. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
12, 1909. 

James T. Nagle to be postmaster at Alturas, Cal., in place of 
James T. Nagle. Incumbent's commission expires December 19, 
1909. 

William Nelson to be postmaster at Half Moon Bay, Cal. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 


COLORADO. 

Alfred W. Flanigan to be postmaster at Goldfield, Colo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Mary Elizabeth Williams to be postmaster at Englewood, 
Colo., in place of Jessie G. Baird, resigned. 


CONNECTICUT. 


George B. French to be postmaster at Ivoryton, Conn., in 
place of George B. French. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 11, 1909. 

GEORGIA. 


Walter I. Cooper to be postmaster at Sylvania, Ga., in place 
of Walter I. Coopér. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

ILLINOIS. 


Hibben S. Corwin to be postmaster at Peru, III., in place of 
Hibben S. Corwin. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
16, 1909. 

George H. Forster to be postmaster at Tonica, Ill, in place 
of George H. Forster. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 16, 1909. 

Augustus H. Heiple to be postmaster at Washington, Ill., in 
place of Augustus H. Heiple. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

MAINE. = 


Fred W. Doane to be postmaster at South Brewer, Me. Of- 
fice became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Edwin F. Metcalf to be postmaster at Damariscotta, Me., in 
place of Rufus C. Reed, deceased. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles W. Abbott to be postmaster at Reading, Mass., in 
place of Charles W. Abbott. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 11, 1909. 

Charles F. Bryant to be postmaster at Sharon, Mass., in place 
of Charles F. Bryant. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

MICHIGAN. 

Otis Miner to be postmaster at Lake Odessa, Mich., in place 
of Otis Miner. Incumbent’s commission expires December 11, 
1909. 

MONTANA. 

James M. 'Laggart to be postmaster at Belgrade, Mont., in 
place of James M. Taggart. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1900. 
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MISSISSIPPI, 


Michael J. Mulvihill to be postmaster at Vicksburg, Miss., in 
place of Michael J. Mulvihill. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1909. 

MISSOURI. 

Clyde M. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, Mo., in place of 
Clyde M. Hudson. Incumbents commission expires December 
12, 1909. 

NEW YORK. 

Emerson W. Addis to be postmaster at Brewster, N. Y., in 
place of Emerson W. Addis. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

Burdette T. Burlingham to be postmaster at McGraw, N. Y., 
in place of Burdette T. Burlingham. Incumbent's commission 
expires December 13, 1909. 

Theodore F. Chamberlain, to be postmaster at Newark Valley, 
N. Y., in place of Theodore F. Chamberlain. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires December 13, 1909. 

Sylvester Pearsall to be postmaster at Lynbrook, N. Y., in 
place of Sylvester Pearsall. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

David M. Pratt to be postmaster at Elmira, N. Y., in place of 
5 05 M. Pratt. Incumbent's commission expires December 13, 

Harry H. Pratt to be postmaster at Corning, N. Y., in place 
of Harry H. Pratt. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

George F. Rising to be postmaster at Hoosick Falls, N. Y., 
in place of George F. Rising. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 13, 1909. 

Nathan L. Rowe to be postmaster at South Dayton, N. Y. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Charles J. Shults to be postmaster at Cherry Creek, N. Y., 
in place of Charles J. Shults. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

William A. Smyth to be postmaster at Owego, N. Y., in place 
of William A. Smyth. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 13, 1909. 

Henry M. Wilcox to be postmaster at Deposit, N. Y., in place 
of Henry M. Wilcox. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
10, 1910. 

OHIO. 


“Jeremiah Davidson to be postmaster at Ironton, Ohio, in place 
of John B. Strobel, removed. 

Betsey Erskine to be postmaster at Lowellville, Ohio, in 
place of Betsey Erskine. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1909. 

W. R. Haptonstal to be postmaster at Middleport, Ohio, in 
place of Earl R. Titus, removed. 

John J. Jones to be postmaster at Sylvania, Ohio, in place of 
William E. Chapple. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 13, 1908. 

James H. Maple to be postmaster at Amsterdam, Ohio. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Lewis T. Marrott to be postmaster at Hudson, Ohio, in place 
of Lewis T. Marrott, Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

David B. Wilson to be postmaster at Corning, Ohio, in place 
of David B. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
12, 1909. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Frank W. Hungate to be postmaster at Hydro, Okla., in 
place of Frank W. Hungate. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Joseph C, Eves to be postmaster at Millville, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1909. 

Jonas E. Laubenstein to be postmaster at Minersville, Pa., 
in place of Jonas E. Laubenstein. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 8, 1907. 

TEXAS. 

Joseph Parker to be postmaster at Alice, Tex., in place of 
Earl R. Yeary, resigned. 

UTAH. 

E. Harvey Belcher to be postmaster at Vernal, Utah, in place 
of E. Harvey Belcher. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 15, 1909. 

VIRGINIA. 

John W. Thompson to be postmaster at Dayton, Va., in place 
of John W. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember i1, 1909. 
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WYOMING. 

Frank O. Thompson to be postmaster at Cody, Wyo., in place 

of Frank O. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 12, 1909. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 10, 
1909. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER, 
Franklin Lane to be an Interstate Commerce Commissioner. 
COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS. 


Edwin U. Curtis to be collector of customs for the district of 
Boston and Charlestown, Mass. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER. 
George H. Doty to be assistant treasurer at Boston, Mass. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fnwar, December 10, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, December 7, 
was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 


Senate resolution 88. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. DAVID ALBAUGH DE ARMOND, late a 
Representative from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 

Also: 

Senate resolution 89. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. Francis R. LASSITER, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Virginia. t 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate & copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate do now adjourn, 


CREDENTIALS OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the credentials of Hon. 
WILIA J. Moxtry, Representative-elect from the Sixth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Illinois. 

The credentials were read. 

The SPEAKER. If the Member-elect from Illinois will pre- 
reas 9 at the bar of the House, the Chair will administer 

e oath. 

Mr. Moxiry appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous 
consent to make a personal statement regarding a scurrilous 
and most contemptible attack made upon me by a paper that 
has been sent to every Member of the House and every Sen- 
ator and to many other prominent people of this country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I now wish to have the 
Clerk read that article. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
[Extract from The American Flag. Cleveland, Ohio, November 1, 1909.] 

While we do not know how others may feel, we know how we feel, and 
having some little love for our native land, it makes our blood surge 
to think that this band of foreign conspirators can “ put it over” year 
after year on an uninformed American public, and to know that they 
slap one another on the back and congratulate themselves over their 
cunning and shrewdness in setting Americans against one another 
while they carry off the spoils. Verily, the scheme seems to us a sort 
of twentieth-century version of Rome sending her spies and agitators 
into besieged Jerusalem to stir up and anger the schismatic Jews, who 
fought like tigers on the walls while the grim-faced centurions bat- 
tered at the gates, soon to javelin the squabbling fools with a knacker's 
merciless precision. Shamefacedly we are compelled to admit that 
the pian has worked in the past. But we have this to say, and we 
say it with steadiness and assurance and knowledge of thin that 
until this gang of European filibusters is thoroughly routed and driven 
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from its stronghold of infamous Interference with the commercial and 
foreign policies of the United States, there can be no rest, no peace, no 
let-up in this battle for a free American merchant marine, and the 


fight will go on and on until the American people, with full 
tion as to all the facts, shall say: “ We are content that the military 
safety and commercial security of the nation on the seas shall remain 
in the hands of foreigners;"’ and until the people have given that deci- 
sion, we hold that those editors and Congressmen and public men who 
deliberately conceal the truth from the people, thereby aiding and 
abetting in this anti-American conspiracy, are engaged in downright 
disloyalty—plain traitorism—to the flag t protects them, 
Washington correspondents will remember that the Hon. GUSTAV 
KUSTERMANN, Representative in Congress from the Ninth district of 
Wisconsin, is one of the most vigorous opponents of merchant-marine 
legislation, and his learned bloviations are widely heralded by those pa- 
pers who are striving to keep the United States in a ope eg condition 
on the seas. The New York American, which is strongly in favor of 
merchant-marine tion, took a poll of Congressmen immediately 
after Mr. Taft had made his Seattle speech. . KUSTERMANN tele- 


graphed the American: 

“T am utterly i ena to all class legislation. I shall continue to 
cast my vote agains any ship-subsidy measure at the next session of 
Congress. I shall be able to submit the exact amount paid for carry- 
ing mails by other countries. The further I advance in my thorough 
study of the subject the more I become convinced that substantial aid 
to our marine interests will only come through a radical change of our 
antiquated navigation laws.” - 

So it is seen that the Hon. Gustav KÜSTERMANN is to continue in his 
role of offering sympathy and aid to the foreign shipping interests, who 
are handling about 90 per cent of America's ocean carrying traffic and 
who are decid opposed to being separated from it. 
that he will be able to submit the exact amount Mage for c 

es. We have not a bit of doubt o 
1 of the Hamburg-American Packet Co. 
Schwab, of the North German Lloyd Company, will be 
to furnish Gustav with whole columns of statistics of that d, so it 
will not be necessary for Gustav to scour the earth in preparing his 
data. We earnestly hope that Gusray will not fail to set forth the 
exact amount received by the 2 

The Congressional Directory biography of . KUSTERMANN Is very 
interesting: 

“GusTay KUSTERMANN, 
Detmold, Germany, May 24, 1 
of his native city (Gymnasium Leopoldinum), from where he 


cpap of Green Bay, was born in 
; received his education at the We 
ua 


in 1864. After being employed for severa rs in a wholesale dry 
establishment mburg. Geman 1868 he emigrated to 
United States, settling in Green Bay, Wis., where he and his family 


ears he was engaged in mer- 
cantile business. He held various public positions, and from 1892 to 
1896 served as postmaster Green Bay; in 1901 he received an ap- 

of control, whose president 


ointment as member of the state board 

e was from 1904 to 1907; was elected to the Sixtieth Congress, and 
re-elected to the Sixty-first Congress, receiving 18,562 votes, to 15,249 
for Luther Lindauer, Democrat, and 788 for Joseph Edward Harris, 
Social-Democrat.” 


Again Pio magic word, eA Haw T AEE Ses 
re „ peculiarly, remarkably, ubiquitously, we bu 
Ham 2 Bier way we cara ia this merchant-marine 


old-time resident of Kanore 


still reside, and wh 


te — with 
ject, the more 
we become convinced that substanti. -marine inter- 
ests will only come through a radical Fens Here we must part 
with GusTay, as we can no longer agree with him, but if he will sub- 
stitute the words “toward the Hamburg-American Packet Company,” 
we will say “ Hurrah for Gustav!” 
The fact is we have studied so hard and thought so much on the 
8 that we fear we are kind of getting Hamburg on the brain.“ 
e find ourselves repeating “Hamburg” over and over and uncon- 
roca parap the lines of a charmingly delicate poem we once 
read: 


Hamburg in our whiskers, 
Hamburg in our hair, 

Hamburg our p 
Hamburg everywhere. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, the paper in which this 
abusive and despicable attack on me was published was circu- 
lated among the Members of this House and the Senate and was 
sent to all the prominent people of this country. It goes under 
the proud name of “ The American Flag.” It is a proud name. 
Oh, may it ever wave; may we ever feel just pride in our 
glorious banner, but may the time come when the law will for- 
bid any improper use of that beautiful name. This paper 
which contains that attack is published at Cleveland, Ohio, in 
the interest of ship subsidy, and, running short of arguments, 
the editor proceeds to heap abuse upon those who do not agree 
with his views. Oh, what a contemptible wretch one must be, 
simply because one does not agree with him, to accuse him with 
dishonest and improper motives, to insinuate that he was bribed 
by foreign interests and became a traitor to his country and to 
our flag—my country that I swore allegiance to forty years 
ago and which I love as dearly as any patriotic native-born citi- 
zen of the United States. [Applause.] I think I showed my 
patriotism in giving preference to this country over my own 
fatherland. Those who are born here do not come here of their 
own free will. [Laughter and applause.] They come here by 
the will of their parents [laughter and applause], and I will 
say that those parents made a good choice of country. [Ap- 
plause.] I, at the age of 18, in possession of my full senses, 
looked over the map of the world and decided to thereafter cast 
my lot with this great country. [Applause.] 


informa-. 


I hope that there is not a single Member of the House who 
believes me guilty of any dishonorable act. I have certainly 
never given any cause for a belief that I have not the best in- 
terests of the United States at heart. All this abuse is simply 
heaped upon me because after a most ardent and thorough 
study of the question I arrived at the honest conclusion that 
there is a more efficient way of building up our American mer- 
chant marine than by subsidies. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] When occasion offers I shall lay before you my 
own conclusions, as also the opinions of many of the leading 
business and professional men in this country. Now to show 
what dishonorable means are employed by those who are in 
charge of this slanderous Cleveland paper, let me read you a 
letter signed by a man who styles himself “ Editor,” and which 
was sent to one of my constituents who was so incensed over 
the attack made upon me that without my knowledge he wrote 
to this so-called “editor” that no further numbers be sent to 
him. Here is the letter: f 


THB MERCHANT MARINE LEAGUR OF THe UNITED STATES, 
Cleveland, Ohio, November 18, 1909. 
Mr. H. A. FOELLE 


R 
Foeller & Schoder, Green Bay, Wis. 

Dear Sin: We have yours of November 12, in which you ask that 
we discontinue sending to you the “American Flag,” the official bul- 
letin of the Merchant Marine League of the United States. 

The Merchant Marine League may not be able to convert you to the 
cause of such legislation as will restore America’s merchant marine, 
but we are happy to say that this little booklet, which you say is an 
insult to the erican flag, will have been the means of thoroughly 
defeating the subsidized and retained congressional representatives of 
the fore shipping interests who have deliberately deceived their 
constituents for 3 and who have practiced fraud and infamy in 
their attack of the American flag, and whose real loyalty is to Ham, 


ou are not 
one in the country. men who 
consider themselves just as good morally as you consider 
who are 0 (be sympathy with every word uttered in 

erican jag. The truth with you is that 
been deceived—grossly deluded—and that the truth hurts; 
in other words, you have been “stung.” It is not likely that you 
know very much about the merchant marine question or you would 
not become so indignant in your defense of those men who have 
treacherously struck at the flag of the United States. 

Yours, very truly, 
JoHN M. MAXWELL, 
Editor American Flag. 


What a despicable procedure! One would think that no decent 
paper in the country would side with this mud-slinging organ of 
the Merchant Marine League, but there seems to be an excep- 
tion. The Texas Farmer, for instance, refers to the last num- 
ber of the American Flag as follows: 

If anyone doubts that some American Congressmen, newspapers, and 

n correspondents are the monetary beneficiaries of this dis- 
graceful propaganda (meaning hostility to ship subsidy) he should 
read that number. 

And then it continues, with an attempt to intimidate the 
Representatives from Texas, as follows: 

Texas Congressmen, if they would escape suspicion, should read that 
exposé and ponder, p 

I do not believe that those whose names appear as members 
of the Merchant Marine League approve of the contemptible 
course pursued by the editor of the official publication, and I do 
hope that the Members of this House will put their stamp of 
disapproval on the vicious, libelous statements and upon the ut- 
terly unfounded insinuations that have been made concerning 
myself and other Members of the House. [Applause.] 


z REFERENCE OF CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House for print- 
ing in the Record, unless some Member desires it to be read, a 
communication from the Clerk of the House touching certain 
contested-election cases, and submits the fully made-up cases 
of six contestants and the partially made up cases of two 
other contestants. This will be printed in the Recorp without 


objection. 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CLERK’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., December 8, 1909. 


Sin: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives a 
list of contests for seats in the House of Representatives for the 
Sixty-first Congress of the United States, notices of which have been 
filed in the office of the Clerk of the House, and also transmit here- 
5595 all original testimony, papers, and documents relating thereto as 
‘ollows : 

State of Louisiana, First District. 

State of Massachusetts, Tenth District. 

State of North Carolina, Ninth District. 

State of Virginia, Fifth District. 

State of South Carolina, First District. 

State of South Carolina, Seventh District. 

The Clerk has opened and printed the testimony in all of the above 
cases. In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1897, entitled 
“An act relating to contested election cases,” such portions of the 
testimony in the above cases as the parties in interest. agreed upon or 
as seemed proper to the Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have 
been printed and indexed, together with the notices of contest and the 
answers thereto, and such portions of the testimony as were not 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


83 


Pe staid with the original papers have been sealed up and are ready to 
laid before the Committee on Elections. 

the printed testimony in each case have been mailed 
to the contestant and the same number to the contestee. The law — 
reference to the briefs of both the contestant and contestee in each 


Two copies of 


case has been eom 


pieg with as far as possible upon receipt by the 
Clerk of said 


In the case y the contested election of John A, Smith against E. Y. 
Webb, of the Ninth District of North Carolina, the printed record was 
sent both to contestant and contestee, but no briefs have led. 


In the case of William P. Hepburn against William D. Jamieson, 
of the Eighth District of Iowa, no testimony was received, but stipula- 


tions and agreements on the part of counsel for contestant and con- 
testee were filed. 

So far as the briefs have been furnished to the Clerk, they are ready 

$e 1 laid before the Committee on Elections upon the order of the 

„ together with a tabulated statement, which has been prepared 

— Clerk, showing the number of pages of testimony and the present 

tus wor oat contested-election case and all the papers în connection 


Very respectfully, A. McDOWELL, 
í Olerk of the House of Representatives. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Printed record 


Testimony sent to contest- | Contestant’s | Contestee noti- 
Contestant, Contestes. open ant and noti- | brief filed. | fied tofile brief. 
fied to file brief. 
Daerr Henry C. e Albert 1 cessa 1 5 12, 1909. -| April 23, 1909. . . May 20, 1909 ... . May 20, 1909. 
Tenth Massachusetts... ef de Mitchell Galyin.. -| Joseph F. O ees 19,1 Sept. 21, 1909. October 24, 1909: October 24, 1909, 
Ninth North Carolina John A. Smith.. Edwin Y. Webb...... Mas 27, 1909 June 14. FCC ˙ AA 
Fifth Virginia John M. Parsons. Edward Ww Saunders May 10, 1909 .. . June 21. 1909.... July 17,1909. .... 
First South Carolina. Aaron P. Priolea rge S. Legare ..... Sept. 4, 1909..... m . 1909. Nov. 4, „1900 
Seventh South Carolina ....| R. H. Richardson ....| Asbury F. Lever June 15, 1909... July 1, 1909. . . . July 1, 1909 August 14, 1908 August 14, 1909. 


Printed pages of testimony and 
Contestee's brief | Contestee’s brief} Contestant’s re- briefs. 
Contestant. Contestee, filed. sent to contest- | ply brief sent 
ant. to contestee. 
First Louisiana ....-........ ry C. Warmoth...| Albert Estopinal 2 June 18, 1909. . . June 19, 1909. 
Tenth Massachusetts i Mitchell Galyin....| J h F. O'Connell..| Nov. 22, 1909.. ..| Nov. 22, 1909 
Ninth North Carolina ohn A. Smith........ r e sae 
Fifth Virginia John M. Parsons Edward W. Saunders. August 19, 1909. August 19, 1909 
First South Carolina.. Aaron P. Spm some r ß 
Seventh South Carolina R. H. Ri nm ....| Asbury F. Lever... . . Sept. 16, 1909. Sept. 16, 1909 
a ßꝙĩ AA A A ³ / ⁵ T K akcadebcune 


The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the first two cases, one 
from the First District of the State of Louisiana and one from 
the Tenth District of the State of Massachusetts, to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 1; one from the Ninth District of the 
State of North Carolina and the Fifth District of the State of 
Virginia, to the Committee on Elections No. 2; and one from 
the First District of the State of South Carolina and the Sev- 
enth District of the same State, to Committee on Elections 
No. 3; also the Chair will refer the two incomplete cases, one 
from Iowa and one from North Carolina, to the Committee on 
Elections No. 3. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Subsequently : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct the reference 
of an election case, the case from the Ninth District of North 
Carolina, of Smith against Webb. It appears on the two memo- 
randa, On the first memorandum it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 2; on examination of the second memo- 
randum, which the Chair hastily made, it was referred to as 
incomplete. But it is incomplete solely for the lack of filing a 
brief; so that the two memoranda cover one case, and the Chair 
corrects that reference, so as to refer the North Carolina case to 

Committee on Elections No. 2. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that Tuesday next may be substituted for to-day for the con- 
sideration of private pension bills, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


WHITE SLAVE TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 
sent for printing, on behalf of the House members of the Im- 
migration Commission, a report of that commission on “ The 
importation and harboring of women for immoral purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, SHERLEY. How many copies? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Are there to be separate reports of the 
various parties constituting this commission, or is it to be a 
report of the commission itself? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will state to my 
colleague that there will be a final report of the commission 
prior to the 1st of March, but as we complete our work on the 
different parts we think it our duty to report as speedily as 
possible to the two Houses, and there will be a report made to 
the Senate to-day in addition to the report that is introduced 
here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this a report of the commission or 
of Members of the House constituting the commission? 


Mr. BENNET of New York. It is a report of the commis- 
sion presented in this House by the Members of the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it a final report? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there anything in this report which 
would make the publication condemned, as was the celebrated 
Homes Commission report? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Without adopting my col- 
league’s characterization, I can answer his inquiry by saying 
that the report has been gone over very carefully by the entire 
membership of the commission, and, while we state facts as we 
find them, there is nothing in them that will make a special 
appeal to those of impure minds. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is not likely to apply to me. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the purpose of presenting this report 
is to have it printed as a House document? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Exactly. 

Mr. MANN. If it is presented to the Senate, is it to be 
printed there as a Senate document, and is there any object in 
printing the same thing as a House document and also as a 
Senate document? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is another object, and it 
is to have it-referred to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, so as to become the basis of legislation to be 
presented for passage at this session. 

Mr. MANN. That is all right enough; but what I do not 
want is to have it printed as a House document and then as a 
Senate document; having a public document printed in dupli- 
cate by the Senate and the House covering the same thing. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I think that is all regulated 
by the printing law. 

Mr. MANN. It is not regulated by the printing law. If it 
is ordered printed by the House it will be printed as a House 
document; if it is ordered to be printed by the Senate it will 
185 printed as a Senate document, and I think we ought to know 
about it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Unquestionably, if it be printed 
as a House document, that will carry the authorization for a 
certain number of copies; but I might say, unquestionably, 
there will be a demand for many more than will be ordered by 
both Houses put together. 

Mr. MANN. That may be. But it will make it very con- 
fusing to have a thing printed as a Senate document and the 
same thing printed as a House document. We ought to have 


the same thing printed under the same title. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
gentleman a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 


Mr. Speaker, may I ask the 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This is an installment of what, 
after a while, will be the report of the commission, is it not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And when you get through you 
will make a final report, and the entire report will haye to be 
gone over again? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Oh, no; certainly not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Why should it? 

This report is full. It is the desire of the commission, I 
will say to the gentleman from Georgia, including every Mem- 
ber of the House on the commission, to enact legislation on 
this subject at the earliest possible moment, and therefore we 
put in the report now, instead of waiting until the Ist of March, 
the time within which we are to make our final report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will ask the gentleman if 
under the act this commission has any authority to report from 
time to time or make a partial report? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is a question about that 
under the law, and therefore that is the reason why this com- 
mission desires to make this report now, instead of waiting 
until the time the commission must finally report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is it not really true that the 
act does not authorize the commission to report from time to 
time its findings or suggestions? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from New York will per- 
mit me, I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that the 
sundry civil appropriation bill carried a provision requiring this 
ae to submit its final report not later than March 1, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The question I was asking was 
whether or not the commission were authorized by the act 
creating it to make reports in installments in this way—first 
upon one subject, then upon another, and then a final report 
embracing all subjects. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I think we have an absolute 
right in accordance with the act, which requires us to report to 
pana This is a report to Congress presented in both 

ranches. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Upon one particular branch of 
the investigation? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is a report to Congress solely 
upon one examination, and certainly it ought to have the 
earliest opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is that all of the investigations 
of the commission up to this time? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, my query is, Will 
this necessitate publishing this thing twice, or not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It will be published once, but 
a double quantity, because printed as a House document and as 
a Senate document. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I believe I will object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. The 
Chair desires to correct the reference of an election ease 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, after consulting with 
the Democratic Member on the commission, I withdraw the 
objection. 

Mr. SABATH. I renew the objection, Mr. Speaker. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 1 


Resolved, That the Committee on Bankin 3 the House 
ot Representatives is authorized to nares such p printing and À nd binding do done 
for use of the committee as may be ‘or transaction 
of its business. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the oe on ate in the 
Department be, reby is, authorized 
necessary for the 


ha . — and 
ve an 
to have any printing its business 


binding done that may 3 
during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I objected to this resolution the 
other day, but it seems that the gentleman from New York 
IMr. Gorproarz] had introduced a resolution, not as chair- 
man of the committee, but as a Member, to give one of the 
other expenditures committees the right of printing. I do not 
believe that the House should make one rule in one case and 
not in another similar case, therefore I do not object. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion. Is there any intention on the part of that committee to 
make any investigation, or, in other words, do any work? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I can not speak for the 
committee, as we have not had a meeting. I have called a 
meeting, and it is the expectation of the committee that they 
will do work. The committee did a good deal of work under 
the chairmanship of Mr. Littlefield, of Maine, my predecessor, 
and I expect they will do as good work the coming session. 

Mr. PAYNE. It never has been the custom to give to these 
committees the right to print. It was only granted to this 


commitee under the chairmanship of Mr. Littlefield, two or 


three years ago, when an actual investigation had been com- 
menced, and that was stated to the House. Now, it is stated 
here that some other committee had that consent granted the 
other day. If so, it was because I did not notice it. I want 
to say to the gentleman that until his committee enters upon 
some work, and resolve to take up some investigation, I shall 
have to object, much as I regret to object to any resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 8 


COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the name of Mr. RalrH H. Cameson, Delegate from Ari- 
zona, and Mr. Jonan K. KALANIANAOLE, Delegate from Ha- 
waii, be added to the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the Delegate from Arizona and the Dele- 
gate from Hawaii be added, as Delegates, to the membership of 
the Committee on Territories. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the IIth day of January, 1910, be considered as 
District day, and pending that request I would like to make a 
brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the 1ith day of January be set apart for 
District of Columbia business, the same as though set apart 
under the rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask, first, what day of the week that will be? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It will be Tuesday. Under the 
rule the second and fourth Mondays of the month are set apart 
in the House for District business. Owing to the congestion 
of business at the Government Printing Office, the District 
Committee, as well as many others, have not been able to get 
any bills this week; and in the case of the District Committee, 
I want to say that even if we had had our bills I do not know 
that we could have got any business ready, for the reason that 
it is the practice of our committee after bills have been intro- 
duced to refer them to the District Commissioners, which takes 
a little additional time. Therefore we were unable to get any 
business ready for next Monday. Then, again, under the rule 
the next District day would be the 27th of this month, and that 
occurs during the holiday vacation. The next District day 
comes on the 10th of January. It is the hope of the committee 
that we can get business enough ready in the meantime to 
occupy two days. Therefore, I respectfully ask unanimous 
consent that we may have the 11th in addition to the 10th day 
of January. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the District Committee reported 
any legislation so far? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I said a moment ago that we 
were unable to get any bills from the Government Printing 
Office. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Until I see what the committee reports, 
I will object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

REPRINT OF SHIP-SUBSIDY BILL. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 10941) to pro- 
mote the American merchant marine in foreign trade and the 
national defense, and for other purposes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Washington? 

Mr. SULZER. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill of 
which the gentleman from Washington asks unanimous con- 
sent for a reprint. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


H. R. 10941, to promote the American merchant marine in foreign 
trade and the national defense, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SULZER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why is it necessary to have a re- 
print of that bill? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The supply is entirely ex- 
hausted, and there are a great many requests coming in for 
copies of the bill, as I have been informed from the document 
room. I also have a great many requests for copies. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When was the bill introduced? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. June 24 last. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will make no objection, I guess 
you can not convert anybody anyhow. [Laughter.] 


ASSIGNMENT OF CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following report from the Committee on Accounts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 160. 

Resolved, That clerks to committees of the House during the session 
provided for by the legislative, 8 * * Wpropfistion 
act for the fiscal year 8 une a be, and they are hereby, 
assigned for the present 5 e 9 on 
Militia, Mines and Minin 3 Railways and Canals, R 
form in the Civil Service, Levees and Improvements of the Mississip 51 
vets Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 

ongress, Disposition of ia Executive Papers, Invalid Pensions 
(an assistant clerk). 
Trest FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What change is made in the disposi- 
tion of janitors from that of last year? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. This is not for janitors, it 
is for clerks of standing committees, and carries no appropria- 
tion. It simply designates the clerks to the committees already 
appropriated for. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


CLERKS FOR COMMITTEES ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, PRIVATE LAND 
CLAIMS, AND ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 
Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following privileged report from the Committee on Accounts: 
House resolution 161. 


Resolved, That there shall be gees out of the contingent fund of the 
House for the services of clerks to the Committees on Pacific Rail- 
roads, Private Land Claims, and Alcoholic Liquor Traffic a per diem 
compensation of $6, which shall in each case equal in the te the 


8 


amount paid session clerks whose employment is is provided law; 
the pay of such clerks shall be 3 catered. upon the 
discharge of their duties, which shall ve oe me esto and evidenced by 


the certificate of the chairmen of said commi 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the 3 state what particu- 
lar business the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic has 
that requires a clerk? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will yield to the chairman 
of that committee to explain. However, he has advised the 
Committee on Accounts that he has a great deal of work, that 
the agitation of the liquor traffic all over the country is now 
such that the work of that committee demands the services of a 
clerk. The Committee on Accounts refused to allow the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic a clerk in the last Congress, 
but the chairman, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Srerry], offered an amendment to the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Accounts, and the House itself agreed to the 
amendment and allowed a clerk to that committee. ‘Therefore, 
as it was the will of the House at the last session to allow this 
clerk, we have recommended that like provision be made for 
this Congress, yielding to the judgment of the House in the 
matter. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I recall that a member of the House 
some little time ago asked to be relieved from service on that 
committee because it had never met. The Committee on Pacific 
Railroads has not had any business for twenty years. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
is misinformed, if he is advised that none of these committees 
meet. I am one of the members of the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic 
Committee myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Which committee? 

Mr. CANDLER. Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and that commit- 
tee does have meetings, and some matters of importance come 
before it. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The Committee on Pacific 
Railroads and the Committee on Private Land Claims have 
always had a clerk since I have been a member of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman to say “the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads,” 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
West Virginia if he did not sign a report last year from that 
committee excluding the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic 
from those committees entitled to a clerk? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. No; I did not sign a re- 
port to that effect. The chairman of the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic came before our committee and asked for a 
clerk to his committee. The Committee on Accounts refused 
to give him one. Then, when our report was made to the House 
providing for certain other committees, the chairman of the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic convinced the House 
that it was necessary to have a clerk to his committee, and the 
House allowed it. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the gentleman from West Virginia 
himself did not think it necessary last year, and I understand 
that he does not now think it necessary. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Oh, no; I do not make that 
statement now. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has practically admitted 
that in his statement. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I am willing to abide by 
the decision of the House. I have no personal views about the 
matter. Last year the House took the statement made by the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] as the basis for 
its action and allowed his committee a clerk. We are now sim- 
ply following the course then adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman admits that his own per- 
Sey views are opposed to the granting of this clerk, does he 
not? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have stated 
the facts. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman is the Member of the House 
best qualified to pass upon this matter, and he practically ad- 
mits by his conduct that he does not believe this clerk is a 
necessity. ‘Therefore I think the House should be guided by 
the gentleman’s own judgment in the matter. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from West 
Virginia yield? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is easy to understand 
why the House should indulge in all sorts of extravagance dur- 
ing the last Congress. At that time the atmosphere in Wash- 
ington was very different from the atmosphere at present. 
Money was then expended for every conceivable purpose just as 
freely as water runs through the spillway of a dam. But, Mr. 
Speaker, a change has taken place in this historic town. A 
man has finally come to the White House who seems to have 
some idea of the value of money and the necessity of having 
money in the Public Treasury before an attempt is made to 
spend it, or at least that some hope exists of getting it there. 
No Member of the House is misled with the statement that the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic is overburdened with 
work relating to the business of the House. It may have im- 
portant work on behalf of the chairman of the committee. All 
of the important legislation tending to regulate either the sale 
or the disposition of alcoholic liquor throughout the United 
States has been referred either to that committee which has 
euphoniously been described as “the morgue” of the House, 
the Committee on the Judiciary, or to the committee over which 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] presides 
with so much ability, the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. So far as I am concerned, it seems to me that 
if we are to carry out the recommendations of the President, it 
will be necessary to commence our economy at home. I have 
gone into certain places during congressional contests where 
efforts were being made to perpetuate the control of this House 
by a certain political party, and it was almost impossible for 
me to believe that I had not entered a session of the House of 
Representatives. 

I do not find fault so much with that situation, but I should 
be able to go into the political headquarters of my opponents 
without being compelled to have policemen remove from my path 
the employees of the House. These clerks, in my opinion, are 
absolutely unnecessary from the standpoint of the work of the 
House, and it seems to me unfair, simply because a man happens 
to be honored by being selected to preside over one of these com- 
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mittees, to discriminate in his favor against the other Members 
of the House by providing him with additional help with which 
to manage his own congressional work. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I intend to oppose resolutions of this character, and if 
possible to give the Members of the House an opportunity to 
place themselves on record, so that everybody may know who 
desire to economize and who desire to be overliberal. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts in 
presenting this resolution and including the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic has followed the direction of the 
House, in the opinion of every member of the committee. This 
matter came before the House a year or two ago, and it was 
upon a motion which I offered to amend the resolution that the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic was included. The rea- 
son I offered that motion was this: In the investigating work 
which I did in reference to the moving of the committees of the 
House from the Capitol building to the Office Building, I dis- 
covered that the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic was 
compelled to carry on a very large amount of correspondence, 
if it did the work which it ought to do. In the excitement 
and the feeling throughout the country concerning the control 
of the alcoholic liquor traffic, the name of that committee was 
such that people all over the country were writing to the chair- 
man of the committee for information, both as to what the law 
is and as to their opinion of what the law should be. That 
was the situation. 

The chairman of that committee was the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry], the man of longest 
years in this House, a gentleman over 80 years of age, and un- 
der the practice of the House then standing he was compelled 
himself, out of the amount of money granted to him for em- 
ploying a Member’s clerk, to attend to all of this correspondence. 
It seemed to me, therefore, that the House, in providing clerks 
for these committees, could well afford to give to Mr. Sperry 
a clerk who would answer the correspondence and give the in- 
formation to the people who wrote to that committee, attracted, 
as they were, by the name of the committee. If there be one of 
these minor committees of the House entitled to a session clerk, 
it is the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. Although the 
committee, as such, might not have much work to do, the chair- 
man of the committee has more work to do in answering corre- 
spondence than a half dozen of these other similar committees 
combined. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 157, noes 88. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 127, 
answered “ present” 4, not voting 103, as follows: 

YEAS—153. 


Kendall 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knapp 


Kopp 
Pew core 


Plumley 
Poindexter 


Alexander, Mo, 
; 112 N. T. 


Barnard 
Bartholdt 
Ba 


tes 
—.— R 
nnett, Ky. 
Bingham 


Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich, 
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NAYS—127. 

Adair Ellerbe Hughes, N. J. Rainey 
Adamson Ferris Hull, Tenn. Randell, Tex. 
Ansberr Finley Humphreys, Miss. Rauch 

shbr 1 Fitzgerald James Richardson 
Barnhart Flood, Va. Johnson, S. C. Robinson 
Beall, Tex. Floyd, Ark. Jones Rothermel | 
Bell, Ga. Foster, Ill. Kinkead, N. J. Rucker, Ma, | 
Booher Gallagher Kitchin Russell 
Bowers 8 Tex. Korbly Sabath 
Brantley Garre Lamb Shackleford 
Burgess Gill, 3 So. Latta hep 
Burleson Gillespie Lee Sherley 
Burnett , Godw Lenroot Sherwood 
Byrns - Goldfogle Lever Sims 
Candler Gordon Per aha Sisson 
Carlin Graham, III. Lilo; Slayden 
Clark, Mo. Gregg Waren Smith, Tex, 
Clayton Gronna Madden Sparkman 
Cline Hamlin Maguire, Nebr. Spight 
Collier Hammond Maynard Stanley 
8 Hardwick Mays Stephens, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. tardy Moon, Tenn. Taylor, Colo. 
Cox, Ohio Harrison Moore, Tex. Thomas, Ky. 
Cullop Ha Morrison Thomas, N. C. 
Davis Hefin Norris Tou Velle 
Dent Helm Oldfield Underwood 
Denver Henry, Tex. Padgett Wallace 
Dickson, Miss. Hitcheoe Pa Watkins 
Dies Hobson Palmer, A. M. Webb 
Dixon, Ind. Houston Patterson Weisse 
Driscoll, D. A. Howland Pou Willett 

wa. a. Hughes, Ga. Pujo 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4. 
Ames Butler Lindbergh Martin, Colo. 
NOT VOTING—103. 

Aiken Fish Kinkaid, Hobe. Peters 
83 8 oe — oie u. 14. 

ndrus ‘ornes ‘ean n 
Barchfeld ‘oss Langham Reid j 
Barcela Foulkrod Lawrence Reynolds 
Bartlett, Ga. Fowler Lindsay Rhinock 
Bartlett, Ney. Gardner, Mass. McCreary Riordan 
Borland Gardner, Mich. McDermott Rucker, Colo. 
Broussard Garner, Pa. McHen: Saunders 
Burke, Pa. Gill, Md, McKinlay, Cal. Slem 
55 Gillett Malby Smal 
Byrd Gilmore Miller, pe: Smith, Iowa 
Calder Glass Millin Snapp 
Cantrill Griggs Mondell Southwick 
Capron Hamer Moon, Pa. Stevens, Minn, 
Carter Haugen Morgan, Mo. Swasey 
Cooper, Pa. Heald Moss Talbott 
Coudrey Hinshaw Mudd Tawney 
Covington Howard Nelson lor, Als. 
Craig Howell, N. J. Olcott Volstead 
Crumpacker Jamieson Olmsted eeks 

raper Johnson, K; Ti Parker Wickliffe 
Driscoll, M. E. s Ohio Parsons Wilson, Pa. 
Estopinal Kah Payne Wood, N. J. 
Fairchild Keliher Pearre Young, N. Y. 
Fassett Kennedy, Iowa Perkins 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs:. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. Fach with Mr. GIL of Maryland. 
Mr. Foutkrop with Mr. Grass. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. HOWARD. 
Mr. Gittetr with Mr. JAMIESON. 

Mr. Howett of New Jersey with Mr. Jounson of Kentucky. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa with Mr. KELIHER. 
Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. Ransperx of Louisiana. 


Mr. Pearre with Mr. Rew. 
SLxur with Mr. RHINOCK. 
Snapp with Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. Soutuwick with Mr. SAUNDERS. 


Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 


H 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. O'Connell 


Sperry 
Stal fford 
redie Steenerson 

McGuire, Okla. Sterling 
McKinley, Ill. Sturgiss 
McKinney 1 
MeLachian, Cal. Sulze 
McLaughlin, Mich. Taylor, Ohio 
McMorran Ten 
Madison Thistlewood 
Mann 
Martin, S. Dak. 
Miller, Kans. 
Moore, Pa. 
Morehead 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morse 
Moxley 
Murdock 
Mu —.— 


N 
Nicholls. 
Youn, Mich, 


almer, H. W. 
Pickett 


Mr. Marey with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Weeks with Mr. WYCLIFFE. 

. MILLINGTON with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvanla. 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. LANGHAM with Mr. Griacs. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. OLcorr with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. Surrn of Iowa with Mr. LINDSAY, 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. FORNES. 

Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Barciay with Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada. 
Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. BORLAND, 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. CALDER with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. Couprey with Mr. CANTRILL. 

Mr. Carron with Mr. COVINGTON. 

Mr. CauMPACKER with Mr. ESTOPINAL. 

Mr. Fasser with Mr. GILMORE. 
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For the session: 
Mr. BUTLER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


ANNA KETTELSBY. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 93. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay, 
out of the contingent fund, to Anna Kettelsby, widow of John L. Ket- 
telsby, late employee on the Capitol police, a sum equal to six months 
of his salary as such employee and an additional amount not exceeding 
$250 for the funeral expenses of said John L. Kettelsby. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 

‘There was no objection. 


FOURTH INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the ac- 
companying paper (H. Doc. No. 264), was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State re- 
garding representation by the United States at the Fourth In- 
ternational Conference of American States, to be held at the 
city of Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, beginning on the 9th 
day of July next. 

I join in the recommendation made by the Secretary of State 
that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, be appropriated for this purpose. 

WX. H. Tarr. 

THE Warre House, December 10, 1909. 


JUVENILE COURT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 201), 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
third annual report of the operations of the juvenile court of 
the District of Columbia. 

Wu. H. TAFT. 

THE Warre House, December 10, 1909. 

Nore: Report accompanied similar message to the Senate. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom- 
panying papers (H. Doc. No. 263), was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, pursuant to the requirements of chapter 
1302 (32 Stats., page 483), “An act to provide for the construc- 
tion of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 29, 1902, the annual report of 
the Isthmian Canal Commission for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1909. 

Wa. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE House, December 10, 1909. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Parsey O. Burrough, Sixtieth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Cowixdrox, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Norman S. Will, Sixtieth Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Mupp, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for thirty days, on account of illness. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, change of reference was made to the 
bill (H. R. 5885) for the relief of Spanish-American war sol- 
diers from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned to meet on December 14, 1909. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the Government Hospital for the Insane (S. Doe. 
No. 202)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
annual report of his department for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1909 (H. Doe. No. 102)—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting 
a report of the operations of the Currency Bureau for the fiscal 
year ended October 31, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 115)—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting his 
annual report for the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 
126)—to the Committee on the Library and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the annual report of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service (H. Doc. No. 145)—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for subsistence of the 
army (H. Doc. No. 237)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for repairs to the Pension Office 
building (H. Doc. No, 238)—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. f 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for wharf at Fort Taylor, Fla., and for 
national cemetery at Shiloh, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 239) to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of a site for 
a post-office building at Braddock, Pa. (H. Doc. No. 240)—to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for completion of court- 
house at Tacoma, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 241)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the public service at 
Grand Rapids, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 242)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of addi- 
tional land for post-office at Beverly, Mass. (H. Doc. No. 243)— 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
dismissing the case of Elisha G. Abbott and sundry others (H. 
Doc. No, 244) —to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Isaiah L. Bair, administrator of estate of John N. Curtis and 
Mary N. Loudon, daughter of Thomas Austin, deceased, against 
the United States (H. Doc. No. 245)—to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
the Wabash River, Indiana and Ilinois (H. Doc. No. 246)— 
adk me Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AND 


abstract of the official emoluments of the officers of the customs 
service during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 247)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a state- 
ment of travel of officers and employees of his department dur- 
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 248)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of official travel of officers and employees of his department for 
the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 249)—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua (H. Doc. 
No. 250)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Assistant Secretary of War submitting 
a statement of moneys arising from proceeds of public property, 
ete., during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 
251)—to the Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting a 
statement as to official travel of officers and employees of the 
Library during the fiscal year 1908-9 (H. Doc. No. 252)—to the 
Committee on the Library and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of disbursement of proceeds of the sales of public 
lands in aid of colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910 (H. Doc. No. 253)—to 
the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the annual inspection of the several branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. Doc. No. 254)—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
a commission on the affairs of the United States military prison 
at Leavenworth, Kans. (H. Doc. No. 255)—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with ac- 
companying documents, a recommendation as to the transfer ‘of 
certain military property in Porto Rico (H. Doc. No. 256)— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for increase of the navy (H. Doc. 
No. 257)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for expenses in connection with for- 
eign trade and treaty regulations (H. Doc. No. 258)—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Board of Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia submitting an estimate of ap- 
propriation for salaries of employees at the court-house (H. 
Doc. No. 259)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for the United States court of customs 
appeals (H. Doc. No. 260)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement of persons employed, salaries, etc., in the meat-in- 
spection service (H. Doc. No, 261)—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Agriculture and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
the report of the board for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 
(H. Doc. No. 262)—to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the auditor of the District of Columbia 
submitting a new estimate of appropriation for the District—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting re- 
ports of inspections of disbursements and transfers—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10106) au- 
thorizing the acceptance by the United States Government from 
the Women’s Relief Corps, auxiliary to the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of a proposed gift of land, contiguous to the An- 
dersonville National Cemetery, in the State of Georgia, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
32), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HUFF, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bills of the House, H. R. 1036, 1480, 
3057, 6040, 10374, 12363, 12404, and 12430, reported in lieu 
thereof the bill (H. R. 18915) to establish in the Department 
of the Interior a bureau of mines, accompanied by a report 
(No. 33), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13831) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 27), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13832) 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the civil war and certain widows and dependent 
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 28), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13242) for the relief of Malcolm Gillis—Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Cliams. 

A bill (H. R. 13754) for the relief of H. C. Chase—Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to Nancy West— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 852) granting a pension to Charles Payne— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. a 

A bill (H. R. 363) granting a pension to Francis M. McClen- 
don—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 394) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel F. Dyer—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 399) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Chambers—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

A bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension to Henrietta V. Mil- 
ler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 588) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
B. Carr—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 982) granting a pension to John Alexander— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 989) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam S. Winsor—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1160) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Gorman—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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A bill (H. R. 1201) granting a pension to Mary McJenkins— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1692) to correct the military record of Charles 
J. Lanning—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
‘referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1700) granting a pension to Alice Milliken 
Byerly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 1702) granting a pension to Frederick Wag- 
ner—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1706) granting a pension to Oscar S. Thorn- 
ton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H, R. 1753) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Hart—Committee on Invalid Pension discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of James Clarkson—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 2004) granting a pension to Lucy A. Tibbetts— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2322) granting an increase of pension to George 
Larson—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2494) granting a pension to Nancy E. Clark— 
Committee on Jnvalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2500) granting bounty and pay to Joseph P. 
Rollins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Richardson—Conimittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2815) granting a pension to Charles B. Fessen- 
den, jr.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3097) granting a. pension to Ann Rager—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R, 3291) for the relief of Leonard Keeling—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8356) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam J. Manning—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 3357) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Irwin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

. A bill (H. R. 3361) granting a pension to Ellen M. Brennan 
Committee on Inyaild Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to Mollie J. Howard—. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 2 

A bill (H. R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to John 
Vetor—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 

to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3591) granting a pension to Mary Idle—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to Herbert L. Lemon— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4046) granting a pension to Thomas F, Pender- 
¥ast—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4290) granting a pension to Martin V. Stanton— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4485) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Jennings—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief of the estate of Philip 
Null, deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 4679) to correct the military record of George 
M. Watson and to grant him an honorable discharge—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4777) granting a pension to Edgar C. Sturges 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Carl 
B. Traver—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4792) granting a pension to John R. Shirley— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4879) granting a pension to Matilda M. Good- 
rich—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4882) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Philpott and grant him an 
honorable discharge—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4924) granting a pension to Mary Caroline 
Ellis Hargin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5257) granting a pension to Emma L. Miller— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Louis H. Pen- 
nington—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6017) granting a pension to Arthur T. Whip- 
ple—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 6236) granting a pension to Mrs. John G. 
Gentry—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Groves, alias Thomas Jackman—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

A bill (H. R. 7460) granting a pension to Margaret Hertel— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 10284) granting a pension to Isaac L. An- 
drews—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11646) granting a pension to Kate Mead— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12520) granting a pension to Henry Reimiller— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12864) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lee—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 12865) granting an increase of pension to Au- 
gusta Fels—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18217) granting a pension to Albert Scheina— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (H. R. 13831) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (H. R. 13832) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 18838) to repeal certain 
laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 13834) to regulate the construc- 
tion of dams across navigable and nonnavigable waters, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 13835) for the 
erection of a public building in Rockville, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13836) to provide for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Biddeford, in the State of Maine— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 13837) to amend first 
subdivision of section 629 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13838) to de- 
termine the jurisdiction of United States courts in matters of 
contempts and to regulate the trial and punishment of the 
same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 13839) providing for pen- 
sions to widows married before January 1, 1900—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 13840) authorizing a survey 
of Quinnipiack and Mill rivers, New Haven Harbor, Connecti- 
cut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13841) for the further improvement of the 
23 at New Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 13842) repealing the tax 
on oleomargarine and other dairy products as fixed by the act 
of May 9, 1902, and substituting in lieu of said tax an annual 
license for manufacturers, wholesalers, and retailers—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 13843) to prohibit railroad 
companies from raising the freight rate on any class or com- 
modity of interstate freight without first submitting their action 
so raising such rate to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and securing its approval thereof—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13844) to prohibit railroad companies from 
charging a greater freight rate for transportation for short dis- 
tances than for longer distances covering the same and addi- 
tional track mileage for the same commodities and class of 
freight in the same quantities—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13845) to compel and require railroad com- 
panies to cooperate with shippers upon inland navigable water- 
ways—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 13846) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Oldtown, Me.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 13847) amending the fee table of United 
States commissioners—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 13848) to enlarge, extend, re- 
model, etc., post-office and custom-house building at Nashville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13849) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Fulton, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 13850) to provide for the 
further improvement of the Levisa and Tug forks of the Big 
Sandy River in Kentucky and West Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13851) to 
provide a fund by which the necessities of life may be given 
the parents, widows, or orphans of laboring men killed while 
in pursuit of their labors, defining the method by which said 
fund shall be distributed, making the President of the United 
States the distributer of said fund, and requiring the repay- 
ment into the Treasury of the United States of any unused 
annual balances—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13852) for the relief of 
the State of Rhode Island—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 13853) to provide for the 
improvement of Delaware and Neversink rivers at and near the 
mouth of the Neversink River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13854) to provide for a post- 
office building in Holly Springs, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13855) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Fort Madison, Iowa— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13856) providing an old-age 
pension for honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
regulars or volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13857) for the relief 
of the State of Iowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13858) for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men who seryed in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps 
during the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 13859) amending section 7 
of the pure food and drug act of 1906—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13860) 
for an examination and survey of the port of Pittsburg—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13861) to confer additional powers and 
impose additional duties on the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13862) to amend 
the Code of Law for the District of Columbia regarding in- 
surance—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13863) to amend an act entitled “An act 
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to aban- 
don or willfully neglect te provide for the support and mainte- 
nance by any person of his wife or of his or her minor children 
in destitute or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 
1906—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13864) to extend Fourth street SE.—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 13865) authorizing the - 
board of supervisors of Santa Cruz County, Ariz., to issue 
bonds on Nogales school district No. 1 in a sum not to exceed 
$40,000—to the Committee on. the Territories. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13866) to cause a 
survey of the Wabash River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13867) providing for a sur- 
vey of Malden River in Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 13868) providing for a post- 
office building at Chicago, III.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13869) to repeal the act of 
May 24, 1828, and all other acts authorizing the suspension of 
discriminating duties, and to notify foreign nations of the 
termination of conventions made in pursuance thereof—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13870) to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, thus to equalize the trade footing of foreign and 
American vessels, to make preference for the use of American 
ships in American trade, to extend the postal service by Amer- 
ican steamships, and to promote American independence in 
commerce and navigation, pursuant to the compact of union— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13871) granting a preference to American 
ships, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13872 to authorize 
the counties of Bradley and McMinn, Tennessee, by authority 
of their county courts, to construct a bridge across the Hiwas- 
see River at Charlston and Calhoun, in said counties—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13873) to re- 
store to the public domain and subject to entry under the home- 
stead and mining laws certain portions of the Mescalero In- 
dian Reservation in New Mexico and the Camp Grant in Ari- 
zona—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 13874) to create a new 
division of the western judicial district of Arkansas, and to 
provide for terms of court at Camden, Ark., and for a clerk of 
said court, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 13875) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of Elyria, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 13876) 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Colum- 
bia to be closed on Sunday—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13877) to 
correct the military record of the officers and enlisted men of 
the Enrolled Missouri Militia and all other militia organiza- 
tions of the State of Missouri that cooperated with the military 
forces of the United States in suppressing the war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13878) to extend the provisions of the 
pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 1907, to the 
Enrolled Missouri Militia and other militia organizations of the 
State of Missouri that cooperated with the military or naval 
forces of the United States in suppressing the war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13879) to extend the provisions of the 
pension act of June 27, 1890, to all state militia and other or- 
ganizations that were organized for the defense of the Union 
and cooperated with the military or naval forces of the United 
States in suppressing the war of the rebellio—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13880) to establish a fish 
hatchery and biological station in the Third Congressional 
District of Texas—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13881) to increase the limit of cost and 
to complete the post-office building at Terrell, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13882) appropriating $200,000 for the 
improvement of the Sabine River by removing the snags and 
obstructions therein—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13883) to provide for a public building 
at Longview, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13884) providing for a certain rate of 
percentage on cancellation of stamps and making allowance 
for rents, fuel, lights, etc., to fourth-class postmasters in the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18885) to prevent corporations engaged 
in interstate or foreign commerce owning stock in another cor- 
poration engaged in interstate or foreign commerce, to forbid 
them having duplicate directories, and forbidding them when 
a trust to use the mails—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13886) to appropriate $250,000 for demon- 
stration farm work in cotton-growing States afflicted with the 
Mexican cotton boll weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13887) to secure depositors in national 
banks against losses, etc.—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13888) to amend and construe existing 
pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13889) to provide for reporting the deci- 
sions of the United States circuit court of appeals, the United 
States circuit courts, and the United States district courts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13890) to make it a felony for any officer 
of any national bank or banking institution to receive any 
deposit of money or other valuable property after such officer 
has knowledge that such bank is insolvent or in failing cir- 
cumstances—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 18891) to regulate the duties 
and fixing the compensation of deputy collectors and clerks of 
customs at the port of Detroit—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 13892) to provide for a 
trial by jury of persons charged with contempt of court—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 13893) to authorize the ex- 
tension of Forty-first street NW.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13894) to increase the pensions of the 
blind who served in the war with Mexico and the civil war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 13895) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Gary, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 13896) for 
the relief of certain white men on Pine Ridge Indian Reserva- 
tion, State of South Dakota, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 13897) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Cedar Falls, Iowa—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13898) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Iowa Falls, Iowa—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 13899) granting unto the 
Hot Springs Street Railway Company, its successors and as- 
signs, the right to maintain and operate its electric railway 
along the southern border of that portion of the Hot Springs 
Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, known as the “ Whitting- 
ton Lake Reserve Park”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 18900) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Waupun, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 13901) to establish in the De- 
partment of the Interior a bureau of mines and mining—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 13902) for the relief of heirs 
of railway postal employees who die from injuries received 
while on duty—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13903) 
to provide for the purchase of ground for and the erection of a 
public building for an immigration station on a site to be 


selected for said station in the city of Seattle, Wash.—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 13904) to check the rav- 
ages of the cotton boll weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 13905) to amend an 
act entitled “An act concerning carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce and their employees,” approved June 1, 1898—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 13906) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Apalachicola, Fla. to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 18907) to provide for agri- 
cumal entries on coal lands—to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13908) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of New Albany, in 
Union County, Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 13909) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Bryan, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 13910) to provide for the 
issuance of homestead patents in the State of North Dakota in 
certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 13911) to provide for sittings 
of the United States circuit and district courts of the northern 
judicial district of Florida at the city of Marianna, in said dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 13912) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of the United States post-office and 
court-house at Colorado Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13913) to appropriate the sum of $20,000 
for the completion of the United States post-office and court- 
house at Colorado Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on Appro- 
Prlations. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 13914) to establish a fish hatch- 
ery and biological station in the Third Congressional District 
of Florida—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
erles. 

By Mr. HUFF, from the Committee on Mines and Mining: A 
bill (H. R. 18915) to establish in the Department of the In- 
terior a bureau of mines—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution (H. Res. 162) referring certain 
portions of the President's annual message to certain commit- 
tees of the House—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARSONS: Resolution (H. Res. 163) authorizing 
the Committee on the Library to employ artists for certain 
purposes, etc.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution (H. Res. 164) providing for the 
investigation of custom-house frauds and the settlement on 
the part of the Department of Justice with the sugar trust—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MALBY: Resolution (H. Res. 165) calling upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for information concerning appro- 
priations for certain permanent, specific, and indefinite objects— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution (H. Res. 166) authorizing 
printing and binding for the Joint Commission on Surety 
Bonds—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 167) providing for 
the services of a messenger to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: Resolution (H. Res. 168) 
authorizing the appointment of a clerk to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) re- 
ferring H. R. 11196 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. So) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- 
viding for the election of certain judges of the United States 
courts and district attorneys by the people of the several States 
and for the tenure of office of certain judges—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prescribing the judicial 
power to be exercised by courts of the United States in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing that Con- 
gress shall not be permitted to pass any private bills where 
general laws relating to the same subject-matter are then in 
force—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 13916) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry T. Addington—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13917) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert E. Vanhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13918) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13919) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Bye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13920) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13921) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Plessinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13922) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13923) granting an increase of pension to 
William Mahnensmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13924) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13925) granting an increase of pension to 
Permelia A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13926) 
granting an increase of pension to James Hayden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 13927) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Rimback—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13928) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Farley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 13929) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Lydston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13930) for the relief of Fred A. Emerson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 13931) granting an increase of 
pension to William E. Golden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13932) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13933) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13934) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 13935) granting an increase 
of pension to Catherine Osterheld—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13936) for the relief of William P. Drum- 
mon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18937) for the relief of Tennis W. Wade 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13938) for the relief of the widow and 
8 of Edward F. Wyman, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13939) for the relief of the heirs of Han- 
nah F. Traynier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13940) for the relief of the estate of 
Lydia A. Oakley, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aslo, a bill (H. R. 13941) to correct the military record of 
Charles W. Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13942) to amend the military record of 
James C. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13943) to correct the military record of 
James K. Fuller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 13944) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James N. Green—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13945) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Kaser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13946) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 13947) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Ramsey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 13948) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13949) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13950) granting a pension to William Red- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13951) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13952) granting a pension to John Wafe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13953) granting a pension to John D. 
Bouscher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 13954) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13955) granting an increase of pension to 
Maggie E. Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 13956) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Black—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 13957) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Kinley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13958) granting an increase of pension te 
Cornelius C. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13959) granting an increase of pension to 
James Harrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13960) granting an increase of pension te 
Isaac Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13961) granting an increase of pension to 
Valentine Steiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13962) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Oneal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13963) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Keys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 13964) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Favorite—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13965) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13966) granting a pension to Sarah F, 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13967) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13968) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. 
Fox to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13969) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Bierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bil (H. R. 13970) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Adamson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13971) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dodds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13972) granting an increase of pension to 
Cathrine Feely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13973) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie D. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13974) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret McLellan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13975) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Buermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13976) granting a pension to Lena Wein- 
reich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13977) granting a pension to Addison 
Renaud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13978) granting a pension to Alexa F, 
Galvin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13979) granting a pension to Ida Daven- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18980) granting a pension to Johanna 
Dehn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13981) granting a pension to Bernhard 
Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13982) granting a pension to Conrad 
Oppermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13983) granting a pension to Johanna 
Dehn—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13984) granting a pension to Eliza Doer- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13985) granting a pension to Margaret 
Shea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13986) granting a pension to William 
Kern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13987) granting a pension to Peter Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13988) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Friedeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13989) for the relief of Charles Steer—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13990) for the relief of certain persons 
living in the vicinity of Pelican Bend on the Missouri River— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13991) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alexander Andrea, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13992) to correct the military record of 
George L. Hayne, late first lieutenant Company C, First Regi- 
ment Louisiana Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13993) to correct the military record of 
John Kannapell, alias John Kline—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13994) to correct the military record of 
Alexander M. Sprague, alias Alexander M. Hedgcock—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13995) to correct the military record of 
John Quassa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13996) to correct the military record of 
Frank Clemens Arendes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13997) to place August von Clossman 
on the retired list of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ° 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13998) granting an increase o 
pension to Edwin G. Culbertson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13999) granting an increase of pension to 
Serena Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14000) for the relief of Lafayette Gross— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14001) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Capt. William Winder, now on the 
retired list, to be commodore on the retired list—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 14002) granting a pension 
H Eliza A. Miller Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 14003) granting a pension 
to William J. Birge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 14004) granting a pension 
to Benjamin S. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14005) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14006) granting an increase of pension 
to Abram Sayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14007) granting an increase of pension 
to Sylvester C. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14008) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14009) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Hasbrouck—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14010) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob Nyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14011) granting an increase of pension 
to James La Farge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14012) granting an increase of pension 
to Jennie Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14013) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14014) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian S. Hulshizer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14015) granting an increase of pension 
to Calvin C. Lutes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14016) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles W. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14017) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14018) granting an increase of pension to 
Rose L. Toulon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14019) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14020) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hannan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14021) granting an increase of pension to 
George Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14022) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred J. Leard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14023) granting an increase of pension to 
William Osterhout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14024) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14025) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14026) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel R. Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14027) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14028) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Decker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14029) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Van Etten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 14030) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander F. Babb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14031) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14032) granting an increase of pension to 
H. C. Morefield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14033) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14034) granting a pension to Lena Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14035) granting a pension to Creed 
Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14036) granting a pension to Ed. G. Beal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 14087) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin Low—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14088) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Waxler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14039) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14040) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Gravyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14041) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Dentzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 14042) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John McNally—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14043) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew N. Stamm—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14044) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lamborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14045) granting an increase of pension to 


Lyman U. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 14046) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mary A. F. Peters, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14047) granting an increase 
of pension to Norman B. Ames—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14048) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14049) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14050) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14051) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14052) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Kirkham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14053) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben T. Putney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14054) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillippe Lehman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14055) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Spry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14056) granting a pension to William 
Mattis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14057) granting a pension to James F, 
Claypool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14058) granting a pension to William 
Mendenhall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14059) granting a pension to Hannah 
Faucher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14060) granting a pension to Melina Cas- 
tongua—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14061) to correct the military record of 
Albert H. Seyfert—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 14062) granting an increase of 
pension to Max Yonker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14063) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Shurtliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14064) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14065) granting an increase of pension to 
Pierce Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14066) granting a pension to Stephen A. 
Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14067) to grant authority to the Crosby 


Transportation Company, of Milwaukee, Wis. to change the 
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name of the steamer Naomi to E. G. Crosby—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 14068) granting an in- 
crease of pension to E. H. Newby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14069) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ripperdan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14070) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14071) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Borah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14072) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel C. Hume—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 14073) for the 
rellef of the heirs of William Freeman, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 14074) granting 
an increase of pension to Walker Hamer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14075) granting an increase of pension 
to Jobn Strickland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14076) granting a pension to William O. 
Marvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14077) granting a pension to William J. 
Goldsmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 14078) for the relief of George 
W. Leonard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14079) for the relief of F. D. Bain—to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 14080) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Bardwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14081) granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis B. Witter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14082) granting an 
increase of pension to Greenbury Avery—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14083) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel De Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14084) granting an increase of pension 
to William R. Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14085) granting an increase of pension 
to David Dirck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14086) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Jenner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14087) granting an increase of pension to 
Pulaski T. Gaither—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14088) granting an increase of pension to 
Marquis L. Walts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14089) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Fulkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14090) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman C. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14091) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip S. Duley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14092) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert E. Bridgewater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14093) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Walts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14094) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14095) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14096) granting an increase of pension to 
H. Dudley Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14097) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel F. Ott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14098) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Ehalt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14099) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Eckert—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14100) granting an increase of pension to 
August Spergel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14101) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Benz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14102) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Duggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14103) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Sloan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14104) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14105) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14106) granting an increase of pension to 
David Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14107) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14108) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14109) granting an increase of pension to 
William Flanigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14110) granting an increase of pension to 
John MeDermott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 14111) granting a pension to William F, 
Tuley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 14112) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Blackburn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14113) granting an increase of pension to 
C. H. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14114) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Blackburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14115) granting an increase of pension to 
William Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14116) granting a pension to Myrtle S. 
Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14117) granting a -pension to Mary 
Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14118) granting a pension to Rebecca B. 
Coffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14119) granting a pension to George W. 
Howell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14120) for the relief of L. D. Parks—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14121) for the relief of the heirs of J. M. 
Shipwash—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14122) to correct the military record of 
William S. Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 14123) granting an 
increase of pension to James Mobley—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14124) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14125) granting a pension to Isaac Horn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14126) granting a pension to Edward A. 
Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14127) to correct the military record of 
Francis M. Helm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 14128) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Ransford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 14129) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter P. Moody—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14130) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Gough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14131) granting an increase of pension to 
Asher E. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14132) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14133) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cunningham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14134) granting an increase of pension to 
Alberton F. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14135) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim Castello—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14136) granting an increase of pension to 
John Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14137) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon B. Liming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14138) granting a pension to J. L. Wylie 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 14139) granting an increase 
of pension to Lafayette East—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14140) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua F. Kennard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14141) granting an increase of pension to 
Elihu W. Holeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14142) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Winkler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14143) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham J. Crabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14144) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14145) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Christman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14146) granting an increase of pensiou to 
Nathan C. Rucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14147) granting an increase of pension to 
John Philip Ebel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14148) granting an increase of pension to 
De Witt C. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14149) granting a pension to Levi A. 
Todd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14150) for the relief of Willard W. Howe, 
of Aurora, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 14151) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Gyles—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 14152) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Mabey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 14153) granting an increase 
of pension to Marion D. Printz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14154) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher ©. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14155) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom H. Barhydt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14156) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14157) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert McCool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 14158) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BL, R. 14159) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14160) granting an increase of pension to 
Ward Vanderhoof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14161) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Rees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14162) granting an increase of pension to 
Christ Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 14163) for the relief of 
Lawrence G. Boggs and Samuel R. Colhoun, pay directors, 
U. S. Navyy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14164) granting an increase of 
pension to Boston B. Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14165) granting a pension to Patrick F. 
Flaherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14166) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Gallager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14167) granting a pension to Sarah Owen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14168) for the relief of G. A. Jenkins, 
L. A. Jenkins, J. T. Jenkins, S. M. Horton, Clay Jenkins, and 
Floyd Jenkins, sole heirs at law of W. D. Jenkins, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14169) to correct the military record of 
Albert L. Arbaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 14170) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Mader—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14171) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel S. Agnew—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14172) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14178) granting a pension to Samuel 
Bair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOELKER: A bill (H. R. 14174) granting an increase 
5 pension to Edward Faron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14175) to correct the military 
Spe of Clyde C. Fisher—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14176) granting a 
pension to Robert D. Risley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14177) granting a pension to Henry C. 
„G.“ MeGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14178) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Grissom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14179) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14180) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14181) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Maybery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14182) for the relief of Jesse Skaggs—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14183) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Sergeant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14184) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14185) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison Reid—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14186) granting an increase of pension to 
George Roxbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14187) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Honsinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14188) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin D. Ackmoody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14189) granting an increase of pension to 
N. L. Brass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14190) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14191) granting an increase of pension to 
Wickham Brodhead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14192) granting an increase of pension to 
David Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14193) granting an increase of pension 
to Emery Pearsall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, FULLER: A bill (H. R. 14194) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Leyens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14195) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron E. Machamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14196) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira H. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14197) granting a pension to Nathan 
Compton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14198) 
granting a pension to Katherine Lusch—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14199) granting an increase of pension 
to John Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14200) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14201) granting a pension to William H. 
Brenner, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14202) granting a pension to Mary Mar- 
gerum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 14203) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Annie Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14204) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14205) granting 
5 pension to John Walker —to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14206) granting a pension to Resin E. 
Strode—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14207) granting a pension to James 
Butts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14208) 
granting an increase of pension to John S. Edgar—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14209) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Charles Cramer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 14210) granting an increase 
of pension to William Filby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 14211) for the relief of J. E. 
Froiseth—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14212) for the relief of Ole Serumgard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14213) granting an increase of pension to 
James Flanagan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY : A bill (H. R. 14214) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. McKenney—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14215) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Casseboom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14216) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14217) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Ai Clapp—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14218) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of David Reynolds—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, i 

Also, a bil (H. R. 14219) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus B. Farnham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14220) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Hurd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14221) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald P. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14222) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Peaks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14223) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14224) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ronan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14225) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14226) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth J. Swanton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14227) granting an increase of pension to 
Adna T. Cushman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14228) granting a pension to Susan D. 
Rooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14229) granting a pension to Oliver T. 
Shepherd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14230) for the erection of a monument to 
Jeremiah O’Brien—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14231) granting an extension of letters 
patent No. 514291 to Henry C. Trask—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 14232) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Allison Groves, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 14233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harman Scramlin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Holmes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 14235) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14236) granting a pension to James Mc- 
Cabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14237) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Caplinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14238) granting a pension to Glenn A. 
Means—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 14239) granting a pension to 
Martha Bell Alger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14240) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14241) for the relief of Madison County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14242) for the relief of Madison County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 14243) granting a pension to 
Emily M. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 14244) granting an increase 
of pension to John O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14245) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey A. Geer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14246) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Milliken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 14247) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John West—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14248) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Tally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 14249) 
granting an increase of pension to Minerva I. Sikes—to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14250) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachary T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14251) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Orlando L. Wieting—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14252) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin B. Lucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14253) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bodenstein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14254) 
granting a pension to Elisabeth Chambers—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14255) granting a pension to Mrs. George 
Shaser—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14256) 
granting an increase of pension to Combs Hendrickson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 14257) granting a 
pension to George W. Muncy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14258) granting a pension to Marcena De 
Witt McKane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14259) granting a pension to Caroline 
Banks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14260) granting a pension to John Stod- 
dard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14261) granting a pension to Thomas 
Lundy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14262) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14263) granting a pension to Adolph 
Lochwitz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14264) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Donald—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14265) granting a pension to David D. 
Bowen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14266) granting a pension to Margaret 
Ann Sperry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14267) granting a pension to George 
Brough—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14268) granting a pension to Phillip 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14269) granting a pension to James Car- 
lile—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14270) granting a pension to Alexander 
Robertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14271) granting a pension to H. M. Bond 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14272) granting 
an increase of pension to Freeman G. Chesley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14278) granting an increase of pension to 
N. H. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14274) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Bouquet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14275) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Stranahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14276) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Berstler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14277) granting an increase of pension to 
J. A. Harley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14278) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Downard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14279) granting a pension to Eugene H. 
Pease—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14280) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Ruse—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14281) granting a pension to Harvey O. 
Zerbe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14282) granting a pension to John Mee- 
han—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14283) granting a pension to Thomas G, 
Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14284) granting a pension to Katherine 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14285) granting a pension to Charles S. 
McGirr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14286) granting a pension to Francis 
Stackpole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14287) granting a pension to John D. 
Lindsay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14288) to 
correct the military record of George W. Spencer—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 14289) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob N. Stoddard—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14290) granting an increase of pension 
to William Flansburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 14291) granting an increase of 
pension to Jackson E. Webster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14292) granting an increase of pensiox to 
William Chandler+to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 14293) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Hooper, administrator of James Hooper, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 14294) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander L. Bailey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 14295) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter L. Rork—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14296) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kearnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14297) granting an increase of pension to 
William Neeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 14298) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry E. De Meranville—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14299) granting an increase of pension to 
James McKenna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14300) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14301) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Clapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14302) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McGraw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14303) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred C. Burlingame—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 14804) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Giles A. Woolsey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14305) granting an increase of pension to 
John A, Reamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14306) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Wassman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14307) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 14308) for the relief of 
the heirs of Margaret Nort, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14309) for the relief of Henry 
H. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14310) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14311) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Broyles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14812) granting an increase of pension to 
Parmelia N. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14313) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney E. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 14314) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14315) for the relief of the contractor or 
his legal representatives for the construction of the light-draft 
monitor Htlah—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 14316) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary McCooliff—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14317) granting a pension to Ursula N. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14318) to amend the military record of 
Albert G. Fellows—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 14319) granting a pension 
to Salvadora V. Sleigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14320) granting an increase of pension to 
James A, Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14321) granting an honorable discharge 
to Daniel W. Overlander—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MCGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 14322) for 
the relief of the State National Bank of Oklahoma City, Okla.— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 14323) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. J. Atkinson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 14324) 
granting an increase of pension to William S. Dumont—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 14325) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 14826) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Hugh McCoy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14327) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Whittaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 14328) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin P. Addleman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14329) granting an increase of pension 
to Cephas Shuman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14330) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14331) granting a pension to Noah M. 

Markle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14332) granting an increase of pension to 
August Siederman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14333) granting 

to the city of La Junta, in the State of Colorado, certain lands 
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for desert park and sky-line drive purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14334) for the relief of Jesse W. Cole- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 14335) for 
the relief of Manuel Martines, of Pine Ridge, S. Dak.—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14836) for the relief of Horace C. Dale, 
administrator of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of 
Pine Ridge, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14337) granting a pension to John Barr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14338) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah E. Hooper—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14339) granting a pension to Richard H. 
Humphries—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 14340) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Thorn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14341) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bathrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14342) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma A. Ford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14343) for the relief of E. P. Gibson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14344) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie T. Godwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14345) granting a pension to Antonia 
Feldman—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14346) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. G. McMullin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14847) to relieve John W. White from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 14348) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William S. McCartney—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14349) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram T. Grayson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 14850) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Stoker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14851) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McClelland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14352) granting an increase of pension to 
Huanders Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14353) granting a pension to Letitia (Lee) 
Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14854) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George Pile—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 14855) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Hitchcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 14356) granting a 
pension to Louisa Flagg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 14857) for the relief of the heirs 
of H. M. Carpenter, deceased—to the Committee on Claims.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14358) for the relief of the Minnesota 
and Ontario Bridge Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 14859) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Scanlan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14360) for the relief of 
the heirs of August Heberlein—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 14361) granting an increase of 
—* to Edward P. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 14362) granting an increase 
of pension to Virginia Thayer Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14363) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis T. Corbet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14364) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph F. Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14365) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14366) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Englebright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14367) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Rash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14368) granting an increase of pension to 
William Nine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14369) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14370) granting a pension to Susan C. 
Masters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14871) granting a pension to Hattie V. 
Tall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14372) granting a pension to Thomas 
Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14373) granting a pension to Ernest L. 
Tolson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14374) for the relief of Lucy Anderson 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14875) for the relief of the vestry of St. 
Peter's Church, of Beallsville, Montgomery County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14376) for the relief of Spencer Roberts, 
an officer of the Metropolitan police force of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14377) for the relief of the heirs of Abel 
Welton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14378) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Nathan Trail—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14379) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George Whitmore—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: A bill (H. R. 14380) granting an 
increase of pension to James S. Grier—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14381) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14382) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Corselius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14883) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lewis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 14384) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas S. Truitt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14385) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn A. Juddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14386) granting an incren: > of pension to 
David W. Brannen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14387) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob J. Shue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14388) granting a pension to Hannah 
Langley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14389) to correct the military record of 
David Everts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14390) for the relief of William H. Car- 
roll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 14891) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Bosley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14392) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14393) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14894) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Mulberry, Crawford 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14895) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
J. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14396) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Pleasant Hill Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 14397) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Roper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16398) granting 
a pension to Walter Cox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14899) granting an honorable discharge to 
Peter Fleming—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 14400) for the relief of 
Mrs. S. M. Sisson, widow, and the heirs of Brown Sisson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 14401) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14402) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Gatton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14403) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Hamman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14404) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Hilberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14405) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel MecQuate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14406) for the relief of 
Michael A. McCormick—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14407) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Hammond—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14408) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14409) granting a pension to Peter Vogel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14410) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan L, Champ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 14411) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14412) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Frees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14413) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius R. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14414) granting an increase of pension to 
William Barton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14415) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert R, Wickham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14416) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Snelbaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 14417) for the relief of 
Francis M. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14418) for the relief of Peter Wilson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 14419) granting 
an increase of pension to Barney Warrell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14420) to correct the military record of 
Maj. Robert G. Smithers, U. S. Army, retired—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14421) to reimburse the city of Coronado 
and the Coronado Beach Company for protecting property 
from the encroachment of the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14422) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Vinnie J. Thompson, executrix 
of the estate of James M. Thompson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14423) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas H. Scott—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14424) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace McFadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14425) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14426) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis S. Shirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 14427) to correct the naval 
record of Newell Graham—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 14428) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14429) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 14430) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Gouge—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 14431) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles S. Fortney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14482) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14433) granting a pension to A. H. Dolly— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14434) for the relief of William C. Miller 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 14435) to correct the mili- 
tary record of A. J, G. Kane—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 14436) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur B. Arey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14437) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Eliiott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 14438) granting an increase 
of pension to George Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid ` 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14439) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Shelby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


1909. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14440) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix Beske—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14441) granting an increase of pension to 
Niels Oleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14442) granting 
an increase of pension to C. A. Edwards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14443) granting a pension to William W. 
Cravens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14444) granting a pension to Jereasy E. 
Odell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14445) granting a pension to William Bow- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14446) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry E. Hill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 14447) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14448) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14449) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert M. Warne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14450) for the relief 
of the heirs of Gen. John A. Quitman—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 14451) for the relief of the 
heirs of Sarah Winter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 14452) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry S. Rotes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 14453) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin E. Corlew—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14454) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 14455) granting an increase 
of pension to George Aepfelbaker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14456) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathilda Albers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14457) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate S. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14458) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 14459) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Loren Phillips—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14460) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14461) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of New York: A bill (H. R. 14462) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward A. O’Conner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14463) granting a pension to Russell P. 
Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of 9 individuals and firms doing 
business in the city of Marshall, 6 firms and individuals in the 
city of Toledo, 6 firms and individuals in the city of Green- 
up, 3 individuals and firms in the city of St. Anne, 11 indi- 
viduals and firms in the city of Manteno, 16 individuals and 
firms in the city of Momence, 4 individuals and firms in the 
city of Catlin, 6 individuals and firms in the city of Fairmount, 
7 individuals and firms in the city of Rossville, 9 individuals 
and firms in the city of Rankin, 13 individuals and firms in 
the city of Hoopeston, 4 individuals and firms in the city of 
Buckley, 4 individuals and firms in the city of Loda, 5 in- 
dividuals and firms in the city of Sheldon, 6 individuals and 
firms in the city of Gilman, 6 individuals and firms in the city 
of Clifton, 7 individuals and firms in the city of Millford, 7 
individuals and firms in the city of Onarga, 8 individuals and 
firms in the city of Chebanse, 9 individuals and firms in the 
city of Cissnapark, and 14 individuals and firms in the city of 
Watseka, all in the State of Illinois, protesting against passage 
of any bill favoring the establishment of parcels post—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of ex-soldiers of the various Indian wars, 
praying for the readjustment of their pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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Also, memorial of Ellwood Tansey, of Hoopeston, Ill., pray- 
ing for action as to certain charges against the administration 
of the General Land Office—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of James May and 10 other citizens of Ohio, 
protesting against passage of legislation relating to the obsery- 
ance of Sunday—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of H. E. Offley, praying for recognition of his 
services during the civil war—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of legislature of Territory of Hawaii, praying 
for an amendment to the organic act of the Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of legislature of State of Washington, praying 
for the opening of the Summi Indian Reservation, in Whatcom 
County, Wash.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, application of legislature of Alabama, praying for the 
calling of a constitutional convention for the submission of an 
amendment providing for the election of United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, memorial of William A. Davis and 38 other citizens of 
Urbana, Ill., praying for a pension for Martha Davis, widow of 
Jacob M. Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Volunteer Retired List Association, of 
Kansas, praying for the establishment of a retired list for 
officers of the civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Bartleston Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Joliet, III., and Mattoon Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Mattoon, Ill, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to establish a service pension—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

lso, memorial of Lawrence R. Gerard and 14 other citizens 
of Wilmot, Noble County, Ind.; John Williams and 64 other 
citizens of Brush, Colo.; and Thomas J. Dillon and 17 other 
citizens of Massillon, Ohio, praying for legislation to remedy 
the alleged discrimination in the pension laws relating to 
widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Sidney Grange, of Sidney, N. X., praying 
for the establishment of the parcels post—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of National Society of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, praying for legislation to establish a 
highway between the cities of Yorktown and Jamestown, in 
the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of citizens of Findlay, Ohio, praying for a 
pension for Martha Davis, widow of Jacob M. Dayis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James T. Brown and 10 other citizens of 
New York, praying for bestowal of a congressional medal upon 
Capt. Jack Cookley—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of congressional committee of the Trans- 
Mississippi Commercial Congress, praying for legislation to 
carry out the various recommendations of the congress—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. H. Crawley and 20 other citizens of 
Texas, praying for a constitutional amendment to enable 
women to vote—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Lakes to the Gulf Deep Waterway Asso- 
ciation, to establish a plan of internal waterway improvements, 
beginning with the Ohio and Mississippi rivers—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Seventeenth National Irrigation Congress, 
held in Spokane, Wash., praying for legislation to augment the 
reclamation of land—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, memorial of Michigan Commandery of the Military 
Order of the Loyal Legion, against acceptance of the statue of 
R. E. Lee—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor, praying for 
legislation to encourage the improvement of the waterways; 
also, petition of the Mississippi to the Atlantic Inland Water- 
way Association, for development of the water transportation 
of southeastern part of the Nation—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition referring to charges against Judge Alfred S. 
Moore, of the Nome division of Alaska—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John L. Keifer, of Macon County, III.—to the Committee or 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Squire Boker and other 
soldiers, indorsing the “ National Tribune bill“ —to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of- Elmer Stettler and other citizens of Ohio 
City, Rockford, Continental, Wisterman, and Lima, all in Ohio, 
protesting against legislation in reference to observance of 
Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of John E. Richmond, John W. Jacobs, and William Redmon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John A. Block—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of merchants of Liberty and 
Middletown, N. Y., requesting legislation in favor of more lib- 
eral parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance in District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Edwin G. Maburn and 25 others, protesting 
against passage of bill in reference to proper observance of Sun- 
day in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of John T. Fox and others, 
praying for amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition in regard to war claim of the 
heirs of Mary A. F. Peters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of soldiers of the civil war, 
indorsing the National Tribune pension bill”—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Carmi Post, No. 296, Department of Illinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing the “ National Tribune 
pension bill ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: Petiton of Northern Baptist Convention, 
held at Portland, Oreg., and letter signed by Dr. W. C. Bitting, 
of St. Louis, in reference to the Chinese-exclusion laws—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUREY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Sullivan (H. R. 9335)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of San Francisco Chamber 
of Commerce, indorsing bill to authorize the purchase of lands 
and buildings for consular establishments in China, Japan, and 
Korea—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of University Farm Schools, of California, re- 
garding country life commission—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Saturday Afternoon Club, of Santa Cruz, 
Cal., regarding children’s bureau bill to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, re- 
garding expenses of railway mail clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Joaquin and Sacramento 
yalleys, for improvement of California rivers—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bills for relief of Christ 
Nelson, William H. Rees, Ward Vanderhoof, Samuel Jewell, 
J. W. Davis, Albert McCool, Charles H. Barry, Ronson H. 
Borhydi, Christopher C. Hamilton and Marion D. Printz—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of American Electrochem- 
ical Society, favoring legislation to protect the water rights, 
and coal and other mineral deposits of the country—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Boston B. Baxter, Stephen Weathers, and J. L. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to correct the military record of Albert L. Ar- 
baugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of citizens of Lewisburg, Pa., in 
favor of the National Tribune pension bill ”—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Smith 
(H. R. 13581); also for the relief of Asbury J. Stewart (H. R. 
13580)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Nathan Compton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of American Mining Congress, for the estab- 
lishment of a national bureau of mines—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of soldiers and 
citizens of Allegheny Grand Army of the Republic Association, 
of Pittsburg, favoring bill amending acts of June 27, 1890, and 
April 19, 1908, increasing civil-war soldiers’ pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Higgin- 
botham—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of John R. Ebersole and 17 others, 
against enactment of legislation in reference to the observance 
of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of citizens of Barton, Edmore, 
and Tunbridge, N. Dak., against Sunday and religious legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Petition of soldiers and sailors of the 
civil war for the removal of the wreck of the battle ship 
Maine—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Gen. Charles Hamlin—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Herman Scramlin, of Amboy, Minn.—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
A. Holmes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Georgia 
Anna Thomas, of Nicholasville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Holman 
(II. R. 13180) —to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of G. W. Guffy and 40 
others, H. J. Towson and 40 others, J. E. Adams and 9 others, 
Herbert Downey and 20 others, R. G. Thompson and 19 others, 
W. J. Killmon and 35 others, protesting against legislation in 
reference to the observance of Sunday in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of State Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Connecticut on river and harbor improvements—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Connecticut State Board of Trade on grad- 
ing of apples—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Muskingum 
Council, No. 40, Junior Order United American Mechanics, urg- 
ing enactment of exclusion law—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Memorial of Encampment No. 118, Union 
Veteran Legion, Zanesville, Ohio, and soldiers and citizens of 
New Matamoras, Ohio, to secure increase of rates under the 
McCumber law—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Flonsburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob N. Stod- 
dard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition relative to war claim of the 
heirs of Margaret Nort—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of Women's Club of Sterling 
and Rock Falls, III., urging the passage of the Mann bill making 
it a felony to take a girl from one State to another in the in- 
terest of the “white-slave” traffic—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William R. Goddard Post, No. 288, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing the 
“National Tribune pension bill ”—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Ellsworth Post, No. 172, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring increase of pensions as 
provided in the “ National Tribune bill”—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of W. S. Dumont, Company I, Iowa Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Memorial of White Lake Yacht Club and 
others, in relation to recommendations of government engineers 
regarding harbors of Pentwater and White Lake—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MADISON: Petition against Senate bill 404, Sabbath 
observance in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of Kingman, Nebr., against passage 
of bill for proper observance of Sunday in the District of Colum- 
bia or joint resolution proposing amendment to the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Richard H. Humpries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition to accompany bill per- 
mitting Bradley and McMinn counties to build a bridge over the 
Hiwassee River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Emma A. Ford— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of James H. Devore for the 
reinstatement of Chauncey ©. Deyore at the United States 
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Military Academy at West Point—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Wallace (H. R. 13690)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany H. R. 13691, granting a pension 
to Catherine E. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Woodruff—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. RAUCH: Petition from citizens of Aetna, Ind., 
against the passage of bill S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, on Sunday 
and religious legislation—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of Sumner Post, No. 59, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Indiana, for increase of civil-war soldiers’ pensions, 
as per “ National Tribune bill”—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
James C. Bosley and William T. Stringfellow—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of sixteenth general meeting of 
the American Electrochemical Society, of South Bethlehem, Pa., 
for conseryation of the national resources—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon, Ohio, 
against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance act—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Elbert M. Warne, Joseph T. Marshall, and John H. Willis—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Third 
Congressional District of Kentucky, protesting against passage 
of any bill establishing a parcels post—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of J. F. B. Miller and 34 other 
residents of Royersford, Pa., for amendment of oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 
* Monpvay, December 13, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secrétary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Attorney-General for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1909 (H. Doe. No. 104), which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the annual report of the Surgeon-General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No, 145), which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Nineteenth Annual Report of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

VESSEL SLOOP “ HIRAM.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law and opinion 
filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spolia- 
tion claims relating to the vessel sloop Hiram, Sylvester Bald- 
win, master (S. Doc. No. 207), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of sundry employees of 
the arsenal plant of Watervliet, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to abolish the Watervliet arsenal as 
a manufacturing plant, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Buffalo, N. X., indorsing the work of the United 


States Hydrographic Office, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of the State of New York, praying for the adoption of a 
certain amendment to section 38 of the so-called“ corporation- 
tax law” providing for a method of ascertaining the basis of 
taxation, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Palisade, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Larimer County Medical 
Society, of Fort Collins, Colo., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the government of the Canal 
Zone and the construction of the Panama Canal, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. WARREN presented the petition of John Guthrie and 64 
other survivors of certain Indian wars, praying that they be 
granted a pensionable status, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. PILES presented memorials of sundry citizens of Mon- 
tesano, Snohomish, Pe Ell, and Elma, Wash., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the proper 
observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Colum- 
bia, which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Arnold and Ransom, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for the proper observance of Sunday 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THOMPSON presented the memorial of Luther Wilson 
and sundry other citizens of Ambrose, N. Dak., and the me- 
morial of C. M. Rud and sundry other citizens of Morton 
County, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the proper obseryance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the letter of J. Clinton Hiatt, 
on behalf of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ Association, and 
resolutions of 19 other citizens’ associations of the District of 
Columbia, in favor of an appropriation for a normal-training 
school. I ask that these papers may go to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I desire before they are referred to say 
that I am in hearty sympathy with the request that these good 
poeme make for a normal-training school in this city—some- 
thing that ought to have been established long ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter and resolutions will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Massachusetts 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing that an appropriation of $66,000 be made to reimburse 
those who contributed to the ransom fund in 1902 for Miss 
Ellen M. Stone, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of the Associated Charities of 
Hawaii, of Honolulu, Hawaii, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in that 
Territory, which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Emporia, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Peabody; 
of Severance Post, No. 191, of Severance; of Lookout Post, 
No. 96, of Wellsville; and of Syracuse Post, No. 381, of Syra- 
cuse, all of the Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of 
the so-called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2831) for the relief of James Tulley, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 1651) 
for the relief of William Hayes, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of Hannah Jameson Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Parsons, Kans., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the construc- 
tion of a military road from Yorktown, Va., to Jamestown, Va., 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of D. S. Crawford Post, 
No. 197, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, 
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of West Point, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 
Hudson County, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting pensions to all letter carriers who become aged or dis- 
abled in the service, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the adoption of the policy as outlined 
by the President of the United States for the improvement of 
the waterways of the country, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State of | 
New Jersey, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the present oleomargarine law to prohibit the fraudulent 
sale of imitation butter, which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Har- 
rison, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National 
Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the George M. McCarthy 
Association of Hudson County, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting pensions to all letter carriers who 
become aged or disabled in the service, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Jersey City, N. J., favoring the adoption of the policy 
as outlined by the President of the United States for the im- 
provement of the waterways of the country, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of San Luis Obispo, Cal., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the erection of a federal building at that city, which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

. He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the adoption of a certain amendment 
to the present law providing ocean mail service between the 
United States and foreign ports, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BACON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 870) to parole United States prisoners, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2846) to prevent the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in buildings, ships, navyy-yards, and parks 
and other premises owned or used by the United States Govern- 
ment, reported it without amendment. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN MARYLAND. 


Mr. RAYNER. From the Committee on the Judiciary I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 821) to 
provide for the appointment of an additional district judge in 
and for the district of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be put upon its passage. It is unanimously 
reported. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

NATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 15) submitted by 
himself on the 10th instant, reported it without amendment, 
and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 


Senate concurrent resolution 15. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print as 
ublic documents such of the publications of the National Monetary 
Pommission as the commission may designate. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and by unanimous consent the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. McENERY: 

‘A bill (S. 3884) for the relief of the estate of T. J. Semmes, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3885) for the relief of the estate of John Pember- 
ton, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 3886) to establish the University of the United 
States; to the Committee on the University of the United 
States. 

A bill (S. 3887) for the relief of William M. Patterson (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3888) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
pack (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3889) to amend an act to incorporate the Masonic 
Temple Association of the District of Columbia (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3890) to amend an act entitled “An act making it 
a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or will- 
fully neglect to provide for the support and maintenance by any 
person of his wife or of his or her minor children in destitute 
or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 1906; and 

A bill (S. 3891) to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia” 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3892) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Rochester, in the State 
of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Franklin, in the State 
of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 3894) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Berlin, in the State of 
New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 3895) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Laconia, in the State of 
New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 3896) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Somersworth, in the 
State of New Hampshire; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3897) for the relief of the heirs of Charles F. At- 
wood and Ziba H. Nickerson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3898) for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. R. B. 
Calvert, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3899) for the relief of Capt. N. F. McClure, U. S. 


my; 
A bill (S. 3900) for the relief of Margaret F. Watson ; 
A bill (S. 3901) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Wright, U. S. 


Army; 

Se bill (S. 3902) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Quinton, U. S. 
rmy ; 

1 A bill (S. 3903) for the relief of Capt. F. B. Shaw, U. S. 
rmy; 

A bill (S. 3904) for the relief of the Merritt & Chapman 
Wrecking Company ; 

A bill (S. 3905) for the relief of the Merritt & Chapman 
Derrick and Wrecking Company ; 

A bill (S. 3906) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 3907) for the relief of Capt. Evan M. Johnson, 
U. S. Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3908) to provide for payment of interest on judg- 
ments rendered against the United States for money due on 
public work; and 

A bill (S. 3909) for the relief of the heirs of Mary E. Neale; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison ; 

A bill (S. 3911) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Thomas (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3912) granting an increase of pension to Reason 
D. Evensizer (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3913) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Carr (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3914) granting an increase of pension to August 
Runge (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 3915) granting an increase of pension to Ahimooz 
E. Wood (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3916) to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit court 
of the United States for the ninth circuit to determine in equity 
the rights of American citizens under the award of the Bering 
Sea arbitration of Paris and to render judgment thereon; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 3917) granting an increase of pension to Amos L. 
Burdick (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3918) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Wells (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 3919) granting a pension to Joseph H. Peterson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3920) granting a pension to Alice L. Browne (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3921) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
B. Glass (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3922) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Moville, also known as Tousant Mayville, and to pant him 

an honorable discharge (with accompanying papers) ; 

zy bill (S. 3923) for the relief of D. M. Carman; to om Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (S. 3924) for the relief of the estate of John Wesley 
Eubanks, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 8925) for the relief of George D. Blakey; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3926) providing for the purchase, for the use of 
the Library of Congress, of certain manuscript books formerly 
the property of John Marshall, late Chief Justice of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3927) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
H. Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 

A bill (S. 3928) increasing the limit of the cost of construc- 
tion of the court-house and post-office building at New Orleans; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 3929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and 
Kentucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3930) to amend section 4 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a bureau of immigration and naturalization 
and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 
aliens throughout the United States,” approved June 29, 1906; 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 3931) for the relief of Thomas Coyle and Bridget 
Coyle and their legal representatives (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

3 (S. 3932) granting an increase of pension to Adelaid 
erce ; 

A bill (8. 3933) granting a pension to Benjamin Emerson 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3934) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Lafayette Campbell (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 3935) to provide for the leasing of public lands 
containing coal; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
C. Wells (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3937) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Moore (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3938) granting a pension to Charles V. Booth (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3939) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Montgomery (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3940) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frank (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3941) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Knapp (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3942) granting an increase of pension to Lester 
Knight (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3948) granting an increase of pension to David 
Strayer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3944) granting an increase of pension to Emil 
Joerin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Walker (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to August 
33 (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 

ensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSTON (for Mr. BANKHEAD): 

A bill (S. 3947) to amend an act authorizing the construction 
of dams and power stations on the Coosa River at Lock 2, 


Alabama (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: 

A bill (S. 3948) granting an increase of pension to Fletcher 
Crite, now known as Fletcher Matthews (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 3949) providing for the celebration of the semi- 
centennial anniversary of the act of emancipation, and for 
other purposes (with accompanying papers) ; to the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions. 

A bill (S. 3950) for the relief of Lawrence G. Boggs and 
Samuel R. Colhoun, pay directors, United States Navy (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3951) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Crosby (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3952) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
N. Phelps; and 

A bill (S. 3953) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Sayer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 
er bill (S. 3954) granting an increase of pension to Eli E. 

k; 

A bill (S. 3955) granting an increase of pension to George O. 
Miller (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8956) granting an increase of pension to William 
Howells; 

A bill (S. 3957) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Wiliams; 

A bill (S. 3958) granting an increase of pension to Adoniram 
J. Goff; 

A bill (S. 3959) granting an increase of pension to W. K, 
Eggleston ; 

A bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to John Burns; 

A bill (S. 3961) granting a pension to Harriet L. Chittenden; 

A bill (S. 8962) granting a pension to Harry M. Osborne 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3963) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Anderson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3964) granting an 5 of pension to Thomas 
Burt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3965) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Carter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3966) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
James Coffey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3967) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dannels (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3968) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Flynn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3969) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Giller (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3970) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Harned (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3971) granting an — — of pension to Samuel E, 
Johnson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3972) granting an increase of pension to Willis J. 
Kendall (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3973) granting an increase of pension to David 
Lakin (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3974) granting an increase of pension to Laura E. 
Morton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8975) granting an increase of pension to Hector C. 
Northington (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3976) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Rigney (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3977) granting an increase of pension to George 
Ritchey (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Sharp (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3979) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Thomas (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 3980) granting an increase of pension to James 
Kincaid ; 

A bill (S. 3981) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
O. McPherson; and 

A bill (S. 3982) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo F, 
Page; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 3983) to amend the act of April 23, 1904 (33 
Stat. L., p. 302), entitled “An act for the survey and allotment 
of lands now embraced within the limits of the Flathead In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and 
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disposal of all surplus lands after allotment,” and all amend- 
ments thereto; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3984) granting an increase of pension to Webster 
A. Whiting (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3985) granting an increase of pension to John Car- 
veep (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 3986) granting an increase of pension to A. A. 


Doty * 
Sec bi (S. 3987) granting an increase of pension to Jacob M. 

rwin; 

A bill (S. 3988) granting an increase of pension te Henry C. 
Paddock ; 

A bill (S. 3989) granting an increase of pension to Perry W. 
Holcomb ; 

A bill (S. 3990) granting an incréase of pension to Matthew 
M. Perry; 

A bill (S. 3991) granting an increase of pension to Enos 


son; 

A bill (S. 3992) granting an increase of pension to Rufus M. 
Taft, allas Madison R. Baker; and 

A bill (S. 3993) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 3994) for the relief of Joseph F. Tribble; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3995) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
James; 

A bill (S. 3996) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. 
De Forest; and 

A bill (S. 3997) granting an increase of pension to Timothy C. 
Root; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 3998) to authorize certain changes in the permanent 
system of highways plan, District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 3999) for the relief of Scott P. Stewart and Andrew 
J. Stewart, jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4000) granting an increase of pension to Amasa S. 
Condon; and 

A bill (S. 4001) granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Snyder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 4002) to provide for the disposition of surplus 
waters of projects under the Reclamation Act; to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 4003) to provide for raising the volunteer forces of 
the United States in time of actual or threatened war; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4004) granting permission to Capt. William E. Hor- 
ton, U. S. Army, to accept a decoration tendered him by the 
President of the French Republic (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 4005) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Loye- 
less ; 

A bill (S. 4006) granting a pension to Mary A. Kendall; and 

A bill (S. 4007) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Grissom (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 4008) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States,” approved 
February 20, 1907; and 

A bill (S. 4009) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States,” approved 
February 20, 1907; to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 4010) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Lydia Ruger; 

A bill (S. 4011) granting an increase of pension to James 
Matthews; and 

A bill (S. 4012) granting an increase of pension to S. Louise 
Perry; to. the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 4013) to extend to the port of Thompsons Point, in 
the district of Bridgeton, N. J., the privilege of immediate trans- 
portation without appraisement of dutiable merchandise; to the 
Committee on Commerce. , 

A pill (S. 4014) for the relief of Allan L. Briggs; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4015) appropriating $10,000 to aid in the erection 
of a monument in memory of the late President James A. Gar- 
field at Long Branch, N. J.; to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 4016) to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 4017) granting an increase of pension to John 
McConnell; and 

A bill (S. 4018) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 4019) for the relief of certain commissioned and 
warrant officers appointed while serving in the Regular Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps; and 

A bill (S. 4020) to provide for the naturalization of aliens 
who have served or shall hereafter serve for one enlistment of 
four years in the United States Navy or Marine Corps, or for 
four years in the naval auxiliary service; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4021) granting an honorable discharge to William 
C. Looper; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4022) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cause to be erected on the site already acquired in the city 
of San Francisco, Cal., a suitable building for the United 
States subtreasury; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4023) for the relief of Arthur G. Fisk; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 4024) to provide for the purchase of ground for 
and the erection of a public building for an immigration sta- 
tion, on a site to be selected for said station, in the city of 
Seattle, Wash. (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 4025) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Wambaugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4026) extending the provisions of the pension laws 
of the United States to persons engaged in the operation and 
construction of military telegraph lines during the war of the 
rebellion ; 

A bill (S. 4027) granting a pension to Mont. J, Musgrave 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4028) granting an increase of pension to William 
I. Mathews (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4029) granting a pension to Isaac Carter (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. TALIAFERRO: 

A bill (S. 4030) granting a pension to Hattie S. Carruth; 


and 

A bill (S. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Black (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 4032) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Gifford Townsend; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 4033) for the relief of volunteer officers and sol- 
diers who served in the Philippine Islands beyond the period of 
their enlistment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 4034) granting an increase of pension to Rane C. 
Carter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4035) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Leonard (with the accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4036) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
Keller (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4087) granting an increase of pension to John 
Marsh (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 4038) for the relief of heirs or estate of Peter J. 
Moseley, deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4039) for the relief of heirs or estate of Benjamin 
Garrett, deceased (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 4040) to grant certain lands to the city of Chey- 
enne, Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: 

A bill (S. 4041) granting an increase of pension to Emily W. 
Tilley; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MCENERY : 
A bill (S. 4042) for the relief of heirs or estates of Ann L. 
Quirk and Stephen W. Quirk, deceased (with an accompanying 


paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4043) for the relief of heirs or estate of Andre N. 
Robin, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4044) for the relief of heirs or estates of Jean 
Baptiste Rivette and Mary Rivette, deceased (with an accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4045) for the relief of heirs or estate of Louis 
Lalonde, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4046) for the relief of heirs or estate of Michel 
Emonet, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4047) for the relief of heirs or estate of Honore 
Dejean, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4048) for the relief of heirs or estate of Joseph 
Balquet, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4049) for the relief of heirs or estates of James 
Burleigh, sr., deceased, and others (with an accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4050) for the relief of heirs or estates of Natalie 
Boudreau and Severin Landry, deceased (with an accompany- 
ing paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4051) for the relief of heirs or estate of Valmont 
Stelly, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4052) for the relief of heirs or estate of Pierre 
Pitre, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4053) for the relief of heirs or estate of Alexander 
Fournier, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4054) for the relief of Marcelin Martin (with an 
accompanying paper ) ; 

A bill (S. 4055) for the relief of heirs or estate of Solomon 
Buckner Harmon, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4056) for the relief of Carel Wolff (with an accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4057) for the relief of heirs or estate of Lawrence 
Young, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4058) for the relief of heirs or estate of Pierre 
Arvillien Broussard, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4059) for the relief of Henry Comeaux (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4060) for the relief of Belizaire Cormier (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4061) for the relief of heirs or estate of Alexandre 
Carsayo, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4062) for the relief of heirs or estate of John R. 
Creighton, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4063) for the relief of Jules J. Dubernard (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4064) for the relief of Melanie Limey (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S, 4065) for the relief of heirs or estate of Leontine 
Guilbeau, deceased ; 

A bill (S: 4066) for the relief of heirs or estate of Desire 
‘Landry, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4067) for the relief of heirs or estate of Onezime 
Melancon, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4068) for the relief of heirs or estate of Auguste 
Henry Monnier, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4069) for the relief of heirs or estate of Louis 
Sam, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4070) for the relief of heirs or estate of Chevalier 
Thibodeaux, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4071) for the relief of heirs or estate of Appoline 
Fournier Patout, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4072) for the relief of heirs or estate of Don Louis 
Thibodeaux, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4073) for the relief of Susan White (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

‘A bill (S. 4074) for the relief of heirs or estate of Pierre 
Meaux, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4075) for the relief of heirs or estate of Moses 
MewWaters, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4076) for the relief of heirs or estate of Louis 
Bertram, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4077) for the relief of heirs or estate of Arcade 
Emonet, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4078) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer; 

A bill (S. 4079) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Fran- 
eis M. Fisk, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4080) for the relief of the heirs or estate of St. 
Anne L. Fontenot, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4081) for the relief of Florimand Izard; 

A bill (S. 4082) for the relief of heirs or estates of Robert 
B. Kennedy and Lenora J. Kennedy, deceased; 


A bill (S. 4083) for the relief of heirs or estate of Phillip 
Poete, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4084) for the relief of Adolph Stagg; 

A bill (S. 4085) for the relief of heirs or estate of Archilles 
Prudhomme, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4086) for the relief of heirs or estate of Marle 
Sylvia Lalonde, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4087) for the relief of heirs or estate of Jesse E. 
Lacy, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4088) for the relief of heirs or estates of Jacob 
Kener and Martha Keller, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. . 

By Mr. JOHNSTON (for Mr. BANKHEAD) : 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 51) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to expend, not exceeding the sum of $15,000, of the 
sum already appropriated to the Tennessee River between Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., and Riverton, Ala., for the purpose of opening 
to navigation the canal between Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals 
on said river; to the Committee on Commerce. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. OWEN. I introduce a bill to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Red River under the rules laid down 
by the act of Congress of March 23, 1906, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill (S. 4089) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River and to establish it as a post-road was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the bill been referred to a committee, 
I will inquire? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I shall object to its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 

The bill was read the second time by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS, 


Mr. BRISTOW. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask 
may be read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (S. J. R. 50) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States respecting the manner 
of election of United States Senators was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 50. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in N assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States be proposed for ratifications by the legislatures of 
the several States, which, when ratified by legislatures In three-fourths 
of Fy several States, shall be valid as a part of the said Constitution, 
ant the Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sena- 
tors from each State, chosen at a general election by the electors 
thereof, for a term of six years. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently said: The joint reso- 
lution which the Senator from Kansas introduced the Chair 
thinks should go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
rather than the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If that is the proper committee for it, let it 
be so referred, but I would prefer that it should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection it can 
go wherever the Senator chooses to send it. In the opinion of 
the Chair it should properly go to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, but the Chair has already sent it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary at the request of the Senator from Kansas, 
and will not make a change of reference without the Senator's 
request. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That reference is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BRISTOW subsequently said: As, in the opinion of the 
Chair, the joint resolution which I introduced should be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I will withdraw 
my request that it shall go to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order refer- 
ring the joint resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary will 
be annulled and it will be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I did not hear the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read tke joint 
resolution by title. 


The 
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The SECRETARY. A joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States respecting the manner 
of election of United States Senators. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the joint resolution should 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution has gone there, 
and a request was made for a change of reference. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I shall object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The original 
reference stands. 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $8,000 for the erection of employees’ quarters at the 
Genoa Indian School, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the erection of a superintendent’s cottage at the 
Genoa Indian School, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$4,000 for the purpose of enlarging the shop building at the 
Genoa Indian School, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


ADDRESS OF HON, ALBERT B. CUMMINS. 


On motion of Mr. BORAH, it was 


Ordered, That the address by Hon. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, delivered 
before the Marquette Club, Chicago, Saturday evening, November 6, 
1909, be printed as a document (S. Doc. No. 204). 


COMPANIES B, o, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH U, 8. INFANTRY. 


On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That the original manuscript of the letter of the Acting See- 
retary of War, dated April 8, 1908, transmitting the names 


submitted by them, printed as Senate Document No. 430, Sixtieth Con- 
grons, first session, taken from the files of the Senate and returned 

the War Department, in order that certain discharge certificates 
contained therein may be returned to their owners if d 


THE PAYNE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. LODGE. I send to the desk an article from the Atlantic 
Monthly of October last, by a distinguished Member of the 
House of Representatives, Hon. SAMUEL W. McCart. I move 
that it be printed as a Senate document (S. Doc. No. 205). It 
is very brief. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF IMMIGRATION COMMISSION. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. On behalf of the Immigration Com- 
mission I send to the desk a report on steerage conditions and 
ask that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration (S. Doc. No. 206). I also ask that the report made at 
the last session on the subject of importing women for im- 
moral pu may have the same reference. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requests 
of the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none, and they 
are granted. 

MATILDA A. GORDON. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
97), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 97. 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Matilda A. Gordon, widow of Charles 
A. Gordon, late messenger to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ at the 
rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CATHERINE A. LAYTON, 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 98), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 98. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Catherine A. m, widow o 
Bernard W. Layton, late messenger, acting assistant doorkeeper of 
the United States Senate, a sum to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. MONEY was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Additional Accommodations for 
the Library of Congress. 

Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. Cuxnnasox be appointed to fill the vacancy in 
the chairmanship of the Committee on Additional Accommodations for 
the Library of Congress. 

Mr. MONEY was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. PAYNTER was, on his own motion, excused from fur- 
ther service upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RAYNER was, on his own motion, excused from further 
seryice upon the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. STONE was, on his own motion, excused from further 
seryice upon the Committee on Transportation and Sale of 
Meat Products. 

Mr. MONEY. I am authorized to ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Davıs] be excused from further service upon the Committee 
on Conservation of National Resources. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, and 
the junior Senator from Arkansas is excused. 

Mr. MONEY. I am authorized on the part of the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] to ask that he be excused 
from further service upon the Committee on the Mississippi 
River and its Tributaries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, and 
the request is granted. 

Mr. MONBY. I have authority from the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. NewLanps] to ask that he be excused from fur- 
ther service upon the Committee on Cuban Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator from Nevada is excused. 

Mr. B. , at his own request, was, on motion of Mr. 
Money, excused from further service upon the Committee on 
Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Mr. THompson be appointed to fill the vacancies in 


each of the following committees : 

The ares River sor 9 — 5 8 of 7 5 
Resource ustrial ons, Transportation an e 
oft Meat — ‘airs, and Pacific Islands 


roducts, Cuban Relations, Indian 
Rico. 


AFFAIRS IN NICARAGUA. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I call up Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 49. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland desire to have the joint resolution 
read? 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to have it read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. J. R. 49) author- 
izing the President to take action in Nicaraguan affairs, intro- 
duced by Mr. Rayner on the 10th instant, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 49. 


Whereas it has been officially reported to the Department of State 
that two citizens of the United States, serving as soldiers in the 
revolutionary army of General Estrada in Nicaragua, have been Jately 
captured as prisoners of war and executed under the order of Zelaya, 
the President of the Republic of Nicaragua; and 

Whereas the execution of prisoners of war who are not guilty of 
treason or acting as spies is contri to the military code of Nica- 


and Porto 


he be Zur to accomplish this purpose. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, in making a brief presenta- 
tion of the subject involved in this resolution I realize the 
fact that I am dealing with a delicate matter, and I do not 
propose to permit my feelings to influence my judgment. I 
have given the legal aspects of the case my most patient con- 
sideration, and I desire to say that, so far as the law that 
governs it is concerned, in order to arrive at a proper conclu- 
sion the most diligent investigation of precedents and authori- 
ties that relate to the question at issue is absolutely demanded, 
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and no opinion that is simply based upon a superficial famili- 
arity with the principles involved, no matter from how high a 
source it emanates, would carry much weight. Having given 
the subject my most laborious attention, realizing the compli- 
eations and embarrassment that surround it, I have arrived at 
certain conclusions based upon cases and decisions that satisfy 
me that we can reach the crime set forth in the resolution by a 
method which may amount technically to a declaration of 
hostilities against Zelaya, but will not carry with it a general 
declaration of war against the Government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. President, in offering the resolution I want it understood 
that I have not done so for the purpose simply of addressing 
the Senate upon it, but I propose to follow it up with all the 
zeal I can command. 

The question that I present is one more of law than of 
war. A great crime has been committed against the rights 
of American citizenship which can not be allowed to slumber. 
The guilt does not rest upon the people of Nicaragua, and 
therefore to punish them or to seize their ports or custom- 
houses, which would be an easy matter to accomplish, would 
not subserve the purpose of my inquiry. We must not con- 
found the action of the Dictator of Nicaragua with the con- 
duct of the subjects over whom he rules. This resolution is 
directed against him individually, and I want it entirely sepa- 
rated from any proposed steps that we may take in reference 
to our interference in Nicaragua, The two propositions must 
be kept apart. 

I also desire to say that my strongest sympathies are and 
always have been enlisted in favor of the people of Central 
America, and I want to see the friendliest relationship main- 
tained between their governments and ours. I belieye in ce- 
menting the ties that now exist between us, and earnestly 
hope that nothing will ever occur that will compel us to assume 
any unfriendly attitude toward them; and I therefore want 
to separate this unfortunate occurrence from the general situa- 
tion of good will and amity that prevails between these repub- 
lies and the United States, so that it shall be isolated and rest 
upon the environment that surrounds it, without affecting in 
the slightest degree the policy that the United States has 
adopted toward the Central American States and which I trust 
will continue to be exercised for the mutual benefit and adyan- 
tage of both of them for all the years to come. 

I have no doubt that the President and the Secretary of 
State will persist in their efforts to have this great crime that 
has been committed against American citizens thoroughly in- 
vestigated and the arch criminal brought to justice. No civi- 
lized country upon the globe would maintain silence in the face 
of such an outrage, and it will do no injury, as this resolution 
contemplates, to give the President all the authority that may 
be necessary for him to proceed in the premises. The ques- 
tion of the recognition of the revolutionists as belligerents is 
therefore not involved in this resolution, nor their recognition 
as a de facto government in the event of the successful termina- 
tion of the revolution. Before presenting, however, the point 
embodied in the resolution I desire to say a few words upon 
the subject of the rights of the revolutionists as belligerents, 
and the recognition of any government that they may establish. 


RECOGNITION OF BELLIGERENTS. 


It is a well-settled principle of international law that in 
case of war between independent nations parties immediately 
become entitled to the rights of belligerents. In a case of this 
sort under the present circumstances, the Supreme Court has 
held that the recognition of belligerency depends upon the 
magnitude of the struggle and the degree in which it affects 
the interests of the recognizing power. The revolutionists have 
practically covered and maintained an effective blockade upon 
the entire eastern coast of Nicaragua on the Caribbean Sea, and 
through the unlawful conduct of Zelaya the interests of our 
country have been so largely affected and involved that it is 
my judgment that the Secretary of State so far has acted 
strictly within his limits and within the jurisdiction conferred 
upon him. 

In the event that the revolutionists should be successful and 
establish a de facto government, the principles of law are also 
well settled that will govern the case. These principles have 
never been announced in more explicit terms than they were by 
President Pierce in a special message to Congress on May 15, 
1856, in which he stated: 

It is the established policy of the United States to recognize all gov- 
ernments without question of their source, or organization, or of the 
means by which the governing persons attain eir power, provided 
there be a government de facto accepted by the people of the country, 


and with reserve only of time as to the r ition of the revolution- 
ary governments arising out of the subdivision of the parent states 


with which we are in relations of amity. We do not go behind the 


fact of a foreign government's exercising actual 
questions of legitimacy; we do not inquire into the causes which led 
to a change of government. To us it is indifferent whether a success- 
ful revolution has been aided by foreign intervention or not; whether 
insurrection has overthrown existing government and another has been 
established in its place, according to preexisting forms, or in a manner 
adopted for the occasion by those who we may find in the actual pos- 
session of the power. All those matters we leave to the people and the 
pavus authorities of the particular country to determine; and their 
etermination, whether it be by positive action or by ascertained 
acquiescence, is 
new government. 


wer to investigate 


to us a sufficient warranty of the legitimacy of the 


TRIAL OF ZELAYA. 

Having briefly made these suggestions, I come now to the 
proposition that is involved in the resolution. The facts are 
yery plain. Two American citizens had enlisted in the army of 
the reyolutionists under General Estrada, one of them being 
commissioned as colonel in his forces. I understand from a 
dispatch received this morning that both of them held the 
commission of colonel in his forces. These men were not 
guilty of military treason, and the military ordinances of Nica- 
ragua expressly stipulate that the penalty of death can only be 
legally enforced when there is undisputed evidence of military 
treason, They were not spies, because a spy is a person sent 
by one belligerent to gain secret information of the forces and 
defenses of the other to be used for hostile purposes, They 
were simply, when captured, prisoners of war, and the universal 
law of civilized nations now forbids the killing or wounding of 
prisoners of war, or the infliction of any punishment upon them 
which they haye not merited by an offense against the laws of 
the country since their captivity. While our statute forbids any 
military expedition against a foreign country with whom we 
are at peace, emanating from this country, it has been held 
over and over again by the federal courts that American citi- 
zens have a right to enlist in foreign military service or in mili- 
tary operations carried on between different parts of the same 
country. In 1842 Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, laid 
down the doctrine that if citizens of the United States enlisted 
in the service of an insurgent power whom the United States 
acknowledges as belligerent, but which is not so acknowledged 
by the parent state, should be treated, when captured, by the 
parent state, otherwise than as prisoners of war, and their 
release when demanded should be refused, consequences of the 
most serious character would necessarily ensue. These men, 
then, if the official reports that we have are true, have been 
murdered in defiance of law, and the question resolves itself 
into the kind of punishment that must be exacted, and the 
methods or the process by which it can be obtained. 

On June 12, 1854, for outrages and indignities committed 
upon the property and persons of American citizens, Captain 
Hollins, of the United States ship Cyane, bombarded the town 
of San Juan del Norte (Greytown), the very place upon the 
eastern coast of Nicaragua now held by the forces of Zelaya, 
and after the town had been destroyed the following report 
was made by Captain Hollins of the transaction: 

The execution done by our shot and shell amounted to the almost 
total destruction of the buildings, but it was thought best to make the 

unishment of such a character as to inculcate a lesson never to be 
‘orgotten by those who have for so long a time set at defiance all 
warnings, and satisfy the whole world that the United States have 
the power and determination to enforce that reparation and respect 
due to them as a government in whatever quarters the outrages may 
be committed. 

In 1894 William Wilson, a citizen of the United States, was 
shot at Bluefields, also upon the eastern coast of Nicaragua, 
by Norberto Arguello, acting governor of Rama, without prov- 
ocation, and this Government demanded of Nicaragua that 
Arguello and his murderous accomplices be brought to trial 
and dealt with according to law. 

The most instructive incident that we have in all our history 
occurred during the Hungarian revolt, in which the Austrian 
chargé d'affaires had designated as a spy the emissary that we 
had sent to Hungary. I read an extract from the famous 
answer of Mr. Webster, who was then Secretary of State: 


A spy is a person sent by one belligerent to gain secret information 
of the forces and defenses of the other, to be used for hostile purposes. 
According to practice, he may use deception, under the penalty of being 
lawfully hanged if detected. To give this odious name and char- 
acter to a confidential agent of a neutral power bearing the com- 
mission of his country, and sent for a purpose fully warranted by the 
laws of nations, is not only to abuse language, but also to confound all 
just ideas, and to announce the wildest and most extravagent notions, 
such as certainly were not to have been expected in a grave diplo- 
matic paper; and the President directs the undersigned to say to Mr. 
Hulsemann that the American Government would regard such an 
mins ying: upon it by the cabinet of Austria as that it employs spies, 
and that in a quarrel, none of its own, as distinctly offensive, if it did 
not presume, as it is willing to presume, that the word used in the 
original German was not of equivalent meaning with “spy” in the 
English language, or that in some other way the employment of such 
an opprobrious term may be explained. Had the Imperial Government 
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it would have 

the cabinet of 

if it had carried or eee to carry 
orized 


of Austria subjected Mr. Mann to the treatment of a spy, 

poet itseif without the le of civilization, an 
jenna may be assured tha 

any such lawless purpose into effect in the case of an au agen 

of this Government, the spirit of the penis of this country would 

have demanded immediate hostilities to waged De Uae utmost exer- 

tion of the power of the Republic—military and na 


INDEMNITY AND SEVERANCE OF DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATION WILL NOT 
SUFFICE, 


It will be observed from what I have said that what I am 
concerned in now is not the question of the belligerent rights of 
the reyolutionists, or in case of their success their recognition 
either as the de facto or the de jure government, but in the 
speedy apprehension and punishment of Zelaya. This des- 
perado is everything that the Secretary of State says about 
him, and a great deal more. If the country knew what is 
known in official circles in reference to his general depravity, 
it would regard the Secretary’s communication as exceedingly 
temperate, as it shows upon its face the restraint under which 
he was laboring in dealing with such a character. I have 
watched for years the revolutionary history of Central Amer- 
ica, and am familar with the career of a great many of the im- 
postors and usurpers and the grotesque and motley leaders that 
have sprung from their chaotic institutions, but Zelaya is prob- 
ably the most despicable figure that has ever arisen in their 
midst. If he were simply a highwayman, we might identify 
him; if he was simply a tyrant who oppressed the people for the 
purpose of robbing them, we might particularize him; if he 
was a usurper who was only holding on to power so long as 
there was any money in the treasury to steal, or any further 
territory that he could sack for private plunder, we could 
assign him a proper place in the ranks of some of his predeces- 
sors; and if he was purely an assassin who regarded murder as 
a legitimate profession through which he could despoil his vic- 
tims of their possessions until the time came for him to flee 
from the hands of retributive justice, it would be an easy task 
also for anyone acquainted with the political history of Nica- 
ragua to classify him. 

He is, however, all of these things combined. In the school 
of corruption, dishonor, perfidy, and crime he stands without a 
peer, and exhibits in one glow of associated harmony “the pride 
of every model and the perfection of every master.” I have 
been informed upon the most reliable authority that the vices of 
his private life are more infamous in their indescribable de- 
tails than the iniquities of his public career. Such a creature 
as this deserves the execration of mankind. Now, as the cul- 
minating infamy of his administration, trampling upon every 
instinct of humanity, in violation of universal law, in defiance 
of those precepts of the international code that have been 
recognized ever since the night of barbarism receded before the 
rays of civilization, he has put to torture and then to death 
two American citizens who were not guilty of treason, who 
were not spies, but whom he had captured as prisoners of war 
in the army of the revolutionists. This act was not only the 
act of a fiend, but was an insult to the honor of this Republic, 
and can not remain unavenged. It is absolutely preposterous 
for us to talk about indemnity. Indemnity is no recompense for 
murder. Even if we were willing to accept such a compromise, 
there is no one to give us indemnity, because the revolutionists 
will soon be in power, and the comrades in arms of these un- 
fortunate men should never be assessed for compensation for 
their unlawful death, It is said that we ought to break off 
official communication with his accredited representatives. We 
have already done that, and that amounts to nothing, and is a 
matter of absolute unconcern to him. Then it is said that we 
ought to declare war against Nicaragua. I think that is un- 
necessary, except in so far as this resolution may be construed 
into what is known in international law as a declaration of 
hostility sub modo—some of the authorities speaking of it as 
limited or imperfect hostilities, It is a declaration against the 
ruler of Nicaragua in person and not against the Government, 
which may soon be out of his grasp. The proper step to take 
is, therefore, in my judgment, that which is embodied in the 
language of the resolution, and that is, by every process and 
method that may be necessary, to apprehend the murderer and 
bring him to trial. 

This Government is a cowardly government if it does not 
make an example of Zelaya before the eyes of the civilized 
world. This case will not admit of any trifling or concessions. 
If two American citizens—I care not who they were or what 
they were, citizens in high standing as they have been reputed 
to be or soldiers of fortune—have been murdered by Zelaya, 
then he must be made to pay the penalty of his crime. No 
other punishment will meet with the favor or the temper of the 
American people. I haye supreme confidence in the Secretary 


t | confidence in the courage of the President. 


of State, and I believe he is proceeding with measured steps, 
but that he is reaching toward the end. I have also an abiding 
He will not, and he 
can not, permit this matter to languish. Once spread before 
the American people the details of the execution, and our people 
will rise in arms and demand retribution. They have not yet 
fully absorbed the significance of this deed. It is well, there- 
fore, that our gunboats and cruisers are guarding the coasts of 
Nicaragua, both upon the Pacific and upon the Caribbean Sea, 
so that Zelaya can not escape. He is ready to fiee now. 

The only question with him is whether he can get away 
with the money he has stolen. I believe that he would just as 
leave lose his head as lose his money. This is all that he de- 
sires the continuance of power for, and whenever the moment 
arrives that the plunder gives out, then he will make his plans 
to escape and claim protection at some foreign court. He is 
trying to imitate the example of Castro. Castro, however, was 
not guilty of murder; he was simply an ordinary brigand and 
robber. This criminal has trailed in the dust the flag of this 
country, and I do most earnestly hope that in his negotiations 
with the insurgents Secretary Knox will insist upon one con- 
dition, and that is that we will only give them our help upon 
their promise not to permit Zelaya to escape. He must be 
brought to trial. The laws of God and of civilization and the 
honor of the Republic demand it. As much as I am opposed 
to participating in these Central American revolutions, as they 
are called; as little as I care generally whether one party or 
the other is in possession of the government, or rather of the 
treasury; as often as I have said upon this floor that we must 
keep aloof from these controversies, no such circumstance as 
this has ever been presented to our attention; and in this case I 
would not hesitate not only to give our moral support to the reyo- 
lutionists, but the moment that they feel that they are unable 
to capture this monster and overawe his half-breed and savage 
barbarians that surround him in his fortified palace at Managna, 
and transfer him to a fortified prison under the constructive 
custody of the United States, that moment I would give them 
our actual support. This would not practically amount to a 
declaration of general war against the people of Nicaragua, 
ae the people of Nicaragua want to be free from this reign 
of terror. 

It might be said that if the revolutionists succeed he could 
not obtain a fair trial in Nicaragua. He would obtain a much 
fairer trial than he accorded to the men whom he murdered. 
But if that is the case, and he can not obtain a fair trial in 
his own country at the hands of the revolutionists, then there 
is not the slightest obstacle in the way of trying him by a 
military commission in Nicaragua at the hands of the United 
States. If we can apprehend him—and there is, as a matter 
of course, no difficulty in doing this—we have the right to 
organize a military court and try him. The territory on which 
he is apprehended becomes conquered territory pro tanto within 
the definitions of international law, and he becomes a prisoner 
of war charged with the crime of murder. 

He is not a civilian; he is a military commander, and as such, 
having committed the crime of murder against two American 
prisoners of war, he is subject to military law. I do not like 
the term “martial law,” and under the cases it really has no 
definite meaning, and I would prefer therefore to speak of it 
as military law. He becomes our prisoner, and charged with 
this crime, his guilt or innocence can be determined by a mili- 
tary court. This right is too well established to require any 
citation of cases to support it. These trials have taken place 
frequently under similar.circumstances, and civil tribunals have 
never interfered with them. His crime was a military crime in 
time of war, committed against the United States and in viola- 
tion of the Jaw of nations, and he can be made to answer for it 
before a military tribunal. 

In the well-known case of ex parte Milligan, 4 Wallace, page 
2, counsel upon both sides and the Supreme Court conceded 
that a case of this nature was a proper case for a military 
court. The court held that Milligan, being a civilian, was 
entitled to a trial before the civil courts. This case was ar- 
gued by some of the ablest lawyers in the United States, and I 
quote some extracts from the argument and the decision. 

Upon page 14 Mr. Butler, who was arguing the case for the 
United States, thus stated the law: 


Offenses against military laws are Sonera ay 
under the acts of the legislature which creat these laws, such as 
courts-martial and courts of inquiry. 

* „ + Hence arise military commissions. Martial law and its 
tribunals have thus come to be recognized in the military operations 
of all civilized warfare. Washington in the Revolutionary war had 
repeated recourse to military commissions. General Scott resorted to 
2 Bove ts with which to govern the people of Mexico within 

es. 


tribunals established 
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Upon pages 29 and 34 of the same case, Mr. David Dudley 
Field, who was arguing the case for the petitioner, made this 
statement: 

What is a military commission? Originally it appears to have been 
an advisory board oh officers convened for the purpose of informing the 
conscience of the commanding officer in cases where he might act for 
himself if he chose. General Scott resorted to it in Mexico for his 
assistance in governing conquered p + * © It will now show 
that military tribunals for civilians or nonmilitary whether 
in war or peace, are inconsistent with the liberty of the citizen and 
can have no place in constitutional government. 

Upon page 57 Mr. Garfield, for the petitioner, uses this lan- 
guage: 

+ * In a military department the military commission is a 
substitute for the ordinary state or United States court when the latter 
is closed by the exigencies of war or is without the jurisdiction of the 
offense committed. 

In delivering his opinion in the case, the Chief Justice uses 
this language, upon page 137: 

We think that Congress had power, though not exercised, to authorize 
the military commission. * * * The Constitution itself provides 
for military government as well as for eiyil government, and we do not 
understand it to be claimed that the civil saf of the Constitution 
pave 1 in cases ee the proper sphere 1 Wha 

n, roper sphere? power ra suppor 
armies, to provide an maintain boars. to make rules for the govern- 
ment and regulation of the land and naval forces, and to provide for 
8 such part of the militia as may be in the service of the 

nited States. It is not denied that the power to make rules for the 
government of the army and navy is a power to provide for trial and 
punishment by military courts without a jury. This has been so under- 
stood and exercised from the adoption of the Constitution to the present 
time. Nor in our judgment does the fifth or any other amendment 
abridge that power. 

I shall not now, as I have already intimated, pass upon the 
question as to the place where a trial of this sort ought to take 
place. I give my opinion upon the following points, whatever 
that opinion may be worth: 

First. That Zelaya, the President of the Republic of Nica- 
ragua, was the commander in chief of the military forces of the 
Republic. 

Second. That two American citizens living in Nicaragua had 
enlisted in the revolutionary forces of General Estrada and 
were lawfully serving under his command. 

Third. That these men were captured as prisoners of war; 
that they were neither spies nor had they been guilty of mili- 
tary treason, nor were they guilty of any offense against the 
Government of Nicaragua since their capture. 

Fourth. That under these circumstances, as admitted by 
Zelaya, they were captured and shot to death. 

Fifth. That if with the aid of the insurgents or otherwise 
Zelaya is apprehended by the United States the territory within 
which he is taken becomes conquered territory pro tanto, and 
he becomes a military prisoner of the United States who has 
been guilty of the crime of military murder against citizens of 
the United States. 

Sixth. That under these circumstances Congress has the right 
either to organize a tribunal itself or to authorize the President 
to do so for the trial of Zelaya in order to determine upon 
his participation in the proceedings aforesaid and upon his 
guilt or innocence in the premises. 

Now, before closing, let me give one or two more authorities 
upon propositions I have referred to. I read from another 
document of Mr. Webster in reference to prisoners of war: 

Prisoners of war are to be considered as unfortunate and not as 
criminal, and are to be treated . rng © although the question of 
detention or liberation is one affecting the interest of the captor alone, 
and therefore one with which no other government ought to interfere 
in any way; yet the right to detain by no means implies the right to 
dispose of the prisoners at the pleasure of the captor. That right 
involves certain duties, among them that of providing the prisoners 
with the necessaries of life and abstaining from the infliction of any 
punishment upon them which they may not have merited by an offense 
against the laws of the 8 since they were taken. (Mr. Webster, 
e of State, to Mr. Ellis, Feb. 26, 1842, MS., Inst. Mex., XV, 

+) 

The law of war forbids the wounding, killing, im nt into th 
troops of the country, or the enslaving or of arwine maltreating ot 
prisoners of war, unless they have been ity of some grave crime, and 
Portes ae Sensa ena Pon Lived rd Po yg — State can W 

r. Webster, Secretary of State, to Mr. Thompson, minister ico, 
yong 5, 1842, Webster's Works, VI, 427, 437.) * 3 

I read now our own regulations to show that these men were 
not guilty of treason: 

A traitor under the law of war, or a war traitor, is a person in a 
place or distriet under martial law who, unauthorized by the military 
commander, 17 information of any kind to the enemy or holds inter- 
course with = 

In this connection, let me give you an article from the 
Nicaraguan code, to show that these men were not guilty of 
any crime that deserved punishment by death. This is from a 
dispatch sent by Estrada to the State Department: 
SUBSECRETARY OF STATE MOREIRA. 


Article 742 of the military ordinance of Nicaragua bears on the pen- 
alty to be inflicted upon prisoners, and stipulates expressly that the 


malty 
pated evidence of military treason. 


of death can be legally enforced only when there is undis- 
Evidence in the cases of Leroy 

annon and Groce show that this was not the case, according to 
officials of the State Department, who hold that President Zelaya’s own 
version makes this point clear. 

And then General Estrada goes on to say: 

Sefior Castrillo, represen the provisional government here, re- 
ceived telegrams from , Estrada, provisional president, to-day, 


ral 


, or ex-superintendent, of th 
Com 


e 
y, and Cannon were men held 
ces voluntarily to our 2 


perpetrated as the shoo down of these two Americans. 
“ ESTRADA.” 


In an interview in the Washington Post, a paper that has 
kept in close touch with the situation, Zelaya says: 

The coercion of the United States will not redound to the eredit of 
that nation, whose motives are questioned in all Latin America. 

There is not a word of truth in that. Our motive is not 
questioned anywhere in Latin America, except by him. 

The initiative in the shooting of Groce and Cannon was not mine— 

That is not true 

I simply refused to extend clemency to them after a properly con- 
stituted military tribunal had passed upon the case. 

This is not true. Under the Nicaraguan code no sentence can 
be executed except by command of the commander in chief, 
and he was the commander in chief. 

While I am ready to surrender the presidency, I can not do it pre- 
elpitately— 

He wants time to get the money out of the treasury— 
as it would result in uprisings by several factions, each of which is 
eager to secure power. 

What power? Money. 

I am in negotiation with the revolutionists— 

There is not a word of truth in that, as the dispatches of this 
morning show— 

I am in negotiation with the revolutlonists to secure their indorse- 
ment to a successor who will be acceptable to all parties, and have sub- 
mitted the name of Jose Madriz, judge of the Cartage court. 

He is no more acceptable than Zelaya is acceptable. He is 
the man who was made judge by Zelaya. He is the one who 
helped to break the treaty of arbitration made among Guate- 
mala and Honduras and Salvador and Costa Rica and Nica- 


ragua. - 
Allow me to read this before I finish, from a biography of his: 


In 1906 there were three candidates. Two were unknown, a Don 
Jose and a Don Santos. The third was, of course, Zelaya. When 
the returns were counted all three had been eleeted in the person of 
Don Jose Santos Zelaya. 

Two of them were fictions. He thus had himself elected. 


Human life has been a much lesser consideration in his mind than 
the anger of a moment. Not lo: ago an arsenal exploded, probably 
from spontaneous combustion. The colonel commanding the garrison 
was ordered into the middle of the ruin and shot, and his body was 


bu without trial. 
his punishments. But when Roy 


ou 

Lately he has moderated some of 

Cannon reached Ni this President was baying pepper and alco- 
logged. 


hol rubbed into the wounds of those who had been i 

With his almost fabulous receipts he has erected two palaces in 
Nicaragua and one in Belgium, and has stored a fortune abroad—so 
that if ever he shall escape the fox-like counselors who surround him 
a harbor will be open. 

You understand, Mr. President, there is money in the treas- 
ury, and his counselors are watching him. They are watching 
him so that he can not take the money and he is watching them 
so that they can not take it. Those are what he calls the 
factions. 

He has thrust editor after editor in jail for publishing items that 
only inferentially reflected upon his management. 

He has made religion a mockery, allowing a paganism to develop into 
forms worse than atheism. 

He acknowledges 45 children, of whom 7 are those of his beautiful 
Belgian wife, formerly Mlle. Cuosin. 

How many does he not acknowledge? I will read this fur- 
ther. I do not know whether I ought to read it or not. How- 
eyer, I see nothing objectionable in it. 

He orders any pretty girl who catches his fancy into his great pal- 
ace, and the father who protests—there are yet fathers and mothers in 
Nicaragua who do protest—is condemned to jail or to convict labor. 

And this, Mr. President, is a Republic. Oh, Liberty, what 
republics have been created in thy name! I do not desire upon 
this occasion to go any further in this discussion. 

I insist, therefore, before this body that this is not a case 
alone for indemnity nor for the severance of diplomatic com- 
munication. No such recreant move as this will satisfy the de- 
mands of justice. If he had the right to sentence these men to 
death and execute them in cold blood, then we must acknowledge 
that right and recognize it before the nations of the world. If 
he did not have that right, no matter how petty and insignificant 
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he may be in the eyes of diplomacy or upon the sphere of the 
world’s action, no matter how trivial and unimportant a sta- 
tion his Government may occupy, this Government is his accuser, 
and if he is guilty he must be awarded the doom and fate that 
he deserves, so that every tyrant on this earth in every nation- 
ality under the sun, and in every government, large or small, 
and especially these dictators in several of these Central Ameri- 
can States who have received every favor and consideration 
at the hands of the United States and to whom has been ex- 
tended the official hospitality of our land, and who in return 
therefor have exhibited to us at times the bitterest hatred and 
visited upon our citizens the most cruel indignities and out- 
rages, shall be told once and forever that our flag follows our 
citizens wherever they go, and that when an assassination like 
this occurs the malefactor must take his place like any other 
-culprit at the bar of criminal justice, and must answer for the 
deed with his liberty or his life. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have listened with great inter- 
est, as I know all others have, to the speech just made by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner]. I am very glad that 
the Senator from Maryland approves so strongly the attitude 
and the course of action taken by the administration. I myself 
cordially and heartily approve it, and I am sure that it meets 
with general approval and support. I do not think anyone will 
differ with him materially as to the character of Zelaya, but 
the practical question which is presented is one of very great 
difficulty. How can we separate the criminal from the inno- 
cent country and people whom he has inyolved in his crimes, 
and how can we best exact the reparation due to us for what 
can only be called the murder of our citizens? This is a grave 
question, upon which I should hesitate to express an opinion at 
this time, and I believe that the joint resolution ought to go to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations for its careful considera- 
tion, which is, I understand, the wish also of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President, I hope the joint resolution 
will be referred at this time. I desire to say that when it 
comes back I shall myself hope to say something on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
1 o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Thursday, December 16, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate December 13, 
1909. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 

Horace H. Lurton, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, vice Rufus W. Peckham, 
deceased. 

UNITED States District JUDGE. 

George A. Carpenter, of Illinois, to be United States district 
judge, northern district of Illinois, vice Solomon H. Bethea, 
deceased. 

APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 
SIGNAL CORPS, 

Capt. Alden C. Knowles, detailed in the Signal Corps, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Signal Corps, with rank from October 
1, 1907. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Capt. Charles B. Hepburn, Signal Corps, to the Infantry Arm, 

with rank from October 1, 1907. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 


Charles Booth to be postmaster at Prattville, Ala., in place of 
Charles Booth. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1910. 

FLORIDA. 


Hettie B. Spencer to be postmaster at Dade City, Fla., in 
place of Hettie B. Spencer. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1909. 

GEORGIA. - 

Rutledge A. Griffin to be postmaster at Quitman, Ga., in place 
of Rutledge A. Griffin. Incumbents commission expired De- 
cember 13, 1909. 


IDAHO. 


Wiliam W. Stephens to be postmaster at Rexburg, Idaho, in 
place of William W. Stephens. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 12, 1909. 

ILLINOIS. 


Eva Y. Hole to be postmaster at Ridge Farm, Ill., in place of 
TA Y. Hole. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 

Herrick Houghton to be postmaster at Gilman, III., in place 
of Herrick Houghton. Incumbents commission expires De- 
cember 16, 1909. 

Edward A. Jeffers to be postmaster at Kankakee, III., in 
place of Edward A Jeffers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 16, 1909. 

Sidney B. Miller to be postmaster at Cairo, III., in place of 
8 B. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires December 

Benjamin F. Shankland to be postmaster at Watseka, III., in 
place of Schuyler C. Rutherford. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires December 16, 1909. 

William W. Wagner to be postmaster at Hospital, III., in 
place of William W. Wagner. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

Daniel A. Williams to be postmaster at Antioch, III., in place 
of Daniel A. Williams. Incumbents commission expired Jan- 
uary 30, 1909. 

KANSAS. 

James T. Miller to be postmaster at Altoona, Kans., in place 
of James T, Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1909. 

MARYLAND. 


Hamilton Oldfield to be postmaster at Ellicott City, Md., in 
place of Philip T. Harman. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 19, 1909. 

{ MASSACHUSETTS. 

William F. Craig to be postmaster at Lynn, Mass., in place 
of William F. Craig. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1909. 

MICHIGAN. 


Charles H. Castle to be postmaster at Armada, Mich., in 
place of Charles H. Castle. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

George W. Dafoe to be postmaster at Brown City, Mich., in 
place of George W. Dafoe. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Thomas E. Dawson to be postmaster at Sandusky, Mich., in 
place of Thomas E. Dawson. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Richard O. Edwards to be postmaster at Jackson, Miss., in 
place of Richard O. Edwards. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 18, 1909. 

Louis Waldauer to be postmaster at Greenville, Miss., in 
place of Nannie S. Neilson. Incumbents commission expires 
December 18, 1909. 

NEBRASKA. 

W. W. Cole to be postmaster at Neligh, Nebr., in place of 
Amanda Wille. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 
1909. 

Robert R. Douglas to be postmaster at Clarks, Nebr., in place 
of Robert R. Douglas. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

NEVADA. 

Edward R. Collins to be postmaster at Goldfield, Nev., in 
place of Edward R. Collins. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 15, 1909. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, N. H., in 
place of Charles L. Bemis. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 13, 1909. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Wilson D. Gill to be postmaster at Paulsboro, N. J., in place 
of Wilson D. Gill. Incumbent's commission expires December 
19, 1909. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles A. Brooks to be postmaster at Marathon, N. Y., in 
place of Charles A. Brooks. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

Robert R. McLane to be postmaster at St. Regis Falls, N. V., 
in place of Robert R. McLane. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires December 15, 1909. 
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William B. Mooers to be postmaster at Plattsburg, N. Y., in 
place of Ernest J. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 2, 1909. 

Horace Selleck to be postmaster at Holland, N. X., in place 
of Horace Selleck. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
13, 1909. 

Allen C. Stewart to be postmaster at Endicott, N. Y., in place 
of Vine M. Seagers. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
8, 1910. 

OHIO. 


Charles W. Brainerd to be postmaster at Mantua, Ohio, in 
place of Charles W. Brainerd, Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

Charles L. Thompson to be postmaster at Georgetown, Ohio, 
in place of Mary L. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1907. 

OREGON. 


Chester G. Coad to be postmaster at Dallas, Oreg., in place of 
Chester G. Coad. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
18, 1909. 

PENNSYLVANIA., 


J. Clayton Whitby to be postmaster at Rosemont, Pa., in place 
of J. Clayton Whitby. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1909. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Charles F. Hackett to be postmaster at Parker, S. Dak., in 
pinca oe John D. Cotton. Incumbent's commission expired May 
7, 1906. 

Peter J. Rogde to be postmaster at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., in 
place of Albert H. Stites. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1909. 

TEXAS, 


Harry H. Barkham te be postmaster at Plano, Tex., in place 
of Earry H. Barkham. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
ceniber 12, 1909, 

Thomas F. Calhoon to be postmaster at Liberty, Tex., in 
place of Thomas F. Calhoon. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909, 

Gerald W. Calrow to be postmaster at Boerne, Tex., in place 
of Gerald W. Calrow. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

George W. Cash to be postmaster at Hubbard, Tex., in place 
of George W. Cash. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1809. 

Iv'chard T. Polk to be postmaster at Killeen, Tex., in place 
of Richard T. Polk. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1909. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations Sh aren by the Senate December 13, 
1909. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Chandler Hale to be Third Assistant Secretary of State, 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 

Benlamin Stickney Cable to be Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, 

MINISTER. 

John R. Carter to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary to Roumania and Servia and diplomatic agent in 
Bulgaria. 

SECRETARY oF EMBASSY. 

William Phillips to be secretary of the embassy at London, 
England. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Roland B. Harvey to be secretary of the legation and consul- 
general to Roumania and Servia and secretary of the diplomatic 
agency in Bufgaria. 

ConsuULS-GENERAL, 

Wallace C. Bond to be consul-general at Copenhagen, Den- 
mark. 

Fred D. Fisher to be consul-general at Mukden, China. 

James W. Ragsdale te be consul-general at Halifax, Nova 
Scotia. 

Thomas Sammons to be consul-general at Yokohama, Japan. 
George H. Scidmore to be consul-general at Seoul, Korea. 
CONSULS, 

E. Carleton Baker to be consul at Antung, China. 

Henry B. Miller to be consul at Belfast, Ireland. 

Jay White to be consul at Santos, Brazil. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Revenve-Currer SERVICE, 


Capt. Daniel Patrick Foley to be senior captain in the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service. 

Second Lieut. Leon Claude Covell to be first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Marcus Molloy to be first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Cadet Roy Percival Munro, of Michigan, to be third lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Francis A. Ashford to be passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Asst. Surg. Hugh de Valin to be passed assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Asst. Surg. Marshall ©. Guthrie to be passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
James L. Davenport to be Commissioner of Pensions. 
Deputy COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
oe Stillwell to be First Deputy Commissioner of Pen- 
ms. 


- GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
W. Cameron Forbes tọ be governor-general of the Philippine 
Islands. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
Charles B. Merrick to be register of the land office at Port- 
land, Oreg, 
Benjamin F. Jones to be register of the land office at Rose- 
burg, Oreg. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
George W. Riddle to be receiver of public moneys at Rose- 
burg, Oreg. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Commander Robert L. Russell to be Judge-Advocate-General 
of the Navy with the rank of captain. 

Commander James H. Glennon to be a captain in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander John F. Hubbard to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Medical Inspector Samuel H. Dickson to be a medical di- 
rector in the navy. 

Surg. Henry B. Fitts to be a medical inspector in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew H. Ames to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Edwin L. Jones to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Abraham H. Allen to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the navy. y 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the navy: 

Samuel L. Wartman, 

John A. Oliver, 

Edward G. Affleck, 

Edward G. Higgins, and 

Joseph Fitton. 

Asst. Paymasters John H. Knapp, John L. Chatterton, and 
Haskell Dial to be assistant paymasters in the navy. 

Chaplain Arthur W. Stone to be a chaplain in the navy. 

The following- named civil engineers to be civil engineers in 
the navy, with the rank of lieutenant- commander: 

Charles W. Parks, 

Luther E. Gregory, 

Homer R. Stanford, 

James W. G. Walker, 

Andrew C. Cunningham, 

Harry H. Rousseau, 

Fred Thompson, 


Capt. Lewis C. Heilner to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Capt. Joseph B. Murdock to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Capt. Hugo Osterhaus to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Capt. Albert C. Dillingham to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Commander Albert Gleaves to be a captain in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Marcus L. Miller to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. William Russell White to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the navy. 

Lieut. Victor S. Houston to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
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Surg. Francis S. Nash to be a medical inspector in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. John B. Mears to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. James M. Minter to be passed ‘assistant surgeon 
in the navy. 

Boatswains John P. O’Neil and Albion O. Larsen to be chief 
boatswains in the navy. 

Gunner Heury Ernest to be a chief gunner in the navy. 
1 Leigh M. Stewart to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 

e navy. 
aoe Mark St. C. Ellis to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


ee idshipman Samuel L. Henderson to be an ensign in the 
navy. 

Ga a William L. Littlefield to be a lieutenant-commander in 

è Lieut. Earl P. Jessop to be a lieutenant-commander in the 

navy. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Hayes to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Commander John M. Orchard to be a captain in the navy. 

Commander James P. Parker to be a captain in the navy. 

Commander Albert W. Grant to be a captain in the navy. 

Commander Valentine S. Nelson to be a captain in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Newton A. McCully to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Edward T. Witherspoon to be a com- 
mander in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander George W. Logan to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Edward H. Durell to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Victor Blue to be a commander in the 
navy. 

Lieut. Commander Clarence M. Stone to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Guy H. Burrage to be a commander in the 
navy. 

Lieut. David E. Theleen to be a lieutenant-commander in the 

navy. 

Lieut. Leonard R. Sargent to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Luther M. Overstreet to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. David F. Boyd to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 

Capt. Thomas S. Phelps to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Commander William S. Benson to be a captain in the navy. 

Lieut. Gilbert Chase to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
Lieut. Louis C. Richardson to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy 
Pasian Max M. Frucht and Charles S. Joyce to be lieuten- 
ants (junior grade) in the navy. 

Lieuts. (Junior Grade) Max M. Frucht and Charles S. Joyce 
to be lieutenants in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Ashley H. Robertson to be a commander 
in the navy. 

Lieut. Walton R. Sexton to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 

Capt. Daniel D. V. Stuart to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 
Commander Frank M. Bostwick to be a captain in the navy. 
Lieut. Commander Carlo B. Brittain to be a commander in 

the navy. 

Capt. Kossuth Niles to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Commander Thomas S. Rodgers to be a captain in the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Casey B. Morgan to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander William M. Crose to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Capt. Renaa P. Comly to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Commander John G. Quinby to be a captain in the navy. 

Capt. John Hubbard to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Capt. Corwin P. Rees to be a rear-admiral in the navy. 

Cappers Commander Lloyd H. Chandler to be a commander in 
the na 

Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a surgeon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Thurlow W. Reed to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Clarence E. Strite to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Robert C. Ransdell to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surgs. Condie K. Winn and William S. Kuder to be 
passed assistant surgeons in the navy. 
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Passed Asst. Surg. Herbert O. Shiffert to be a surgeon in the 
navy. 

Asst. Surg. James P. Haynes to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas W. Raison to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Stewart E. Barber to be a paymaster 
in the navy. 

Pay Inspector John S. Carpenter to be a pay director in the 
navy. 

Asst. Paymaster Leon N. Wertenbaker to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the navy. 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the navy: 

Karl Rundquist, 

Thomas W. Healey, 

Joseph Heil, 

Herman P. Rahbusch, 

Claus K. R. Clausen, 

John McCloy, 

Herman M. Anderson, 

Nels Drake, and 

William Spicer. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the 
navy 

Senari P. Donnelly, 

Daniel Duncan, 

Arthur S. Pearson, 

Edward T. Austin, 

Harold V. Barr, 

David M. Carruthers, 

Anthony McHugh, 

Stanley Danielak, and 

James P. Dempsey. 

Carpenters Frederick M. Kirchmier and George A. Lazar to 
be chief carpenters in the navy. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 
navy: 

Robert T. Scott, 

Lemuel T. Cooper, 

Francis P. Mugan, and 

Jacobus J. Corino. 


PosTMASTERS, 


ALABAMA, 
Lewis J. Lawson at Greensboro, Ala. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Adaline Bailhache at Coronado, Cal. 
Horace Davis at Exeter, Cal. 
Robert L. Perry at San Miguel, Cal. 
Rose M. Roberts at Fairfield, Cal. 
Comillus R. Smith at Napa, Cal. 
Keith M. Suydam at Glendora, Cal. 
COLORADO, 
Duane D. Finch at Trinidad, Colo. 
John L. Miller at Arvada, Colo. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Edward D. Gilbert, at Higganum, Conn. 
Marie W. Munn, at New Hartford, Conn. 
7 GEORGIA, 
Forrest L. Dyar, at Calhoun, Ga. 
KANSAS. 
James E. Evans, at Hartford, Kans. 
Irwin ©. McDowell, at Phillipsburg, Kans. 
Belle Nickles, at Hope, Kans. 
Charles A. Schneider, at Garden City, Kans, 
MAINE, 
Grace L. Akers, at Alfred, Me. 
Edward L. Beazley, at Bucksport, Me, 
Alfred Cole, at Buckfield, Me. 
William L. Lawry, at Warren, Me. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles A. Chase, at Holyoke, Mass. 
Clarence W. Daugherty, at Huntington, Mass. 
William C. Hinman, at Great Barrington, Mass, 
Henry A. Hutchinson, at Dedham, Mass, 
William I. Marble, at Webster, Mass. 
Henry A. Pease, at Edgartown, Mass. 
Leonard R. Smith, at East Northfield, Masa, 
Eugene S. Thatcher, at Housatonic, Mass. 
James Worcester Cooper, at Chester, Mass. 
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MICHIGAN, 


George A. Barnes, at Bellevue, Mich. 
Owen N. Harrison, at Ravenna, Mich, 
Oscar D. Hill, at Unionville, Mich. 
George L. Lusk, at Bay City, Mich. 
B. L. Rosencrans, at East Lansing, Mich. 
Wallace J. Smith, at Cadillac, Mich. 
Thomas T. Woods, at Dearborn, Mich. 
MINNESOTA. 
Ivan R. Gillpatrick, at Biwabik, Minn. 
Christian E. Hovda, at Grand Meadow, Minn. 
John Palmer, at Anoka, Minn. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
William Quarles, jr., at Charleston, Miss. 
NEBRASKA. 


Samuel G. Pheasant, at Osceola, Nebr. 
Henry A. Schneider, at Plattsmouth, Nebr. 
Lenora Snyder, at Battle Creek, Nebr. 
H. L. Watson, at Adams, Nebr. 
Charles E. Zink, at Sterling, Nebr. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


William J. Chandler, at Claremont, N. H, 
Harry M. Eaton, at Littleton, N. H. 
Charles C. Wright, at Plymouth, N. H. 
OREGON. 
W. B. Haines, at Forest Grove, Oreg. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Charles W. Betts, at New Hope, Pa. 
Wiliam H. Fretz, at Jenkintown, Pa. 
Valentine G. Prizer, at Schwenkville, Pa. 
William S. Schlichter, at Sellersville, Pa. 


UTAH. 
William A. Miller, at Milford, Utah. 
VERMONT. 


Charles E. Little, at Fair Haven, Vt. 
Herbert G. Savery, at Wallingford, Vt. 


WASHINGTON, 


Jacob Blickenderfer, at Farmington, Wash. 
Jesse T. Stewart, at Mabton, Wash. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 14, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bill and Senate 
concurrent resolutions of the following titles,in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

S. 821. An act to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the district of Maryland. 

Senate concurrent resolution 13. 


Resolved by the Senate (ina House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to submit, as 
early as practicable, an estimate of the cost of enlarging the project for 
improving Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, so as to secure a depth 
of 30 feet at low water (with a suitable width) in the harbor and 
across the bar, together with any data relating thereto that may be on 
file in his department. 


Senate concurrent resolution 15. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print as 
ublic documents such of the publications of the National Monetary 
‘ommission as the commission may designate, 


SENATE BILL AND SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill and Senate concur- 
rent resolutions of the following titles were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to their appropriate committees as 
indicated below: 

S. 821. An act to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the district of Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Senate concurrent resolution 13. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War and he is hereby, directed to submit, as 


xLY——8 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Senate concurrent resolution 15. 


Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to — 55 as 
onetary 


ponie documents such of the publications of the National 
ommission as the commission may designate. 


—to the Committee on Printing. 
EXPENDITURES OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed (H. Doc. No. 276): 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a statement by the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, of appropriations, expenditures, and 
balances of appropriaton under the Department of State for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, as required by law. 

Wm. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE House, December 10, 1909. 

DISTRIBUTION OF MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back House resolution 162, for distribution of the 
President's message, with an amendment, which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, I would like to serye notice that 
I desire to call this up after the special order this morning. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: ` 
House concurrent resolution 26. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Tuesday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock m. on Tuesday, January 4, 1910. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS No. 1. 


Mr. KNAPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution that I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 170. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 1 be authorized to 
have such printing and ae Shige as may be required in the trans- 
action of its business during t Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and without objection the resolution is 
agreed to. ~ 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, VICE-PRESIDENT, AND 
REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 169. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress is hereby authorized to have 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may 
be necessary for its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and without objection the resolution is 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
private pension bills on the calendar, under the order for to-day, 
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the business in order to-day from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report. 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO CERTAIN S@LDIERS AND 
SAILORS OF THE CIVIL WAR, ETC. 

The first pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 13831) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
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The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

e name of soem Green, late of Company Eleventh Regiment, 
and Company M, th Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan N. Baker, late of Company K, One hundred 
and twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Owens, late of Company I, hth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael J. Daly, alias George T. Smith, late of Com- 
peny H, Fifth ent New pshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

A at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiv 


g. 
The name of George Rance, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer raras i and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now 8 
The name of Madison Obenchain, late of Thirteenth Independent Bat- 
, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now 5 . 

e name of Peter Hastings, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, First Battalion, 
Mississippi Volunteer Marine Brigade Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 

The name of Chaun R. Dickinson, late of Company D, Fifth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer valry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Geo; I. Deay late of Company A, Eleventh - 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank Erskine, late of Boge ong 4 K, Seventh Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Albert Bell, late of Company Forty-first Regiment 
Tilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a m at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Harbert, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James W. Mathers, late of Company I, Seventieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 


The name of Oscar J. Matteson, late of Company A, Second ent 
Vermont Volunteer ea d and One hund and -second Com- 
, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Co and im a pension 


Ha e rate of $24 month in lieu of that he 8 2 


The name o 


The name of Mary T. 
first lieutenant Company. B, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of ARE month. 

e name of Jeremiah E, W. ompany G, Thirty-third 


ving. 
The name of Conrad Maiser, late of Company By First Regiment 
lvania Volunteer Reserve Cavalry, and pay a pension at 


H. A ompany I, 
New York ‘Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a — at the rate of 824 


0, 
him a pension at the rate 
4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis H. Beach, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
Tate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin M. Dona late of Company C, First Regi- 
ment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recel 

he name of John T. Robb, late of Company E, One hundred and 
eighty-ninth popan, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Fitzgerald, late of Company G, Eighteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer . and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

he name of George W. Brittenham, late of Company K. Eighty- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recel 5 

The name of Oscar J. Jolley, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martha A. Goodall, former widow of John Parr, late 
first lieutenant, First Battalion Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillery, and — Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Hugh McParland, late of 8 F, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer aan and pay a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now recei A 

The name of Albert McConnell, late of Company G, Fourteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recel - 

The name of Benjamin Webb, late of Company F, Twenty-cighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emeline Thompson, widow of Elijah 5 late of 
Company K, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment United States Col- 
ored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The name of Annie Estes, widow of John W. Estes, late second lieu- 


tenant Company A, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Charles A. Kraaz, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer 88 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John L. Brandt, late of United States Marine Corps, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of George W. Thompson, late of Company E, Sixtieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Everly, late first lieutenant Company A, One hun- 
dred and sixty-sixth Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, 
= pay him s pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

now receiving. 

The name of Agnes C. Devereux, widow of John Devereux, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and major Twenty-first Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her 
a Peaster at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of William Wilder, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Eighty-ninth Company, Second 
Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nicholas T. Jones, late of Company C, One hundred and 
forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Alexander G. Anderson, late of Company D, Twenty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Breckbill, late of Company F, One hundred and 
sixty-third Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
pee. pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

elving. 

The name of Solomon Hall, late of Company E, Fourteenth ment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Simon Fisher, late of Company G, Eightieth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John G. Seyfer, late of Company B, One hundred and 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 5 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram King, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving . 

The name of Lovel E. Eronen late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Burket, late of Com any. H, One hundred and 
thirty-sixth Regiment, and Company H, Fifty-8 xth Regiment, Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and y a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of t he is now receiving. 

The name of William Walford, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James F. Kilburn, late of 88 C, First Battalion, 
Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Maguire, late captain Company D, Second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer pounn and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month fn lieu of that he is now receiving, 

he name of Elizabeth M. Rogers, widow of James C. Rogers, late 
captain Company F, Forty-third Re t, and colonel One hundred 
and twenty- Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a 77 8 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ce g. 


The name of David A. Funk, late of Company G, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John_T. Brake, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in liea of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eva Miller, helpless and dependent child of Nathan E. 
Miller, late of Company A, venty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Jonathan P. Bare, late of ery pant F, d Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of 24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harrison Trowbridge, late of Company G, First Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John Rittenhouse, late of Company D, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin F. Hill, late of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel H. Ferman, late of Company H, First 1 
Iowa Volunteer . and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 9 

The name of Isaac Hogaboom, late of Company C, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Hull, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now meng eG 

The name of Anna Harrington, widow of George B. Harrington, late 
captain Company H, Secon 1 Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month addi- 
tional on account of each of the two minor children of said soldier until 
such children arrive at the age of 16 years. 

The name of William J. Brady, late second lieutenant Company B, 
Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Rollin B. Organ, late of U. S. S. Clara Dolsen and Fort 
Hindman, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Franklin E. Bullard, late of Company H, Fifteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
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The name of Pauline Paul, widow of Charles Paul, late of Company 
A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Four- 
teenth Company Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he name of Agnes Murphy, helpless and dependent child of Maurice 
Murphy, alias John Ager, late of Companies A and C, Fifty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Sebastian anaes iad late of Company C, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer nfantr: „and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Tyler, late of 8 K, Sixth Regiment, 
and Company G, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The name of Adam Stoker, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment 
Mi pension at the rate of $24 


The name of George 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Malvina J. Swiger, widow of Solomon R. Swiger, late 
of Company L, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cay: , and 
pey her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Isaac H. Rice, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Damron, late of Company I, Forty-fifth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Jordan, late of Company L, Seventh Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alexander Patton, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fortieth Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
prowl pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Alexander Duncan, late of Company F, Seventeenth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Te niy 

The name of Isaac Wilkison, late of Company B, -seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now xecekving, 

The name of Jesse H. Darnell, late of Compan 7 hats N th Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company I, Fifty-ninth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martha M. del B. Cunningham, widow of John 8. Cun- 
ningham, late purser, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of nie B. Miller, widow of John G. Miller, late surgeon, 
Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now eg 

The name of James T. Atchison, late of Company H, Fiftieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of John W. Lane, late chaplain Eightieth A 730 pe Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Stephen B. Marston, late of api nee I, Third Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Battery K, Third iment United 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ansel G. Marston, late captain Company E, Ninth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alvin A. Carter, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and U. S. S. Brooklyn, United States Navy. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Dawson, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis M. McKee, late of Company D, Forty-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensian at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 

The name of Louisa Anna Wilson, widow of William T. Wilson, late 
colonel One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Enoch M. Brown, late of Company A, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 7 8 8 0 and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi P. Hyatt, late of Company E, "Fitth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin V. Helton, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard II. Swank, late of company D, Goa hundred 
and twenty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
K, Eighth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 


The name of James T. Camp, late of Company D, Eighty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Zach J. Burns, late of Company F, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of John Cox, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer 1 i and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph T. Oliphant, late captain Company E, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas 8. Wirtz, late of Batteries F and M, Fourth 
Se United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elias B. Bell, late of Company E, Third Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Cohen, widow of Harris Cohen, late of Com- 
pany C, Thirty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Fanny Hill, widow of William P. Hill, late of Com- 
pany E, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he name of Richard H. Nanney, late of Battery B, First Battalion 
Tennessee Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Ray, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Lendora Getchell, former widow of George Moore, late 
first Heutenant Company C, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Delila McGuire, former widow of John P. McGuire, late 
of Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Francis Burroughs, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles L. Chappell, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Geor; . Leonard, late of Company B, nth Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Frederick W. Sedgwick, late of Company A, Tenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cay „ and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel F. Davey, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nathaniel L. Owen, late of Company M, First Bapor 
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension ať the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jeremiah Sheppard, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Delano Morey, late of Company B, Eighty-second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now Sigh a 

The name of John Leitch, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment United 
States Veteran Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now recata 

The name of Louis Freeman, late of Company M, Third Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and captain Company B, First Regi- 
ment Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. McAdams, late of Company E, Tenth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan H. Mohler, late of 8 I, Ninety-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry B. Summey, late of Company B, Twenty-third 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James F. McDowell, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Sarees: 

The name of John Campbell, late of 9 ea 4 A, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Milo P. Parker, late of Company Eighth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adelaide M. Jones, widow_of Charles R. Jones, late 
captain Company C, Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The name of William T. Wilson, late a g assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, and pay him a 9 at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Henry A. Black, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Allen B. Hodge, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward W. Freeman, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Willlam Lebo, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Enis, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Bender, late of Company K, Two hundred and 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jobn W. Bryant, late of Company H, Second Battalion, 
and Company G, First Battalion, Twelfth ay ae United States In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Andrew J. Mon 
10 ent Pennsylvania vo 
sion at the rate of $3 


The name of Geo — em A, Seyenteen - 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infan: pay a pension at the rate 
of J per month fn lieu of that è is now recei 

name of Stephen T. Wa te of First Independent Ba 


e, 
Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and him a pension at the r. 
ot iin per meee in Hea of that he is now receli 
he name of William Miller, late E Co: Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay — a pension at the rate 
of —.— per month in lien of that he is now 
e name of Isaac R. Bryan, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
he is now — 
Regiment N. mie? k Vol 6 1 
ew York Nolun and pay 
cua ef tha rate of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now 
The name of James F. Roody, late of Company H, Fiftieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
that 5 he is now receiving. 
The name of Robert J. B late of 2 F, One — gen 
and eighty-fourth Regiment 5 Volunteer 
E e N AN PERERA E l E Dar ae 
receiving. 
The name of Jacob Erb, late of 8 H, Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and a for 8 a4 pension & at ye rate of 
t United 


‘A. Brom late of Company Seventy-third 


pany Regiment 
eee anes oe eo = Tate of $30 


e name of John P. Rushmore, late of Compan H Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Ca 8 — Company 
Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a ion at 
the rale of $24 per month in leu of t he is now recel 
name of Celina M. Bass, former wi of W. I. Birge, 
late of Compan nes el chigan Volunteer In- 
fantry, and I say cc De Ta 5 
name o hera 5 ee ages * 
thirty-third Regiment New * pore se 8 pay ana 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in that is * 


receiving. 
The name of John 3 late of rr 


gan Volunteer Infan and pasanin — = te fete er Ot $24 per per 
month in lieu of that Ke is now recel 


The name of Charles H. Jeffers, late of Company H, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer and — him a i pansion at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu Ss — ei is now recei' 


Regiment New York Volt seer “int ty and any, D, * 
ent New York Volunteer an: and pay a on e 
rate of $30 per pre in lien ar is now 


nas ape age com- 
pany, Alabama Scouts aa Guides, and pension at the rate 
12 per month. 

The name of John G. ager ar late oe of e E, First Regimen 
Colorado Volunteer Caval him a pension at the rate of 221 
e Wea A, First Regiment Ala- 

e name of Jo x pany 
bama Volunteer Ca and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of tehcock, late of or Compan K, Thirteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 2 a pension at 
the rate of $24 = — in lieu of that ty Ary is now — 


The name of 


him a pen- 


fourteenth R d pay 
lieu of that he — now 8 


9 month in 
The name of Albert roe late of Company I, Eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and a penio at rate of $40 


pay 
per month in lieu of = he is now 


The name of John W. 


—— Ss t Pennsylvania Volunteer pay him a 
pension rate of $24 per month in lieu of that e is now fecelvin 
wee a of Nahum A. Kelton, late of Com: „ Eleventh 
a ponsin at 


Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer ö and pay — a pension at 


The name of James M. Mitchell, late of Fong age B, Third Regiment 
e 
pay him & pension at the rate of 


Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, an 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is. now receiving. 
The name of Margaret Bottone be i as of Arc bald Huston, late of 
uN m 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a —.— at 5 rate nd Regiment 
Third Regiment United 


Company A, and chaplain, 
gee Levi Prince, lat of Alay 
The name of ce, late mpany C, 
States Colored Infan and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 


month in lieu of that he is now r 


pay | ment Kentucky Volunteer Infan 


ret — Ry toe widow of Charles H. Miller, late of 
Second Volunteer Infantry, ane pay her 
at the rate of 220 — month in lieu of that sh now 


The name of om J. Hleksenhytzer, late of Compong: — One hundred 
and t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay h im a pension at 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

late of Company D, Twenty-second Regi- 

ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Peter M late of 8 M. Fifth A 

him a a pension at the 


8 The oa Gore of 
lompany 
a pension 


B, First Battalion. 


of Charles H. Trotier, late of Com 
Eleventh „575; INAY aud Bey, hime Kien of 
the rate of $24 per on in lieu of that he’ is now ri 
Th ny H, -second 


e aame aE o: 
manat orao per month in Heu of that he is now recei 
Rising, former widow of Charles A.S neer, 
enth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

1 late ot Company Forty-third Regl- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him on at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that The is now ha A 

The name of Pedigo, late of Snr y H, Twenty-first 
pay a 3 at the ra 


and 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
e name of Edwin W. Rand, Tate of Company’ L, First Regiment 

Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi DF. 

Thi tn at Regimen on * vior 17 pases te o, 1 o Com- 

mnsy! olunteer 1 ompan 

E eent gend of $12 per m United ae Infantry, an y her a penaion 
at the nS of mone and $ month os naak tional on account 
of the minor uber oe such child shall arrive at the 
age of 16 age 


The name of Edwin Wil 
eighty-eighth 


late of Compan le ee on ar 


Regiment New York Volunteer I pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that ys is now receiving. 
stone name of James mough, late of U. S. S. Great Western and 


J 
astings, United States Navy, and pay him a 5 at the rate of 
21 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of John Patterson, late of 9 x Sixteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infan and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Melchior Hoerner, late of Company C, Bighty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 2 N * = {hat — pe receiving. Forty z t 

The name o ac 8383 S —— ‘orty-sixth Regimen 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pa: a pension at the rate of $24 
Pe came in Hen of taat fe in now rece F, Twenty-ninth Regi t 

enty- men 
United States Colored Infantry, and 8 a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that n 
i 
en olunteer ‘an and pa a 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu o t he is ion receiving. 

The name of V. B. Northrop, — ar ipasa d D, Seventy- 
sixth Regiment New York Boag ong Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of a per month in lieu of that he is 2 55 Tecelvin 

The name of Goold B. Harris, late hos Com Forty- Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer pay him ma Ce at the rate 


late 3 Compahy B, Eighth Regi- 
and pay im a pension at 


$30 
The name of William D. Cummins, late of 
t Illinois Volunteer 5 and pay 
rate of 824 „ h 
CFC Regimen 
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery d pay him . 
$50 per month in lieu of that he * now receiving. 
The name of Thaxter „ late of Company I, Ninth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of as he 18 now receiving. 


The name of Lewis Renaut, late ot Com: pes gro dig D, ag ge ar hg enth 
t Pennsylvania e —— RE ri a pension at 
the rate of $30 month in lieu of that 5 
The name of 


ving. 
aes einer Sh 8 late 3 Company D, on hundred and and 
8 Regimen m x egimen 
Volunteer Infantry, and Say hi a 3 at the rate of 2 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Gordon, ap of Company B, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month 55 lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Oliver M. Mills, late second lieutenant Company F, One 
hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 
The name 61 Alexander Woods, late of Company A, First pecans 


Sixteenth Re mer United States Infantry, and pay him a pension a 
n 5 he a of $24 2 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
e name o 


3 Doa anaa pate of 3 H. Pe hundred and 
o; Sma olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of Benjam. Eye, late of Coney. H, One hundred and 
th Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 

th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Beck, late of Company M, First Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer 28 and pay him a Dee at the rate of $24 
pena month in lieu of that the is now receivi 


The name of —.— a hner, late of a Thirty-seventh 


—— and Com me hundred and ninetieth Regiment, Penn- 
sy Vania Volunteer T Tafa: Wen and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in he is now receiving. 
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The name of Joseph C. Pettigrew, late of Company E, Eightx-third 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of James Helme, late of Company G, Seventh ent 


Kansas Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry M. Reed, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles P. Worthley, late of Company F, Third Regl- 
ment New Jersey Militia Infantry, and U. S. S. North 
Lackawanna, and Colorado, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of et per month in lieu of that 

The name of Alexander A. Yard, late captain Company K, 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a on at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Bryan, late of 1 Fourteenth mape 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wilson Kennedy, late of Company I, One hundred and 
forty-second Regiment ane Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The name of George W. A, One hundred 
and seventy-second Regiment Ohio ‘National Guard Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay bim a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph J. Pritchett, late of Companies F and H, Sixth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Robert McNeal, late of Company A, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Carlos B. Clark, late of Company E, Seventy-second 
Re ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he Is now es a 

The name of George W. Smith, late of Company D, enty-eighth 
Regiment New York National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pannon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of t he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Martin Dell, late of Company E, Second Regiment New 
York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay hin a’ pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Wichterman, late of Company G, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
he name of Martha J. Hill, widow of Daniel T. Hill, late of Com- 
pany L, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
r at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of William Weaver, late of Company C, First Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jordan McKee, late of Company E, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Hutson, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Ballard, late of Company B, Eighty-second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry H. Hering, late captain Company E, Seventy- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John S. Clayton, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Bogie Cent, late of Company F, First Regi- 
ment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
pim k. pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of William S. Bly, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
. Volunteer 8 and Company A, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Boyle, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Willis J. Gambel, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J. Bolt, late of Company D, Sixty-eighth Regi- 
ment, and Company F, Forty-seventh ent, Illinois Volunteer In- 
on 9p and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 

e 


that is now 1 i 
The name of Lucien B. Scott, late of Company F, First ent 
New York Volunteer Dragoons, and second lieutenant Company F, One 


hundred and forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that’ he is 
now receiving. 

The name of John D. Mallory, late of 8 K, One hundred 
and sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ma et BAG pay him 
a 8 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of t he is now 
receiving. 

The name of William Newell, late of Com E, Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay a pension at the 
7 824 pon: month en o: 3 now e 

e name of George Cable, late o mpan elfth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavairy, and pay bin = pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Samuel B. Marshall, late of Company F, Ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


8 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving. 
e name of John Davidson, late of Company L, Ninth R ent 
Ohio Volunteer erie and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Allison, late of Company I, Twelfth Re; 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac Emerson, late of Company B. Thirty-elghth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that Be is now receiving. 

e name of David W. Moffatt, late of Company B, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of cisco Perea, late Lieutenant-Colonel Perea’s Bat- 
talion New Mexico Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The name of David F. Marsh, late of United States ship Silver Lake, 
United States Navy, and pay him a ion at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recei X 

The name of Frank H. Holding, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of James Gannon, late of 8 Twelfth Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. J. Blake, late of Company First Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Jonathan Harlan, late of Company -fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Serr A and pay him a on at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of James McCurdy, te first lieutenant and regimental 


uartermaster, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Veteran Volunteer In- 
antry, and pay him a pomon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eri Lamb, late of es D, Thirty-sixth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Walter C. Cook, late of Company L, Ninth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Norris, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Rufus R. S. Mayo, late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer ae oy og ag pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of John McDonald, late of Company H, Th Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of Elliott C. maga 

an 
he is now receiving. 
late of 88 G. Forty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry and pay him a pension at 
he is now_recelvi 


The name of Alfred Owen, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Sarge Pegs Mounted Infantry, pay him a pension at the 


and 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John McDonald Hopkins, late of Company D, Fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Harvey Liggett, late of Company B, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin L. Olmsted, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth 
Regiment, and Company H, One hundred and second Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leonard P. Rice, late of Company K, Eighth 1 
Ohlo Volunteer 9 and pay him a pension at the rate of 530 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sellars Raugh, late of Company. C, One hundred and 
twenty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a fo at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Caroline M. Credit, widow of John H. Cradit, late of 
U. S. S. Great Western, United States Navy, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Geo F. Heustis, late of Company E, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving, 

e name of Orlando J. Parker, late of Company L, First Regiment 
„ and U. S. S. North 


m a pensi 


The name James e, late of Connery. E, Fifty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now ving. 

The name of rge S. Swingle, late of Company I, First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
e is now receiyin 
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The name of James C. Jennings, late of Company D, Eighth Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Albert G. Pugh, late of 8 F, Eighty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Terence V. Foley, late second lieutenant and captain 
Company A, Seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a a at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ‘he is 

ow receiving. 
K The name of William T. Boyd, late of Company f, Fifteenth ar) 8 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Milford Clemons, late of 88 K, Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Dufour, late of Company F, Second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ara A, Bailey, late of Company H, First Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Light 9 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Both, late of Company A, Eighty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Stephens, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leander Blair, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gottlieb Taskey, late of Company K, er ge Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Oscar Trigg, late of Company E, Third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now bare af 

The name of Ezekial M. Tomlinson, late of Company K, One hundred 
and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anson Lowe, late of Company I, Fifty-second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard C. Montgomery, late of Companies F and G, 
First Regiment Mississippi Marine Brigade Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company I, Second Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles W. Sackman, late of Company A, Nineteenth 
Rogier’ and Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
‘antry, hi a pension at the rate of $24 per month in leu 
of that he is now 8 

The name of George L. Van Auken, late of Company F, Ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Watts, late of Company B, Seventeenth 8 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Whritemour, late of U. S. S. Princeton, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Frank Hartwell, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mart H. Williams, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of William T. G. Young, late of Compa! B, Third Regi- 
ment, and Company A, Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now Hewes a y 

The name of George L. Clonts, late first lieutenant Company C, 
Thirty-second Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Bates, late of Company A, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer creer and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 p 

e name of Price Castle, late of Company E, Forty-fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Oliver P. Barr, late saddler sergeant Seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lleu of that he is now e 

The name of John Vandiver, late of Company A, 1 Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas A, Nalley, late. of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Charles V. Richards, late of Battery G, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Bash, late captain Companies E and H, Nine- 
teenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Walker, late of Company D, One hundred and 

-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Stallman, late of Company K, One hundred 
and thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
= 1 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

g. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 52 of the bill I 
move to strike out lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, the beneficiary being dead. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of Jacob Holden, late of Company F, Thirty-first iment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

F za — of Ayton = 5 ine 785 1 Company — 
urth Regiment Ken y Volunteer antry, and pay him a pensio: 
at the cate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of William Sproul, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Langford, late of Company F, Sixty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward op LB of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regl- 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infan and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alonzo M. Hannaford, late of Company G, Second ap — 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cyrus Carlton, late of Company D, First Regiment New 
York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Volney Mudge, late of Compan „ Sixteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer 8 und Company M. Third Regiment New 
York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of A Ag per month in lieu of that he is now E A 

he name of George M. Ross, late of Company Eighth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Uriah Bickers, late of Company D, Fifty-third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James S. Fields, late of 2 aa | F, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Spore Mog y 

The name of Robert McGuire, alias Robert W. Smith, late of U. S. S. 
Vermont and A. D. Vance, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving; said 
pension to commence from February 18, 1909. 

The name of George F. Butterfield, late of Company B, Sixth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Corkran, late of U. S. S. Ohio and Minnesota, 
United States Navy, and pay him a — at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christina Brown, widow of Nicholas M. Brawn late of 
Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Colored Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Joseph Nester, late of Company K, Fifty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. The name of John M. Willoughby, late of Company G, Fifty-third 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Wiley, late of Company C, Two hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In pong; and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert A. Sisson, late of Company K, One hundred and 
fifty-seventh Regiment, and Company I, Fifty-fourth Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now ee 

The name of Daniel H. Sharpnack. late of Company C, Eleventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Mary Hughes, widow of John Hughes, late of U. S. S. 
Ohio, Sabine, and Potomac, United States Navy, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. s 

The name of Catherine E. Taintor, widow of John B. Taintor, late 
unassigned Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Julia A. Karr, helpless and dependent child of Jacob 
Karr, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Leonidas C. Kilgore, late of Company A, Fortieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Matison A. Smith, late of Company F, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas L. Fielder, late of 3 A, Third Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Clarenbach, late of Company C, Seventy-second 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Archibald F. Bottoms, late of Company 5, Tenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Philbrick, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Imogene B. Tappan, widow of Mason W. Tappan, late 
colonel First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her e pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Lucy A. 88 former widow of Walter Taylor, late 
of Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pennon at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Samuel H. Bawden, late of Company K, Second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Uhlrich Lenenberger, late of Company A, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gilbert E. Miller, late of Company D, Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Slater, late of Companies K and I, Thirteenth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The name of Andrew M. Clarke, late second lieutenant Company M, 
Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Newton Read, late second lieutenant Company B, One 
hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
es pay him — pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
s now receiving. 

The name of Delia Reynolds, widow of John W. Reynolds, late of 
8 F, One hun and forty-third Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The name of Christian W. Abbaduska, late of Company F, Eighteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now recei 

T of Dayid W. Travis, late of Company C, One hundred and 
fitty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer ‘antry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Charles B. „late of Company D, First Regiment 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer — 3 and Company G, One hundred 
and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John W. Roy, late of Company Fourth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a on at rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William F. Anderson, late quartermaster-sergeant, 
Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now recet 5 

The name of Barnett M. Trew, late of Company L, Twelfth ment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Bay, helpless and dependent child of George Bay, 
late of Company K, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, an 
Fifth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

‘The name of George 8. ge, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Nineteenth 
1 Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles H. Hayward, late first lieutenant Company F, 
Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
$ pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ng. 
The name of John Boyst, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tke name of Cornelius S. Forgy, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joel B. Bacan, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, anå pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Robertson, late of Company I, Thirty-seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John G. Lang, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiv: 

The name of Phebe Lowe, widow of Josephus Lowe, late of Com- 
pany M, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Ada M. 
Lowe, helpless and dependent daughter of said Josephus Lowe, the 
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro- 
cided further, That in the event of the death of Phebe Lowe, the name 
of said Ada M. Lowe shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the date of death of said Phebe Lowe. 

The name of James K. Meyler, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ransom Jackson, late first_lieutenant Company D, 
Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now ee 

The name of Charles F. Conner, late of Company F, Eighty- 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Catherine Konnermann, former widow of Charles Tren- 
del, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of David Argray, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now recet 

The name of Eli Nichols, late of Company K, One hundred and 
forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Seth E. Stanton, late of Signal Corps, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of James P. Gay, late second lieutenant Company H, 
Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
numia pension at tke rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John J. Stockholm, late of Company H, One hundred 
and forty-first Reinet Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
ropa pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John A. Williams, late of Company K, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer 7 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 824 per month in lieu of that he is now recet . 

The name of William T. Hunter, late of Company A, Seventy-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The rame of Charles Ross, late of Company B, enty-second Regi- 
, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of S24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas B. Norris, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment, and Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
- fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 3 

The name of John M. Hardgrove, late of Company A, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 224 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Hines, late of Com yD, E tysighth Regi- 
pea Dar Tork 3S ing? i 9 — — —.— 2 a 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a on at the rate of 
per month in Hen of that he is now n $ 


ment Kentucky Volunteer Infan 


The name of David S. Brower, late captain Company F, Fifty-six 
Regiment New York National Guard Infantry, and meg Him a pension 25 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of John H. McGregor, late assistant surgeon, Thirty- 
second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles E. Storrs, late of Company C, 8 — 


ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen: at the 
rate of $26 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry sad pas bin & cosa af toe tae R 
antry, an ma on at the rate 
arian wena ot J — that he is Dow Fe or Compan F and : 
osep late of Com es an Fifth 
t Volunteer “Cavalry, i 8 


ing. 
or get 
pension at 
ving. 


The name of H 
ment Ohio Volunteer infantry, and pay him a 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eugene K. Felt, late of Fourth Battery Wisconsin 
Volunteer Light Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward L. Morris, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of Zachariah Jewell, late of Company D, One hundred and 
twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a — 
sion at the rate of $24 month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Ella F. erga eee of 7 — Bernhard, late o 
Company A, Eighth Battalion, District of Columbia Militia Volunteer 

y her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Vermont Volunteer avali 3 a a tg ir ch 5 18 Ë oH 
* y a pension a e rate o 

per month in lieu of that he is now 9 — — $ 


ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a sion at the 
yas ok $24 per month in lieu of chat he is Lon dieere oP Aj 


The name of Fran 
Fifth Regiment West 


at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
The name of Daniel W. Ed 


rate of $30 per month = 


The name of Isaac ce, late of Com H, One hundred 
twenty-fourth Regiment ivania Volunteer Infantry, and pay ina 
a rie og at the rate of $ per month in Lieu of that he is now 
rece 


g. 
The name of Thomas E. Frame, late of Company F, First Reg 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Light Artillery, aad pay him mone 
sion at the rate of $24 month in lieu of that he 
Sing name of David 
men 


J. Perkins, late of Compan 
„ and pay him a 


hth t 
on at the rate ot 524 
e is now receiving. 


Company I, Third R ent Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and him 
a — at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is. now 
rece 


g. 
The name of Hugh M. Cory, late of Compan Seventh R 
Iowa Vołunteer Cavalry, and pay him a en at the rate 81 20 
per month in es of 3 — 1 n 8 a 

The name of Samu 0 a mpan x -ninth = 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and ay hte a —.— at the 1416 


g. 
William P. Gilleland, late of Com D, Fifth - 
1 e 


pany C, 
pension at the 


9 te es D And F, Fourteenth 
Regiment United States lored Hea Nery, and pay — . a pen- 
sion at the rate of zzo per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of W. Reinhardt, alias John 5 late of Com- 
2 I, One hundred and ahs 8 Company H, 
-fiith t, New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
on at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 

fhe name of Rett A. Wat 5 a 39 hund 

0 a of Com * red 

— 9 Ohio 8 1 x & and One Hundred and Torty 
nin om ,_ Seco! ttalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay 
hima pension at the rate of $80 per month in lieu of it be ic 1 


ving. 5 
The name of Isaac Brooks, late of Company One hundred and 


ninety-second Regiment 5 Volunteer antrx, d 
. per month in lieu of that he is now 
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The name of Joseph C. Freel, late of Company One hundred and 
twenty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
jtur e peon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John Ehrenfelt, late of Company A, Fifty-fifth 5 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Cooper, late of Company A, Forty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

he name of Jacob Gibbens, late of Com . — ol rh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension -at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

he name of Samuel Kilander, late of Company D, One hundred and 
thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cornelius McNamara, late of Company I, Ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a jon at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sidney Van Bibber, late hospital steward, Twenty-second 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
O per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel L. Seran, late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Daniel V. Adams, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh Reek 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ole Anderson, late of Company I, Second Regiment 


! Nebraska Volunteer enya and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
e 


VU. S. S. Great Western and 


per month in lieu of that 


is now receiving. 
The name of Patrick Gur 


, alias Edward Judge, late quartermaster, 
msas, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George i rg late of Company I, One hundred and 
ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 ze: month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James P. Bonnell, late of Company C, One hundred and 
sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Townsend, late of Company E, and second 
lieutenant Company A, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Raleigh Mitchell, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Beach, widow of Charles Beach, late of U. S. S. 
North Carolina, Pink, and Savannah, United States Navy, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of pa per month, said pension to cease upon proof 
that the sailor is still living. 

The name of Joseph Holtham, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tke name of Seneca Corbin, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regl- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 5 

The name of Andrew Arnold, late of Fifth Independent 2 88 Ohio 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The name of Donald McDonald, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth 
Reziment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Ummelmann, late of Company H, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 72 I move to strike 
out lines 25 and 26, and on page 73 I move to strike out lines 
1 to 6, inclusive. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Jacob S. Johnson, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth 


Regiment United States Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 73 I move to strike 
out lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, the beneficiary being dead. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, as follows: 


The name of Thomas Gurnett, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Burns, helpless and dependent child of Lewis 
Burns, late of Company C, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a 5 at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William F. Nash, late of 8 A, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mathew G. Kennedy, late of Company K, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 73 I moye to strike 
out lines 23 and 24, and on page 74, lines 1 and 2. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of Melville T. Wadlin, late of Company B, Fifth ent 
same Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $6 per 
month. 


The name of Adolphus W. Beeny, late of Company I, Thirteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elias M. Rumple, late of Company Thirty-first Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of James A. Turner, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth 
Reziment Ohio Volunter Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of William H. Swift, late of Company D, Twelfth Regi- 


ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry 
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$24 per month in lieu of that h 

The name of Samuel Smith, late of Co: 
and thirteenth ent Pennsylvania 
him a pension at the rate of $2 


9 
This bill is a substitute for 
ttee on Invalid Pensi 


882. Joseph Green; 


Jonathan N. Baker ; 
Jacob Owens; 
Michael J. Daley; 
George Rance; 


5. Madison Obenchain ; 


665. Peter Hastings; 


. George 


8 R. Dickinson; 
Dea ves; 
Fr Erskine; 


06. Albert Bell; 


` George W. 
. Oscar J. Jolley ; 


William Harbert; 
James W. Mathers; 
Oscar J. Matteson; 


. John M. Miller: 


Charles C. Sater; 

. Conrad Maiser; 

. Carrie F. Wriglit: 

. George H. Rugg; 

. Thomas C. Wyman; 

. Francis H. Beach; 

. Benjamin M. Donaca ; 


rittenham; 


. Martha A. Goodall; 

. Hugh McParland; 
Daniel H. Ferman; 

. Isaac Hogaboom ; 

. William H. Hull; 

. Anna Harrington; 

. William I. Brady; 

. Rollin B. Organ ; 

. Franklin E. Bullard; 

. Pauline Paul; 

Agnes Mu 


hy ; 
. Sebastian Gaskenberger ; 


. Charles A. Tyler; 

Adam Stoker; 

. William V. Grose; 
John W. Kemp; 


. Joseph A. Noble; 


. 2446. Thomas Braswell ; 


. Theodore Messinger; 

Samuel L. George: 

. George J. Henderson; 

. Melvina J. Swiger; 
Isaac H. Rice; 

. George W. Damron; 

. John W. Jordan; 

. Alexander Patton; 

Alexander Duncan; 

. Isaac Wilkison ; 
Jesse H. Darnell; 


Martha M. del B. Cunningham; 


. Annie B. Miller; 

. James T. Atchison; 
. John W. Lane; 

. Stephen B. Marston; 
. Ansel G. Marston; 


8. Alyin A. Carter; 


. John C. Dawson; 

. Francis M. McKee; 

. Louisa Anne Wilson; 
. Enoch M. Brown; 

. Leyi P. Hyatt: 


2 
. 2772. Martin V. Helton; 


774. Richard H. Swank; 


. James T. Camp; 

. Zach J. Burns; 

. John Cox; 

„ Joseph T. Oliphant; 


2836. Thomas S. Wirtz; 


. Elias B. Bell; 

. Sarah Cohen; 
Fanny Hill; 

. Richard H. Nanrey; 
. William J. Ray; 

. Lendora Getchell; 

. Delila McGuire ; 

. Francis Burroughs ; 
. Charles L. Chappell; 
. George E. Leonard; 
. Frederick W. Sedgwick 3 
. Samuel F. Davey; 

. Nathaniel L. Owen; 
. Jeremiah Shepard; 
. Delano Morey; 


295. John Leitch; 


. Louis Freeman; 
. John W. McAdams}; 
. Jonathan H. Mohler; 


3340. Henry B. Summey ; 


. Albert McConnell ; 
. Benjamin Webb; 


1199. Emeline Thompson; 
206. 


. Annie Estes: 


1 
1248. Charles A. Kraaz; 
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2. John L. Brandt ; 


George W. Thompson: 
Peter Everly; 


e is now 
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per month in lieu of tha 
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and pay him a pension at the 
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C and F, Two hundred 
„ and pay 
he is now 
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H. R. 1425. Agnes C. Devereux; H. R. 5354. George W. McKim 
H. R. 1430. William Wilder; H. R. 5356. Joseph J. Pritchett; 
H. R. 1433. Nicholas T. Jones; H. R. 5358. Robert McNeal ; 
H. R. 1527. 8 G. — II. R. 5457. Carlos B. Clark; 
H. K. 1533. William B H. R. 5461. Sarde, W. Smith; 
H. R. 1538. Solomon Hall; H. R. 5480. Dell 
H. R. 1576. Simon Fisher; II. R. 5481. John F. Wichterman ; 
H. R. 1584. John G. Seyfer; H. R. 5534. Martha J. 
H. R. 1586. Hiram King; H. R. 5669. William 5 
H. R. 1593. Lovell E. — galt II. R. 5682. Jordan McKee; 
H. R. 1602. Samuel Burket; H. R. 5733. Geo Hutson ; 
H. R. 1609. William Wafford; H. R. 5738. Wil lard; 
H. R. 1618. James F. Kilburn; H. R. 5 enry H. Herring; 
H. R. 1619. Jo aguire ; H. R. 5876. John S. Clayton ; 
H. R. 1621. Elizabeth M. Rogers; H. Michael lebright ; 
H. R. 1638. David A. Funk; $ H. R. 6024. William S. Bly ; 
II. R. 1650. John T. Brake; H. R. 6027. John Boyle; 
H. R. 1707. Eva peng H. R. Willis J. Gambel; 
H. R. 1741. Jonathan P. Bare H. R. 6061. Thomas J. Bolt; 
H. R. 1822. Harrison Trowbridge; H. R. 6103. Lucien B. Scott; 
H. R. 1845. John Rittenhouse ; H. R. 6128. John D. Mallory ; 
H. R. 1849. peo F. Hill; a H. R. 6129, William Newell; 
„H. R. 3369. James F. McDowell; H. R. 6130. George Cable; 
H. R. 3374. John Campbell; H. R. 6136. Samuel B. Marshall ; ; 
H. R. 3379. Milo P. Parker; H. R. 6171. John Davidson 
H. R. 3397. Adelaide M. Jones; H. R. 6226. William H. ‘Allison ; 
H. R. 3434. William T. Wilson; H. R. 6250. Isaac Emmerson ; 
H. R. 3456. Henry A. Black; H. R. 6253. David W. Mottatt ; 
H. R. 8463. Allen B. H age; H. R. 6385. Francisco Pere: 
H. R. 3482. Edward W. Freeman; H. R. 6460. David F. Marsh! H 
H. R. 3554. William Lebo; H. R. 6518. Frank H. Holding; 
H. R. 3569. Robert Enis; H. R. 6519. James Gannon ; 
H. R. 3574. John Bender ; H. R. 6520. Charles A. J, Blake; 
H. R. 3688. John W. Bryant; H. R. 6526. Jonathan Harlan ; 
H. R. 3697. Andrew J. ontgomery ; H. R. 6533. James UUE 
H. R. 3716. William Connell; H. R. 6535. Erie Lam 
H. R. 3719. George C. Church; H. R. 6610. Walter C. er; 
H. R. 3728. Ste on T. Wade; H. R. 6616. Thomas Norris; ~ 
H. R. 8729. William Miller; H. R. 6638. Rufus R. S. Mayo; 
H. R. 3733. Isaac R. Bryan; H. R. 6641. John McDonald ; 
H. R. 3740. Charles A. Miller; H. R. 6650. Elliott C. Allen ; 
H. R. 3744. James F. Roody ; H. R. 6682. Darius H. Hotchkiss ; 
H. R. 8747. Robert J. Bingaman; F 
I. R. 3752. Jacob Erb; H. R. 6701. Alfred Ow 
H. R. 3770. Jacob S. Shaffer; D H. R. 6710. John McDonald Hopkins ; 
H. R. 3849. Daniel Sullivan; H. R. 6712. Harvey Liggett ; 
-H. R. 3852. George A. Brown; H. R. 6717. Martin L. Olmsted; 
H. R. 3884. John P. Rushmore; H. R. 6724. Leonard P. — 1 
H. R. 3890. Celina M. Bass: H. R. 6731. Sellers Raugh 
H. R. 4024, James H. Casey; H. R. 6738. Caroline M. SCiadit; 
H. R. 4049. John Hatch; H. R. 6770. George F. Heustis ; 
H. R. 4051. Charles H. Jeffers; II. R. 6782. Orlando J. Parker; 
H. R. 4052. Henr M. peitis H. R. 6785. Jacob W. Keyser; 
H. R. 4055, Mar La H. R. 6818. Preston Eyre; 
H. R. 4062. William M. llott: H. R. 6824. James A. cague; 
H. R. 4117. William M. Hall; H. R. 6836. George S. Swingle; 
H. R. 4126, John G. McAllister; H. R. 6848. Tena Simmons ; 
H. R. 4127. John W. Suits; H. R. 6849. Joseph Roughton ; 
H. R. 4132. Frank B. Hitchcock; H. R. 6852. James C. Jennings; 
H. R. 4134. William B. Allen; H. R. 6877. Albert G. Pugh ; 
H. R. 4135. David 8. Dort; H. R. 6886. Terence N. Fole 
H. R. 4165. Albert N. Fellers; H. R. 6936. William T. Boy 3 
H. R. 4252. John W. Hall; H. R. 6941, Milford Clemons ; 
H. R. 4274. George W. Parker; H. R. 6952. John Dufour ; 
H. R. 4359. Nahum. A. Kelton ; H. R. 6968. Ara A. Bailey ; 
H. R. 4369. Richard D. Tanner; H. R. 7073. Jacob Both ; 
H. R. 4378. James M. Mitchell; H. R. 7080. John W. Ste hens; 
H. R. 4498. Margaret Huston ; H. R. 7082. Leander Blair; 
H. R. 4570. Levi Prince; H. R.7141. Gotlieb Tony; 
H. R. 4573. Margaret S. Miller: II. R. 7142. Oscar Trigg: 
II. R. 4582. John J. Hicksenhytzer; II. R. 7145. Ezekiel M. Tomlinson; 
II. R. 4614. John Newman; II. R. 7331. Anson Lowe: 
II. R. 4615. Peter McCanna ; H. R. 7401. Richard C. Montgomery; 
H. R. 4624. Charles H. Trotier ; II. R. 7421. Charles W. Sackman ; 
H. R. 4625. Charles Pomero H. R. 7423. George L. Van Auken; 
H. R. 4626. Hannah M. Ris ng; H. R. 7424. John Watts; 
R. 4630. William Lindsey; H. R. 7901. John Whritemour ; 
R. 4633. Berry R. Pedigo; H. R. 7929. Frank Hartwell; 
R. 4644. Edwin W. Rand ; H. R. 7933. Mart H. Williams; 
R. 4658. Mary Costello; H. R. 7992. William T. G. Young; 
R. 4752. Edwin Wilcox: H. R. 8047. George L. Clonts; 
R. 4673, James McDonough ; H. R. 8050. William A. Bates; 
R. 4765. John Patterson ; H. R. 8142. Price Castle ; 
R. 4787. Melchior Hoerner ; 8158. Oliver P. Barr; 
R. 4790. Isaac Little ; 8160. John Vandiver: 
R. 4791. Frank Odin 8228. Thomas A. Naliy 
R. 4896. Christopher T. 3 8602. Charles V. Richards $ 
R. 4911. Martin V. B. Northrop; 8719. David Bash +. 
R. 4919. Goold B. Harris; 23. Jacob 


87 Wa 

8735. William 11. “Stallman; 
8737. Jacob Holden; 

8747. Wilber F, Sinkhorn ; 
8748. William pete 

8760. John C. Lang ford; 
8761. Edward_Leahy 

8763. Alonzo M. Hannaford} 


8764. ed Carlton; 
8765. iney Mudge: 
Geo M. 


R. 4949. Gilbert H. Fellows; 
R. 4954. John W. Whalen ; 

R. 4964. Alexander Herrin; 

R. 4969. William D. 2 
R. 5041. William K. Nason ; 
R. 5044. Thaxter Clark; 

8 . Lewis I. Renaut; 

R. 5090. Fetner Sheelar ; 

R. 5096. Harry C. Gordon; 

R. 5097. Oliver M. Mills; 

R. 5099. Alexander Woods; 

R. 5105. William McNew ; 

R. 5107. Benjamin Fye; 

R. 5108. George W. Beck; 

R. 5129. Nathan Laushner; A 

R. 5134. Joseph C. Pettigrew; 
R. 5199. — am me; 

R. 5202. H Se? Mla! Reed ; 

R. 5277. Charles P. Worthley ; 
R. 5278. Alexander A. Yard; 
= 5283. George H. B 
R 
R. 
R. 


uire 
8888. Geo! p: Butterfield 3 
8897. William Corkran ; 
8926. 5 Brown j 
8937. Joseph Nest 

9016. John M. Willoughby; 
9087. ee Wiley ; X 
9102. Robert A. Sisson ; 
9209. Daniel H. Shorpnack ; 
9211. Mary uga 

9247. Catherine E. Tainter; 


9 
9301. Leonidas C. Kilgore; 


. Bryan; 
. 5288. Wilson 1 5 

. 5330. Robert R. Beatty ; 
5331. William Eberhart ; 
5348. Andrew M. Dershimer; 
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Madison A. Smith; 


09. Thomas L. Fielder; 
. Charles Clarenbach ; 
. Archibald F. Bottoms; 
„ John W._Philbrick ; 
. Imogene B. Tappan; 


Lucy A. Deering; 


. Samuel H. Bawden; 
. Ulrich Levenberger; 
. Gilbert E. Miller; 


James H. Slater; 


. Andrew M. Clarke; 

Newton Reed; 

. Delia Reyn 

X Christian \ Abbaduska 
W. T 


. William F. rmon 
9699. Burnett M. Trew; 

. Mary Bay; 

. George S. 


Dodge ; 
Charles H. Hayward; 4 


38. John Boyst; 


Cornelius S. Forgy; 
Joel B. Bacan; 


17. Solomon Robertson; 
. John G. Lang; 


. Charles F. Conner; 
. Catherine Konnermann; 
David Ar; 

. Eli SS ey S; 
. Seth . Stanton ; 


yi 


Charles E. Storrs; 


ae yy 8 $ 
ose coggin ; 
Ja A. Dyer; 7 
John 8 
Louisa L. calf; 


65. ae C. Downs; 


Lute A. Bowman ; 


Ed 

9. 18 Jewell; 
Ella F. Bernhard ; 

2. Isadore L. Gaboury; ~ 


Monroe Snow ; 
William H. Bigelow ; 
Francis L. Hersey ; 
William Stokely ; 


30. Michael Brady ; 


Samuel Paxton, jr.; 
Dani 


el W. Edwards; - 


10774. Isaac E. Rice; 
5. Thomas E. Frame; 
88. David Duncan: 


Albert J. Perkins ; 
pee regs 8. Allen: 
Lewis C. G rubb ; — 


0909. Hugh M. Cory 

i Samuel Nichols ; - 

3 AES William P, Gilleland; 

t. s 
Peter Sheppard ; 

X William Reinhardt, alias Jobn Herberg ; 

Rollin A. 


George W. Crawford ; 


Waters; 


„ Isaac Brooks; 


Joseph C. Freel; : 
John PEurenfelt; s 


. James M. Cooper: 
Jacob Gibbons; 
Samuel Kilander ; 
Cornelius McNamara > 
Sidney Van Bibber; 
Seran 


Samuel L. H 
Daniel V. Adams ; 


Ole Anderson; 


Patrick Gurry ; i; 


29. George Spunail ; 


James P. Bonnell ; A 
James M. Townsend ; — 


. Raleigh Mitchell ; 
1917. Sarah Goss Beach; 
2. Joseph Holtham ; 


Seneca Corbin ; 


5. Andrew Arnold; 


Donald McDonald; 


Henry Ummelmann $ 
2. Jacob S. Jobnson ; 


Thomas Gurnett ; ; 


. William F. Nash ; 


Mathew G. Kennedy ; 


. Melville T. Wadlin ; 
2228. Adolphus W. Beeny; 


Elias M. Rumple; 


1. James A. Turner; 
1. William H. Swift; and 


Samuel Smith. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
13832) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and certain widows and de- 
pendent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension 2 

The name of William H. Littlefield, late of Company H, Twelfth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penton 
at the rate of 3 per month in lieu of that e is ie! recel 

The name of James R. Carr, late of 3 Second t 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infan Heutenant Company C, 
First Regiment New Hampshire Gentos Heavy Artill and pay 
3 at the rate of 830 per month in Mu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of James K. Lunger, late of 8 F. gis second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Voluntcor Infantry, and pay him pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of tbat he is now receiving 

The name of John Grant, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel A. i late of Company 2 Thirty-fourth 

hio Volunteer a 


Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan „ and pay theo a Lt at the 


ing. 

The name of Geo: E. Crooker, late of Com: A, Second Regiment 
New Hampshire Vo —.— Infantry, and pay him a a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Ole 0. Jordet, late of Company H, ity-seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that è is now receiving. 

The name of Morris Walker, late of . and pay E A, ime y-fourth 


= pension at e 
The name of Austin Wilkins, late ox 8 B. Pt Regiment Ver- 


The name of William B. Milligan, iate a 2 ‘Com Ninety-second 
wana a ade at the 


30 per month in lieu of that ie is now — 
of he. name of Mister W. Wickham, late ae ie COSDAIS, © pe rented 
and thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio National G TARIFE; SA pay him 
2 5 at the rate of $20 per month in 10 dien of that he is now re- 
vin 
e The E fme of Ralsa C. Rice, late first lieutenant Company 2 One 
hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
nus 8 at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha t he is 
receiv: 
The name of John F. Shedd, late of U. S. S. Ohio, New Hampshire, 
and John Adams, United States Na avy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Edwin Rothery, late Sen U. S. 2 Vermont, Shamrock, 


and Valley City, United States Navy, and pay ee a 3 at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rece 
The name of John McElwee, late of Com ny I, Pifte-seventh 


ment, and Company K, Sixty-first Regimen New York Volunteer 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
e is now receivin 


The name of Nathan 6. Webster, late of 5 Tenth Regiment 


New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pension at the 
rate of $30 per 8 in lieu of that he is now 

The name of H. Francis, late of Company K, Third Regiment 
Missouri A su and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of th le is now receiving 

The name of Roswell. to Ross, late of — uM. First R nt 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him —.— m at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of Pg . Weston, widow of Sanford . late of 
Company B. Second Regiment Unattached Cavalry Massachusetts Vol- 


unteers, and pay her a 2 pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
This bill te a substitute for the following House bills referred to the 
Committee on Ht ean Pensions: 
H. R. 25: William H. Littlefield; 
II. R. 4142, James R. Carr; 
R. 4659. James K. Lunger ; 
. 6256. John Grant; 
. 6732. Daniel A. Lamberson ; 
. 7008. Edward Martin; 
9601. William B. Powers; 


: Geo 
. 10596. Ole 0. Jordet ; 


7 


R. 

R 

R 

R 

R 

R 

R 

R. 11540. kins 

R. 11812. William B. Milligan; 
-i 12517. Jobn C. Younkman; 
R 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R 


r 


. 12518. Mister W. Wickham; 
. 129; Ralsa 


7 


7 


3249. Nathan C. Webster; 
3250. George H. Francis; 
13674. Roswell C. Ross; and 

II. R. 13680. Lydia E. Weston. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


55 


and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. Suntoway a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, reported a bill (H. R. 14464) making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes, which was 
read a first and second time, and with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order 
on the bill. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas reseryes all 
points of order on the bill. 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointments as Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution of Mr. DALZELL, Mr. MANN, and Mr. 
HOWARD, 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to consider the resolution distributing the President's 
message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DIEKEMA 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 162) relating to the distribution of the Presi- 
dent’s message, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 162. 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of 
the United States to the two Houses of Con; at the present session 
as relates to the reyenue and the bonded debt of the United States be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue for 
Poppo of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the l - 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civi Sepe or 
fortifications and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of 
Columbia; and for all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on 
rig, A riations. 

hat so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the 
administration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime, 
gud ane organization of courts be referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

That so much as relates to banks and banking and the currency be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to commerce, life-savi service, inter- 
colonial railways and cables, and the Isthmian Canal be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

That so much as relates to agriculture, and appropriations therefor, 
and to forestry be referred to the Committee on culture. 

That so much as relates to the foreign aff: the consular and diplo- 
matic service, including appropriations therefor, be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment, and appro- 
priations therefor, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establishment and to the con- 
struction of additional vessels for the navy, and appropriations there- 
for, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the post-office and post-roads and to the 
carrying of the foreign mails, and appropriations therefor, be referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates to the public domain be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the Territories and Alaska and to the ad- 
mission of States be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of the civil war be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of all the wars of the United 
States other than the civil war be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

That so much as relates to the affairs of the District of Columbia 
uae appropriations) be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

That so much as relates to reform in the civil service be referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to the election of the President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, or Representatives in Congress be referred to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

That so much as relates to immigration or naturalization be erred 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

That so much as relates to the industrial arts and expositions, other 
than revenue and appropriations, be referred to the Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 


With the following amendment: 


That so much as relates to the examination of the accounts and ex- 
penditures of the several departments of the Government and the man- 
ner of keeping the same; the economy, P gee nce and correctness of 
such expenditures; their conformity wi appropriation laws; the 
proper, application of public moneys; the security of the Government 
against unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforce- 


ment of the payment of moneys due to the United States; the economy 


and accountability of public offices; the abolishment of useless offices; 
the reduction or increase of the pay of officers, 


shall all be subjects 


within the jurisdiction of nine standing committees on the public ex- 
penditures in the several departments, as follows: 

In the Department of State—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department. 

In the 5 Department —to the Committee on Expenditures in 


In the War 8 the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. 

In the Navy Department to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department. 

In the Post-Office Department —to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Office Department. 

In the Interior Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department. 

In the Department of Justice—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice. 

In the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Agriculture. 

In the Department of Commerce and Labor—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

m public buildings—to the Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Buildings. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this resolution is in the usual 
form, distributing different portions of the President’s message 
to the different committees of the House, and, following the 
precedent, adopting the Janguage of the rule giving jurisdiction 
to each committee. 

When the resolution came before the committee this morn- 
ing the question was raised as to that portion of the President's 
message relating to expenditures in the various departments of 
the Government. 

For the first time in my recollection the President in his 
annual message has recommended economy and reform in the 
various departments of the Government and a reduction of 
expenditures. In wise and, well-chosen words, commencing on 
page 17 of that message, he has pointed out various items in 
which improvement can be made, as is well known to every 
man on this floor, in the efficiency of the departments and in 
the decrease of expenditures of the public money. 

In 1816 the Congress had an idea that it would be appropri- 
ate to appoint committees having jurisdiction of these matters, 
and a rule was introduced which has remained substantially 
unchanged to this day. The jurisdiction of these committees 
has been somewhat increased. The number of them has been 
increased, so that in all there are now ten committees relating 
to the various departments of the Government and also to the 
question of public buildings. 

I am sorry to say that in the past these committees have not 
accomplished much in that direction. The first occasion which 
I recall was in the Forty-eighth Congress, the first Congress of 
which I had the honor to be a Member, The Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department was thought by the 
Speaker to be about my size, and I was appointed to a position 
on that committee. Mr. Casey Young, of Tennessee, was the 
chairman of the committee. Just about that time the Govern- 
ment was in a good deal of trouble about the expenditures of 
money for the improvement of Hot Springs, in Arkansas, and a 
committee of investigation was authorized, consisting of three 
members of that committee. I had the honor to be its minority 
member. We spent a good deal of time in the investigation, 
put in a good many hours while we were there, and finally made 
a report which all the members agreed upon, and I think it was 
a very thorough report. A former watchdog of the Treasury, 
of national reputation, Mr. Holman, once said that that report 
had saved thousands and thousands of dollars to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, because of the useless expenditures 
that had been cut off in the management of government prop- 
erty in Hot Springs. 

Another occasion was when the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Agricultural Department, two or three Congresses ago, 
under the lead of Mr. Littlefield, of Maine, made a very thor- 
ough investigation, but as I remember it they passed no bills 
through the House. I think they reported one. I think none 
of these committees has eyer succeeded in passing a bill, accord- 
ing to my recollection, although they have reported many. 

I am informed on all sides by gentlemen who now represent 
these committees that they propose to make an investigation. I 
objected the other day to the provision of a clerk to one of 
these committees, the chairman of which now sits in front of 
me. I asked him the question if his committee had taken up the 
matter, and as a committee proposed to make an investigation. 
He said he was in favor of it, but did not know how the com- 
mittee stood. Therefore I objected to a clerk. I shall object to 
a clerk, if I am on the floor, and I shall try to be, to any one of 
these committees, unless I am assured that the committee has 
resolyed to take up the investigation of these important matters 
that come before them and make a thorough investigation; if 
they agree to do that, so far as I am concerned, I will hold up 
both hands for a clerk for any such committee and authorize 
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them also to have the privilege of printing such matters as are 
necessary to their investigation. 

When this matter was brought before the committee this 
morning, it met with unanimous assent, and after reading the 
President’s message on this subject it was found to cover all of 
the matters, and there are about half a page of them in the 
rules that come under the jurisdiction of these committees. 
So we have adopted the amendment recommending it to the 
House to refer that part of the President’s message to these 
committees in order that they may have additional jurisdiction, 
if that were needed, although it is not, because it has been held 
repeatedly that the committees haye jurisdiction, under the rules, 
of these yarious matters. 

I hope the House will agree to this and that something will 
be done worth while by these committees in the reorganization, 
in some instances, of the departments, in cutting off the duplica- 
tion of work which exists in so many departments, in recom- 
mendations for consolidation of bureaus where the work of one 
bureau crosses the work of another bureau, and where the work 
is duplicated at the expense of the Government and to the good 
of nobody except, perhaps, the man who is receiving a salary 
out of the Treasury of the United States. There is a field of 
work which I commend to gentlemen that constitute these com- 
mittees, and from what I have learned of the personnel of the 
committees I think they are the men to do this work. The 
chairmen seem to have been appointed with that end in view. 

Mr. SHEPPARD rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In addition to a clerk, ought not the com- 
mittees to be empowered to send for persons and papers? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is no part of this resolution. If the 
gentlemen of these committees, if they have not the power and 
need the power, will come to the House I have no doubt the 
House will grant it to make an investigation of these matters, 
but that is not a matter that belongs to this resolution. This 
is all I care to say upon this point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any reason why all of the Presi- 
dent’s message should not be disposed of in this resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no reason why it should not, and it is 
intended to be so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The President has considerable to say 
about a bureau of health, and I find no reference to that por- 
tion of the message in this resolution. He also makes a recom- 
mendation for the appropriation of money for the depositors of 
the Freedmen’s Savings and Trust Company, and there is no 
reference to that in this resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not recollect what committee had jurisdic- 
tion of that matter before. I will look into the gentleman's sug- 
gestion before a final vote is taken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The President also refers to the white- 
slave traffic, which there is a desire, I imagine, to suppress. 

Mr. PAYNE. There are two or three committees that have 
taken jurisdiction of that matter—one the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, which has all matters relating to 
interstate and foreign commerce referred to it in this resolution 
under the rules. I think the Committee on Immigration claims 
jurisdiction also, and matters relating to immigration in the 
message are referred to that committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Should not the resolution specifically 
refer the various parts of the message to the various commit- 
tees? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, we have got along without any specific 
reference of every subject and sentence and topic in the mes- 
Sages heretofore. We refer these general subjects to the com- 
mittees under the rule, and I do not think we should go into 
specific statements of every topic in the message. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, either this resolution is 
of some value or it is simply put in here to mislead the Members 
of the House and the public. It seems to me that important 
questions referred to by the message of the President should be 
treated decently by the House of Representatives and appro- 
priately referred. 

Mr. PAYNE. O, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman never can get 
rid of the idea that somebody is trying to hoodwink somebody 
else. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I can never get rid of the idea that per- 
haps my colleague is trying to befool some one when he is 
reporting a resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. O, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to take that 
and let it go to the House and anybody else for what it is worth, 
without a word of reply. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman who offers the resolution whether he does not think 


that the final paragraph of the message, which strikes me as 
perhaps the most important one in it, ought to be referred 
especially to the Committee on Agriculture; and whether he 
would accept an amendment adding at the foot of page 8 that 
so much as relates to the prevailing high prices of agricultural 
products be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] that that is covered by the para- 
graph wherein it is stated that so much as relates to agriculture 
is referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I submit, whether that be so 
or not, the President seems to conclude the message in a very 
comprehensive and separate paragraph, and I beg leave to ask 
the gentleman whether it would not be well to refer that spe- 
cifically to the Committee on Agriculture? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I think this illustrates the wis- 
dom of the rule that has been followed by the House for so 
many years, of referring the different items by general lan- 
guage, inclusive of all, and not starting in, to please my friend 
from New York [Mr. and my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Doveras], by a special reference to a special sentence in 
the message. The greater of course includes the less, and it is 
all included in the language of the rule which gives the juris- 
diction to the committee on these matters. We have followed 
the language of the rule, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the language 
as it is in the resolution follows exactly the language ordinarily 
used, but I submit also that there might be some question as 
to what committee would be appropriate to consider the con- 
cluding paragraph of the President's message, and as it is not 
referred to in any way in these resolutions, I submit that that 
amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the concluding paragraph does 
not simply refer to the high prices of agricultural products. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Not alone. 

Mr. McCALL. It includes other high prices, a consideration 
of which ought not to go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, no part of the field covered by 
the President's message is more important, in my judgment, 
than the part relating to national defense, and no part of the 
question of the national defense, it seems to me, is as important 
as the question of our naval policy. Nor has any part of this 
great question been more neglected than what may be termed 
the “ philosophy” of our national defense. There is a philoso- 
phy of national defense. There is a fundamental principle to 
be ascertained only by thorough mastery of this philosophy, 
upon which a wise and safe naval policy can be adopted and 
executed by any nation. 

Evidently the necessity for the navy grows out of our rela- 
tions with foreign nations, and out of the fact that between na- 
tions, as between individuals, there must of necessity arise 
differences from time to time. In a civilized community, when 
differences do arise between individuals, there is a system, an 
organization of law, by which those differences can be adjudi- 
eated according to principles of justice. Between the sover- 
eign nations of the world, however, there is no such system of 
law. The farthest progress yet made toward that most desir- 
able state of human affairs is represented in the recent treaties 
of arbitration negotiated by the United States with 24 other 
powers. In these treaties the arbitration is allowed to cover 
only questions of law and the interpretation of treaties, and 
even in such questions arbitration is specifically excluded from 
application to all questions affecting vital interests or national 
honor. 

These reserved questions are the very questions that give rise 
to the most serious differences. For the settlement of such 
differences resort to diplomacy, and in the last analysis to the 
sword, is at this hour the law of the whole world. This right 
of protecting its vital interests by its own right arm is de- 
manded at this hour by every important power in the world, 
our own Nation not excepted. ‘The assertion of this right car- 
ries with it the duty of making provision for armed defense 
proportionate to the value of the rights thus to be safeguarded 
and to the dangers that menace them. With human nature as it 
is, differences that menace the vital national interests must be 
presumed to exist, and constituted as the world is to-day, the 
only true policy for insuring a just settlement of these differ- 
ences is to place the several powers in interest upon an approxi- 
mate equality of armed strength, upon an equilibrium of armed 
strength, so to speak. In such a state of armed equilibrium 
neither power would lightly resort to trial by battle. All par- 
ties in interest would be most likely to arrive at a peaceable 
and just settlement, either by diplomatic negotiation or by arbi- 
tration. If, however, this equilibrium is not established, and a 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


125 


preponderance of armed power is to exist in favor of some 
power, then I submit that this preponderance of power should 
be possessed by the more peaceably disposed nation, by the most 
just-minded of the powers concerned; and I submit, without 
further discussion, that the United States of America is the 
nation that should possess the preponderance of power accord- 
ing to this principle—the United States that was founded by 
the peacemakers, developed in the great processes of peace to 
cover a continent; the nation that to-day is living with peace in 
her heart, without enmity toward any other nation; that is kin 
to them all; that covets no territory; the nation that lives daily 
under the great principle that there should be equality and, 
therefore, justice of relations—I submit that, if at any time a 
difference should arise, as differences may arise, must arise, 
between America and other powers, and if there should be a 
lack of equilibrium in armed power, then the superiority of 
power ought to be on the side of America, 

The great objective for a naval policy should be a just settle- 
ment of differences—peaceably if we can, forcibly if we must. 
Stated in other words, the objective of our naval policy should 
be to preserve peace as long as honorable peace is possible, and 
then to win when war must come. 

On these two objectives we can found a wise and safe naval 
policy. How can we adjust our navy to the armed 
of other nations so as to preserve peace as long as possible? 
First, we must recognize the existing causes of war. What 
has been the chief cause of difference between individuals since 
the world began? It has been the title to real estate. What 
has been the chief cause of difference between nations since 
the world began? It has been the question of control of val- 
uable territory. The question of the earth’s surface is the 
most fundamental cause of difference between nations. 

Is there any reasonable prospect that America may ever have 
a difference with other nations because of the question of the 
control of territory? I submit at the outset that we do not 
covet any territory that we have not now in our possession; we 
are not a colonizing nation ourselves; therefore, from our point 
of view, we naturally will never seek the territory belonging to 
another nation, But other nations are colonizers, and they may 
seek territory, and thus involye us in their territorial differ- 
ences. Take the great nations of Europe. They have been and 
still are colonizing nations, Against their colonial ambitions 
the Monroe doctrine was promulgated. They have gone out 
to all the undeveloped parts of the earth, but to-day there is 
one hemisphere in which the United States forbids them to 
colonize, a hemisphere where there are scores of millions of 
square miles of valuable undeveloped territory. Do you not 
recognize that the question of territory may at any time in- 
volve us in a difference with European nations under the Mon- 
roe doctrine? And even if that question were not directly in- 
volved, a difference between any European nation and any Ameri- 
ean nation may end in war and may involve the United States, 
either under the Monroe doctrine or under sheer force of cir- 
cumstances, 

From the standpoint of the Monroe doctrine, plainly this 
Nation should maintain an equilibrium of armed power with 
any of the great nations in Europe that might confront us in 
the Atlantic. In no other way can we properly assure ourselves 
that there will be a just settlement of differences involving 
territory in South and Central America. 

But it is not only in the Atlantic that territorial differences 
may endanger our peaceful relations with other nations. In 
the Pacific Ocean, not by choice but as a result of a driving 
destiny, America now controls the most valuable and vital ter- 
ritory in all that ocean—the great harbors about that ocean 
upon which depend the control of that ocean in its influence 
upon, the destinies of the world. Take the coast of the northern 
Pacific, the two harbors in the Aleutian Islands, Dutch Harbor 
and Great Kiska, are ours. Then in the eastern Pacific of 
Alaska we control the great harbors; and in the southern 
Pacific, the one in Samoa is ours; in the western Pacific, the one 
at Guam is ours; the Philippine Islands are ours; in the center 
of the Pacific there is only one harbor, priceless in value, and 
it is ours. Take the Hawaiian Islands as a center and strike 
a circle with a radius of 2,000 miles (the distance from which 
water can be controlled from a naval basis) and in all that 
circle of 4,000 miles in the great Pacific Ocean there is only one 
great harbor—Pearl Harbor. It is a wonderful harbor. I have 
seen most of the great harbors of the world, but in my judg- 
ment Pearl Harbor is the greatest of them all. The nation 
that controls Pearl Harbor permanently as a great naval base 
will be in a position to control 4,000 miles of ocean; and the 
race—mark these words—the race that permanently controls 
Pearl Harbor as a great naval base is not only going to dom- 
inate the Pacific Ocean, but is going to dominate the world. 


Pearl Harbor is the pivot of the world. It is the most vital 
spot to control in the entire territory of mankind, and next in 
importance to it are those other harbors about that great ocean 
that belong to us and that are to be the coordinate bases from 
which to control the whole of that great ocean. 

Now, then, when you have valuable real estate you must 
look to your title. A defective title to a valuable estate is sure 
to precipitate litigation. If a nation has vital and valuable 
outlying territory, it must look to its tenure. If its tenure is 
weak and insufficient, this fact is sure to precipitate trouble 
with foreign powers. What is our tenure of Pearl Harbor? 
We have been ordinarily maintaining there a garrison of 200 
men. The total white population of those islands is about 7,000, 
but there are a hundred thousand citizens of another power— 
15 alien Asiatics to 1 citizen of our own country in this price- 
less, this pivotal possession of our nation! Clearly we have 
no tenure of the Hawaiian Islands unless we can control the 
water around those islands so that we can land Americans 
there whenever occasion may demand. On the contrary, to-day 
a foreign power controls the water around those islands, and 
not one additional American could put foot in the Hawaiian 
Islands, without the consent of this foreign power. The strate- 
gic spot of territory in the entire world lies out there in mid- 
ocean without any security for its permanent possession by 
the United States—its lawful owner. And next to this in lack 
of security are those important harbors all around that ocean 
incomplete fortifications, inadequate garrisons. Even if the 
fortifications were completed they could give us no genuine 
tenure, because we have no army to prevent other nations 
from capturing our coast fortifications. A small army could 
take those harbors by attacking from the rear. There is 
substantially no tenure possible for those great harbors unless 
we could control the water and keep foreign armies from 
reaching there. To-day a foreign nation that has the soldiers 
and the transportation available controls those waters, because 
our naval establishment is inadequate for their protection. In 
other words, our inadequate control of this valuable territory 
is putting in operation one of the greatest causes of war. By 
our action we are thus placing a temptation in the path of a 
nation that has just emerged from feudalism, that is flushed 
with victory from two foreign wars. 

My countrymen, clearly the just and peaceful settlement of 
differences that may arise out of the question of territory in 
the Pacific Ocean demands that we should establish in the 
Pacific at least an equilibrium of armed power with any nation 
of Asia. Therefore, the questions of territory likely to cause 
war demand that we should possess, at the same time, an 
equilibrium of power in the Pacific with any Asiatic nation, 
and in the Atlantic with any nation of Europe. 

But continued possession of the national territory is only 
more important than the exercise of the rights of sovereignty 
in that territory. Attack upon sovereign rights is almost if 
not equally as common a cause of war as invasion of the na- 
tional domain itself. 

A man must not only have life, but he must have liberty. 
A nation must not only possess its territory, but it must be free 
to exercise all the rights of sovereignty in said territory, to 
operate its Institutions unmolested within that territory. Since 
the promulgation of the Monroe doctrine no nation of Europe 
has dared to menace the exercise of sovereign rights by any 
American government within its own territory. When citizens 
of European nations have been molested at the hands of Ameri- 
cans questions have arisen between the nations concerned, but 
not once has a European nation called upon us to suspend the 
operation of our institutions. But that is not true as regards 
Asiatic nations, It is no news to the Members who hear me 
when I point out that we have been forbidden to pass an ex- 
clusion act with regard to a foreign nation in Asia; that is, an 
Asiatic power has practically commanded us not to exercise 
some of the rights of sovereignty in our own territory, as far 
as that nation and its citizens are concerned. 

The Members of this House are well aware that the people 
of each State in the Union who pay for the schools have the 
right, under the Constitution of the United States, the reserved 
right of the States, to exercise complete control and regula- 
tion of said schools. It is no news to Members of this House 
that despite this reserved right, despite the fact that when the 
United States Government itself could not compel the people of 
San Francisco—of any city or State—to put certain students 
or certain scholars in its schools along with certain other 
scholars, nevertheless a foreign power has dared to attempt 
this, has succeeded in doing this, through the cooperation of 
the President of the United States, thus breaking our very Con- 
stitution. In the great sovereign States of the Pacific coast 
the question has inevitably arisen as to regulations that will 
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solve the great difficulties that confront our people there grow- 
ing out of the race question. When they have sought to pass 
the needed regulations for segregation in accordance with their 
sovereign rights, expressly recognized and guaranteed by the 
Constitution, regulations already in operation as respects Ameri- 
cans in Japan, what happened? They were forbidden to do in 
their own domain, as respects Japanese, what Japan now does 
in her own territory regarding Americans. Forbidden by 
whom? By the Japanese Government. And yet when I was 
living in Japan I was compelled to live on the bluffs in the 
foreign sections of Yokohama. No Member of this House, no 
citizen of the United States, can go to Japan and live where he 
pleases. You can not go to Japan and buy a house and lot. 
They segregate all white men in Japan. And the only way 
to solve the race problem of the Pacific coast is to segregate all 
the yellow people there. The legislatures of those great Com- 
monwealths have the right, according to our Constitution, with- 
out let or hindrance from any quarter, to work out this solu- 
tion for the race problems with which they are confronted. 
While engaged in the exercise of this sovereign right, a state 
legislature, as well as the school board of an American city— 
San Francisco—were solemnly informed by the President of 
the United States that the Nation could not protect them in the 
exercise of their rights, and that they must not only obey the 
dictate of a foreign power, but that they must even cease dis- 
cussing the questions involved. 

I do not have to remind the Members here who are students 
of the evolution of our institutions that the States, when 
colonies, originally had their own armament, but when they 
formed the Constitution of the United States they gave over 
the question of armament to the Federal Goyernment, with the 
express agreement that the Federal Government would protect 
them in the full, free, and perpetual exercise of their rights 
under the Constitution. To-day the Federal Government is 
confessedly unable to fulfill this solemn guaranty to the States 
of the American Union and to the people of those States a 
guaranty that is at the very basis of our Constitution, and 
that involves the very right of local self-government, the most 
sacred, perhaps, of all the institutions of liberty, the one for 
which our forefathers died, for which the Anglo-Saxon nations 
have bled for a thousand years; one which America stands 
for in this world, that the United States not only guarantees to 
the furthest limits of the Union, but in far-off South America 
as well. And yet to-day, because of a lack of just appreciation 
of the great principles involved here in national defense on the 
part of Members of this House, we have drifted to the point 
where the Nation can not guarantee local self-government here 
at home to our own States. 

As a consequence, we are brought face to face with the fact 
that the second great cause of war—impaired exercise of 
sovereignty in the national domain—actually exists, and is 
permitted by the Congress of the United States to remain. The 
only basis by which that may ever be uncorrected, the only 
possible correction for this condition of danger is for America 
to have at least equality of power with the nation that is 
calling upon us to surrender rights that are so important to us, 
so fundamental to our institutions. From a standpoint of un- 
yee sovereignty, therefore, it is imperatively demanded 

t there be an equilibrium of power in the Pacific Ocean. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I do not wish to abuse the patience of the 
House 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOBSON. I think about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have fifteen minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, there is, however, a third 
great cause of war that complicates the causes already men- 
tioned—race antagonism. It was nature's purpose not to have 
all the races mixed, so as to have white and black, red and 
yellow and brown form one homogeneous man, but to have 
the races evolved within themselves; and whenever this great 
natural principle is violated, you will have race antagonism, 
and finally there will be a conflict, when the point is reached 
where one race endeayors to destroy or drive out the other. 

In the Pacific Ocean, as well as on America’s own soil, na- 
ture’s laws have been violated, great antagonism and bitter 
race hatred have been engendered. A movement on our part 
to stop immigration of foreigners in increased numbers has 
caused practically a demand of the other nations upon us to 
renounce the exercise of our sovereign rights. Furthermore, 
notice has already been served on our State Department that 
in 1911 the great military power of Asia will not agree to ne- 


[After a pause.] 


gotiate a further treaty unless we leave out the clause stop- 
ping the inflow of cooly labor. 

Here is friction on the Pacific Coast, because segregation is 
forbidden, and here we have the question of territory and 
sovereignty complicated with the troublesome race question. 
Added to these, there is the question of trade and commerce, 
which is next in importance to the other three, as a prolific 
cause of war. The right to trade abroad is a question of vital 
importance to the prosperity of great industrial nations. In- 
deed, life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness for individuals 
correspond to possession, by a nation of its territory, the exer- 
cise of sovereignty therein, and the right to trade abroad for 
its citizens. 

America to-day demands the open-door policy in China. How 
in the world can you make good this demand when a great 
military power is supreme on land and sea in that part of the 
world? America produces the chief articles that the great 
Chinese Empire will consume more and more of. Unless we 
have at least as great power in the Pacific as Japan, can you 
expect that nation to stand by and see us gather in the vast 
riches made possible by commerce in the opening markets of 
China? You can not reasonably expect it. 

The only basis on which we can begin a solution of the great 
race problem in the Pacific Ocean and on which we can ever 
have the open-door policy for China is for America to be at 
least on a parity of power or an equilibrium of power with 
Asiatic nations in the Pacific Ocean. 

Therefore there are these several causes of war, territorial 
sovereignty, race antagonism, and added international com- 
merce; and the only policy that contains any assurance of a 
just settlement of differences arising from these and other 
causes is for America to establish an equilibrium on the Atlantic 
with any European power and in the Pacific with any Asiatic 
power. 

The British Empire has a great colony to the north of us, 
which is in a sense a hostage. We can therefore leave that 
individual nation out of consideration. But in calculating our 
equilibrium in the Atlantic, according to this principle, we must 
take account of all other European powers. That means that 
our naval strength must be on a parity with Germany in the 
Atlantic and on a parity with Japan in the Pacific. What is 
the present condition? Since the time of the introduction of 
Dreadnoughts we have assumed that a two battle ship basis 
was adequate. Germany from the beginning has gone forward 
on a four battle ship basis, and that programme extends until 
1917 by law already enacted. 

To-day we find America, that has held second place in the 
world, gradually going downward in the scale. The British 
have 248,000 tons of great battle-ship displacement now build- 
ing, Germany has 211,000 tons, France has 164,000 tons, Rus- 
sia has 153,000 tons, and then comes America with 103,000 
tons. 

America fifth in the Atlantic, on new construction, with noth- 
ing for the Pacific. Yet Japan is to-day building 93,000 addi- 
tional tons in the Pacific Ocean! My countrymen, we are going 
against the clear wish and desire of the American people to 
maintain at least our present standing among the naval powers, 
because, according to the latest issue of the Naval Intelligence 
Office, two years hence, when tonnage that is now building is 
completed, America will have gone down to third place and 
approaching fourth place, while still going down under the 
present programme of construction. 

Do you believe such a policy ought to be continued? My 
count en, for securing the equilibrium demanded by the 
principle of sound national defense, it is necessary to provide 
at least four battle ships for the Atlantic and one for the 
Pacific. That makes five. But while this is necessary as a 
basis for preserving peace by equilibrium, peace is not the only 
object for which our navy exists. Even when you do your ut- 
most in this world to preserve an honorable peace, times come 
between individuals and between nations when an honorable 
peace is impossible. Every wise naval policy must be based 
on the double objective of winning when war comes, as well 
as making war as remote as possible. There are two ways to 
win a modern war. One is by preparations in advance; the 
other is, neglecting preparations in adyance, to have recourse 
to vast resources. All the modern wars have been wars simply 
of preparation. The war between Prussia and Austria ended in 
a few weeks, because Prussia’s preparations were superior. 
The war between Germany and France ended in a few months, 
because Germany’s preparations were superior. 

The war between Japan and China ended in a few months, 
because Japan’s preparations were superior. The war between 
Japan and Russia ended in a few months, because Japan's 
preparations were superior. In none of these wars has any 
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nation been able to draw upon its vast resources to make it a 
war of éndurance. It is clearly to the advantage of America 
to win in any war we must wage, quickly, decisively, through 
superior preparations. And it is more important for America 
than for any other nation that we should win, because in justice 
to our institutions we can not afford to accept defeat at the 
hands of any military power; nor can we afford to lose in the 
first instance and begin preparations for renewed hostilities at 
vastly increased cost—and that would take long years, during 
which there would be anger and hatred fostered in the hearts 
of our people. We would centralize our institutions, and finally, 
when we came to fight it out a second time, the war would 
be on a far greater scale and take many more years, and then 
in the course of those years of militarism America’s distinctive 
institutions of peace and productiveness would vanish. Our 
country would revert back to the civilization of the bayonet. 
We, a peacerul, industrial Nation, basing our greatness on sery- 
ice to and cooperation with others, not on destruction and might, 
can not afford to jeopardize the existence of our institutions by 
neglect to do our duty in the matter of national defense. There- 
fore, unless we have the preparations with which we can win 
the war sharply, quickly, and decisively, then in the humiliation 
of preliminary defeat we will have to make a firm resolve, deep 
down in our hearts, that, cost what it may, the war can end 
in but one way. When war is once declared America can never 
permit it to end except by complete victory, by the uncondi- 
tional surrender of the military nation that challenges us to 
conflict of armed forces. 

You can not measure in millions the cost of unpreparedness 
for war that comes; it would go into billions and tens of bil- 
lions, You can not measure the cost in mere terms of wealth; 
you must contemplate tens of thousands of lives lost before 
such a war is ended. I ask you why should this calamity be 
made possible by neglect to adopt a proper policy of national 
defense? 

Why should not this nation recognize the true principle of 
national defense? Why should not the elements of this prob- 
lem receive the careful attention of the representatives of the 
people sitting in this assembly? Why should we not get the 
true principle and work out a scientific naval policy? 

I submit that the only way to be sure of victory is to give 
to America at least a 20 per cent preponderance of power. 
Therefore four new ships for the Atlantic and one for the 
Pacific, with 20 per cent added, makes six battle ships needed 
every year. Even with that programme adopted to-day the 
United States would be fourteen behind, on account of delay in 
arriving at the scientific solution of this problem. 

In conclusion, my countrymen, I can not too earnestly remind 
you that the causes of war to which I refer are not matters 
of opinion or of judgment. You can verify the facts for your- 
selves. The pages of history show that these great sociological 
forces are as unerring in their results as any law of nature. 
Any one of those great forces—and, mark you, all of them 
are excluded from the domain of arbitration—not properly coun- 
terbalanced by equilibrium of armed power would bring on 
war as surely as to-morrow’s sun is going to rise. By accept- 
ing seats in this House we have assumed great responsibilities. 
By its course this House is menacing the peace of the world, 
when we ought to be its chief preserver. We are rapidly put- 
ting our country in such a position that when differences do 
arise and a peaceable solution becomes impossible humiliation 
will be inevitable, such humiliation as no Anglo-Saxon racé has 
ever yet endured. Then out of the ashes of humiliation this 
policy of neglect would compel us to organize a mighty war 
of endurance and of exhaustion, out of which America would 
emerge victorious, because our resources are so boundless. But 
oh! at what a cost, not only to ourselves in men and money, 
but in the blow that we would strike at the future of free in- 
stitutions, at the holy cause of peace. Because of our neglect 
to do our full duty as Representatives of the American people 
we increase the danger of waf and we prolong the period when 
nations resort to the sword instead of to courts of justice for 
the settlement of their differences. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour to 
my colleague, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, it is manifest that we 
stand to-day on the threshold of one of the most important in- 
dustrial eras of our country—the adoption of some policy or plan 
for the improvement of our inland waterways and harbors within 
such reasonable time and to such extent as will make them use- 
ful and profitable to the public. In this connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to suggest that we have the assurance that 
the Panama Canal will be completed within the next five years, 


or at least by January 1, 1915, and it can hardly be doubted 
by anyone that the cost of the canal will fall short of 
$500,000,000. Some preparation will have to be made to en- 
able use to get the full advantage that the appropriation of 
this immense sum of money for building the Panama Canal 
will give us. There are at least 21 States whose ports and 
inland waterways ought to be greatly benefited by the open- 
ing of the canal. I think I know of what I speak when I say 
that it behooves the South to get ready, and get ready at once, 
to utilize the commercial opportunities that the Panama Canal 
will give us over any other section of our country. It seems to 
me, Mr. an, that this waterways movement means, in 
part, at least, that we are getting ready to use to the greatest 
advantage the commercial opportunities that the $500,000,000 
spent on the completion of the canal will bring to our doors. 

The improvement of our inland rivers is our best and strong- 
est hope. Fortunately for us, we have valuable lessons of 
the past to give us light and guide us to the adoption of a 
broad, wise, conservative policy, comprehending this great 
work. No man can mistake the earnest demand of the people 
that our waterways shall be used for their benefit. The trip 
of Mr. Roosevelt a few years since, and the trip of President 
Taft recently, down the Mississippi River, have served to 
strengthen and encourage the hopes of the people that within 
a reasonable time the Federal Government will adopt some 
proper plan that will so develop and improve our inland water- 
ways as to secure from them for the people the inestimable 
benefits for which God created these waterways. The im- 
perative necessity for this improvement, Mr. Chairman, is 
declared by many of our wisest and most prudent and con- 
servative public men of our country who represent the varied 
interests of all the vocations of life. It is but due and just to 
say here that no one is entitled to more credit for this grow- 
ing movement than Theodore Roosevelt. The Inland Water- 
ways Commission was created by President Roosevelt on March 
14, 1907, “in response to a widespread demand from the 
people.” 

It is preeminently necessary to adopt and enforce such a 
policy, or plan, for the improvement of our waterways as will 
benefit our entire country, and not merely a certain locality. 
I am an earnest, unbiased advocate of the Government expend- 
ing an adequate amount of money on a broad, practical, intelli- 
gent plan for such improvement of the Mississippi River and 
its chief tributaries as will develop, at an early day, their 
full commercial capacity. The basin of the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi is unequaled for fertility by any other section of the 
world. It easily offers the greatest inducements to the inaugu- 
ration of any given policy. The chief tributaries can not be 
segregated from a commercial standpoint, when we enter upon 
a consideration of the best method for increasing the traflic 
on the Mississippi River. It is from certain of these tribu- 
taries that a large part of this increase of traffic will come. 

I am not, Mr. Chairman, entirely in sympathy with the ve- 
hement assertions made by the strenuous advocates of the im- 
provement of our inland waterways on the alleged ground that 
the railroads are unable to transport the increased products of 
our country. It is known to everyone that within the last 
decade the productive capacity of our country, in all interests, 
have largely increased, especially in the Mississippi Valley. 
But it can not be truthfully said that the general increase of 
railroad facilities of transportation do not show a favorable 
ratio, Neither am I in sympathy with the assertion, so often 
made, that the railroads will cooperate and are in sympathy 
with this movement to improve our inland waterways, and will 
render material and valuable aid. I do not hesitate to say 
that the history of railroads from 1887, when the first “act to 
regulate commerce” was passed by Congress, up to the passage 
of the present railroad rate law does not sustain any such 
hope or expectation. 

It behooves us to recognize, Mr. Chairman, at the threshold 
of this movement the stupendous undertaking it will be to 
unify by any general plan or policy for commercial benefit, our 
disconnected waterways. It is useless to say that there is any. 
encouragement for us to believe that, by any reasonable ex- 
penditure, we can make all character of traffic interchangeable 
on our waterways. I can appropriately quote what Edmund 
Burke, who was a wise and far-seeing statesman, said in his 
great speech on conciliation with the American colonies: 


What nature has disjoined in one way, wisdom may unite in another, 


We realize that river and canal traffic has practically ceased 
as compared with railroad transportation, and one of the chief 
causes is the want of terminals which the railroads have se- 
cured or otherwise control. Hence, it is a self-evident proposi- 


tion that whatever plan, policy, or system the Goyernment will 
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adopt for the improvement of our inland waterways, we must 
control terminals before we can expect transshipment from 
water. 

There are over 200 streams in the country used to a substantial de- 
gree for navigation, with an approximate navigable mileage of 26,400 
miles, but with very little direct. connection with each other, except the 
Mississippi system, About 4,500 miles of canals have been constructed. 
More than one-half—2,444 miles, costing $80,000,000—has been aban- 
doned, and private or state canals abandoned, value $73,168,795. 

I quote these salient facts from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Corporations, the Hon. Herbert Knox Smith, on 
“Transportation by water in the United States, July 12, 1909,” 
which I do not hesitate to say is an able, instructive, and ex- 
haustive contribution to this important subject. The classifica- 
tion of the different subjects in the report of the commissioner 
will commend itself to the men charged with the responsibility 
of framing a general plan or policy, to remove the existing diffi- 
culties and secure for our inland waterways the traffic these 
streams should properly bear for the relief of the public. 

There is no purpose in this movement to injure the railroads. 
We hope and believe that one of the inevitable results of this 
movement will be to better regulate the transportation by rail 
than can be possibly done by statute, State or Federal. 

I understand, I think, how difficult it is for the Government 
to supervise or regulate the charges of rail transportation con- 
sisting of a trackage of more than 220,000 miles. Since the 
first law to regulate commerce, in 1887, many efforts have been 
made by the Federal Government, supplemented by legislation 
of every State in the Union, finally culminating in the present 
Hepburn rate law—to take such supervision and so regulate 
the charges of our common carriers as would be just and fair 
to the public. President Taft, in his recent travels through 
the country, has clearly, in some of his speeches, indicated that 
his message to Congress would contain several suggestions rec- 
ommending a more efficient supervision by Congress of railroad 
transportation charges. His views on this subject are awaited 
with great interest. 

As I understand, the real, true policy followed by our federal 
legislation is not to interfere with the right of the common 
carriers to initiate their rates. This means that the Govern- 
ment does not desire to assume such control or supervision as 
would, in effect, tend to constitute ownership. I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that the unprejudiced, thoughtful public sentiment 
of our country is opposed to the government ownership of 
railroads. It behooves us to carefully guard every step of our 
national legislation in the matter of the control of the rate 
charges of our common carriers, and discourage every step 
that moves toward government ownership. Government own- 
ership of railroads would, in my opinion, seriously weaken 
and threaten the vitality of our free republican institutions. 

One of the greatest benefits to be derived from a broad. prac- 
tical plan for the improvement of our waterways will, as I 
view it, be to check and finally destroy every tendency or 
necessity for the government ownership of our railroads, 

It is impracticable, Mr. Chairman, to say that the policy 
adopted shall apply cotemporaneously to all of our inland 
waterways. This would mean failure. Any policy recom- 
mended is in the nature of an experiment, and the most favor- 
able section of the country in which to make that experiment 
and give benefit to the whole country is the Mississippi River 
system, which traverses the central region of the Union, forming 
a chain of inland waterways of quite 13,000 miles and more nearly 
connected than any other system of waterways in our country. 

It of course is admitted that the Ohio River and its tribu- 
taries constitute the most important chain of the tributaries of 
the Mississippi system. ‘The Congress is fully justified in mak- 
ing an adequate appropriation for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and its tributaries by reason of the fact that this 
proposition will include not only the Mississippi River, but the 
Ohio, together with other tributaries constituting the Missis- 
sippi group. 

If we are truly sincere in our efforts to restore a fair propor- 
tionate traffic of the country to our waterways, and that is all 
we can expect to accomplish, we must proceed upon a practical 
line. No narrow, selfish policy will bring success, but will insure 
defeat. This is a great national work that we are entering 
upon, and its success will divide the cost of transportation 
equitably between water and rail. This, in my opinion, is what 
this movement means, and this is all we can hope to accomplish. 
In this light this movement must be guided by broad and 
patriotic statesmen. 

After a careful estimate of what it would cost, our Govern- 
ment can safely enter upon a well-defined policy for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. After 
such a plan has been well digested and considered by Congress 
I would willingly vote for the issuance of bonds to carry out 
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the work of improvement under such restrictions and limita- 
tions as would insure speedy completion of the work. And when 
the waterways subject to improvement under this plan are 
completed, we should apply the same policy to other water- 
ways whose improvement would bring a benefit to the public. 

If Congress has heretofore recognized a waterway worthy 
of improvement, followed up with appropriations based on sur- 
veys and estimates made by engineers of the War Depart- 
ment, I feel that it is a sufficient basis on which Congress 
would be authorized to issue bonds to the amount of $50,000,000 
annually for ten successive years and haye the work on such 
river or harbor completed under a continuing contract. I 
would vote for such a proposition. It would be a useless con- 
sumption of time and money to have such rivers and har- 
bors as Congress has heretofore recognized and pronounced 
worthy of improvement resurveyed. This whole movement will 
result in failure if we indefinitely postpone the issuance of 
bonds in such reasonable amounts as will complete the works 
commenced or authorized. It is idle to say that this great 
work can be carried on, or eyen commenced, out of the annual 
current revenues of the Government. 

This is no chimerical scheme. It simply means that we 
haye reached the point where we plainly see and understand 
that if the people of this country ever expect to get any use or 
benefit from their waterways we will have to change the policy 
heretofore adopted for the improvement of our rivers and 
harbors. Up to date we have spent $250,000,000 on the im- 
provement of our waterways. That is a vast amount of money; 
and can anyone say that the people have secured a commen- 
surate benefit for the expenditure of this large sum? It will 
hardly be contended by anyone that a well-defined, fixed policy 
has been pursued in the past for the improvement of our 
waterways. A change in policy is demanded. 

I do not accept the voice of the great waterways associations 
of our country urging this change, backed by the approval of 
the people, as expressed to their Representatives in Congress, 
as dictatorial. I recognize that my constituents have the right 
to give me their views as to what their interest is, and know- 
ing what it is, it becomes me to obey it. In this respect I am 
in hearty accord with the sentiments of the people of my sec- 
tion. The expressions and clamor from the country has a sane 
and patriotic foundation. It is not hysteria; there is a good, 
sound reason for it. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that the fallacious argument used 
so injuriously by those in authority for the past half century 
to the improvement of our waterways is that in order to justify 
any appropriation there must be something more than a visible 
ecommerce on the particular stream. That simply means that 
traffic and trade must exist before governmental aid will be 
granted. It is true that an appropriation ought to be applied 
to worthy projects with the promise of increased commerce. 
The true policy is that commerce and increasing traffic will 
follow the appropriation. I fear to such an inflexible policy 
in the past we can partly attribute the loss of government 
canals amounting to an investment of more than $80,000,000 
and state and individual canals to over $73,000,000 and the 
practical abandonment of our inland waterways, Freight 
and passenger traffic from St. Louis to New Orleans on the 
Mississippi River has practically ceased as compared to what 
it was fifty years ago. President Taft relates, as I recall it, 
in his recent speech at Memphis, Tenn., that out of the more 
than 200,000 bales of cotton received at Memphis in a season, only 
6,000 came by river. Scarcely a man who had the pleasure 
of being a member of the President’s party on his recent trip 
down the Mississippi River from St. Louis to New Orleans 
failed to notice the absence of trade, traffic, and commerce on 
the river. Can it be said that the Government will spend no 
more money on the Mississippi River, except in building levees 
which caving banks will soon destroy? If a feasible plan can 
be worked out to establish a channel of reasonable depth, and 
if need be a 14-foot channel, iif the Mississippi, and prevent 
the banks from caving, and thereby make permanent the levees 
and deepen the channel, would not that greatly aid in restor- 
ing the departed activity of trade and commerce of the river? 
Lay the foundation of an intelligent plan that will give the 
Ohio a 9-foot channel from Pittsburg to Cairo, the Tennessee 
River an unobstructed navigation from Knoxville to Paducah, 
and when these and similar worthy tributaries of the Missis- 
sippi group have through navigation and empty their valuable 
cargoes of iron, coal, and marble, agricultural and other valu- 
able products, into the Mississippi River, then, indeed, will 
you witness a restoration of commerce on the Father of 
Waters—not until then. 

There are fifty tributaries to the Mississippi River that have 
at least received some attention from the Federal Government. 
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There can be no doubt that the Ohio and its principal tribu- 
taries—the Monongahela, the Kanawha, the Muskingum, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Cumberland, and Wabash rivers—constitute 
the most important group of inland waterways of our country. 
Our Government has already recognized the commercial value 
of each of these important rivers by appropriations for improve- 
ment, and I believe I can say, from my information, that every 
dollar appropriated by the Government on each of these water- 
ways has responded in an increased traffic and trade, many 
times exceeding the amount appropriated. These tributaries 
are more connected than any other system of inland rivers, and 
could be made to contribute more to the traffic of the Mississippi 
‘River than any other known group of rivers in the United 
States. That this is true, we have but to notice the valuable 
products and the immense commerce from every State drained 
by these tributaries that would add to the traffic of the Missis- 
sippi River on to New Orleans, Any practicable plan looking 
to the establishment of a 14-foot channel in the Mississippi 
River and a reasonable depth on these tributaries will put our 
country on a basis for the improvement of our inland water- 
ways that will give glory, renown, and strength to our 
Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever policy or plan for the improyement 
of our waterways may be adopted, the question of water powers 
will be a most potent factor in connection with such plan. And 
it is in this light that our Government may find some relief 
from the immense burden of cost that the Government must 
bear in these improvements. In fact, the question of the im- 
provement of the navigation of our inland waterways naturally 
embraces the development of water powers. It is patent to 
us that the use of electricity is rapidly superseding the use of 
steam power, and it behooves our Government to safeguard the 
development and use of these water powers so as to give the 
people the benefit free from the control of monopoly and at as 
little cost as possible. 

Such a policy can be adopted and maintained by the Federal 
Government as will inure to the benefit of the public. To do 
this, I realize, will seemingly conflict with the theories hereto- 
fore advocated in the past history of our Government. We all 
recall the contention so earnestly maintained by many of the 
leading statesmen of our country, that the Federal Government 
under the Constitution had no authority to use public moneys 
for internal improvements. That contention is no longer made. 
It is scarcely denied now by anyone that the Federal Govern- 
ment has uncontradicted jurisdiction over navigation on all 
navigable streams in the United States. This jurisdiction em- 
braces within its control all the instrumentalities by which the 
commerce of those navigable streams may be carried on and 
the means by which this commerce may be aided and encour- 
aged. Under these well-established. principles, I insist that any 
plan or policy that may be adopted for the improvement of the 
waterways of our country, recognizing that the Federal Goy- 
ernment has authority under its supreme jurisdiction over nayi- 
gable streams to remove obstructions and build and maintain 
dams necessary to the improyement of navigation, can not be 
consistently criticised. If dams are built by the Government 
and valuable water powers are developed, I contend that the 
Government has the authority to lease or rent the water power 
to any individual or private corporation for such an annual 
rent as may be just and fair, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of War may direct; or the Government may furnish 
such amount of money as it may deem advisable to aid the im- 
provement of navigation, enter into an agreement with a pri- 
vate corporation or individual to construct a dam and lock in 
conjunction with the development of water power, and lease or 
rent the water power so developed for such length of time and 
for such amount of money and under such regulations and 
restrictions as the Secretary of War may deem necessary to 
compensate the Government for the amount spent by the Goy- 
ernment in the construction of the lock and dam, and securing 
proper benefits for the public. 

No one at this time can overestimate the value of water 
powers in our country, and some practicable business policy 
ought to be adopted that will insure the rights of the people 
in the same, and at the same time yield the Government a 
revenue, not as an impost tax on commerce, but to remunerate 
the Government for the cost of the instrumentalities it has used 
to improve navigation and aid commerce. 

It is a fact that European governments have built their 
splendid waterways by making localities most «benefited bear 
a large part of the expense of the improvement. There can be 
no doubt that such a policy as I imperfectly outline, as to the 

_utilization of our undeveloped water powers, would place in the 
hands of our Government, in the course of time, a vast reyenue 
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to meet the expenses of improving our waterways. If the Goy- 
ernment uses public moneys to aid and advance the commercial 
interests of the country through water powers developed in 
the improvement of navigation, I know of no constitutional ob- 
jection for the Government to so utilize these water powers 
as will in part, at least, return to the Treasury of the United 
States the amount appropriated for that purpose. It is in con- 
flict with none of the reserved rights of the States. 

I have had occasion for several years past to give earnest 
study and thought to these principles and theories that I sub- 
mit for the consideration of the committee. 

I refer to the efforts that I have made during my service in 
Congress for the improvement of the navigation of the Ten- 
nessee River. The Tennessee River is 652 miles long and has 
its sources in the mountains of North Carolina, Virginia, and 
Tennessee. It forms a system of waterways with its tributaries 
capable of being navigated more than 1,300 miles, and its tribu- 
taries are navigable by rafts and barges and flatboats for fully 
1,000 miles more, draining an area of not less than 44,000 
Square miles, being in the States of Virginia, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and Kentucky. The 
river is practically navigable from its mouth at Paducah, Ky., 
to Riverton, Ala., the entire year—the distance of about 220 
miles, 

No student of the future growth and prosperity of our eoun- 
try can fail to recognize that the Southern Appalachian area 
is the most promising section of our country. Doubtless no 
writer of the Union has contributed more reliable informa- 
tion as to the development and growth of the South than Rich- 
ard H. Edmunds, editor of the Manufacturers’ Record. In a 
speech delivered by him recently to the Appalachian Engineers’ 
Association he painted in words a true picture of a marvelous 
region that, by reason of the bounties of nature, will be the 
chief contributor to the great era of prosperity that this coun- 
try is now entering upon. He said: 

In all the world there is f 
. Sethe. mnagaiteent 8 
stretching from Wheeling, W. Va., to Birmingham, Ala., and averagin 
about It is a country of most infinite variety o0. 
scenery, of climate, and of natural resources; it is a country of wealth- 
burdened mountains and of fertile valleys. It is nature's great American 
sanitarium, nature's N for the weary in body and mind. It is 
the best size in all the world for the world’s busiest workshop. There 
is probably no other area of its size on earth capable of furnishing so 
broad a foundation for the support of a dense pulation under the 
most 9 conditions of health and comfort and for the cre- 


ation of wea by the utilization of nature’s gifts as this Appalachian 
region of the South. 


No broad, comprehensive plan for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River can fail to embrace this great area, from 
which flow the waters of the Tennessee River to the Mississippi 
River. Who with the eye of prophetic ken can fail to see in 
the future growth of our country that a more than fair pro- 
portion of the 10,000,000,000 tons of the iron-ore sources of 
the Southern Appalachian region, together with the marble, 
coal, timber, and agricultural products, will pass by the waters 
of the Tennessee to the Mississippi River? Mr. Edmunds truly 
says that in this area are latent resources awaiting develop- 
ment great enough to enrich empires. In this region is the 
seat of the elements of the power upon which the progress of 
the world may depend. It is from this view point that I desire 
to speak of the Tennessee River, because it can, with govern- 
ment help, be made the great and chief link between this un- 
developed wealth of the world and the Mississippi River. 

I contend most earnestly that the rich and extensive unde- 
veloped resources of the region tributary to the Tennessee 
River, the cheap and bulky -character of the products of this 
region which makes even the minimum cost of railroad trans- 
portation practically prohibitory, and the great area to be 
served, extensive as that of the whole of England, will demand 
navigation facilities on the Tennessee River of the most compre- 
hensive and modern type. 

It is conceded that the Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee River 
is the weakest link of the chain of the Tennessee River, and 
that the through navigation of the river can never be accom- 
plished without the necessary improvement of navigation at 
that point. 

I shall not undertake to present, to refer eyen to, the vari- 
ous acts of Congress on the subject of the Tennessee River 
and Muscle Shoals from 1828 to date. This legislation serves 
to emphasize the fact that Congress has recognized by continu- 
ous appropriations the value and importance of the Tennessee 
River. 

In order to define the great value of the water power at 
Muscle Shoals, Senator Burron, of Ohio, when chairman of the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House of Representa- 


miles in width. 
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tives, while discussing this subject on the floor of the House in 
the Fifty-ninth Congress, used these words: 
That the value of the horsepower Ry) A Muscle Shoals, peg the 8 


now of water, amounted annually t sum of $2,990,000. 

If this be true, or approximately true, then Congress ought 
not be tardy in adopting measures to utilize this great wealth 
that is hourly and daily to waste. In its electrical 
energies Muscle Shoals ranks next to Niagara Falls. 

For the purpose of representing in the best and most satis- 
factory manner the proposition or plan proposed for the im- 
provement of navigation of the Tennessee River, in conjunc- 
tion with the development of water power, which I believe will 
yet be the policy of the Government in the improvement of 
inland waterways, I will bring to your attention two resolu- 
tions contained at different times in the rivers and harbors bill 
of the House. In the rivers and harbors act of March 2, 1907, 
we find the following resolution: 


The Secretary of War may appoint a board of eers whose duty 
it shall be to examine the present condition Kee the ited States Canal 

and the Tennessee River from the head of Elk River Shoals to the 
Florence 8 bridge, in the State of Alabama, with a view to 
mitting the improvement of the above-described stretch of said 
by private or corporate agency, in conjunction with the development o of 
water power by means of not more than three locks and dams; and the 
said board may examine any plans presented by such agency y and shall 
report whether the same, 115 9 can, manous ury to naviga- 


tion or with advantage thereto, be to op wi power, and 
—.— — if any, of the expense of the work. should be borne by the 


In the rivers and harbors act of 1908 the following provision 
is found: 


Resolved by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 
Representatives, That in accordance with section 9 of the act of 
8, 1905, the Board of Engineers and Harbors 
to revie 
ro- 
i Bape to submit a 


the locks and dams 

rovided for Bar the plans of the Muscle Shoals Hydro-Electrie Power 
companys accompanying said report, or of such modified or alternate 
plan as Te advisable, e — the Chief of Engineers be 
Engineers which submitted the 


further 


al report to ar oe C tion 
05 u a 0 
that required D by this this reference. = 

Under the authority of these two resolutions two special 
boards, composed of eminent engineers of the War Department, 
made careful investigations and elaborate reports on the ques- 
tion of the improvement of the navigation of the Tennessee 
River in conjunction with the development of water power at 
Muscle Shoals, from the head of Elk River Shoals to the Flor- 
ence bridge, a distance of not quite 30 miles. These two re- 
ports, with the report of the Board of Review of the River and 
Harbor Committee of the House, have been submitted to Con- 
gress. The canal running laterally with Big Muscle Shoals is 
14 miles long, and it is this canal that presents a physical bar- 
rier to the development of the immense water power at that 
point. The late Senator Morgan, after a careful examination 
and inyestigation, under authority of a resolution passed by the 
Senate of the United States, declared that the canal was a 
“hindrance to navigation rather than a help.” 

One of the ablest and most distinguished engineers, who 
examined these shoals for private parties, said: 


where there is greater awaiting devel 
board by water and rail transportation than at Muscle Shoals. 


It will be readily seen that the canal at Muscle Shoals is an 
important factor, either in connection with the proposition to 
improve the navigation of the river at Muscle Shoals, or the 
development of water power. It must be borne in mind in this 
presentation of my views that it is admitted by all the examina- 
tions, surveys, and reports of engineers, first, that the Govern- 
ment will have to expend a large amount of money to improve 
the canal by broadening and deepening, with the necessary work 
above and below the head and mouth of the canal, before it is 
sufficient to meet the certain increase of traffic and trade on the 
Tennessee River; second, that if the canal is continued, the 
great and valuable power at Muscle Shoals can not be developed 
and utilized; third, that the creation of pools by the construc- 
tion of dams will necessarily inundate the canal, and that slack 
water affords the quickest and best navigation. A brief refer- 
ence to the history of this canal is necessary. ‘The canal was 
started by the State of Alabama in the year 1828 from the funds 
of the sale of public lands granted by the Federal Government 
to the State of Alabama, relating to the improvement of the 
navigation of the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals. 

The State of Alabama abandoned the canal in 1837 as a fail- 
ure, and the Federal Government assumed control of the work 
abandoned by the State and commenced work on the canal in 
1873 and declared it open to use in 1890. Many vital 
have been made by the State of Alabama and the Government 


from the original plan for the construction of a lateral canal on 
the north side of the Tennessee River from the head of Elk 
River Shoals to the head of Pattons Island, a distance of 29 
miles. Many of the serious obstructions to navigation that 
induced the adoption of the original plan of a canal 29 miles in 
length on the north side of the river are there to-day, and quite 
as formidable as they were in 1828. No one of the many en- 
gineers that haye surveyed this part of the Tennessee River 
pretends to say that the Tennessee River can ever be made to 
demonstrate its true commercial value as the great water high- 
way of the seven States that it drains, together with the inex- 
haustible resources of the Southern Appalachian area, until all 
the serious obstacles to navigation from the head of Elk River 
Shoals to the railroad bridge at Florence are removed. There 
is practically but one solution of this problem, alike beneficial 
to navigation and to the growth and prosperity of a vast section 
of our country. 

I have introduced since, and during the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, several bills that looked to the formulation of a plan for 
the development of water power and the preservation of the 
navigation of the canal, but such preservation was pronounced 
impracticable by competent engineers. 

The Government has expended more than $3,000,000 in the 
construction of the canal on the north and south banks of the 
river, and its maintenance has cost $1,087,000 to the end of 
the last fiscal year. The bill I introduced at the first session 
of this Congress, H. R. 10076, presents this solution and em- 
bodies the plan proposed by the Muscle Shoals Hydro-Electric 
Power Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Alabama, and based on the reports made by the two 
special boards of engineers, together with the report of the 
board of review of the Rivers and Harbors Committee. 

The project consists in dividing that portion of the river 
covered by the shoals into three slack-water pools, by spanning 
the same with three masonry dams, each about 1 mile in length 
and 40 feet in height and 8 miles apart; the uppermost pool 
being of great storage value for equalizing the flow, due to its 
length of 50 miles or more. The bottom and sides of the river 
are of siliceous rock foundation. Each dam will provide at 
one end a single-lift boatlock, to be operated under the control 
of the Government, and at the other end a power house equipped 
with water wheels and generators sufficient to supply 33,300 
horsepower during twenty-four hours at the point of consump- 
tion, or a total of 100,000 horsepower for the three plants. 
This may later be increased to 500,000 horsepower by the con- 
struction of storage reservoirs in the mountainous districts of 
the watershed. The total cost of the dams, locks, and neces- 
sary lands in connection with this project will be $12,000,000, 
of which the company expects to contribute to the Government 
$3,000,000 as its share of the cost. Upon this basis, the power 
development, including transmission and substations, will not 
exceed $120 per horsepower cost to the company. 

It is conceded that the coal area of the Birmingham (Ala.) 
district will be the greatest competitor of the Muscle Shoals 
electric plant and will regulate the charges for electric power. 
It can be reasonably expected that the cost per year of elec- 
tricity will not exceed $25 per horsepower, and this price will 
cause the coal of the Birmingham district to seek a market in 
sections where water powers do not abound. Such a power 
will attract new industries which are possible only with cheap 
available power: Cotton mills, mining industries, street railway 
systems, within the area which Muscle Shoals electric power 
will covyer—practically from the Cumberland River to the Gulf 
of Mexico and from the Southern Appalachian area to the 
Mississippi River. 

It will easily supply with electrical power the cities of Nash- 
ville and Memphis, Tenn.; Birmingham, Huntsville, the two 
Decaturs, Gadsden, Montgomery, Florence, Sheffield, and Tus- 
cumbia, Ala. The counties of Lauderdale, Colbert, Limestone, 
and Lawrence in Alabama and Wayne and Hardin in Tennes- 
see immediately in touch with this electrical plant contain a 
population of not less than 175,000 people. 

The electrical plant at Muscle Shoals is about 100 miles from 
the city of Nashville on the north, and not more than 80 miles 
from Birmingham, “the Pittsburg of the South.” The three 
prosperous cities of Florence, Sheffield, and Tuscumbia, Ala., 
with an aggregate population of more than 30,000 people, all 
within an area of 5 miles, are within 34 miles of the plant. The 
five blast furnaces at Sheffield are daily turning out an 
output of many tons of pig iron. The two Decaturs on the east 
are 14 miles from the head of the shoals, having an aggregate 
population of quite 25,000 people, with the main shops of the 
great Louisville and Nashville Railroad system located there. 
Farther east and up the river is the city of Huntsville with 
not less than 20,000, and having more cotton mills in operation 
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than any other one city or town in the South. From Scottsboro 
on the east to Cherokee on the west runs the fertile valley of 
the Tennessee, dotted with hundreds of towns and villages in- 
habited by an industrial and agricultural population equal in 
thrift, frugality, and energy to any other section of our country. 

The Tennessee River flows from the eastern to the western 
end of the valley, and on its banks are a multitude of small 
growing industries that hardly fall under the hand of the 
census enumerator. Railroads traverse the valley from east to 
west, paralleling the Tennessee River, and tapped by several 
railroads from north to south. The trunk lines of the two great 
railroad systems that cover more territory in the South than any 
other railroad systems cross each other near the center of the 
valley at the Decaturs. This, Mr. Chairman, is but an imperfect 
description of the immediate local surroundings of the Muscle 
Shoals Electrical plant; yet can anyone say that these indus- 
trial environments, and with a vigorous, healthy, industrious, and 
thrifty population—a people who believe in the future growth 
of the South and are to-day laboring with might and main to 
help this growth—can anyone fairly say that the development 
of electric power at Muscle Shoals is of “doubtful practica- 
bility ” from a commercial standpoint? Does anyone think that 
the three cities of Florence, Sheffield, and Tuscumbia, with their 
cotton mills, furnaces, and great wagon works, and numerous 
other important industries, carried on by power, and being 
within a distance of 34 miles from the plant, could not furnish 
sufficient patronage to keep up and maintain the first dam con- 
structed? He who doubts has but little comprehension of the 
zeal and earnestness of the progressive people of the South in 
grasping every opportunity to develop the resources that give 
commercial strength and wealth to the South. I have, Mr. 
Chairman, an unfaltering faith in the success of this great 
Muscle Shoals project. That it will be utilized and will bless 
that section and the whole country with the distribution of 
a wealth and prosperity that God, in His wisdom, has placed 
there for man’s good. It was more than seventy years ago, 
before the advent of railroads in that section, that that wonder- 
ful man, Commodore Maury, whose name stands foremost among 
the scientific great men of the world, said, in making a speech 
at Decatur, in speaking of the Tennessee River and the latent 
power at Muscle Shoals: 

This splendid river, with the power at Muscle Shoals, will yet bring 
untold industries and populate this valley with a teeming, thriving, 
prosperous people. 

This prophecy of this great man will be realized. It is in 
sight. [Applause.] 

There are two propositions, either one of which solves the 
problem at Muscle Shoals. The first is for the Government to 
cooperate with a private company or corporation, by the Gov- 
ernment entering into an agreement with such corporation, com- 
pany, or individuals to appropriate a certain amount of money 
ascertained by the government engineers to be necessary to con- 
struct, under the supervision of the Secretary of War, the locks 
and dams described and located by the special board of engi- 
neers, and that the corporation or company furnish the balance 
of the money. For the money so advanced by the Government 
from the Public Treasury, the Government shall lease or rent 
to such company the use of the water power under the pro- 
visions of a lease for annual rent, running for a period of not 
more than ninety-nine years, with such restrictions and speci- 
fications for the use of the water power as the Secretary of 
War may prescribe and embody in the lease. 

The other proposition is for the Government to construct the 
locks and dams at Muscle Shoals as described by the special 
board of engineers, for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals; and the water power so de- 
veloped may be leased by the Government for such length of 
time and for such annual rent to any company, corporation, or 
individual that the Secretary of War may determine, and sub- 
ject to such regulations and restrictions for the protection of 
navigation as the Secretary of War may determine. 

I am aware that either of these propositions will meet with 
opposition upon the ground that the Government has no con- 
stitutional authority to become a party to either one of the 
propositions above set forth. For myself, I have concluded, 
after much investigation, that the Government has unques- 
tioned authority under its supreme jurisdiction over the navi- 
gation of all navigable streams, for the advancement of com- 
merce, to use all the facilities, instrumentalities, and means 
germane to the exercise of its jurisdiction, to aid or to enlarge 
commerce. 

It is conservatively stated that the fair and reasonable cost 
of the dams, locks, and necessary lands in connection with the 
project will hardly exceed $12,000,000, and the Muscle Shoals 
Hydro-Electric Power Company proposes to pay $3,000,000. 


The fair and reasonable estimate made by the speciai board of 
engineers of the amount of money that the Government would 
have to appropriate to make the necessary improvements in the 
canal and in the channel work above and below the head and 
mouth of the canal would not exceed $7,000,000. 

The proposition of the Muscle Shoals Hydro-Electric Power 
Company is to create slack-water pools that will cover 28 miles 
from Elk River Shoals to the Florence Railroad bridge. These 
pools of slack water are to submerge a canal, over 14 miles 
in length—narrow, shallow, and tortuous—on the northern 
bank of the Tennessee River, into which the silt of fifteen 
streams are emptied, with a viaduct of more than 900 feet in 
length which spans at its mouth the torrential waters of Shoal 
Creek. Engineers who are advised know that this viaduct is 
a constant cause of anxiety in respect to nayigation of the 
canal, which means the navigation of the Tennessee River 
from Knoxville, Tenn., to Paducah, Ky.; that this viaduct has 
been severely injured at one time, and its repair cost the Gov- 
ernment quite $100,000; and it is in great danger from the 
floods of Shoal Creek. It will be but a short time until this 
viaduct will have to be renewed, if the canal is kept up, and at 
as much as it originally cost. It is known to the engineers 
and the keeper of the canal that the plates that form the 
trunk of the viaduct are now weakened by oxidization and that 
quite one-half of the plates have been eaten away by rust. 
Can it be conceived that the authorities of this Government, as 
a business proposition, could gravely consider the advisability 
of expending the sum of about $7,000,000 for the improvement 
and maintenance of this canal, and thereby prevent the devel- 
opment of the great water power at Muscle Shoals, and its in- 
calculable wealth and benefits to the people, when the expendi- 
ture of an approximate amount on the construction of the locks 
and dams would give a slack-water navigation of fully 28 miles, 
incomparably superior to the navigation of the canal, and pre- 
serve and perpetuate the immense wealth of the electric powers 
at Muscle Shoals? 

But it is sometimes contended in a most vehement way 
that this great water power must be preserved for the people 
“free from monopoly.” This in a literal, narrow sense is true; 
but does it become us to yield to such unfounded and obstruc- 
tive fears, which simply means that this great and undeveloped 
and unused electric energy will continue to the end of time to 
run to waste as it has done in the past, since the morning stars 
first sang together? I am to-day as much opposed to menopo- 
listic control of the cost of electricity at Muscle Shoals as any- 
one. We should not forget that the Muscle Shoals plant is in 
the heart of one of the greatest coal-producing regions of the 
United States—the Birmingham district. The conditions con- 
nected witĦ the production of coal in this district insures the 
making of cheap power throughout the district. The Secretar 
of War in addition regulates the whole matter. . 

The great benefit to the people in the development of water 
power at Muscle Shoals does not lie primarily in the fact that 
this will give them merely cheap power; but in the fact that 
it will give them cheaper power than can be secured from the 
cheap and excellent fuel which has been for a number of years 
available for their use. This fact itself naturally puts the 
limitation upon the price which a power company can charge 
for power. It is undoubtedly true that any power company 
must be able to sell power so cheaply as to bring to it as cus- 
tomers such enterprises which can only be undertaken with 
continuous low-priced power. There are a great many such 
enterprises which can not possibly exist without cheap power. 
And it can be equally as well said that the power producer 
can not exist without these enterprises. And for these reasons 
the price of power is regulated in a most healthy and natural 
way, which even legislation can not accomplish. The bene- 
ficial effect in bringing such enterprises to a community is not 
confined merely to the fact that these enterprises employ a 
large number of the people of that section, but they collect 
about them subsidiary enterprises using the products of the 
enterprises attracted there by cheap power. 

The remainder of the power, which is not used for purposes 
requiring ultra cheap power, has its natural limitations as to 
low price in the cheap coal already referred to. From what- 
ever point we view this matter of electrical power, it can not 
possess any of the qualities of a monopoly. A controlling elec- 
tric power company does not enter into the field where a cheap 
commodity exists, and by combination or purchase of control 
make the product scarce and consequently high in price; the 
company does not secure the control of a natural product which 


from day to day it exhausts, while charging the people an 


exorbitant price, nor does the company secure position, prac- 
tically without expense, in which position, regardless of itself 
and its efforts, the growth and condition of wealth of the sur- 
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rounding community make its franchise increasingly valuable 
every day and year, but the company which transforms the 
power of the river brings into that section something that never 
has existed, namely, power so cheap as to give birth to entirely 
new industries, thus adding to that community something so 
new and valuable and important that it transforms that com- 
munity into a new life and new condition, and it does this 
without exhausting any store of natural wealth. Every addi- 
tional horsepower which an electrical company can be induced 
to transform, until the whole potential power of the river is 
turning the wheels of industry, is forever each minute and 
hour of the day, and each day of the year, coining money for 
the community which the power serves. 

Mr. Chairman, I have in this imperfect way presented the 
claims of the Tennessee River as worthy of recognition by the 
Government in any plan or policy it may adopt in connection 
with the improvement of the Mississippi River and its chief 
tributaries. I willingly submit the Tennessee River to the 
test applied by the Government, that the prospective commerce 
of the river must be the controlling inducement to justify an 
appropriation. 

The Tennessee is divided into three divisions—the upper Ten- 
nessee, the middle Tennessee, and the lower Tennessee—and 
the Government has expended in appropriations on each one of 
these divisions the amounts given below; and the amount of 
freight carried and the value of the same and what the invest- 
ment by the Government yielded on each one of those divisions 
will compare favorably with any other waterway in the coun- 
try when we remember that the improvements have not been 
continuous and by reason of obstructions to navigation, which 
still exist, have caused the traffic on the river to be local. 

Take the lower division of the Tennessee River from Paducah 
to Riverton, the only stretch of river 220 miles in length that 
is to-day on a 33 per cent basis. In the calendar year of 1908 
$10,000,000 worth of freight was transported on that division 
of the Tennessee River. The Government has spent in the mat- 
ter of appropriations for the improvement of that portion of the 
river 34 per cent within the last thirty years to each dollar's 
815 of freight that was carried upon it in the calendar year 
of 1908. 

Ten million dollars’ worth of freight in one year, that cost 
the Government of the United States 34 cents for every dollar 
that the Government appropriated. 

The upper Tennessee for an investment by the Government 
of $638,557, with a tonnage value of $3,866,040, cost the Govern- 
ment $1.06 per ton. 

The middle Tennessee (not including the appropriations made 
at Muscle Shoals and Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals) for an in- 
vestment of $717,929, with a tonnage value of $10,567,000 in 
one year, cost the Government on its appropriation $2.67 per 
ton. The upper and middle divisions of the Tennessee River 
abound in mineral resources and man industries, 
with an area of forests on the headwaters of the Tennessee in 
the Appalachian Reserve that under the wise policy of forest 
conservation will afford a timber supply and articles manu- 
factured therefrom for future generations. No estimate can be 
made of how much of that class of freight the Tennessee River 
will carry in years to come. It may be in the light of our 
experience under the reckless destruction of our forests that 
the Tennessee River will yet carry the great bulk of timber that 
goes to market. It may be that it is a wise policy to make only 
such improvements in our inland waterways as will surely fit 
into and carry into effective use a comprehensive and connected 
waterway system that may be subsequently adopted. No river 
in our country presents a broader and more inviting field than 
the Tennessee River for the fulfillment of such a policy in its 
future contribution of commerce in connection with the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the above remarks the following 
occurred : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. About ten minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York and the 
gentleman from Illinois join in asking unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Alabama may be extended for 
ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the President, in his mes- 
sage, refers briefly to the public domain and promises further 


recommendations relative thereto later. As bearing on the im- 
portant question of the opportunities presented under the land 
laws for homes on the public domain, I desire, with permission 
of the House, to insert in the Recor» some remarks which I 
made before the Farm Land Congress held in Chicago on No- 
vember 17 of this year. 

The remarks referred to are as follows: 

“ GENTLEMEN: I bring you greetings from the golden West, 
prodigal of sunshine and penurious of rain; where irrigation 
has made the valleys fruitful as a garden of the Lord, and the 
dry farmer’ on the uplands is opening a new granary for the 
feeding of the Nation. 

“Between the ninety-eighth meridian of longitude and the 
Coast Range of mountains is a region of scant rain compared 
with the territory farther East, and because of that fact the 
early explorers, fond of generalizing, dubbed it The Great 
American Desert,’ though less than 2 per cent of it is desert 
and less than half even arid. 

“Tt took fifty years to triumphantly demonstrate the value 
of irrigation in that section. It has required half that length 
of time to prove the possibilities of successfully ‘dry farming’ 
the semiarid portions of the same territory. 

“ The finest fruits, grains, and vegetables known to the world 
are now grown on the irrigated lands of the intermountain 
West. The dry-grown products of the same region, particularly 
cereals, have time and again taken first honors in competition 
with all comers. 

“ Every acre of good land in all the arid and semiarid West 
which can be irrigated at a reasonable cost ought to, and will, 
be irrigated, and the figure held to be the maximum reasonable 
cost of reclamation is yearly increasing. Every unirrigable 
acre that will produce a paying crop under dry-farming meth- 
ods ought to be made to yield its quota for the feeding of the 
Nation. 

ADVANTAGES OF IRRIGATION. 


“No more pleasing and satisfactory conditions of rural life 
can be imagined than those which surround the irrigation 
farmer in the West, and it is not surprising, therefore, that the 
value of such lands should rapidly increase, reaching in some 
eases as high as $1,000, or even higher, per acre for fruit land. 
The National Government is lending an effective helping hand 
in irrigation development, and private capital and individual 
effort all contribute to the inspiring work of developing condi- 
tions under which the tiller of the soil takes no hazard with 
nature, but in the all-important element of moisture for his 
growing crops is providence unto himself. 

“A region of cloudless skies and brilliant sunshine; a climate 
whose tonic qualities banish languor and lassitude and instill 
vigor and buoyancy almost to the point of mental intoxication; 
a vista of vivid green valleys, tawny hills, and purple moun- 
tains, clear as the outlines of a cameo; harvests of bewildering 
abundance and variety; rural communities with all the ad- 
vantages of every modern comfort and convenience, such are 
the ideal surroundings of the fortunate dweller on the irrigated 
lands of the golden West. 

“ We pride ourselves on being the possessors of the wisdom and 
experience of the ages. And yet, when we were first confronted 
with the conditions of the arid and semiarid regions of our 
country, we seem to have altogether forgotten that the early 
agricultural development of mankind was all in regions of lim- 
ited rainfall, and that the mighty empires of ancient days de- 
pended largely for their wealth and strength on the products of 
agriculture under artificial irrigation. 

ANCIENT ARTS REVIVED. 


“Two generations of men have been engaged in the West in 
reviving and improving the methods of ancient irrigation until 
the advantages of that method of agriculture have been fully 
and triumphantly reestablished. We are now engaged in re- 
viving and improving in the new West another form of agri- 
culture long practiced in the Far East, that of farming in re- 
gions of limited moisture by the conservation of the natural 
rainfall. 

“ So accustomed had our people become to farming in regions 
where the rainfall is ordinarily more than sufficient, and often 
superabundant, that we had accepted as a truism the false idea 
that agriculture, depending upon natural precipitation, could 
not be su 1 except where nature plagued the husbandman 
with rain and snow to such an extent that a large part of his 
labor was expended in an effort to overcome the loss and dam- 
age of unnecessarily frequent and copious deliveries of mois- 
ture from the skies. 

“Error and misconception are tenacious of life, and it has 
taken a generation of discovery and experiment to demonstrate 


that a wide range of agricultural crops can be successfully 
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grown in certain soils where mud and slush are rare and dam- 
age from excessive moisture almost unknown; in other words, 
with an annual precipitation heretofore considered entirely in- 
adequate. 

“Thirty inches of moisture per annum was once considered 
the minimum for safe crop growing. The pioneer of the plains 
reduced this to 20 inches, and now the thorough farmer, aided 
by scientific methods and the introduction and development of 
drouth-resisting plants, has demonstrated on an extensive scale 
and in many localities in the West that a considerable variety 
of agricultural products can be successfully and profitably 
grown with an annual precipitation of less than 12 inches. 


“DRY FARMING.” 


“This new-old system of agriculture, long practiced in many 
parts of the world, and improved and perfected by American 
genius, energy, and enterprise, has come to be known as ‘dry 
farming’ 

“ Some object to the name, and in a sense it is a misnomer, 
for the dry farmer is most emphatically a ‘ moist-soil’ farmer, 
but our language does not seem to contain a word which more 
nearly describes these simple yet essential methods, easily 
learned and readily applied, whereby the dry farmer, amid 
climatic conditions comfortable and pleasing, produces his crops 
with more than ordinary certainty. 

“The old adage that ‘enough is as good as a feast’ applies 
with peculiar force to the problem of moisture in the growing 
of crops. Why voluntarily endure the blockading snows of a 
northern or the torturing mud and slush of a southern humid 
winter when nature has established conditions in the West free 
from these discomforts, but with sufficient rain and snow fall, 
intelligently conserved, to produce satisfactory crops. 

“The deep plowing and surface cultivation of the dry farmer 
are less laborious and more comfortably performed than the 
mudding in’ of crops, the drainage, and the weary waiting 
of the farmer in humid regions for his land to dry sufficient 
for planting. 

“The farmer in humid regions is not free from loss by 
drought, for his methods, having for their object the minimiz- 
ing of loss and injury from surplus water, leave him illy pre- 
pared to cope with drought, while the dry farmer, free from 
danger of excessive moisture, successfully bends his efforts to 
prevent loss from the only climatic condition he has to fear, a 
year of unusual dryness. 


ADVANTAGES OF “ DRY FARMING.” 


“We all know, if we stop to think about it, that floundering 
through smothering snow drifts and boggy fields and miry roads 
is not essential to the successful growth of crops, and yet we 
have been assuming that the only place to grow crops with 
moisture delivered in the natural way was where dame nature 
lavished rain and snow not only on the “ just and unjust alike,” 
but when it damaged as well as when it did good. 

“The dry farmer in most regions receives his rainfall during 
the growing season; he harvests his crops under cloudless skies 
and in an atmosphere which preserves grains and forage, fruits 
and vegetables in the color, taste, and flavor characteristic 
of the products of a dry climate. 

“The dry farmer plants in firm yet moist soil; his labor of 
summer cultivation is free from the oppressive heat of a humid 
climate; he harvests and stacks amid perennial sunshine; he 
hauls his products to market over roads ordinarily as firm and 
smooth as macadam, in the uncomparably bracing, brilliant 
days of a western autumn and winter. 


ENLARGED OR DRY-FARM HOMESTEAD. 


“The energetic dry farmer requires a larger acreage for the 
comfortable support of a family than the farmer under irriga- 
tion or in a region of abundant rainfall, partly because the 
best results are obtained by cropping biennially and summer 
cultivation the alternate year, and partly because such lands 
as he reserves for pasture yields but a scanty, though nutritious, 
growth of grasses. To meet this condition Congress, which has 
always been progressive in its legislation for the development of 
our public lands, enacted a law last February along the lines of 
a bill introduced by me, providing for a 320-acre dry farming 
homestead, applicable to the nonirrigable lands of Colorado, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, and 
the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico. 

“No lands are enterable under this law until after they have 
been designated by the Secretary of the Interior. Up to this 
time the Secretary has designated nearly 175,000,000 acres of 
land under the enlarged homestead law in the States and Ter- 
ritories named. Up to the ist of September over 6,000 entries 
had been made on these lands, and the entries are increasing at 
a rapid rate. Information as to lands that have been designated 
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may be obtained from the General Land Office in Washington 
or at the local land offices in the States and Territories to 
which the law applies. 

“Not all the lands which have been designated as enterable 
under the enlarged homestead law are fit for dry-farming op- 
erations, but there are many millions of acres yet to be desig- 
nated, as application for such designation may be made and 
the attention of the Interior Department shall be called to 
them, where the dry farmer may find splendid opportunities. 

DRY LANDS ONLY FREE LANDS. 


“The only absolutely free lands suitable for the growing of 
crops now remaining on the public domain are the dry-farming 
lands. The only cheap lands fit for agricultural purposes in 
all the West are the lands where dry-farming methods must 
be practiced. 

“ Irrigation has done much for the development of the far West, 
and will do much more, but irrigated lands, whether reclaimed 
by private enterprise or by the Government, whether yielding 
a profit to the investor or sold by the Government at the bare 
cost of reclamation, are expensive though well worth the ex- 
penditure at any reasonable price. Furthermore, the area that 
can be reclaimed by irrigation in the West is limited compared 
with the mighty expanse of that vast territory. When we shall 
have well irrigated 50,000,000 acres we shall have performed the 
most prodigious task ever accomplished by man in agricultural 
development, 

“On the other hand, the lands in private ownership and on 
the public domain between the ninety-eighth meridian and the 
Coast Range, now utilized only for pasturage purposes—which 
will ultimately yield profitable crops by proper methods of culti- 
vation—far exceed the area that can be irrigated, and he is a 
bold man indeed who would limit the area of successful dry 
farming yet to be undertaken to 100,000,000 acres, 


INCREASED BREAD SUPPLY. 


“Planted to wheat at the present average yield per acre 
throughout the country—and the thorough dry farmer can beat 
that average—these lands would produce more than double our 
present annual wheat crop. 

In the western region irrigated lands are more and more 
being dedicated to special crops of high acre value, thus increas- 
ing the demand on the dry farmer for dry-grown crops of 
cereals and special classes of fruits and vegetables. 

“James J. Hill, of the Great Northern Railroad, who is an 
accepted authority on such matters, has recently called the 
attention of the country to the fact that at the present rate 
of increase of consumption, with no great increase of pro- 
duction, we would soon cease to be a wheat-exporting coun- 
try, and before long be compelled to import a portion of 
our breadstuffs. Surely this is a contingency, fraught as it is 
with momentous consequences, that may well challenge the 
thoughtful attention of our people. And it is a most striking 
and fortunate coincidence that as we near the balance between 
bread supply and demand the science of dry farming, with its 
splendid promise of a vast increase in our wheat yield, points 
the way to a tremendous increase in our food supply. 


NO DECREASD OF MEAT SUPPLY. 


“ Some may say that this increase in our supply of breadstuffs, 
in wheat and rye—for rye will yield well with less moisture 
than any other cereal—must be at the expense of our beef and 
mutton supply, a considerable portion of which now comes from 
the lands being and to be occupied by dry farmers. 

Those who argue thus have taken but a superficial view of 
the situation. When the dry farmer has cultivated all the lands 
in the intermountain West that will successfully grow crops 
without irrigation, there will still remain millions of acres of 
grazing lands, and for each acre that the dry farmer takes from 
the open range he will produce in cheap forage, in addition to 
his grain, infinitely more in feeding value than the sparse 
grasses his land formerly produced. 

“Our methods will gradually change. The large herds and 
flocks will be more or less divided, depending upon local condi- 
tions; winter grazing, with its losses and dangers, will be 
abandoned for winter feeding, and the aggregate of beef and 
mutton will not be diminished, but increased. 

“Tn conclusion, lest I be put down as an unreasoning optimist 
and dreamer, let me add a word of caution. Because a wide 
range of crops can be profitably grown on the right kind of soil, 
with proper tillage, with a limited amount of moisture delivered 
in the usual way, it does not follow that all classes of crops can 
be grown on any sort of soil, with no moisture to speak of. It 
can not be done successfully. Furthermore, there are regions 
where the prevalence of hot winds render farming, except with 
liberal supplies of moisture, uncertain and precarious. 
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“In the region to which the enlarged homestead law applies 
there still remains about 375,000,000 acres of unreserved public 
lands. A small portion of this area is desert. A larger portion 
is essentially arid, or has a heavy clay or gumbo soil, and can 
only be made to yield profitable crops through reclamation by 
irrigation. Some of it is mineral land and much of it is rough 
and rocky and only fit for grazing purposes. 

However, after making all these deductions there still remains 
a vast acreage of mesa, bench, and table lands on the public 
domain which has sufficient rainfall, and the proper kind of 
soil, for the maintenance of many thousand prosperous dry- 
farm homes. And in the same general region are millions of 
acres of land now in private ownership—acquired through rail- 
road land grants and otherwise—heretofore used in large tracts 
for pasturage and grazing purposes, which are gradually being 
broken up and sold at comparatively low prices, which may be 
successfully tilled under dry-farmimg methods. 

DRY-FARM METHODS. 


“What are dry-farming methods, you may ask. Briefly told, 
simply this: Deep plowing, in order to form a sufficient reser- 
voir for the reception of all the moisture that falls; surface 
cultivation at proper times in order to maintain a dust mulch 
and prevent the evaporation of the gathered moisture; the 
selection of drouth-resisting crops, which are numerous, and 
include splendid varieties of all the more important cereals, 
fruits, and vegetables; careful attention to the surface of the 
soil while the crop is growing. Simple enough, like standing an 
egg on end when you know how, but requiring great care, pa- 
tience, and thoroughness. Catch all the moisture that falls 
and do not allow any of it to escape except as it passes into the 
growing and ripening crop. Such is the science of dry farming. 

SETTLERS SHOULD HAVE SOME MBANS. 

“The western plains and the intermountain west still offer 
boundless opportunities for the home seeker. To use a phrase 
often used before. ‘We need the landless man for ‘our manless 
lands.“ But let us not be misunderstood. The West, either 
dry farmed or irrigated, holds out but little promise to the 
absolutely moneyless man to become a landowner. And in 
these days of good wages and steady employment, it is worse 
than foolish, it is almost suicidal, for a man absolutely without 
means to expect to make a start where there is everything to 
be done and he bas nothing with which to do it. It is better 
that he remain a renter, a mechanic, a clerk, or a laborer long 
enough to acquire at least sufficient to own a team, some imple- 
ments, to build some kind of a shelter, and put some land under 
cultivation before venturing forth as a home seeker in a new 
land. 

“With the incentive of assured opportunities the man, with 
or without a family, who has the right sort of stuff in him to 
make a success of it will not require an unreasonable length of 
time to accumulate enough to make his start as a landowner, 
with assurances of success. To the farmer and his boys sell- 
ing out at high prices the old home in the Mississippi Valley 
or farther east, the West, dry or irrigated, extends a hearty 
welcome and assurances of boundless opportunities. 

“If the newcomer seeks the lands made fruitful by canal- 
borne waters, well and good, his future is assured. If he de- 
sires a larger acreage, with less outlay, and prefers methods of 
farming more nearly approximating those of the thorough 
farmer farther east he will find his opportunity on the dry- 
farming lands in the States and Territories I have enumerated 
and be assured of good returns for his efforts. 

“The West needs and invites honest, progressive people pre- 
pared to do their part in the development of our glorious region, 
and we can confidently promise that they will never regret that 
they have cast their lot with the golden West.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
time of this House should not be wasted in quibbling about a 
situation which ought to be perfectly clear to every Member of 
this honorable body. 

The pulp and paper mill interests which now display such 
anxiety to maintain a high tariff on imported pulp and paper 
admit in private talks that the pulp-wood resources of the 
United States are fast nearing their end. They admit that they 
propose within a few years to remove their mills to Canada; 
and they admit that when they do remove to Canada, they will 
advocate free admission of pulp and paper into the United 
States as strongly as free admission is now demanded by Amer- 
ican newspapers and publishers. 

In insisting upon a high tariff on imported pulp and paper 
the trust simply seeks the privilege of charging extra high 
prices for its products to the American consumer. This will 


last only so long as the pulp-wood supply lasts. And the high 
tariff, by preventing the importation of paper, puts a premium 
on the further rapid destruction of American forests. Twenty 
years ago millions of acres were covered with great forests of 
spruce. To-day a few scattered districts alone remain, and 
these are disappearing rapidly before the axes of the pulp- 
wood loggers, who lay waste our forests for the profit of the 
paper trust. 

I simply state the facts. There is no use quibbling about 
them. Any other view of the situation is an insult to the in- 
telligence of every Member of this House, 

We hear a great deal of the Government's policy of con- 
servation of our natural resources. We are constantly told 
that every precaution must be observed in the preservation 
of the noble heritage of forests, field, and mineral which are 
the joint portion of cvery native and adopted son of America. 

I submit, sir, that all this high-sounding talk about con- 
servation is tomfoolery, viewed in the light of the Republican 
party’s attitude toward the pulp-wood problem. You talk con- 
servation and yet you indorse the most extravagant scheme to 
waste natural resources ever devised in the history of the 
world. You are marvels of economy in counsel and prodigal 
spendthrifts in fact. 

With loud voices you demand careful administration of our 
forests that their wealth shall increase forever. And the next 
day you give the paper trust and the lumber barons a special 
privilege, by virtue of high import taxes, to rob the American 
consumer of their finished products. This policy of talking 
conservation and putting a premium upon the depletion of our 
natural resources is ridiculous. 

Not only that; while making a pretense of lowering the rates 
of the Dingley tariff, the Aldrich tariff, by virtue of the maxi- 
mum and minimum provision, actually increases the rate on 
news paper after the ist day of April, 1910. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is beyond the bounds of the ridiculous. It verges upon 
the intolerable; that the paper trust should be able to secure 
such legislation from both Houses of Congress is a tribute to 
its influence, which outweighed the combined power of the news- 
papers of the land. But it is no tribute to the intelligence or 
integrity of those who carried out the wishes of the trust in 
opposition to the boasted policy of conservation, in spite of the 
united demands of the newspapers for tariff reduction, and in 
the face of a national outcry against tariff oppression. 

As a western man, representing a western district, bound to 
further the best interests of the Nation as well as the best in- 
terests of those who honored me by sending me to Washington, 
I feel bound to protest against the mockery of injustice so 
thinly veiled in the pulp and paper schedules. 

Such outrages as are perpetrated in the sacred name of pro- 
tection are insufferable. 

This idea of taxing ourselves rich is sheer nonsense. Pro- 
tection does not protect; it simply grants special privileges to 
special interests at the expense of the rest of the community. 

The pulp and paper schedules are an aggravated instance of 
tariff injustice against which I desire to protest. The people 
of the West, where I belong, are tired of paying tribute to east- 
ern monopolies. Tle producing West declines to continue as 
burden bearer for eastern trusts. 

Congress can not much longer remain willfully blind to the 
truth, and the truth is that the vast majority of the American 
people are taxed without justice for the benefit of a small num- 
ber, and the burdens of the lazy rich are borne by the patient 
shoulders of the working poor. 

The least Congress can do is to be consistent. We can not 
conserve our forests with one hand and offer special rewards 
for their rapid destruction with the other. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion it is incumbent upon 
every Representative who desires to do his duty to support 
the motion for reconsideration of the tariff schedules on pulp 
and paper introduced by my colleague [Mr. MANN]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I call for a yote upon the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the resolution with the amendment, that 
the amendmbent be agreed to, and the resolution as amended 
do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DIEKEMA, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration House resolution 162, 
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for the distribution of the President’s message, with amend- 
ment, and instructed him to report the same to the House with 
the recommendation that the amendment be adopted and that 
the resolution as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Larra, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
‘sence for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. Joyce, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for one week, on account of important business, 

Mr. Bett of Georgia, by unanimous consent, was granted 
len ve of absence indefinitely, on account of serious illness in 
his family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Hussard of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of James H. Thomas, Sixtieth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon; 

Also, papers in the case of John P. Starkey, Sixtieth Con- 
gress, no adyerse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Kinxar of Nebraska, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of James H. Cook, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 

Mr. HAMLIN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Samuel A. Gott (H. R. 2480), no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report 
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications for the year ended 
June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 271)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legisla- 
tion to permit the carrying of merchandise in army transports 
to the island of Guam (H. Doc. No. 270)—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for site of public building 
at Danbury, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 267)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a recommendation for legislation to enlarge the power 
of the Secretary of the Treasury as to employment and compen- 
sation of architects on public buildings (H. Doc. No. 269)—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to 
be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for site of public building 
at Westfield, Mass. (H. Doc. No. 268)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman's Savings 
and Trust Company, transmitting his report for the year ended 
December 1, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 330)—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for site of public building 
at Waterville, Me. (H. Doc. No. 266)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for a public building at 
Morgantown, W. Va. (H. Doc. No. 265)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting his annual 
report (H. Doc. No. 104)—to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Fowl River, Alabama (H. Doc. No. 299)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
canal connecting Lake Superior and the Mississippi River (H. 
Doc. No. 304)—to the Committee on Railways and Canals and 
ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
inland waterway between Cheboygan and Petoskey, Mich. (H. 
Doc. No. 803)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Alamicut River, Washington (H. Doc. No. 302)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Rye Harbor, New Hampshire (H. Doc. No. 301)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Stonybrook Harbor, New York (H. Doc. No. 300)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers; report of examination of 
Great Pedee River, South Carolina (H. Doc. No. 305)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Port Washington Harbor, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 
306) —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Redwood Creek, California (H. Doc. No. 307)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the 
Great Pedee River, South Carolina (H. Doc. No. 308)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Greenwich Harbor, Connecticut (H. Doc. No. 309)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
New Buffalo Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 310)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Mattaponi River, Virginia (H. Doc. No. 311)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Traverse Bay, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 312)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of inner harbor, Great Salt Pond, Block Island, Rhode Island 
(H. Doc. No. 313) —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Horn Island Pass, Mississippi (H. Doc. No. 314)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

26. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Cape Lookout, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 315)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bayou La Batre, Alabama (H. Doc. No. 316)—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
harbor at Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis. (H. Doc. No. 
317) —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

29. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Salem River, New Jersey (H. Doc. No. 318)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

80. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
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Obey River, Tennessee (H. Doc. No. 319)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

31, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of St. 
Louis River, Minnesota and Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 320)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

32. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Arcadia Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 321)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

33. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Contentnia Harbor, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 322)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
White Lake Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No, 323)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

35. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Cassidy Bayou, Mississippi (H. Doc. No. 324)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

36. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Dymers Creek, Virginia (H. Doc. No. 325)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

37. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Humboldt Bay, California (H. Doc. No. 326)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

38. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of travel of officers and employees of the Department of 
the Interior during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 272)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of the Interior and ordered to be printed. 

89. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting a report as to rates of pay for certain inspection and cleri- 
cal services in the navy as compared with the pay of similar 
services in business of civil life (H. Doc. No. 273)—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department and ordered 
to be printed. 

40. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for small arms and ma- 
chine guns (H. Doc. No. 275)—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

41. A letter from the Immigration Commission, transmitting 
a report of the importation and harboring of women for im- 
moral purposes—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization and ordered to be printed. 

42. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending the transfer of the old post-office building at Charles- 
ton, S. C., from the custody of the Treasury Department to that 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor (H. Doc. No. 274)— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered 
to be printed. 

43. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Galveston Bay and Harbor, Texas (H. Doc. No. 
828)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed with illustrations. 

44. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bogue Phalia, Mississippi (H. Doc. No. 329)—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

45. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Buffalo Harbor, New York (H. Doc. No. 298)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 

4G. A letter from the Immigration Commissioner, transmit- 
ting a report as to steerage conditions—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization and ordered to be printed. 

47. A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representa- 
tives, transmitting an inventory of property under his charge 
belonging to the Government (H. Doc. No. 277)—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts and ordered to be printed. 

48. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the schooner Endearor, 
Nathaniel Griffin, master (H. Doc. No. 289)—to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

49. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
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French spoliation case relating .to the ship Mary, Isaac Phil- 
lips, master (H. Doc. No. 282)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

50. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Friendship, Robert 
Miller, master (H. Doc. No. 293)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

51. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the ship Victory, Robert 
Hatton, master (H. Doc. No. 284)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. : 

52. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Lucy, James Living, 
master (H. Doc. No. 294)—to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

53. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Delight, Phineas 
Clark, master (H. Doc. No. 295)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

54. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the schooner Triton, Amos 
Fisher, master (H. Doc. No. 286)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

55. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the ship Hunter, Ebenezer 
Smith, master (H. Doc. No. 283)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

56. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the schooner Averick, George 
W. McIntire, master (H. Doc. No. 287)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

57. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Florida, Patrick 
Hayes, master (H. Doc. No. 290)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

58. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the schooner Industry, John 
Butler, master (H. Doc. No. 288)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

59. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Governor Brooke, 
John Whelan, master (H. Doc. No. 296)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

60. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig George, Elisha Hig- 
gins, master (H. Doc. No. 278)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

61. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the sloop Cicero, William 
Edwards, master (H. Doc. No. 279)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

62. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the sloop Hiram, Sylvester 
Baldwin, master—to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

63. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the sloop Nancy, Thomas 
McConnell, master (H. Doc. No. 280)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

64. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Fanny, Nicholas 
Sparklock, master (H. Doc. No. 291)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

65. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the brig Neptune, William 
Blanchard, master (H. Doc. No. 292)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

66. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting of copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
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French spoliation case relating to the schooner Patty, Silas 
Brown, master (H. Doc. No. 285)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

67. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation case relating to the sloop Reliance, Isaac 
Manchester, master (H. Doc. No. 281)—to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

68. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
ease of T. J. Hudson, administrator of estate of Jacob W. 
Hudson against The United States (H. Doc. No. 297)—to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

69. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Buffalo Harbor, New York, with a view to widening 
the channel to the inner harbor and remoyal of the Watson 
elevator site (H. Doc. No. 327)—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, to which was referred the resolution of 
the House (H. J. Res. 83) setting apart $15,000 of appropriations 
heretofore made for the opening of the Colbert and Bee Tree 
Shoals Canal, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 34), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12316) to provide for the government of the Canal Zone, the 
construction of the Panama Canal, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
35), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3649) requiring common carriers engaged in interstate and for- 
eign commerce to make full reports of all accidents to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, and authorizing investigations 
thereof by said commission, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 36), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5702) to supplement an act entitled “An act to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads,” reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 37), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13178) granting a pension to Georgia Anna 
Thomas—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13359) granting a pension to John R. Costen— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14342) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
A. Ford—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 527) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret 
Kennedy—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5460) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Stenger—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10044) granting a pension to Ellen Harrington— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14198) granting a pension to Katherine Lusch— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, from Committee on Appro- 
priations: A bill (H. R. 14464) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14465) for the maintenance 
and improvement of the Choctawhatchee River to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14466) for the maintenance and improve- 
ment of the Choctawhatchee River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14467) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14468) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Union Springs, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14469) to allow and regulate amendments 
in judicial proceedings in the courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERRIS. A bill (H. R. 14470) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Shawnee, Pottawato- 
mie County, Okla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14471) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Lawton, Comanche County, Okla.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14472) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Chickasha, Grady County, Okla.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14473) to increase salaries of rural free- 
delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14474) for the 
erection of a federal building at Amarillo, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 14475) to fix the com- 
pensation of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14476) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause a survey to be made of the Des Moines River, in the State 
of Iowa—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14477) for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Newton, Iowa—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 14478) to provide a pub- 
lic park on Georgetown Heights, in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 14479) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Shelby, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14480) for the erection of a new federal 
building for a post-office at Hickory, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 14481) to amend section 
3 of an act approved April 15, 1898, entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Masonic Temple Association of the District of 
Columbia ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14482) to 
establish a fish hatchery at Beaufort, N. C.—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14483) appropriating the sum of $20,000 
for repairs and improvement of the roadway to the national 
peered at Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 14484) requiring candidates 
in elections, Senators and Representatives in Congress, and 
political committees to file a statement of contributions received 
and expenditures incurred, and providing punishments for vio- 
lations thereof—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. - 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 14485) to amend section 3285, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 3 
~ the act of May 28, 1880—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14486) to amend paragraph 2 of section 
8264, Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by 
section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879—to tħe Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14487) appropriating the 
sum of $35,000 to prevent a cut-off in the White River at Devall 
Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 14488) for the erection of a 
post-office building for the United States at New Bedford, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 14489) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Idaho Falls, Idaho—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 14490) granting an annuity 
equivalent to $50 per month to officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who have at- 
tained the age of 60 years and have been or may hereafter be 
awarded medals of honor for gallantry and heroism involving 
great personal peril, and authorizing the President of the United 
States to make rules and regulations for carrying the act into 
effect—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 14491) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Pocatello, in the State of Idaho—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 14492) to amend the 
immigration laws of the United States—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 14498) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Kittanning, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14494) to 
organize an army corps, prescribe qualifications for enlistment, 
define the duties and fix the compensation and term of enlist- 
ment of privates, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 14495) appropriating 
$400,000. for the construction of dredge boats for dredging pur- 
8 the Arkansas River —to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 14496) to authorize the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in said city—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14497) appro- 
priating $10,000 to aid in the erection of a monument in memory 
of the late President James A, Garfield at Long Branch, N. J.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 14498) to establish a fish 
hatchery in Steuben County, Ind.—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 14499) to amend an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1910 ”—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 14500) 
authorizing the diversion of water from the Sacramento River, 
in the State of California, for irrigation purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 14501) to provide for en- 
larging the United States building at Houlton, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 14502) to repeal section 2 of 
an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 5, 1909—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 14503) to amend section 2 
of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
civil war, the war with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased sol- 
diers and sailors of the late civil war,” approved April 19, 
190S—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 14504) to establish a fish- 
culture station in the State of New York—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14505) to aid 
States in prohibiting the sale of spirituous, vinous, and malt 
liquors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14506) to amend the act of June 27, 1890, 
the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14507) granting a pension to certain bat- 
talions of Kentucky State Militia—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14508) for the erection of a publie build- 
ing in the city of Middlesboro, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 


By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14509) for the con- 
struction of a lock and dam in the Ohio River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 14510) to provide for cleaning 
out, dredging, and improving Black River within the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14511) to provide for the cleaning out, 
dredging, and improving the Current River within the State 
of Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14512) to provide for straightening, clean- 
ing out, dredging, and improving the St. Francis River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14518) to authorize and provide for the 
survey of swamp, wet, and overflowed land in the St. Francis 
basin, in Missouri and Arkansas, and to appropriate money 
therefor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14514) appropriating money for the pro- 
tection of the westerly bank of the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14515) making appropriation for the pro- 
tection of the bank of the Mississippi River at Bird Point, Mo. 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 14516) to amend sections 5136 
and 5137 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, permit- 
ting national banking associations to make loans on real estate 
security, and limiting amounts thereof—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14517) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States,” approved February 20, 1907—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14518) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States,” 
approved February 20, 1907—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 14519) to create in the 
War and Navy departments, respectively, a roll to be known 
as the “Civil war annuity honor roll,” to authorize placing 
thereon with pay certain surviving officers and enlisted men 
who served in the Volunteer or Regular Army, Navy, or Ma- 
rine Corps of the United States in the civil war, and who are 
not now on the retired list of the Regular Army, Navy, or Ma- 
rine Corps, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 14520) to fix the compensa- 
tion of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14521) giving powers to 
national banks in addition to the powers contained in section 
5136 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14522) to amend an 
act authorizing the construction of dams and power stations 
on the Coosa River at Lock 2, Alabama—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 14523) authorizing the 
suryey of the Amite River, in Louisiana, from the mouth of 
Bayou Manchac up to Grangeville, in St. Helena Parish—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 14524) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Cadillac, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 14525) to prevent and 
punish the desecration or improper use of the flag of the United 
States of America—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14526) to prevent and punish the desecra- 
tion, mutilation, or improper use of the flag of the United 
States of America—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14527) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to accept a site and 
building for post-office and other government offices and a cer- 
tain sum of money to remodel and equip the same in the city, 
of La Junta, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14528) to appropriate the sum of $50,000 
to aid in the payment of the expenses of the Eighteenth Na- 
tional Irrigation Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14529) to provide for 
the safety and protection of travel on the government road- 
way leading from Mounds, Mound City, and from the Cache 
River bridge to the national cemetery near Mound City, III., 
and to drain the ponds of stagnant water which exist along 
said government road wherever said ponds of water have been 
caused by excavations made in the construction of the embank« 
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ment upon which said roadway has been built—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 14530) to prevent the pollu- 
tion of navigable rivers or other bodies of water under the 
control of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 14531) to provide for the con- 
struction of dams, locks, canals, and other appurtenant struc- 
tures in the St. Lawrence River at and near Long Sault Island, 
St. Lawrence County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14532) to 
refund the cotton tax realized to the Government under the 
various acts of Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 14533) to amend the act 
of June 27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 14534) to authorize the Sec- 
- retary of War to continue and complete the deepening of the 
channel of the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River to the city of St. Paul, Minn., and in accordance 
with the plan heretofore authorized and adopted, on or before 
July 1, 1918, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14535) to amend 
section 3 of the act approved June 27, 1890, as amended by 
the act of May 9, 1900—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 14536) to prevent the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in buildings and upon premises owned or 
controlled by the United States Government—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 14537) for the improvement 
by locks and dams of the Youghiogheny River in western Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14538) to create in the 
War Department a roll to be known as the “honor roll ”—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14539) for the enactment of a veteran 
yolunteer roll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 14540) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Belding, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 14541) to aid the Council 
City and Solomon River Railroad Company—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 14542) to provide for the sur- 
vey of St. Marks Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14543) to provide for the repair, mainte- 
nance, and construction and the preservation of the public 
works on the rivers and harbors, and for the dredging of the 
Choctawhatchee River, in the State of Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14544) to provide for the survey of cer- 
tain portions of the Chipola River, in the State of Florida—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 14545) to repeal the 
corporation-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 14546) for the relief of 
every officer or private soldier who was honorably discharged 
after ninety days’ service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps 
of the United States during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14547) providing for a military highway 
between Forts Leavenworth and Riley, Kans.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 14548) for the improvement of the 
Coosa River, in Georgia and Alabama—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 14549) to authorize the 
erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14550) to 
appropriate the sum of $25,000 for equipping and maintaining 
a weather-bureau observatory at Newbern, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14551) to establish postal savings 
depositories for depositing savings at interest, with the security 
of the Government for repayment thereof, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 14552) to 
regulate the judicial procedure of the courts of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 14553) to authorize the 
appropriation of the sum of $60,000 for the construction of a 
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post-office building at Cullman, Ala.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14554) for the improvement of the Coosa 
River, in Georgia and Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14555) to authorize the appropriation of 
the sum of $125,000 to complete the post-office and court-house 
building at Gadsden, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 14556) for the erection of 
a public building at Arkansas City, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14557) for the erection of a public building 
at Chanute, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14558) providing for a public building at 
Winfield, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 14559) to authorize and 
empower mail carriers to certify pension vouchers for persons 
on the pension rolls of the United States who receive their 
mail by rural-delivery service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 14560) to enable the peo- 
ple of New Mexico to form a constitution and state government 
and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, and to enable the people of Arizona to form a 
constitution and state government and be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14561) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Dowagiac, Mich.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 14562) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and en- 
courage the industries of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 5, 1909—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 14563) for the recognition 
of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of cer- 
tain Pennsylvania military organizations—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 14564) to establish and 
construct a national highway from the southern limits of the 
city of St. Louis to the national cemetery at Jefferson Barracks, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14565) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 
9, 1909—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 14566) authorizing and 
empowering the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to establish aid to navigation in Southwest Pass, Louis- 
iana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14567) increasing the limit of the cost of 
construction of the court-house and post-office building at New 
Orleans—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 14568) for the construction 
of a lock in the government dam at Sterling, III.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 14569) granting 
pensions to the soldiers of the Blackhawk Indian wars, and to 


‘their widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 14570) for the construction 
of a lock and dam in the Ohio River below mouth of Green 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14571) for the construction of a lock and 
dam in the Ohio River below mouth of Wabash River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14572) to 
provide for the acquisition of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Somerset, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 14578) appropriating 
money for the improvement of Fairport Harbor at Fairport, 
Lake County, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14574) to amend section 2166 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14575) granting to certain aliens the right 
to become naturalized citizens of the United States under cer- 
tain conditions—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, 


140 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 14, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14576) to amend section 2172 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14577) to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of circuit and district courts of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 14578) providing for the 
establishment of the United States National Bank of America 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 14579) to 
amend section 12 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers 
of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter en- 
acted, and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1908, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14580) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Taylorville, in the 
State of Illinois, and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 14581) to provide for 
site and public building at Key West, Fla.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14582) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grade and fill certain ponds and lowlands on the military res- 
eryation at or near Fort Taylor, Key West, Fla., and to appro- 
priate money therefor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14583) to provide for the construction of 
a revenue cutter of the first class for service in the waters of 
Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. x 

Also, à bill (H. R. 14584) to provide for the erection of a 
public building for the use of the United States court, custom- 
house, and post-office in the city of St. Petersburg, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14585) to extend the franking privilege to 
literature published by boards of health of States, Territories, 
and municipalities in the United States—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14586) to authorize the establishment of 
free public schools upon United States naval reservations—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14587) for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Florida—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14588) to authorize the establishment of a 
marine biological station on the Gulf coast of the State of 
Florida—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14589) to extend the provisions of the 
existing bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted men, and 
the officers and men of the boat companies, of the Florida Semi- 
nole Indian war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14590) for the purchase of additional land 
for garrison purposes adjacent to the military reservation of 
Fort Taylor, Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14591) authorizing the State of Florida to 
make an efficient survey of all unsurveyed lands patented by 
the United States to the State of Florida—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14592) in relation to claims arising under 
the provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, and 
for other purposes, and to amend and revive the same—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14593) authorizing and directing The Adju- 
tant-General of the United States Army to furnish to the 
adjutant-general of the State of Florida copies of the muster 
rolls of certain military organizations filed or deposited in the 
War Department or other departments of the Government—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14594) prescribing the boundaries of the 
northern and southern judicial districts of the State of Flor- 
ida—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14595) to extend the franking privilege to 
literature published by boards of health of States, Territories, 
and municipalities in the United States—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14596) to provide for a site and public 
building at Lakeland, Fla.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14597) to provide for site and public build- 
— at Bartow, Fla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14598) prescribing a punishment for con- 
veying tools or appliances into a jail or prison to aid the escape 
of prisoners or rescuing prisoners therefrom—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14599) increasing the pensions of those 
now receiving or entitled to pensions under the acts of Congress 
approved July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14600) providing for the marking and pro- 
tection of the battlefield known as “ Dade’s massacre,” in Sum- 
ter County, Fla., and for the erection of a monument thereon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14601) to provide for the erection of a 
public building for the use of the United States court, custom- 
house, and post-office in the city of St. Petersburg, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14602) to provide for the construction of 
a revenue cutter of the first class for service in the waters of 
Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14603) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Denison, Iowa—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 14604) for the establishment 
of a mail-delivery system at post-offices of the second and third 
classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14605) to provide for pay- 
ment of interest on judgments rendered against the United 
States for money due on public work—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 14606) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a post-office building thereon 
at Hampton, in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14607) 
supplemental to an act entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and providing for suits 
against the Isthmian Canal Commission in favor of persons 
injured by the negligence of officers and agents of the commis- 
sion in the course of construction of the Isthmian Canal—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14608) to establish a fish-cul- 
tural station in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 14609) to aid the negroes 
of the United States to exhibit their development in 1913—to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14610) to reimburse depositors in the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 14611) directing the 
Secretary of War to make certain surveys of a proposed ship 
canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 14612) to amend 
chapter 55 of an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law 
for the District of Columbia ”—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14618) to establish a life-saving 
station at Waukegan, Ill, on the coast of Lake Michigan—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 14614) to authorize the 
patenting of certain lands to soldiers and sailors of the war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14615) to provide suitable 
medals for officers and men of the Nayy and Marine Corps who 
participated in certain engagements of the civil war—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14616) providing that the statute of limita- 
tions shall not be interposed in any suit brought by any la- 
borer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims against 
the United States to recover wages claimed to be due him under 
the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14617) to purchase a painting of the several 
ships of the United States Navy known as the Squadron of 
Evolution” and entitled Peace“ —to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 14618) to secure fair jury 
trials in criminal cases in the United States district and circuit 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14619) prohibiting labor on buildings, etc., 
in the District of Columbia on the Sabbath day—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14620) providing that agents be sent into 
China, Japan, and other eastern countries, for the purpose of 
inquiring into our trade relations with these countries and 
urging the use of American cotton goods—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14621) to appropriate $25,000 to erect a 
suitable monument on the battle grounds at the Horse Shoe on 
the Tallapoosa River, in the State of Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 14622) to establish a United 
States court of patent appeals, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14623) to provide for the re- 
funding of cotton tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 14624) to provide for the 
erection of a federal building at Sidney, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14625) to provide for the erection of a 
federal building at Celina, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14626) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at St. Marys, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14627) to provide for the erection of a 
federal building at Wapakoneta, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14628) to provide for the erection of a 
federal building at Delphos, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A resolution (H. Res. 171) increasing 
compensation of men in charge of Republican and Democratic 
cloakrooms of the House of Representatives—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MANN: A resolution (H. Res. 172) concerning the 
ae of useless House documents—to the Committee on 

ules, 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 173) requesting 
certain information of the Secretary of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A resolution (H. Res. 174) 
providing for services of a clerk to the Committee on Mileage— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LAW: A resolution (H. Res. 175) providing for 
services of a stenographer to the Committee on War Claims— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 176) providing |. 


for the printing of 1,000 copies of the history of the United 
5 navy-yard at Boston, Mass. —to the Committee on Print- 


5 Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Resolution (H. Res. 177) for 
appointment of committee to investigate offices of surveyor 
of customs and assistant United States treasurer at St. Louis— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) author- 
izing a portion of the appropriation made for the improvement 
of Tennessee River to be applied to work at the Colbert and 
Bee Tree Shoals Canal—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) 
providing for the payment of the salaries of the employees of the 
House and Senate for the month of December, 1909—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FULLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 85) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States respecting 
the matter of electing United States Senators—to the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) providing 
for the printing of a certain reference index—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relating 
to the payment of claims against the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) creat- 
ing a commission to investigate and report on the advisability of 
holding an exposition commemorative of the semicentennial of 
negro freedom—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) 
creating a commission to investigate and report on the advis- 
ability of holding an exposition commemorative of the semi- 
centennial of negro freedom—to the Committee on Industrial 
‘Arts and Expositions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ae following titles were introduced and severaly referred as 
ollows : 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 14629) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nathan Mendenhall— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14630) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Thomas G. Welch—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14631) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Lewis Mock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14632) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Aaron F. Adams—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14633) granting an increase of pension to 
Uri Oren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 14634) 
granting a pension to Lillian D. Shank and Myrtle Ada Shank— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14635) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14636) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram L. Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 14637) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Romeo W. Foster—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14638) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Grulich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14639) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14640) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Painter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14641) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo W. Dwelle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14642) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley B. Sultzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14643) granting a pension to Barbara A. 
Bauman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14644) to correct the military record of 
Lyman Knapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 14645) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hamilton E. Turner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14646) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cornelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14647) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Birkhauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14648) granting an increase of pension to 
James McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14649) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Holloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14650) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Elkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14651) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14652) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford C. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14653) granting an increase of pension to 
William Liff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14654) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14655) granting an increase of pension to 
James Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14656) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14657) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14658) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14659) granting an increase of pension to 
William Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14660) granting a pension to Alice Davis 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14661) granting a pension to Perry 
Abbett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14662) granting a pension to Rebecca J, 
Billingslea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14663) to place on the retired list of the 
United States Army the name of Maj. Gen. John C. Caldwell, 
with the rank and pay of brigadier-general—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 14664) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14665) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Gale—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14666) for the relief of Thomas J. Shep- 
pard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14667) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederich Zurcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 14668) for the relief of the 
heirs of Ross Talbott, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 14669) for the relief of 
John D. Toppin, passed assistant engineer, U. S. Navy, retired— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14670) for the relief of Capt. F. B. Shaw, 
U. S. Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14671) for the relief of Margaret F. Wat- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14672) for the relief of the Merritt & 
Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14673) for the relief of the Merritt & 
Chapman Wrecking Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14674) for the relief of the estate of John 
Stewart, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14675) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of State to éxamine and settle the claim of the Wales 
Island Packing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14676) for the relief of the Pittsburg 
Brewing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 14677) granting a pension 
to William Guess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14678) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14679) granting a pension to Cornelius 
Cayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14680) granting a pension to Josie Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14681) granting a pension to William H. 
Bunnell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14682) granting a pension to John F. 
Albright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 14683) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Heminger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 14684) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate Capt. William Winder, 
U. S. Navy, now on the retired list, to be commodore on the 
retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14685) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Babbetta Bachrach—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14686) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 14687) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry J. Klatz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14688) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Skeels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14689) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Corn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14690) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Noel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14691) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Klotz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14692) for the relief of Abel J. Mosby—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 14693) for the relief of the 
heirs of Simpson Park, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 14694) granting a pension 
to Hiram Hogge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14695) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14696) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Steel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14697) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Crayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14698) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14699) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Uptegrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 14700) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah H. Lieb—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 14701) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Bales—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14702) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14703) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14704) granting an increase of pension to 
G. H. Rader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14705) granting an increase of pension to 
Kemp Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14706) granting an increase of pension to 
John Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14707) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14708) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14709) granting an increase of pension to 
Creed Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14710) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14711) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin McEwen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14712) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14713) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Humphries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14714) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14715) granting an increase of pension to 
Baty Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14716) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14717) granting a pension to Sanders U. 
Grindestaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14718) granting a pension to Harvey W. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14719) granting a pension to Frank Rob- 
ertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14720) granting a pension to Manson 
Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14721) granting a pension to Sarah M, 
Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14722) to correct the military record of 
Hezekiah Thomas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14723) providing for payment to P. L. 
Coultry for services in the folding room of the House of Rep- 
resentatives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 14724) 
granting an increase of pension to James L. Humphrey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 14725) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Carson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14726) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14727) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. Perry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14728) granting a pension to Emma A, 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R, 14729) for the relief of Capt. 
Evan M. Johnson, U. S. Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 14730) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Burton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 14731) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Stewart & Co. and A. P. H. Stewart, 
agent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14732) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14733) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 14734) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa B. MacConnell—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 14735) granting a pension 
to Cedonia Bridwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14736) granting an increase of pension to 
F. A. Joslyn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14737) granting a pension to Joseph Me- 
Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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of pension to Alva C. Bristow—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14739) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Carre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14740) granting an increase of pension to 
Ewel Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 14741) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kaericher—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 14742) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Proctor to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14743) granting an ‘increase of pension to 
William E. Kuykendali—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14744) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira Hollis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 44745) grunting an increase of pension to 
Henry ‘Knickerbocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


W. F. Dinkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14747) granting an increase af pension to 
Daniel Deasey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Thomas W. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
James T. :‘Kilgore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Catherine Devers—to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14751) granting an ‘increase of pension to 
John W. Francis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14752) granting an increase of pension to 


James Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14753) granting a pension to Frank 
Waters—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14754) granting a pension to Amanda 


Ashley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14755) granting a pension to Alden H. 
Moxley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14756) granting a pension ‘to Joseph E. 
Bivens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14757) granting en pension to William L. 


Culbertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14758) granting a pension to Mary Mont- 


qgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14759) granting a pension to Virginia L. 
Duplan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 14760) to authorize and direct 
the President of the United States to place upon the retired 
list of the United States Navy Lieut. Commander James H. 
ree with the rank of eommander—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 14761) granting a pension to 
‘Mariah Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 14762) granting an increase 


of pension to James H. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14763) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius C. Mangis—to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14764) granting a pension to Fannie H. 
Moffatt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14765) granting a 
2 to Christina Kraft—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14766) granting a pension to Frances E. 
‘Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14767) grauting an increase 
of pension to Charles S. Webb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14768) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14769) granting a pension to William 
Lanier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14770) granting a pension ‘to ‘Chesley D. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14771) granting a pension to Thomas I. 
Durham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14772) granting a pension to Mettie Black- 
wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14773) for the relief of the administrators, 
as such, of the estate of Ira T. Jordan, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 14774) for the rélief of Jerry Andrews— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14775). for the relief of the representa- 
tives of the estate of Reuben Dawkins, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14788) granting an increase! 


Also, a bill (H. R. 34746) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, u bill (H. R. 14748) granting an increase af pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14776) for the rélief of Mrs. L. E. Boat- 
wright—to ‘the Committee on War ‘Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44777) for the relief of Mrs. R. D. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 14778) for the relief of Mary F. Casey 
Tucker —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14779) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel J. Maund—to the Com- 
mittee on Affairs. 

By Mr, ‘COOK: A bill (H. R. 14780) providing for the ad- 


|| Judication of ‘the claims of the Philadelphia and Reading ‘Coal 


and Iron Company and Naylor & Co. by ‘the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on ‘Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14781) granting a pension to John Fred 
ericks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 14782) grant- 
‘ing an increase of pension to Thomas H. Eden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 


By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bil (H. R. 14783) 


|| granting an increase of pension to Andrew Johnson—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14784) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14749) granting un increase of pension to George W. Berkebile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14785) granting an ‘increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14750) granting an ‘increase of pension to Elijah L. Shipley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14786) granting an 


|| increase of pension to Andrew Fite—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14787) granting an increase of pension to 
Champess Sevedge—to ithe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14788) granting u pension to Barth Piers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14789) granting a pension to John E. 
Fulkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14790) granting a pension to Abbey Kent 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14791) granting a pension to Ellis T. Pad - 
gett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14792) granting a pension to William 
Newton—to the Committee:on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14793) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles ‘Selz—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14794) granting an increase of pension to 


C. W. Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14795) granting a pension to ‘Clarence W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14796) granting a pension to Richara 
Murphy—to the ‘Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14797) placing upon the records of the War 

the numes of the members of the Dayton Zouave 

us volunteer soldiers of the United States to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By ‘Mr. GOW LS: .A bill (H. R. 14798) granting pension to 
Joel S. Minton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14799) granting a pension to Rufus N. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14800) granting a pension to James NM. 
Odell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a Hill (H. R. 14801) granting a pension ito David 
Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14802) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. ‘Calloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14803) to correct the military record of 
Eli Wolf—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14804) granting a pension to Silas J. Pend- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘CROW: A bill (H. R. 14805) grunting an increase of 
pension to Joseph ‘Stall—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions, 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 14806) for the relief of Arren Bray to the 
‘Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 14807) for the relief of James C. Hay- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A ‘bill (H. R. 14808) granting an ‘increase 
of pension to John R. ‘Callender—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 14809) granting an incrense of pension to 
John Colman—to ‘the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 14810) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza W. Taylor —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14811) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson E. Haskell—to ‘the ‘Comniittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14812) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14813) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14814) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14815) granting an increase of pension to 
William Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14816) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda A. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14817) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14818) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 14819) granting a pension 
to Ellen E. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14820) granting a pension to Luella Belle 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14821) for the relief of A. D. Gaston—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 14822) granting an honor- 
able discharge to James B. Mulford—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 14823) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Guilford D. Taylor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14824) granting an increase of pension to 
Deyillo Stedman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14825) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14826) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14827) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bishop—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14828) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14829) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Geiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14830) granting a pension to Louis A. 
Girou—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14831) granting a pension to Floyd L. 
Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14832) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson G. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14838) for the relief of the estate of John 
M. Abbott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 14834) for the relief of W. A. 
Wallace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14835) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14836) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Benedict—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14837) granting a pension to Eunice M. 
Stickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14838) granting a pension to Edward Mid- 
dleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14839) for the relief of James A. Watson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 14840) for the 
relief of Theodore L. Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14841) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harvey Sowders—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14842) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rourk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14848) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter F. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14844) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Watson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14845) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14846) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14847) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Sears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14848) granting an increase of pension to 
Milford Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14849) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh T. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14850) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Leick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14851) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace Parker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14852) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac W. McKeehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14853) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Grissom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14854) granting an increase of pension to 
Barton Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase of pension to 
John Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14856) granting an increase of pension to 
William Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14857) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram H. Deckard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14858) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse B. Bowling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14859) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Meece, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14860) granting an increase of pension to 
King S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14861) granting an increase of pension to 
Squire Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14862) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Bolton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14863) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14864) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Russell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14865) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilburn Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14866) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 14867) granting a pension to Marcus D. 
Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14868) granting a pension te Martha 
Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14869) granting a pension to Peter Reno— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14870) granting a pension to Benjamin 
F. Tye—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14871) granting a pension to Joseph Mat- 
lock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14872) granting a pension to Blaine Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14873) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Girdner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14874) granting an honorable discharge to 
James A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14875) granting an honorable discharge to 
Hiram Stepherson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 14876) granting a pension to 
Timothy Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 14877) granting an increase 
of pension to Edmund B. Pullen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14878) for the relief of Levi W. Revelle— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 14879) to remuster James E, 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14880) granting an increase of pension 
to George L. Beardsley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 14881) for the relief 
of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14882) for the relief of the heirs of Victor 
Faisans—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14883) for the relief of the estate of Pat- 
rick Dooling, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14884) for the relief of the estate of Fred- 
rick Arbour, deceased—to the Committee on.War Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 14885) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Taylor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14886) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Stokes, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14887) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Heimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14888) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. De Groff—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 14889) granting an increase 
of pension to Everett N. Crandall—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Freeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14891) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Cooper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14892) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Hague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14893) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses M. Crants—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14894) granting a pension to Daniel 
Updike—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14895) granting an increase of pension to 
George Dolaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 14896) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Kirkland—to the, Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14897) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Walker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14898) granting an increase of pension to 
Rhesa G. Vansley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14899) granting a pension to Nicholas C. 
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14900) granting a pension to Wilford M. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14901) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Minter, 
widow of C. L. Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 14902) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Willis, jr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14903) for the relief of the heirs of Cath- 
arine Gillen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 14904) granting 
an increase of pension to Wilson H. McKinney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 14905) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob F. Reamer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14906) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 14907) for the relief of Charles 
A. Partridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14908) granting a pension to Margaret 
Furnier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14909) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Furlong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14910) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14911) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene B. Payne—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14912) granting a pension to Henry B. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14913) for the relief of the widow of 
Frederick W. Raether—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14914) to correct the military record of 
Samuel P. Hedges—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14915) for the relief of Bartholomew Dig- 
gins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14916) for the relief of Patrick Powell 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14917) for the relief of Lena R. McCauley, 
88 of James McCauley, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14918) granting life-saving medals to 
Edward Spencer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14919) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth R. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14920) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Willer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 14921) granting an increase 
of pension to Perris Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14922) granting an increase of pension to 
George Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 14923) for the relief of 
Charles W. Hutcheson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14924) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14925) granting a pension to Isaac Car- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14926) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert Peace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14927) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Workman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14928) granting an increase of pension to 
Danicl J. Carper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 14929) granting an increase of pension to 
Manly Darr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H, R. 14930) for the relief of Lucy L. Bane— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 14931) for the relief of 
John Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14932) for the relief of Joseph N. Ross— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14933) for the relief of Walter Barbee— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14934) for the relief of Tennessee J. 
Spiller—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14935) for the relief of William F. Mce- 
Gee—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14936) for the relief of Thomas H. Hol- 
comb—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14937) for the relief of Thomas C. Capell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14938) for the relief of Lemuel J. Ward— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14939) for the relief of Virginia W. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 14940) for the relief of William Glass—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14941) for the relief of Ophelia V. 
Worsham, sole heir of Mary E. Buchanan, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14942) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs at law of J. D. Deane, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14943) for the relief of Martha Sarah Ann 
Mahanay, widow, and heirs of Benjamin Morgan Mahanay, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14944) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. 
Rogers, formerly Mrs. Arrowsmith—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14945) for the relief of Seletha J. Powers, 
widow, and the heirs of John Powers, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14946) for the relief of the heirs of M. O. 
Coker, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14947) for the relief of the heirs of David 
C. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14948) for the relief of the heirs of James 
N. Harrell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14949) for the relief of the estate of Allen 
J. Mann, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14950) for the relief of Mrs. Margarett 
Sullivan and the heirs of Thomas Sullivan, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 14951) for the relief of the 
owner of the steamer Emerson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14952) for the relief of the owner of the 
steamer Emerson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 14953) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14954) granting a pension to Hattie E. 
Waterbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14955) granting 
an increase of pension to William Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14956) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary W. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14957) granting a pension to Joseph 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 14958) for the reilef of 
Harry Devlin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 14959) granting a pension to 
Henry Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14960) granting an increase of pension to 
Rodney P. Drury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 14961) granting a pension 
to John Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14962) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14963) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Harkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14964) granting a pension to Dora Sny- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14965) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Trader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 14966) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert L. Hester—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14967) granting a pension to J. L. Bailey— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14968) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14969) granting an increase 
“A pension to William Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14970) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Foster—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14971) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew E. Goldsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14972) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Rapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14978) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14974) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Turnbull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14975) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14976) granting a pension to Anna Ratch— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14977) granting a pension to Abigail A. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14978) granting a pension to Susan Snow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14979) granting a pension to Luella Bell 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14980) authorizing the issue of equipment 
of arms, ammunition, and such accouterment as accompany 
same for target practice to the Memorial University, Mason 
City, Iowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 14981) granting an increase of 
pension to Reuben A. Finnell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14982) for the relief of Junius Powell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14983) to erect a monument to the memory 
of Gen. Peter Gabriel Muhlenburg at Woodstock, Va.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 14984) for the relief of the 
hela of William Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14985) granting a 
pension to Ruth A. Burnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14986) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles A. Haggerty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 14987) granting a 
pension to Robert J. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14988) granting a pension to Oscar C. 
Bennett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14989) granting a pension to Charlotte E. 
Rudd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 14990) granting, 


an increase of pension to William G. Mitzel—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14991) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 14992) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Kneale—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14993) granting an increase of pension to 
Abijah W. Cone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14994) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Stroud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14995) to grant an honorable discharge to 
William C. Haskell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 14996) 
granting an increase of pension to Catharine A. Chapman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14997) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14998) granting an increase of pension. to 
Robert Sutor—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14999) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Roseberry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15000) 
granting an increase of pension to William G. Spurlock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15001) granting an increase of pension to 
Andy Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15002) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi W. Caulkins—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15003) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15004) granting 
an increase of pension to Webster Thomas—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15005) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Herbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15006) granting an increase of pension to 
Esrom Mingis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15007) granting an increase of pension to 
William’ L. Kingrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15008) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15009) granting a pension to Rachel Sav- 
age—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15010) for the relief of the estate of 
Nathaniel Murray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15011) for the relief of the heirs of Julia 
F. Kelly, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15012) 
for the relief of Sarah V. Brannon, administratrix of the 
estate of Joseph Brannon, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15013) for the relief of Fred M. Kimball— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 15014) granting a pension to 
Philip H. Deboe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15015) granting a pension to James T. 
Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15016) granting a pension to William D, 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15017) granting a pension to Israel H. 
Pickens—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15018) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Boarman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15019) granting an 
increase of pension to Earl Vandegriff—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15020) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Lehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15021) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Henderson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15022) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15023) granting a pension to George An- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 15024) granting a pension to George W. 
Fellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15025) granting a pension to Darius M, 
Smeltzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: A bill (H. R. 15026) granting an increase of 
pension to Perry T. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15027) granting an increase of pension to 
Corwin F. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15028) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15029) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15030) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel L. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15031) granting an increase of pension to. 
George Shacklett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15032) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi P. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15033) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Larimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15034) for the relief of Capt. 
W. W. Wright, U. S. Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15085) for the relief of Capt. N. F. McClure, 
U. S. Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15036) for the relief of Henry S. Kier- 
sted—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 15037) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriett A. Lightner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15038) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15039) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Fortner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15040) granting a pension to Sarah Otstot— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 15041) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Amaziah Cham- 
berlain, alias John Brown—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
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By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15042) 
granting a pension to Abby L. Ellis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ê 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15043) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Appenzeller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15044) granting an increase of pension to 
B. E. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15045) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Swartout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15046) granting a pension to Lot Beeks— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15047) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Murdock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15048) for the relief of James Parker—to 
the Committee on Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15049) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gamsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 15050) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Seeber—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15051) granting a pension to Edward F. 
McKeon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 15052) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Boye—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15053) to correct the military record of 
F. E. Sehmitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 15054) granting a pension 
to David D. McHhattan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15055) granting a pension to Charles S. 
Keniston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15056) granting a pension to Thomas T. 
Tuxford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15057) granting a pension to Adam 
Hetrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15058) granting a pension to David Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 15059) granting a pension 
to Morgan J. Treadway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 15060) granting an increase of 
peanon to David M. Strain—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15061) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac J. Beeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15062) granting an increase of pension to 
Orlando Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15063) granting an increase of pension to 
Zephaniah A. Weldin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15064) granting an increase of pension to 
Neil Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15065) granting a pension to James D. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 15066) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sybil M. Mixter—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15067) granting a pension to Julia M. 
Farr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 15068) for the relief of James 
Lynch, administrator of the estate of John Lynch, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15069) for the relief of F. A. Stansell, 
administrator of the estate of Clark Townsend, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15070) for the relief of the heirs of Jane 
Rodgers, deceased—to the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15071) for the relief of the trustees of the 
First Baptist Church of La Fayette, Ga—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 15072) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Rosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15073) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 15074) granting an increase 
of pension to George H Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 15075) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Arthur H. Smith—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 15076) 
granting an increase of pension to William C. Medbury—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15077) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15078) for the relief of the heirs of Ewing 
M. Skaggs, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 15079) 
granting an increase of pension to Dwight F. Cummins—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 15080) granting a pen- 
sion to Katie P. Bretow—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 15081) granting 
an increase of pension to John Morrison—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15082) granting a pension to John Mc- 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 15083) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Jordan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15084) for the relief of William R. 
Cherry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15085) granting 
a pension to Lucy Brown—to the Committee-on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15086) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Cortner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15087) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Gritzmacher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15088) for the 
relief of Samuel McJunkin—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15089) for the relief of Mrs. David 
Gillespie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15090) for the relief of Jesse Walling— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15091) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 15092) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry H. Brunsteter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15093) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15094) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Remiatte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15095) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15096) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles H. Mattoon, alias Charles 
H. Waters, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15097) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Asa Morgan, alias William H. 
Francis, and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 15098) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David W. Chauncy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15099) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Barth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15100) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15101) granting an increase of pension to / 


John N. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 15102) granting a pension to 
Calvin Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15103) to reimburse G. H. Kitson for 
money advanced to the Menominee tribe of Indians of Wiscon- 
sin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15104) for the relief of Axel Jacobson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 15105) granting a pension 
to James W. Chaffen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15106) granting an increase of pension to 
James Lambkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15107) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Rippee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 15108) granting an increase 
of pension to James I. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15109) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15110) granting an increase of pension to 
J. A. MeArthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 15111) granting an increase of 
pension to George M. Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15112) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Deyin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15113) to correct the military record of 
Calvin R. Benton—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 15114) for the adjudication 
by the Court of Claims of the claim of Henry A. V. Post, indi- 
vidually and as liquidating partner of the firm of Clark, Post 
& Martin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15115) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip H. Louks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 15116) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15117) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis H. Way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 15118) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Shady—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15119) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin P. Behm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 15120) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Whitthorne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 15121) granting an increase 
2 pension to Elisha Bowlby—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15122) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Stanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 15123) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Pitcher and Axel Hayford and Samuel Otis 
and George B. Fergusson—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15124) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Pitcher and Axel Hayford and Samuel Otis and George B. 
Fergusson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15125) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 15126) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 15127) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15128) granting an increase of pension to 
Paris J. Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15129) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15130) granting an increase of pension to 
F. G. Cox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15131) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Brinker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15132) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Q. Harris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15133) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. March—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15134) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15185) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15136) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Coonrod—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15137) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Dulaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15138) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Bacus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15139) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15140) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15141) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15142) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15148) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses H. Heminway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15144) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15145) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Herold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15146) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Rochester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15147) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15148) granting a pension to Viola Y. 
Mayburry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 15149) granting a pension to William 
Happy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15150) granting a pension to Nancy Jane 
Hoskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 15151) granting a pension to Mattie 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15152) granting a pension to Edward Gal- 
lagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15153) granting a pension to Jane Harris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 15154) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Holler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15155) granting a pension to Carl L. 
Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 15156) for the relief of Edward Galla- 
gher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15157) for the relief of Job Pringle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15158) for the relief of Robert T. Hill, 
James B. Hill, Thomas Spencer, and Elles Spencer—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H R. 15159) to correct the military record of 
Charles Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15160) granting an honorable discharge 
to John Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15161) to remove charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry W. Hitt—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15162) to remove the charge of desertion 
ew the record of Luther Cline—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 15163) granting an increase 
of pension to George Cantner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15164) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob M. Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15165) granting a pension to William Fos- 
ler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15166) to correct the military record of 
Gottlieb Doliman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15167) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15168) granting an increase of pension to 
George Jeffery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15169) granting a pension to Joseph Cos- 
lett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 15170) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Bethel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15171) granting an increase of pension to 
Norvall L. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15172) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Fenton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15173) granting a pension to Augusta Weg- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15174) granting a pension to Retta $S. 
Snowden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15175) granting a pension to Alexander 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 15176) for the relief 
of the estate of Benjamin Snodgrass—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15177) granting a pension to James A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15178) granting a pension to Jesse R. Dur- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15179) granting an increase 
= pension to George G. Spurr, jr.—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15180) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin B. Mason— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15181) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. G, Gartside—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15182) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Rowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15183) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15184) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15185) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Farrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15186) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 15187) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary V. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15188) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin M. Alden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15189) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15190) granting an increase of pension to 


Joseph H. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill {H. R. 15191) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15192) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15193) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Rutter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15194) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15195) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa T. Tarbox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15196) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15197) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Cushing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15198) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel M. Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15199) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert J. Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15200) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15201) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15202) granting a pension to Mary J. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15203) granting a pension to Sara M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15204) granting a pension to Catherine B, 
Marshalli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15205) granting a pension to Johanna S. 
Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15206) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Sager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15207) soapy gry ar as fe 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid P. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15208) eee ee 
Rumery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15209) granting a pension to Mary A. Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15210) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Holbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15211) granting a pension to Flora C. 
Keene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15212) granting a pension to Ellen J. Tut- 
tle—to the Committee on Invalid ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15213) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebeneezer S. Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15214) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Coombs—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15215) for the relief of the estate of John 
Beacham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15216) to correct the military record of 
Albert S. Austin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15217) to correct the military record of 
Henry W. Dunbrack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 15218) for the relief of 
W. J. Massey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 15219) granting an increase of 
penson to James T. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15220) granting an increase of pension to 
William Drew—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15221) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15222) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 15223) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15224) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Dimmick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15225) for the relief of Robert Coggan— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 15226) for the relief of the 
heirs of the estate of J. Calvin Kinney, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 15227) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Powell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 15228) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alanson B. Wheelock—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15229) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe E. Sparkman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15230) granting an increase of pension to 
Marvin Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15231) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Partridge—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15232) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorin B. Ohlinger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15233) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. McGeachy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15234) granting an increase of pension to 
Duncan McCraney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15235) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15286) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia A. Mobley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15237) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Meadows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15238) granting an increase of pension to 
Myrtle L. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15239) granting an inerease of pension to 
Georgia A. Driggers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15240) granting an increase of pension to 
David to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15241) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Browne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15242) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Bonacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15243) granting a pension to John Whid- 
den—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15244) granting a pension to Bennett 
Whidden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15245) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Waters—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15246) granting a pension to James A. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15247) granting a pension to Annie A. W. 
Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15248) granting a pension to Frank E. 
Saxon—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15249) granting a pension to George M. 
Richart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15250) granting a pension to Robert E. 
Rawls, alias Robert E. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15251) granting a pension to Missouri L. 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15252) granting a pension to Wells Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15253) granting a pension to Serena Han- 
cock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15254) granting a pension to Sindrilla 
Albritton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15255) for the relief of John H. Layne— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15256) for the relief of Samuel B. Ried— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15257) for the relief of W. W. Carey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15258) for the relief of certain surgeons 
in the Philippine service—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15259) for the relief of C. W. Moffatt—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15260) for the relief of the heirs of Elias 
E. Blackburn, late marshal of the northern district of Morida— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15261) to correct the record of William 
Henry Beehler, commodore, U. S. Navy, and place him on the 
retired list, United States Navy, with the rank of rear-ad- 
miral—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15262) making an appropriation to com- 
pensate Key West, Fla., for lands used by the city as a wharf 
and dumping ground—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 15263) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Hertzer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 15264) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Drum—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 15265) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Fugett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15266) granting a pension to David H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15267) for the relief of Capt. Joseph M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 15268) granting the con- 
gressional medal of honor to Gen. Michael Kerwin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ß . ROE dp CP Seta etre l 


150 


By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 15269) granting a pension to 
Mary W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15270) granting a pension to Melvena W. 
Abbott—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 15271) granting a pension 
to Hezekiah D. Hawk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15272) granting a pension to Nelson 
Hawk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15273) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam B. Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15274) for the relief of Oscar F. Lackey, 
for injuries sustained by him while acting as assistant engineer 
in the construction of the Panama Canal—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.15275) granting 
a pension to Thomas Blythe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15276) for the relief and benefit of Eli W. 
Owens, of Barren County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 15277) 
granting an increase of pension to Susan C. Schroeder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15278) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 15279) granting an increase of pension to 
E. H. Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15280) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15281) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15282) granting a pension to Ansel B. 
Chapin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15283) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15284) granting a pension to Elza Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15285) to pay Mary L, Taylor for property 
taken during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15286) to reimburse John A. Norris for 
property destroyed during the civil war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15287) for the relief of the estate of Seth 
Waters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15288) for the relief of the estate of Job 
Warrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15289) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Crussenberry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15290) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam C. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15291) for the relief of the heirs of Fen- 
ner M. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15292) for the relief of the heirs of Elijah 
D. Guthrie—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15293) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
Everitt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15294) for the relief of the heirs of A. 
Cohn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15295) for the relief of the heirs of John 
B. Wolf, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15296) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Swindell, of Hyde County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15297) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. 
Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15298) for the relief of the heirs of John 
S. Askin, Arthur Ipock, and John T. Ipock, of Craven County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15299) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Richardson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15300) for the relief of the heirs of W. T. 
Dixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15301) for the relief of the heirs of B. L. 
Robinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15302) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
S. Howard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15303) for the relief of the heirs of Need- 
ham B. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15304) for the relief of the heirs of John 
B. Wolf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15305) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist 
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Episcopal Church South, of Morehead City, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15306) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Hood 
Swamp Baptist Church, of Wayne County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15307) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate 
of Raiford Brewington, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15308) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of William H. 
Bucklin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15309) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the First Baptist Church, 
Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15310) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate 
of George W. Perry, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15311) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Levi T. Oglesby, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15312) for the relief of R. W. Williamson, 
administrator de bonis non of the estate of William Ward, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15313) for the relief of Zachariah Toler— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15314) for the relief of Hannah B. Sabis- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15315) for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
ward Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15316) for the relief of Ezekiel Goulding 
or his legal representatives—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15317) for the relief of Capt. William 
Hill, of Wit, Carteret County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15318) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15319) for the relief of the trustees of 
Salem Church, Wayne County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15320). for the relief of I. F. Hill, executor 
of W. E. Hill, of Duplin County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15321) for the relief of R. N. White—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15322) for the relief of Calvin G. Per- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15323) for the relief of Franklin Foy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15324) for the relief of William Foy and 
H. B. Lane, executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane, or North Carolina— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15325) for the relief of Henry R. Bryan, 
of Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15326) for the relief of Mary N. Bryan, 
of Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15327) for the relief of John Wise—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15328) for the relief of W. P. Lane, ad- 
ministrator of W. K. Lane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15329) for the relief of S. S. Waters—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15330) for the relief of William T. Perry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15331) for the relief of John D. Haw- 
kins, executor of Jonathan Hawkins—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15332) for the relief of W. B. Whitfield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15333) for the relief of Eleanor B. Cay- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15334) for the relief of W. T. Hawkins 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 15335) granting an 
increase of pension to Lynyear Fulford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15336) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Modglin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15337) granting an increase of pension to 
John Peel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15338) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Redman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15339) granting an increase of pension to 
Berry W. Pulley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15340) granting an increase of pension to 
William Schafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15341) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 15842) to reimburse Charles 
K. Darling for moneys necessarily expended by him as clerk of 
the court of appeals for the first circuit—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 15343) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Knight—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15344) granting an increase of pension. to 
Robert E. De Forest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 15345) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John F. MeIntyre—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15346) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Conrad Springer—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15347) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary L. Springer, and conditionally providing for 
pension to Leon Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 15348) granting an increase of 
pension to Gaston H. Wilder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15349) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Banks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15350) granting a pension to Susan Me- 
Grath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 15351) granting a pension to 
Timothy MeCarthy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15352) granting a pension to Flora Tur- 
cott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15353) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Mowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15354) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Mitchell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 15355) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Ethan Stone—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15356) granting 
an increase of pension to Columbus Ballard—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 15357) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert B. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15358) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane F. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15359) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Knox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15360) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston M. Guild—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15361) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Jefferson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15362) granting an increase of pension to 
George Henkel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15363) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton A. Throop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15364) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Bard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15365) granting an increase of pension to 
William Butterfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15366) granting an increase of pension to 
Winfield S. Bland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15367) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15368) granting a pension to Cora M. 
Shirley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15369) for the relief of John H. Davis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15370) to authorize the President to reap- 
point Egil T. Olsen assistant surgeon in the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15371) 
granting an increase of pension to M. J. Holmes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15372) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15373) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John T. Watson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15374) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Daniel Lane—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15375) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Pierce—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15376) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15377) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude E. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15378) granting an increase of pension to 
Gershom C. Hires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15379) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius S. Abrahams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15380) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. D. Ten Eyck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15381) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lanning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15382) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Dumont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15383) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliezer P, Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. - 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
- By the ‘SPEAKER: Petition of National River and Harbor 
Congress, for adoption of a comprehensive system of improve- 
ment of waterways and creation of a department of public 
works, with a Cabinet officer at its head—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of African Methodist Episcopal 
Church Conference of South Georgia, for an appropriation to 
pay the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Vance Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Scott, Ohio, favoring the National Tribune pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bills for relief of John Ramsey and 
Frederick Zurcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bills for 
relief of Mary F. and Bebetta Bacharach—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: Petition of G. B. Jacobs et aL, citizens of 
Gibson County, Ind., protesting against legislation in reference 
to observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Pat- 
rick Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of American Electrochemical So- 
ciety, of New York, favoring legislation to protect the water 
rights and coal and other mineral deposits of the country—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of James Wilson, com- 
mander of Vicksburg Post, No. 72, of Humboldt, Kans., for pen- 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Petition of James Barnett, E. A. Garret- 
son, C. C, Dewstoe, and 31 others, for amendment to naturaliza- 
tion act of June, 1906, making exceptions to the provisions 
thereof of soldiers and marines and their descendants who 
served and were honorably discharged after the civil war—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of Commercial Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, favoring S. 1968, to promote efficiency of Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of Mulhaven O’Cain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Ohio, for pension legislation giv- 
ing soldiers of the civil war $30 per month—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Dubuque Trades and Labor 
Congress, favoring legislation for conservation of national re- 
sources—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Hiram B. Burris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Coquille Post, No. 27, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for the “National Tribune pension 
bill ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Oregon Commandery of the Loyal Legion, for 
a volunteer officers’ retired list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions of G. W. Hanna and 8 others and Anna Wick 
and 25 others, protesting against passage of bill in reference to 
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the proper observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia 
(H. J. Res. 17; S. 404)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of Socialist party of Roseburg, Oreg., favoring 

use of mails for certain publications—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, regarding participation of 
the United States in the Italian International Exposition to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
L. Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of W. H. McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Fanning—to |: 


the Committee on Military Affairs. ö 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of Huntingdon (Pa.) Lodge, No. 
976, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, favoring a na- 
tional park for the American elk—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newport and Mifflintown, both in 
the State of Pennsylvania, against parcels-post legislation—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Charles E. Mader, 
Nathaniel S. Agnew, and Samuel Brair—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Boise Commercial Club, of 
Idaho, favoring the work of the United States Reclamation 
Service—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Forest M. Lentz, 
George Steele, Jerome O. Lillibridge, Charles McCallister, and 
Perris Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Big Bend American Veteran 
Association, favoring additional pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Henry, Spring Valley, Chillicothe, 
Wyoming, Toulon, Tiskilwa, Mackinaw, Depue, Morton, Wash- 
ington, Wenona, and Wyanet, all in the State of Illinois, against 
parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Cummings and Rodney P. Drury—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Buchanan, Mich., 
against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance in District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, against 
legislation in favor of parcels post—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert L. Hester—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of committee of Episcopal Emanuel 
Church et al., of Woodstock, Va., for an appropriation of $10,000 
for a monument in memory of Gen. Peter Gabriel Muhlenburg— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, pro- 
testing against legislation in reference to the observance of 
Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Seott Post, No. 37, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Blue Springs, against acceptance of 
the Lee statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of members of D. S. Crawford Post, No. 197, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, favor- 
ing the “National Tribune bill”—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bills for 
relief of Hiram Gray and William G. Mitzel—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
bills for relief of Henry C. Shepherd and John E. Davis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of Julia F. Fufford—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizens of 
Washington, protesting against legislation in reference to the 
observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Fred M. Kimball 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of board of supervisors of San 
Francisco, for appropriation of $400,000 for improvement of 
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San Joaquin and Sacramento rivers, California—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition. of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association, 
favoring appropriation for a United States exhibit at the Italian 
International Exposition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of A. Carlson and 23 others, of San Francisco, 
against enactment of legislation in reference to the observance 
of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of United Labor Con- 
gress of Mahoning County, Ohio, asking investigation of con- 
ditions in Pressed Steel Corporation Plant at McKees Rocks, 
Pa., and the United States Steel Corporation, and American 
Tin Plate Company—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Garnsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
Berkeley, Cal., urging an appropriation of $400,000 for improve- 
ment of the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers in California— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph A. 
Blane and George West—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lucy A. Weaver 
(H. R. 18197)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John M. Slate 
(H. R. 13195)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
H. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Dwight F. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Katie P. Bretow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William H. Furber (H. R. 9935), Moses H. Davis (H. R. 
8045), John S. Ellis (H. R. 9097), Jesse Johnson (H. R. 9998), 
Wiliam H. H. Rose (H. R. 9245), David ©. Hardy (H. R. 
8060), Sidney Rinck (H. R. 8167), Avery H. Baucom (H. R. 
9931), and Florenz Arnold (H. R. 8063)—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Monroe Pettigrew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ed- 
ward P. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: Petitions of Alta B. Harvey and others, of 
Marion, and James Osenbaugh and others, of Hartford City, 
all in the State of Indiana, protesting against passage of bill 
in reference to proper observance of Sunday in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REEDER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel P. Beck (H. R. 14392)—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary P. Morris, heir of Benjamin Snodgrass—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sophronia Huff, 
heir of Marchus Cheatam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of Spiegel Post, No. 208, Grand 
Army of the Republic, indorsing the McElroy pension bill, as 
outlined in National Tribune—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Memorial for appointment of com- 
mittee to investigate offices of surveyor of customs and assistant 
treasurer of the United States at St. Louis—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Also, petitions of Albert Kinworthy and 14 others, and Katie 
Kintner and 25 others, protesting against legislation in refer- 
ence to ohservance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. SCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam W. Chambers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of board of public 
works of city of Mobile, for an appropriation to deepen the har- 
bor channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Garfield 
County, against Sunday and religious legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of soldiers and others of 
the Twenty-fifth Congressional District of Illinois, favoring the 
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amendment to the acts of June 27, 1890, and April 19, 1908, and 
other acts relating to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of citizens of the Thirty-sev- 
enth Congressional District of New York, against Senate bill 
404, Sabbath observance in District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, favoring Senate bill 1968, to promote efficiency of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Seryice—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of voters of the Sixth Congres- 
sional District of Wisconsin, against the removal of 10 per cent 
tax on oleo—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Eliezer P. Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wepnespay, December 15, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported the bill (H. R. 15384) making appropriations for the 
support of the army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying report, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CARLIN to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
adoption of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 179. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McCALL. I also ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of an additional resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 178. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done as may be necessary in the transaction 
of its business, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. Under section 4 of Rule XXVI, this being 
calendar Wednesday, the Chair directs the call of committees. 


REPORTS OF ACCIDENTS BY COMMON CARRIERS. 


Mr. MANN (when the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up House 
bill 3649. 

The SPEAKER. On what calendar? 

Mr. MANN. On the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3649) requiring common carriers engaged in interstate 
and foreign commerce to make full reports of all accidents to the 


Interstate Commerce Commission, and authorizing investigations 

thereof by said commission. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the general manager, 
superintendent, or other proper officer of every common carrier en 
in interstate or foreign commerce by ‘oad to make to the Inte- 
state Commerce Commission, at its office in Washington, D. C., a 


monthly report, under oath, of all collisions, derailments, or other 
accidents resulting in injury to person or property, which. report shall 


state the nature and causes thereof and the circumstances connected 


from the ery oe repo: 
erating re) 

SEC. 2. t any common carrier failing to make such report within 
thirty days after the end of month shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof by a court of competent 
jurisdiction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $100 for each 
and every offense and for every day during which it shall fail to make 
such report after the time herein specified for making the same. 

Sec. 3. That the Interstate Commerce Commission shall have author- 
ity to investigate all collisions, derailments, or other accidents result- 
ing in serious injury to person or property occurring on the line of an 
common carrier engaged in interstate or fore commerce by railroa 
The co ion, or any person thereunto authorized by said commis- 
sion, shall have authority to inves te such collisions, derailments, 
or other accidents aforesaid, and all the attending facts, conditions, 
and ci stances, and for that purpose may subpena witnesses, ad- 
minister oaths, take testimony, and require the production of books, 
ide d orders, memoranda, exhibits, and other 1 and be pro- 
vided by said carriers with all reasonable facilities. d commission 
shall make reports of such investigations, stating the cause of accident 
and the responsibility therefor, together with such recommendations as 
it deems a ony Such reports shall be made public in such manner as 
the commission deems Lor tat 

Sec. 4. That neither said report nor any — pad of said investigation, 
nor any part thereof, shall be admitted as evidence or used for any pur- 
pose in any suit or action for damages growing out of any matter 
mentioned said rt or investigation. 

Sec. 5. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized to 
prescribe for such common carriers a method and form for making the 
reports hereinbefore provided. 

Sec.6. That the act entitled “An act requiring common carriers 
enga; in interstate commerce to make full reports of all accidents to 
pe eee Commerce Commission,” approved March 3, 1901, is 

ereby repealed. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

With amendments, which were read, as follows: 

Insert between the words “and” and “be,” in line 22, section 3, 

2, the word “ shall.” 
mend by adding a new section, to be known as section 7, as 


follows: 

“Sxc. 7. That the term ‘interstate commerce,’ as used in this act, 
shall include rtation from any State or Territory or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to any other State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, and the term ‘foreign commerce,’ as used in this act, shall 
include transportation from any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia to any fo country and from any 10 country to any 
Amend by striting ou, in line 17, Page 8, the figure “T" and insert 
ing in lieu thereof the figure “8.” 5 > 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Esch] such time as he may require. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gen- 
tleman to yield to me to make a parliamentary inguiry? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
when it is time to offer an amendment to one section of the 
bill. I did not want to interrupt the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair at any time that the 
gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the time under the rules under which 
we are now operating controlled as formerly on the call of 
committees by the Member calling up the bill, or how is the 
time divided under the present rule? 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair supposes it would follow 
the practice, unvarying from the beginning, so far as the Chair 
is informed; certainly so far as the Chair has knowledge, 
Members of the committee are first recognized, and each would 
control an hour. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, sections 1 and 2 of this bill are 
practically a reenactment of the act of March 2, 1901, requir- 
ing common carriers to make certain reports of accidents to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. In section 20 of the 
Hepburn Act a provision was inserted requiring common car- 
riers to make annual reports of all accidents occurring upon 
their lines. That resulted in a duplication of the work and a 
duplication of the reports. This bill, which requires only 
these monthly reports to be made, covers all collisions, de- 
railments, and other accidents causing injury to person or 
property. It seems to me there can be no objection to this 
recodification of the act of 1901. Section 3 is new legislation, 
in that it gives the Interstate Commerce Commission the power 
to investigate railroad accidents resulting in serious injury 
to person or property. 

This legislation has been repeatedly recommended to Con- 
gress by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and also meets 
with the approval of the state railroad commissioners. To 
justify this legislation now needs only an examination of the 
quarterly bulletins of accidents given out by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. ‘This examination will disclose that 
many accidents—and some of them the most serious—are re- 
ported to the commission with cause either “ undiscovered” or 
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“unexplained.” ‘The last quarterly bulletin for the year 1909 
discloses the fact that of the 22 derailments which were re- 
ported to the commission, 7 were reported as “ unexplained ;” 
and in these 7 unexplained accidents 5 persons were killed and 
65 injured. There are many accidents reported as “ unex- 
plained,” which, if investigated by some reliable and unpreju- 
diced authority, would result in determining the cause; and 
the cause being known, and the facts made known, would result 
in there being no repetition of a like accident for a similar 
cause. i 

There are reports coming to the commission almost monthly 
wherein an accident is attributed to some breach of some rule 
of the road, or due to some error in transmission of orders or 
dispatches, or to some discrepancy in the time kept by the 
watches of men engaged in the operation of trains, and an in- 
finitude of other causes. 

Now, then, if an unprejudiced body like the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission could investigate these causes, such investi- 
gation would result in determining wherein there was negli- 
gence or want of proper administration or control. The pub- 
licity of such negligence or want of administration or control 
would make common carriers more careful in the preparation of 
their rules and in the regulation of their employees. 

As I stated in the beginning, sections 1 and 2 are merely a 
recodification, and section 3 and subsequent paragraphs merely 
give the power to investigate. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. According to this bill, as I read it, there is 
nothing which requires a recapitulation of the number of acci- 
dents which may occur in the annual report? 

Mr. ESCH. ‘That would be done under the monthly reports 
and would be a part of the annual report of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, so that the recapitulation would be 
made, 

Mr. MADDEN. The railroad companies are distinctly ex- 
empt from making annual feports of their accidents, according 
to this bill. 

Mr. ESCH. Yes; because they make monthly reports. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there anybody required to make tabula- 
tions of the accidents that occur during the whole year, to be 
published in the annual report? 

Mr. ESCH. That would be contained in the annual report 
of the commission. 

Mr. MADDEN. It could be, if they were willing to do it; 
but is there anything in the bill requiring them to do it? 

Mr. ESCH. I do not think it is necessary to have anything 
requiring that, because the monthly reports will be recapitu- 
lated by the commission. I do not think there will be any 
trouble about getting the annual report. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to inquire whether or not 
the provision in the first section of the bill would not relieve 
the railroad companies from making annual reports of the 
amount of money that they have paid out on account of these 
damage suits? 

Mr. ESCH. I did not quite get the purport of the question. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will not this provision at the 
end of the first section permit the railroad companies to refuse 
to make reports of operating expenses; that is, to leave out 
the amount that they have been forced to pay in damages in 
these railroad suits? 

Mr. ESCH. I do not think it will affect that. They make 
their financial and operative reports under section 20 of the 
Hepburn Act. They make those reports now. We do not re- 
lieve them from that responsibility. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, It says: 

Provided, That hereafter all said carriers shall be relieved from the 
duty of on ae accidents in their annual financial and operating 
reports to the commission. TSS 

Mr, ESCH. That is the provision of section 20 of the Hep- 
burn Act, and we want to relieve them from making, in that 
annual financial and operating report, a report of accidents. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it is very essential that 
they make that report, stating the amount of money that they 
have paid out in these damage suits; and if they are relieved 
from that, it will be a decided advantage to the railroads. 

Mr. ESCH. There is no provision of law now requiring rail- 
roads to give information of that character to the Government, 
except it be contained in the item of operating expenses. There 
is a provision, however, requiring them to give the amount of 
their financial loss and loss of property caused by accidents. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How would it be possible for a 
railroad company to make a correct statement of operating 
expenses unless they took into consideration the amount they 
paid out in these damage suits? 

Mr. ESCH. I suppose the commission would have that 
port under section 20, but the matter has no concern with this 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But the fear I have is that this 
es will permit them to escape making that financial 
repo: 

Mr. ESCH. I do not share with the gentleman that fear. 

Mr. MANN. It is only to relieve them from making duplicate 
reports of accidents, which never have agreed. They are still 
required to make a very complete financial report and a very 
complete operating report, but the law as it is now provides for 
annual reports of accidents covering one set of things. It 
provides for monthly reports of accidents covering another set 
of things, some of which are duplicated, but are not precisely 
the same. The reports are confusing. The monthly and an- 
nual reports neyer agree, because they do not cover the same 
purposes, and the whole purpose of this section is to pro- 
vide for one set of reports which shall cover everything. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I agree with the gentleman that 
the monthly reports should be substituted for the annual re- 
port. My fear, however, is that in making this annual report 
the financial report may be omitted; that they may not be re- 
quired under this provision to make a financial report as to the 
amount of damages assessed against them. 

Mr. MANN. The financial report is made in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
and if the gentleman were one of the officers of a railroad com- 
pany, he would have no fear of that kind, because the regula- 
tions prescribe the most minute details in reference both to 
the financial and the operating affairs of the road. 

Mr. Speaker, I will now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have no objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill. It is an effort to get more fre- 
quent reports from carriers engaged in interstate traflic of the 
accidents that occur, the causes of the accidents, so that we 
may learn these causes, and thereby prevent future accidents if 
possible. Congress may provide, as it has in the past and as 
it is proposed to do in the bill which will follow, for safety 
appliances and all those things which the genius of men have 
invented for the purpose of protecting life and property on 
the great highways for the traveling public. 

But I want to call attention to a section or two in the bill, 
one of which I think ought to be amended in the interest of the 
people of the country. I refer to section 4. Section 3 provides: 

That such reports shall be published in such manner as the commis- 
sion deems proper. 

Now, I can see very well why that report should not be made 
public in order to invite people to bring suits against the rail- 
roads for injuries that grow out of the accidents that are re- 
ported. 

But the next section provides: 

Sec. 4. That neither said report nor any report of said investigation 
nor any part thereof shall be admitted as evidence or used for any pur- 
pose in any suit or action for damages 
mentioned in said report or investigation. 

I consented for that section to remain as it is because I was 
met with the statement, when it was suggested that it ought 
to be stricken out, that to allow the report to be used in the 
courts either for or against the railroads or admit it to be used 
as an admission against a litigant’s interest, as ordinarily used 
against the railroad, would hamper the officers of railroads 
in freely making reports, and might prevent such a report 
from the officers of the railroad as to truth and the real facts 
concerning the occurrence of the accident. 

I do not know whether that is true or not. This bill puts 
upon the president, the general manager, the superintendent, 
and other proper officers the duty of making the report—a 
truthful report—of how the accident reported upon occurred. 
Now, I do not believe it to be true that these gentlemen occu- 
pying these high positions in the management and control of a 
railroad—the superintendent, the general manager, or other 
proper officer would falsify in a report of the accident in order 
to protect the road from a suit for damages for injuries sus- 
tained by the accident. 

It is charged sometimes that the witnesses do not exactly 
state truly what occurred in these accidents. I do not believe 
it. I have had some experience in trying cases against rail- 
roads, and we generally get the truth; but whatever the truth 
is, whether in favor of the railroad or against the railroad as 
to the occurrence of these accidents, whenever a party is forced 
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into court to try a case for damages growing out of the acci- 
dent he ought to be entitled to have that evidence contained in 
the report, certainly for information if nothing more. 

Now, why? Because the railroad is peculiarly in possession 
of the facts of the accident. A traveler who is injured by an 
accident, or, if killed, his family, must go to the employees of 
the railroad to find out about the facts. Now, if the railroad 
officers after investigation make a report to a commission 
or a body created by this Government for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the truth, a traveler injured in that accident ought to 
be permitted to go to that commission to find out the truth 
in regard to the matter, so as to assert his rights in the court; 
especially when those facts are officially reported under a public 
statute. 

I have prepared an amendment looking to the correction of 
ne 7877 which I think exists by not having such a provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a question 
at that point? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What does the gentleman think of this 
proposition: When the Interstate Commerce Commission has 
subpœnaed winesses on the part of the railroad as to the oc- 
currences of the accident, whether or not, under section 4, it 
seeks to furnish immunity to the railroads? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not think that would fur- 
nish immunity. You do not indict the railroad for crime. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. But suppose the Interstate Commerce 
Commission subpænas witnesses, and the testimony which has 
been taken is made a part of their report, does not the gentle- 
man think that would furnish immunity on the part of the rail- 
road company in the event a suit was brought in court upon 
the facts? 

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not think that would fur- 
nish immunity, because this bill does not provide that they 
shall report the evidence taken by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, but it is a report of an officer of the railroad, and 
of itself it would be an admission. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order 
to correct what I think is a defect in this bill, I offer this 
amendment. 

The English railroad commission has the right to have inves- 
tigated and reported to it the causes of these accidents, and 
the English law permits the use of these reports by the litigants 
who sue the railroad companies for the injuries growing out of 
such accidents. I therefore offer that amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I did not yield the floor to the 
gentleman for the purpose of offering an amendment, although 
I would be glad to do so if I would not lose the floor by so 
doing. I would be willing to do this—to let the gentleman take 
the floor in his own right for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment, and then to allow me to resume the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, Certainly; I have no objeetion 
to that. 

Mr. MANN. 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
balance of his time, and he has forty-one minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I occupy the floor 
only for the purpose of offering that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 
man from Georgia takes the floor in his own right? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. I offer the following 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding in line 11, page 3, after the word“ investigation: 

But the said commission shall furnish to any party having a claim 
against any common carrier making such reports, growing out of such 
accidents reported, a copy of such report upon his paying the cost of 
making such reports.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I think that 
amendment ought to be adopted. I do not know whether this is 
the proper time to call for a yote on it or not. I think it should 
be adopted for the reason I have stated, that sometimes it is 
the only place where you can secure information with reference 
to these accidents. The railroad has the law in its own power. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask for a vote on his 
amendment at this time? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I desire to yield now to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NICcHoLLs] for a question. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman what he understands by section 4, wherein it 
says that neither said report nor any report of said investigation, 
and so forth, shall be admitted as evidence. Does he interpret 
that section to mean that the said report mentioned there is 
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the report of the railroad officer or the report of the conimis- 
sion upon its investigation or other investigation that may be 
made? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, as I construe it, 
I will say—and I think the committee intended to so mean, and 
I think it does mean—that it means the report made by the rail- 
road to the commission. That is what I understand. I think 
I am correct in that statement. I now call for a vote on that 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois the Chair un- 
derstood to reserve his time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And, Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time also, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take the floor, then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment will not be 
agreed to. The proposition before the House is the matter of 
obtaining information in regard to railroad accidents for the 
purpose of avoiding accidents, and not for the purpose of help- 
ing personal injury claimants who may have lawsuits pending. 
It is not the duty or the province of Congress to provide either 
for or against the railroad or the claimant in a personal injury 
case, but what we want to have in this bill and in the next 
bill which our committee hopes to call up are provisions under 
which we may avoid railway accidents. We want to get the 
railways to furnish freely the information in regard to the 
accidents, and to give to the commission power to investigate 
the accidents. If the evidence taken under such circumstances 
or the reports made under such circumstances are to be ad- 
mitted as evidence, we all know that we will not obtain the 
same degree of faithful proof and reports which we would 
otherwise. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This amendment of mine does 
not seek to use it as evidence. It simply seeks to procure the 
information for the benefit of those who may be interested. 
It does not give it the effect of having it used as evidence. It 
could not, as it now remains in the bill with the amendment 
adopted, be used as evidence. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is true that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman does not of itself permit the report to 
be used as evidence. It is also true that it would permit the 
information obtained in that way to be given out, and would 
thereby prevent the people compiling it from giving the fulf 
information. It is also true that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia, if adopted, accompanied by the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from Tennessee will offer, will make 
this bill not in the interest of preventing railway accidents, 
but solely in the interest of obtaining damages in behalf of 
claimants against railways, and thereby prevent the very thing 
we seek to accomplish—safe railway travel. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, is this to be a secret inves- 
tigation? 

Mr. MANN. That would depend upon the commission. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But if it is not to be a secret investiga- 
tion will not the railroads in every instance have a copy of the 
proceedings made by themselves? 

Mr. MANN. They might have a copy of the testimony that 
was orally given made by themselves, anybody can do that, but 
the commission certainly has not, where it has been authorized 
to do that, confined itself to oral testimony. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would it not be proper to permit the 
plaintiffs in these actions to obtain copies from the commission 
of the oral testimony which the railroads can so easily obtain 
during the course of the proceedings? 

Mr. MANN. They have the same power that the railroads 
have. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But not the same means. 

Mr. MANN. If they had the gentleman from New York as 
attorney, I am suré they would exercise all the care and dili- 
gence that anybody else would. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman understands . most 
of the plaintiffs in these actions are very much handicapped 
by the lack of means, and it is impossible for them to take the 
same precautions that the railroad company always does. If 
the purpose of this amendment is merely to permit a copy of 
the oral testimony to be obtained, it seems to me there can be 
no danger of the result happening which the gentleman ap- 
prehends. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 
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On a division (demanded by Mr. Barrier? of Georgia), there 
were—ayes 82, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims] ten minutes. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois gave 
notice that I would offer an amendment and indicated the 
character of it and discussed it to such an extent that it will 
not be necessary, I think, to discuss it at any great length; con- 
sequently I take the floor for only ten minutes. The first 
amendment I desire to offer is to strike out all of section 4 
and the second amendment will be to strike out all of section 8. 
Section 8, of course, has no effect upon the bill; it provides that 
this act shall take effect from and after its passage. ‘This act 
will take effect from and after its passage without this sec- 
tion, and I see no use of including that section in the bill, as it 
is mere surplusage. But section 4 provides— 


ar neither said report nor any report of said investigation nor any 
5 shall be admitted os — or used for 


Mensa or action for damages growing out of any matter AALEN 
d report or investigation. 

are Speaker, I think that section ought to be stricken out, 
because if the railroads do make a report to the commission 
I take it that they report the truth, and they report no more of 
it than necessary to comply with the law, and that they, like 
everybody else, corporation or private individual, should not be 
rendered immune for telling the simple truth in their own way 
about their own affairs, that they know better about than any- 
body else. I do not think it is necessary to have this section in 
order that they may tell the truth. The intimation of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is, we would not get the truth without this 
section. I think that is an assumption and that the railroad 
companies reporting under this act will tell the truth, and that 
they will tell it in such a light as to bear lightest upon their 
own liability; therefore, I do not see why they should be exempt 
from liability. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr, SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if he does not think the report referred to in section 4 is 
the report made by the commission itself, as required in section 
3, and whether he thinks it would be right to substitute the 
report of the Interstate Commerce Commission for the finding 
of a court and jury in such cases, 

Mr. SIMS. It says: 

Nor eny part — var ate be admitted as spaa. Gdi go 1 — — 

S or action for 
A Grail tot oc teagan a 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is a report, not made by the company, 
but the report made by the Interstate rece Commission 
locating the responsibility for the accident. 

Mr. SIMS. It says that “neither said report nor any report 
of the investigation,” which of course covers the report made 
by the railroad company itself. 

Mr. OLMSTED. But if you strike out the whole section you 
strike out the provision which prevents the report of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission from being made public or used 
as evidence. You would permit that to be made? 

Mr. SIMS. As a matter of course, Make it all public. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That would substitute the finding of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—its declaration of responsi- 
bility—for the finding of a court and jury in a damage case. 

Mr. SIMS. The investigation only seeks to avoid any of these 
proceedings being used as evidence in any suit to make the 
parties, on account of whom the report is made, liable. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] a question as to the 
words “nor any part thereof” in section 4. Suppose, as a 
part of their report, the Interstate Commerce, Commission 
should file a shorthand record of the testimony taken before it 
and make this record of testimony a part of their report, would 
these words in section 4 prohibit any use ef or reference to this 
testimony in a court? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am not sure that it would. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is an important question. 
A railroad employee or a passenger might make a very impor- 
tant statement before the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
That commission might report that statement as having been 
taken before it under oath. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is true. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And that witness, for a money 
inducement, or some other inducement, or perhaps from lapse 
FFV ently change his 

estimony. 


Mr. OLMSTED. That is true. The report I referred to was 
the report made by the commission stating its conclusion as to 
the responsibility for the accident. I do not think the report of 
the commission ought to be evidence. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What I am getting at is 
whether the words “nor any part thereof” would exclude from 
a trial any reference to or use of the testimony taken before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not unless the testimony was made part 
of the report. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It might very properly be and 
should ordinarily be made a part of the report and filed as an 
exhibit with it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think they would report merely their 
conclusions. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That ought not to be excluded. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It would not prevent the calling of any 
witness, and ought not to prevent the calling of any witness to 
testify in court in any proceeding. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose for any reason a wit- 
ness on the trial should materially change his testimony from 
that given by him during the investigation by the commission. 
The development of the fact that the witness was contradicting 
his own first statement might be very important in any litiga- 
tion growing out of the accident, either for or against the rail- 
road company—it is immaterial which—and the use of or refer- 
een 5 the record of his first statement ought not to be pro- 

Mr. OLMSTED. Either party might be there and hear that 
testimony and have a stenographic report made. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. A person might be so seriously 
injured that he could not be present, and the exclusion of the 
testimony of some other person might work a very great injury 
either to the railroad company or the plaintiff. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My friend, as a lawyer, will agree, probably, 
that the ex parte statement of a witness when both parties are 
not present ought not to be admitted in evidence in any court. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Testimony as to a prior and 
different statement of a witness is admitted very frequently. 
Suppose the witness says to me that he saw such and such a 
thing happen, and that when he makes this statement to me 
there is present nobody interested in the suit. I do not know 
either party litigant; but on the hearing I am called as a dis- 
interested witness to testify as to the statement which the wit- 
a made to me. For impeachment purposes this is done every 

y. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Your statement would not be admitted in 
evidence unless the person who spoke to you was one of the 
parties to the litigation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is done for impeachment 
purposes right along, to impeach any witness, whether a party 
to the litigation or not. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no doubt he could ask the witness 
any question he chose, to show that he had formerly given 
contrary t „but the report of the commission could not 
be used as testimony, and should not be admissible in evidence 
for or against anybody. 

Mr. SIMS. My time is nearly out. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, my colleague, a question. Does my colleague 
think it would be competent for Congress to prescribe the rules 
of evidence applicable in state courts? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; and I do not think we ought to at- 
tempt it. 

Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman from Tennessee five 
minutes more. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not contend that the report 
of the commission would be conclusive evidence of the liability 
of a railroad company; but the report, no doubt, would be 
based upon evidence taken by the commission; and I do not 
think because this evidence has been given, and given under 
oath and given by parties in their own interest, that the evi- 
dence should not be permitted to be used in any suit, subject, 
of course, to such objections as competency, relevancy, and 
other legal objections as may be made in any court trying 
a case. What I am trying to prevent is giving an immunity 
bath to corporations making this report. I do not think we 
ought to do that. I do not think that the corporations should 
be exempt from liability for admissions they make in these 
cases. Of course the general public are interested in a general 
way and the parties involved are interested in a direct way. 
Why should it be competent by these reports to affect the 
railroads and all the people in their entirety and yet be ex- 
cluded on a trial based upon these facts upon which the court is 
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I do not think we ought 
to include this section in the legislation. 

Now as to section 8, it amounts to but little. 
that Congress does not know that a law takes effect immedi- |: 
ately after its passage without specifically providing it in the 
law itself. I do not think we ought to legislate in such a man- 
ner as to indicate that we do not know the effect of the laws we 


asked to act on suit by an individual? 


It presumes 


make. We should not proceed on the assumption that a bill 
does not become law immediately after its passage unless it so 
specifies. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. SIMS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman as a lawyer is in- 
sisting on striking out section 4, which permits these reports to 
be used in evidence in subsequent proceedings in a court; that 
is the substance of your amendment, is it not? 

Mr. SIMS. It is to strike out section 4. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. Does not the gentleman believe 
the railroad officials and others who appeared before the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in their own interests ought to 
be bound by admissions which they make under oath in that 
investigation? 

Mr. SIMS. I suppose so. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then, I want to follow this up by 
the inquiry: Does not the gentleman believe that in any court 
proceeding subsequently that, as to a witness who has testified 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission, it ought to be per- 
missible to ask him if in that investigation before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission he did not testify to a certain 
state of facts, and, if the witness denies it, ought not this oral 
testimony to be admitted for the purpose of impeachment of 
the witness? 

Mr. SIMS. I think that that is inevitably so. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, if the gentleman strikes out 
this section, does not the gentleman deny that right to the 
party who should happen to be aggrieved and brought suit 
against the railroad company? 

Mr. SIMS. I think striking out the section leaves it so that 
it can be done. Without it, it can not be done. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The section says it shall not be 
used in evidence. 

Mr. SIMS. I strike it out, so that it may be used in evi- 
dence by either of the parties. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then I have misconstrued it en- 
tirely. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor in my own right 
simply to offer an amendment. I move to strike out 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to offer an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; two amendments. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time, in order that 
the gentleman may take the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has had fifteen minutes of 
time. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; that was the time of the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; it was the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois. Now, without passing on the consideration of 
this amendment or this bill, the Chair is of the opinion that the 
gentleman can only offer an amendment when he has the floor 
in his own right or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SIMS. I am asking it. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. Now, if the gentleman, hav- 
ing had fifteen minutes’ time yielded to him, should then take 
the floor in his own right, it would be within his power to take 
an hour and a quarter of the time of the House without any 
other Member having an opportunity for recognition. There- 
fore, the Chair, looking to the future, thinks the gentleman 
should have unanimous consent, or that an opportunity should 
be given to some other Member, if there is some other Member 
upon the committee to have a prior recognition, The. Chair 
only desires to avoid making a precedent that might restrict 
the power of recognition according to the rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Tennessee have leave to offer the two amend- 
ments which he has indicated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all of section 
4, on page 3 of the bill, and ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3 strike out all of section 4, 
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The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Sms) there were—ayes 70, noes 115. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all of 
section 8. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4 strike out all of section 7, proposed to be renumbered to 
read section 8, the matter proposed to be stricken out being the fol- 


lo z 
at this action take effect from and after its passage.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the amendment is 
important or that the question is important. It is true, how- 
ever, that in a large number of States in the Union an act does 
not take effect upon its passage, but at some future time; and 
for that reason it is quite general in Congress to insert the 
provision that an act of Congress shall take effect upon its 
passage. If that provision were not in the act, it would still 
take effect at the same time. It can do no harm. And while 
I appreciate the courtesy of the gentleman from Tennessee in 
attempting, at this late hour, after twelve years of experience 
in Congress, to instruct us upon the form of our bills, still I 
am inclined to think that he will find much more important 
things for the consideration of his gray matter. I ask for a 
vote and reserve my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is the gentleman from Illinois asking for a vote on the 
bill or on this amendment? 

Mr. MANN. On the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-six minutes’ 
time remaining. 

Mr. MANN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Kerrer]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 
does that, I should like to ask him one question. That is, What 
is the use of cluttering up this bill with section 7? That sec- 
5 simply states propositions which every man on earth knows 

0 S0. 

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to agree again with the gentleman 
from Missouri that “interstate” and “foreign commerce” are 
terms which have been defined, and which a court would under- 
stand. On the contrary, there has been no bill of importance 
passed in recent years in Congress, covering the subject of inter- 
state and foreign commerce, without describing what interstate 
and foreign commerce are. In this case we define the term 
instead of describing it, as is usual, because this is much shorter 
and more effective. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you think it necessary to put 
that section into every bill that treats of interstate and foreign 
commerce? 

Mr. MANN. So far we have put it into every bill, not as a 
definition, but as describing transportation from a State to a 
State, and so forth, just as the gentleman will find it in the 
Hepburn rate bill, the interstate-commerce law, and as he will 
undoubtedly find it in the bill which will be reported during 
the session to amend the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask my 
colleague a question with reference to section 4. In order to 
make the point clear I will read the first two lines of it: 

neither said report 
ae nes a ae wor ‘etre any report of said investigation or any 

Is it not true that the report would not be evidence anyhow? 
A report is a conclusion, and a conclusion is never evidence of 
the facts upon which the conclusion rests—the facts which would 
be evidence. Is it not the intention here to say in this section 
that no part of the evidence upon which the report is based 
shall be used as evidence in any other proceeding? Because as 
the law stands now the report itself could not be evidence, and 
it is unnecessary to repeat that in this law. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman that this is not a 
new provision in the law. It has been in the law for many 
years, and has been construed by the courts contrary to the 
opinion of the gentleman, if I understand his opinion. Under 
this provision and under existing law the report that is made 
can not be used in evidence. 

Of course anyone who had knowledge of the facts or of tes- 
timony which is in the report or statements made in the report 
may cross-examine in reference to this matter. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Under this section, might not the 
evidence be used as the proyision stands in section 4, and is it 
not true that unless it is specifically provided in the statute that 
the report may be used as evidence, it could not be so used? 
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Otherwise it could not be, because conclusions can not be used 
as testimony, ordinarily. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman wants my first impression as 
a lawyer, although I do not profess to be a very good one, I. 
should think the report could be used; but, as I say, it is in 
existing law for the purpose of declaring both to railroads and 
to the people who testify in regard to accidents that they are 
free to tell the truth in reference to the accident, so that we 
may obtain information which will aid us in preventing future 
accidents. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. A report of a coroner’s jury may 
be offered in evidence, but that is because a statute so provides. 
This report might be made evidence by statute, but this sec- 
tion does not so provide. 

Mr. MANN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIFFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose 
of opposing this report or the general objects sought to be 
reached by the bill. I am in full sympathy with it. There are 
some criticisms which might be made on the bill that would 
not be very substantial ones. 

It is probably immaterial whether we leave in section 4 of 
the bill that which seeks to prohibit the federal and state courts 
from using the report as to injuries or accidents to persons 
required to be made by the terms of the bill if it becomes a law. 
I do not think that will protect the corporation if it is continued 
in the bill, because an astute lawyer would understand the re- 
port which is made by the corporation, and if desired he will 
have the testimony at hand to prove what the report contains, 
and it will make no difference what the law provides as to its 
not being used as evidence. I do not believe either, Mr. Speaker, 
that a law of Congress can fix the rules of evidence to govern 
in the state courts. But that is not the object I rose to call 
attention to. 

This bill as drawn, in the first section thereof, is subject to 
the same constitutional objection that I made in the Fifty-ninth 
Congress to the employers’ liability bill. That particular ob- 
jection was hooted at on the floor of the House. I believe I was 
about the only person in that Congress who spoke and voted 
against the bill, because I believed it was unconstitutional. For 
that reason and some others the Supreme Court of the United 
States held that the employers’ liability act passed in the 
Fifty-ninth Congress was unconstitutional. 

Again, the same objection I attempted to make in the way 
of criticism to an employers’ liability bill that passed this 
House and Congress in the early part of the Sixtieth Congress. 
I was severely scolded by members of the Judiciary Committee 
of this House and criticised by them and others for undertaking 
to make what was called by them a captious objection to it on 
constitutional grounds, as though the time had been reached 
in this country when it was improper to urge a constitutional 
objection to a proposed law. 

But after the bill passed this House, and unanimously passed 
the Senate, and went to the scrutiny of the then Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, and was submitted to the then Presi- 
dent of the United States and to the author of that bill, before 
the bill was signed by the President, they concluded that my 
objection to the employers’ liability bill was fatal; that it was 
unconstitutional; and they came back and appealed to that pro- 
cedure that has obtained but in two or three instances in the 
history of the Congress from its beginning to the present honr; 
and that is, by joint resolution of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, to direct the enrolling clerk to amend the bill 
in the enrolling room so that it would come back enrolled with 
an amendment, and then be signed as amended by the Speaker 
and the Vice-President before going to the President. They 
amended the bill in that way in accordance with the criticism 
that I had made; and I believe that bill will be held to be 
constitutional. 

This bill is subject to the same objection. The objection is 
that it undertakes to apply to all common carriers that are 
engaged in interstate and foreign commerce without restricting 
it in any part of the bill to the injuries that occur while the 
common carrier is engaged in interstate or foreign commerce. 
That was the objection that was made to the employers’ lia- 
bility bill. Railroad corporations are engaged in interstate 
commerce sometimes and sometimes not; and it was proposed 
to fix a rule that would apply as to the measure of damages 
when the corporation was not engaged in interstate commerce. 

Here it is proposed to require a railroad company that is 
sometimes engaged in interstate and foreign commerce to make 
reports of all the injuries that occur, including injuries that 
occur when they are not engaged in interstate and foreign com- 
merce. I would amend the bill in line 9, by inserting after the 
word “ property“ the words “while engaged in interstate and 


foreign commerce,” which would bring it within the rule and 
save it from the danger of being held unconstitutional. It will 
hardly be seriously contended that Congress has the constitu- 
tional right to require such reports as to injuries and accidents 
as this bill, if enacted into law, would require if they occurred 
wale the common carrier was engaged in intrastate commerce 
alone. 

I have been told that acts containing some such provision 
as this have been held constitutional. I do not know where 
it has been so held and I do not know whether tie question 
has been raised, but this is an important law and it ought to 
be made constitutional. It should be and can be made consti- 
tutional. It contains a section that makes it a crime for a 
corporation to fail to comply with the law and make the re- 
quired report—section 2. The bill ought to be carefully 
amended and be brought within the limits of the constitutional 
rule. Congress has the power to regulate interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and we have no doubt but what it may go 
to the extent of having reports made by corporations engaged 
in interstate and foreign commerce, relating to matters that 
occur while so engaged in interstate and foreign commerce. 
I have said all I desire to say, and I hope the bill will be put 
in such form that it may become a law and the law be consti- 
tutional. ' 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes 
his seat I would like to ask him whether, in his opinion, there 
would not be some difficulty as between the matter of collect- 
ing damages for accidents in a case where the accident to the 
employee did not occur while the corporation was engaged in 
interstate commerce, and the purpose of this bill is simply to 
make the interstate employer report upon all accidents that 
occur while so engaged. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think you can provide 
in this bill for a common carrier to do things that he may do 
while acting merely as an intrastate common carrier. That 
is for the States to regulate. We can deal with anything that 
relates to interstate and foreign commerce. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. But, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill 
evidently is to secure information as to the general operation of 
the road itself, and not in any way to restrict or extend the 
commerce, Therefore, the company is not liable, and yet it is 
important in the matter of conserving life that even informa- 
tion concerning accidents occurring not in interstate commerce 
be gathered, so that the full information concerning the opera- 
tion of the road may be at hand for Congress or for the people. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not see that that changes 
the Constitution of the United States, although it is a very 
specious argument. This bill proposes to require a railroad 
engaged as a common carrier in the matter of carrying com- 
merce wholly within a State, not interstate in character at all, 
to make reports as to accidents that have occurred while carry- 
ing commerce wholly within a State, and it is made a criminal 
offense to refuse to make the reports. This would not be regu- 
lating interstate or foreign commerce, and might cause the bill 
to be held wholly void—unconstitutional. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, one of the matters I desire 
to call to the attention of the House has already been dealt 
with by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], and so I shall 
not delay the House further than to restate it. I am inclined 
to agree with him that the law has been made unconstitutional 
by not limiting it to requiring a report of injuries occurring on 
trains engaged in interstate commerce. It has been limited 
simply to corporations engaged in interstate commerce, and it 
is made to apply to all injuries, whether those injuries occur 
with trains engaged in interstate commerce or not. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I also wanted to call attention to the defi- 
nition of the words “interstate commerce” and “foreign com- 
merece” in section 7. That section provides that the term 
“interstate commerce,” as used in the act, shall include trans- 
portation from any State or Territory or the District of Co- 
lumbia to any other State or Territory or the District of Co- 
lumbia. That would not embrace commerce between a State 
and the district of Alaska. Neither would it embrace commerces 
between a State or the District of Columbia, or the district 
of Alaska and Porto Rico, or the Philippines or the Hawaiian 
Islands. Neither would the term “ foreign commerce” embrace 
such commerce, because those places are not foreign territory. 
Now, in the consideration of the penal code this matter was 
thrashed out at great length, and we arrived at this definition 
as covering all of these conceivable cases, to wit: Foreign com- 
merce would be commerce between a place in a foreign country 
and a place within or subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
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States, and interstate commerce would be commerce between 
a place in any State, Territory, or district of the United States, 
or place noncontiguous to, but subject to the jurisdiction thereof, 
and a place in any other State, Territory, or district of the 
United States, or place noncontiguous to, but subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado rose. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? > 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman desire some time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
request for unanimous consent for two minutes’ time, in which 
to make a motion to amend this act by striking out the words 
“or used for any purpose,” in line 9, page 3, of the bill. 3 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes to ad- 
dress the House, but I shall not yield to the gentleman for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. Does the gentleman desire 
the time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will accept the time for that 
purpose, then, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. Then I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Although I should like very 
much to move the amendment to strike these words “or used 
for any purpose” out of line 9, page 3, the same being section 
4 of the bill. Now, these reports could only be used for two 
possible purposes, for purposes of evidence and for purposes of 
consultation for information. I do not believe there is a lawyer 
in this body who will say that any court of this country would 
admit a report of this nature as evidence in the trial of a cause. 
I think it is perfectly apparent to any lawyer that these re- 
ports would be irrelevant and inadmissible under the rules of 
evidence in the courts of this country. Now, the only other 


purpose for which these records or reports could be used would 


be for the purpose of information, and [ believe that this lan- 
guage is susceptible of a construction that will prevent access 
to these records or reports of these accidents, and it surely 
can not be the intention of Congress to lock this information 
up absolutely and make these reports wholly inaccessible for 
any purpose whatsoever. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker and Members, that the words “or used 
for any purpose” is the meat in the cocoanut of this section. I 
do not believe the railroad companies of this country care a 
farthing about the rest of this section. I believe they feel 
secure as far as the rest of this section is concerned, and that 
they know now that these reports are not available as evidence; 
and what they want is to completely prevent access to the 
records altogether, and they are more concerned in the words 
“or used for any other purpose” than they are in the entire 
section of the bill itself. For which reasons, if the bill is passed, 
I believe those words ought to be stricken from the section. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Eight minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrer]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the point made by 
the gentleman from Colorado is well taken. The law to-day 
sometimes requires an investigation by a coroner, sometimes of 
a coroner’s jury. There is no lawyer who would hold that the 
report of a coroner’s jury, which is simply the opinion of a lot 
of investigators, could be introduced as evidence. So these re- 
ports of the Interstate Commerce Commission are nothing more 
than the finding and opinion of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission upon certain facts, and of course it could not be intro- 
duced as evidence; therefore the first part of section 4 is un- 
necessary. The point to this section 4 is found in these words, 
“or used for any purpose,” in line 9, and these would prevent 
counsel in a litigation from having access to these records for 
the purpose of impeaching a witness either for or against the 
railroad. I have heard of a man in my district who is called 
an ambulance chaser.” Every time there is an accident on 
a railroad he is after the ambulance, and it is said that unless 
the witnesses are seen early there is no telling how some of 
them may testify. Now, after witnesses have been put upon 
record by the Interstate Commerce Commission, the record of 
what they say ought to be accessible for the purpose of im- 
peachment if they subsequently contradict their first testimony. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is strange what construction 
gentlemen—all of us—will put upon any case which happens to 
be new to us. If the two distinguished gentlemen who just ad- 
dressed the House knew that this had been law for nearly 
nine years : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do know it. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). And that during that time no one 
had ever made complaint that it worked a hardship, would 


the gentlemen have the same opinion as to the construction of 
the law? Now, what is the change which we have proposed in 
this section? The existing law provides, That the report nor 
any part thereof shall be admitted as evidence or used for any 
purpose” against such railroad. Weprovide that it shall not 
be used “‘for or against” the railroad. We propose by this 
section to place both sides of injury cases upon the same foot- 
ing. The existing law might perchance be used to permit the 
railroad company to use the report of testimony of claimants 
against them in damage suits. We propose that neither side 
shall use the testimony, and yet, with the law standing as it is, 
solely to prohibit the use of these reports against the railroad, 
no lawyer, no litigant, no claimant, no laborer upon the rail- 
road has ever made an objection to a single one, either to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin or the gentleman from Colorado or 
any other gentleman in this House or anywhere else, against 
the existing provisions of the law. 

The employees upon the railroad are more anxious to have 
this provision than anyone else, because they wish to be free 
when it comes to testifying before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and, when it comes to having that commission make 
reports, to be free from the danger of discharge because of 
their testimony, to the end that Congress by wise legislation 
may prevent, not damage suits, but the cost of damage suits 
from railway accidents. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments to the final passage, 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like the privilege of offering an 
amendment, by unanimous consent or otherwise, of the char- 
acter I suggested, if the gentleman will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. I am very sorry, but I am not willing to yield 
for that purpose. 

The previous question was ordered. 

9 SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend- 
men 

The Olerk read as follows: 


Insert between the words “and” and “be,” in line 22, section 3, 
page 2, the word “ shall.” 
end by adding a new section, to be known as section 7, as 


follows: 
“Sec. 7. That the term “interstate commerce,” used in this 
shall include tra or Terr Dis 


trict of Columbia to any other State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, and the term “ foreign commerce,” as in this act, shall 
include transportation from any State or Territory or the District of 
C try po gent any foreign coun to any 


Amend by striking out, in line 17, 3, the figure “7” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the figure “8.” 9 


The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded? [After a 
pause.] If not, the vote will be taken on the three amend- 
ments en gross. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments 
were agree to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Mann, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SAFETY OF EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS UPON RAILROADS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill (H. R. 
5702) on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5702) to supplement an act entitled “An act to promot 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads.” * sa 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of this act shall a to 
every common carrier and every vehicle subject to the act of Mech 2, 
1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and March 2, 1903, commonly known 
as the “safety-appliance acts.” 

1910, it shall be unlawful for an: 


Sec. 2. That on and after July 1 

common carrier sub to the provisions of this act to haul, or permit 
to be hauled or used, on its line any car Ts to the provisions of 
this act not equipped with appliances provided for in this act, to wit: 
All cars must be nipped with secure sill steps and efficient hand 
brakes; all cars requiring secure ladders and secure running boards shall 
be eq with such ladders and running beards, and all cars having 
ladders shall also be equipped with secure hand holds or grab irons on 
their roofs at the tops of such ladders. 

Sec. 3. That within six months from the passage of this act the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, after hearing, shall designate the 
number, dimensions, location, and manner of application of the appli- 
ances provided for by section 2 of this act and section 4 of the act of 
March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and shall give notice of such 
designation to all common carriers subject to the provisions of this act 
by such means as the commission may deem P and thereafter said 
number, location, dimensions, and manner of application as designated 
by said commission shall remain as the standards of equipment to be 
used on all cars subject to the provisions of this act, unless changed by 
an order of said Interstate Commerce Commission, to be made after 
full and for cause shown ; and failure to comply with any 
such requirement of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be sub- 
ject to a like as failure to comply with any requirement of this 
act: Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon 
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full hearing and for good cause, modify the requirements of this section 
or extend the riod within which any common carrier shall comply 
with the provisions of this section with respect to the —— of cars 
actually in service upon the date of the ge of this act. 

Sec. 4. That any common carricr subject to this act using, hauling, 
or permitting to be used or hauled on its line, any car subject to the 
1 of this act not equip as provided this act, shall be 
liable to a penalty of $100 for each and every such violation, to be re- 
covered as provided in section 6 of the act of March 2, 1893, as 
amended April 1, 1896. 

Sec. 5. That nothing in this act shall be held or construed to relieve 
any common carrier, the Interstate Commerce Commission, or any 
United States attorney from any of the provisions, pe duties, lia- 
bilities, or requirements of said act of ch 2, 1893, as amended by 
the acts of April 1, 1896, and March 2, 1903; and all of the provisions, 

wers, duties, requirements, and liabilities of said act of March 2, 

893, as amended by the acts of April 1, 1896, and March 2, 1903, 
shall apply, to this act. ' 

Sec. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to enforce the provisions of this act, and all powers hereto- 
fore granted to said commission are hereby extended to it for the pur- 
pose of the enforcement of this act. 


Also the following amendments: 


Amend in line 10, page 1, by striking out the word “ten” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “ eleven.” 

Amend in line 1, page 3, by striking out the words “ modify the re- 
quirements of this section or.” : 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Towxsxxo] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, the bill before the House is 
one similar to a bill which passed the Sixtieth Congress. It 
seems to me that the discussion at that time must be fresh 
in the minds of everyone, and, as I understand it now, those 
who were inclined to oppose it at that time have been convinced 
of the necessity of legislation of this kind. 

It is a fact that while the law of 1893 provided for certain 
grab irons and hand holds on cars, it did not provide for any 
uniformity of their attachment to the cars. The present law 
adds to the law of 1893, as amended in 1896 and again in 1903, 
by providing for safe sill steps and efficient hand brakes. It 
is a fact that while there has been an effort on the part of 
railroad organizations and master car-builders’ associations 
to arrive at some kind of uniformity in the equipment of cars 
with these appliances, up to date they have not been able to 
agree. It is a fact that almost every feight train on almost 
every road contains cars equipped in several ways, so that the 
brakeman, switchman, or other employees who have use for 
these appliances are not able to determine on a dark night or 
under unusual circumstances just where these attachments are. 
it is proposed by this bill to authorize the commission, after 
full hearing, having given all of the carriers and all of the 
railroad organizations an opportunity to be heard, to determine 
what is the best method for the equipment of cars. The only 
amendments to the bill are the ones changing the year, which, 
of course, ought to be later now, inasmuch as the bill last year 
did not pass. We have therefore substituted for 1910 the year 
1911, and we struck out the provision allowing the commission 
to alter these arrangements, and simply allowed them permis- 
sion to grant an extension of the time during which carriers could 
equip their cars with these various appliances as provided for 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen, that there can be no question about 
the necessity for this kind of legislation. - 

Mr. HAMMOND. May I ask a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
TowNSEND] yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ham- 
MOND]? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. With pleasure. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is it provided by this law that there shall 
be appliances of the same character or of the same make used 
by the various carriers? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. No, sir; it does not; it provides that 
there shall be safety appliances and that they shall be at- 
tached in a uniform manner. To illustrate this provision, the 
sill step will be one of like character as all others employed, 
attached at the same place on the car. 4 

Mr. HAMMOND. But not necessarily the same appliance, 

Mr. TOWNSEND. No, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. They might attempt, under this bill, to 
designate the particular kind of appliance to be used. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not think any such attempt 
made; I know it is not contemplated. . 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am sure it would not be contemplated. 
Now, is there any danger of it? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think not. It does not give the com- 
mission any power to determine the kind of appliance, but only 
to determine upon the method of attachment of these safety 
appliances. h 

As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, there seems to me there can 
be no question about the desirability of this legislation. 


will be 


He who is sufficiently interested to look over the report 
of railroad accidents will discover that the number is most 
appalling, due to the very defects which I have mentioned. I 
want to refer to the hand-brake proposition. For instance, 
there is a hand brake upon all of these cars, even if equipped 
with air brakes, to be used in cases of emergency. The testi- 
money before our committee was that in many cases when the 
brakeman attempted to use the hand brake he would find it 
out of order or else that the air brake worked in an opposite 
direction to that of the hand brake, and when the brakeman at- 
tempted to use it the attempt has cost him his life. This bill 
authorizes the commission to prescribe a uniform method for the 
operation of hand brakes. So the whole proposition is to compel 
safety appliances and their attachment in the same manner, so 
that all trains will be equipped just alike so far as every car is 
concerned. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman know whether there is 
a sufficient number of inspectors of cars provided for the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to enforce this and similar acts 
at the present time? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The provisions of law are sufficient. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Upon inquiry among railroad men, it seems 
to me that the inspections made upon the railroads, especially 
at the terminals and division stations, are not frequent enough 
to insure a proper enforcement of these laws. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The law is not deficient in that respect, 
because the law provides for a sufficient number of agents and 
experts to carry out the provisions of these laws. 

If I have any further time, I yield it back. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the.gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Escu] five minutes. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, as showing the necessity of legisla- 
tion which standardizes the equipment of common carriers, I 
had the Interstate Commerce Commission furnish me data of, 
the accidents occurring in 1908, arising out of defective hand 
holds, ladders, running boards, and so forth. The statistics 
furnished for that year are as follows: 


I have not the complete statistics for the fiscal year 1909, 
but from the accident bulletins which I have been able to ex- 
amine I have found in that year 365 trainmen and switchmen 
were injured and 1 killed by reason of falling from engines 
or cars, caused by defective hand holds and sill steps. 

These casualties can in large part be avoided by uniform ap- 
pliances; and the main purpose of this legislation is to bring 
about that uniformity. In these days, with large railroad sys- 
tems, cars cross the continent. Different roads have different 
regulations and rules governing their trainmen, switchmen, and 
brakemen in the operation of trains. If the appliances can be 
made similar on all cars, the rules governing brakemen can be 
made uniform, and thereby the accidents can be greatly les- 
sened. The railroads had at one time objected to this legisla- 
tion, on the ground that the recommendations of the Master Car- 
builders’ Association would result in time in uniformity of car 
equipments. It met year after year for many years, and passed 
resolutions for fixing the standards, but the members returned 
to their homes without any uniformity resulting. Let me cite 
one instance: When air brakes were applied to freight cars, 
they were made to operate in a direction different to that of 
the hand brake. If the air were suddenly applied on the freight 
ear it would force the wheel of the brake in an opposite direc- 
tion, so that the brakeman in using the brake wheel at that 
time would be thrown from the car and injured, if not killed. 
Tlie Master Carbuilders’ Association met and time after time 
called the attention of the several roads to this defect, and the 
danger of such an appliance. But there are now thousands of 
ears operated upon the roads of the country where the hand 
brake yet operates in a direction opposite to that of the air 
brake. This bill would make that impossible, and for this 
reason, and other reasons stated by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, I think it wise to enact this legislation. 

Mr. _ MANN. I yield to the gentleman such time as he desires. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it the purpose, on cars that are now 
equipped with hand brakes, to take off those hand brakes, 
leaving only the air brakes? 

Mr. ESCH. Oh, no; the hand brake remains on the car, but 
it is provided that it shall operate in the same direction as the 
air brakes, 
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Mr. ANDERSON, I ask this question for my own informa- 
tion, because I have been in the railroad business myself. I 
know that it would expedite the work of switching in the 
yards. It is understood, then, that cars would haye to be 
equipped with the hand brake in addition to the air brake? 

Mr. ESCH. The hand brake is to be retained on the cars 
and made uniform. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And all cars to be equipped with hand 
brakes in addition to air brakes? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes; because in operating in the yards, especially 
in what we call “hump yards;” that is, where cars go up to a 
coal chute or something of that kind, they are operated by the 
hand brakes. Therefore the necessity of having the hand 
brakes in perfect condition, and many accidents have arisen be- 
cause of defects in the hand brakes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I understand that at the present time some 
of the cars have simply air brakes. 

Mr. ESCH. They ought not to be in that condition. If they 
are, they are defective. They should have the hand brake in 
addition to the air brake. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think you will find a great many 
through trains are not equipped with the hand brakes, but have 
simply air brakes. 

Mr. ESCH. I never knew of such a condition of affairs. The 
fact that we have air brakes now has made the railroads care- 
less in maintaining the hand brakes. That is the necessity for 
this legislation. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, in making inquiries concern- 
ing that bill, I should like to know whether the committee 
ascertained anything in reference to the relative numbers of 
accidents by reason of defective appliances on freight and pas- 
senger trains in this country and in England and the countries 
on the Continent? 

Mr. ESCH. I do not know that that would be practicable, 
because the air brake is not applied on some of the continental 
lines; so that the comparison would not be complete, at any 
rate. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Is it not true, in a general way, that the 
safety of passengers and property on the English and continental 
railroads is much greater than in this country? 

Mr. ESCH. Yes; I understand that during the last year the 
British roads, carrying millions of passengers, never caused 
the death of a single passenger. - 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Nebraska leads me to say that notwithstanding the opinion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu], I think it is not 
true that roads in England are any safer than the roads in 
America. I made an investigation a few years ago, when, by 
direction of the committee, I presented to the House a resolution 
authorizing the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate 
safety appliances. I made an investigation based upon reports 
of accidents in England, upon the continental roads, and in the 
United States. It is true that on some of the roads in the 
United States, namely in the far western country, and some of 
the sparsely settled regions in the South, but generally in very 
sparsely settled territory, the roads are not very safe, because 
the traffic is very small and the amount that they are willing 
to invest is not great. It is also true, in my opinion, that the 
roads in the United States, with the safety-appliance act which 
we have in force on the main lines of roads, are safer for pas- 
sengers and employees than the roads in Great Britain are. 

The roads in Great Britain are probably safer for the tres- 
passer, because it is not so easy for the trespasser to get upon 
the railroad lines in England as it is in the United States. 
But when it comes to the carrying of the passengers, or the 
safety of the employees, the roads here—that is, all the big 
lines—are safer than the roads in England. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Is it not true that the difference 
in the loss of life here and in England and other European 
countries is largely due to the fact that they have no grade 
crossings there? 

Mr. MANN. As I just said, so far as trespassers are con- 
cerned, the English roads are ‘safer than the roads in the 
United States, because it is difficult to get on the track. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it not also true that the heavy tracks 
they have in England and in continental Europe, the heavy en- 
gines and the light cars, are an element of safety in the carry- 
ing of passengers and also prevent the spreading of the rails, 
resulting in derailments and disastrous accidents, such as fre- 
quently occur, sometimes on some of our best roads, in this 
country ? 

Mr. MANN. On that I am not well enough informed to ex- 
press an opinion. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. The superintendent of a British railroad, 
accounting for the fact that they had so few derailments in 
England and on the Continent, has made the statement that 
they have light cars and heavy tracks, and that that fact ac- 
counted for their greater safety in operation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is in line with other 
legislation of Congress. A few years ago the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce reported to the House a reso- 
lution, which became a law, permitting the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to make an investigation of the block-signal sys- 
tem and automatic safety appliances for the purpose of pre- 
venting railway collisions. 

Following that enactment a board of eminent engineers was 
created for that purpose, which board has been carrying on 
investigations up to this time. Since that time we have en- 
larged the scope and work of that board in one appropriation 
bill by providing that the commission should investigate all 
safety appliances which would be furnished to it free of charge 
for that purpose. 

In the bill which has just been passed by the House we pro- 
vide that not only accidents shall be reported by the rail- 
ways, but the Interstate Commerce Commission shall make in- 
vestigations of railway accidents for the purpose of making 
reports which may be a guide to Congress in future legislation 
as well as a guide to railways in their voluntary efforts to 
prevent collisions, 

Here is a provision to require uniform safety appliances, 
which Congress has heretofore provided shall be required on 
railway cars. With enactments that we are making now, with 
investigations which we are carrying on, with the information 
and knowledge which we hope to secure, we trust that in a few 
years there will be no question as to which railroads of the 
world are the most safe and secure, and that the laurels for 
that may rest with the reads in the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can the gentleman inform us 
whether the board of engineers to investigate the block-signal 
system has reported? 

Mr. MANN. They have made several reports, which are very 
interesting, but the result has not been yet that anyone has 
been able, in my judgment, to determine that there is a safe 
automatic appliance for the control of railway trains. Some of 
the gentlemen who have these appliances think that there is. 
I have not carefully examined the last report of the board, but 
I hope that Members of the House may secure it and examine it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on the bill 
to its final passage or rejection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for the 
previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendments. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the committee reported two amend- 
ments, but in printing the bill the Public Printer by error 
printed it as though it were an amendment striking out the word 
“cars” in line 4, page 2. There was no such amendment 
offered, and I desire either that it be voted down as a proposed 
amendment or else that it be not submitted as an amendment. 
I think I will ask unanimous consent that the word “cars” in 
line 4, page 2, remain in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PANAMA CANAL ZONE, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce I call up the bill (H. R. 12316) 
“To provide for the government of the Canal Zone, the con- 
struction of a Panama Canal, and for other purposes,” on the 
Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, by direction 
of that committee, calls up House bill 12316, upon the Union 
Calendar. The Chair will have clause 4, Rule XXIV, read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


4. On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except 
as provided by paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, unless the House by a two- 
thirds vote on motion to dispense therewith shall otherwise determine. 
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a a motion there may be debate not to exceed five minutes for 
an ainst. 
rar call of committees under this rule bills may be called up from 


either the House or the Union Calendar, excepti bills which are 
privileged under the rules; but bills called up from Union Calendar 
puai tae Me mea in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

This rule shall not apply during the last two weeks of the session. 

It shall not be in er for the Speaker to entertain a motion for a 
—— on any Wednesday except during the last two weeks of the 

The SPEAKER. This bill is called up by direction of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce by the chair- 
man of that committee. The part of the rule that governs the 
action of the House at this time is as follows: 

On a call of committees under this rule bills may be called up from 
either the House or the Union Calendar, excepting bills which are 
privileged under the rules; but bills called up from the Union Calendar 
POET De oat pee in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

So far as the Chair has recollection, whenever special orders, 
which are rules of the House for special occasions, bave pro- 
vided that the House should immediately resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of a bill, the invariable practice of the House 
has been that the Speaker should at once declare the House in 
committee without a vote of the House on the question. It 
seenis to the Chair that the intent of the rule now in opera- 
tion, as shown by its purpose and language, is that the House 
shali without vote be resolyed into the Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill specified by the committee 
having the right at this time to call a bill up for considera- 
tion. If such were not the case, we would have a motion to 
resolve the House into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill specified, 
with the possibility of a roll call, thus consuming time. And 
under the precedents for the prompt transaction of business, 
the Chair, in construing this rule, will declare the House in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it necessary to enter into some arrange- 
ment about the time of general debate before the House de- 
clares itself in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and as to who shall have control of the time 
under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. Where the House has not fixed the time for 
general debate, which the House can not do until there has 
been general debate in the committee, the Committee of the 
Whole House may, by unanimous consent, limit debate. If 
such consent can not be obtained, the only way it can be limited 
would be for the committee to rise and for the proper motion 
to be made in the House, but this procedure does not affect 
that question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it not competent for the House to decide 
before it goes into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union as to how much general debate shall be had 
‘upon the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It never is competent for the House, except 
by unanimous consent, to decide how much general debate shall 
be had in the Committee of the Whole House until there has 
been some general debate in the Committee of the Whole. 
This procedure does not bear upon that question. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The Chair, haying for the 
first time ruled as to the procedure under this rule, does it re- 
quire action by a particular committee to call up bills when this 
calendar is called? In other words, does the chairman of the 
committee call up the bill, as in this case, by the direction of 
the committee, or may any other member, when the committee 
is reached in the call, call up the bill if the chairman did not 
have that authority from the committee? 

The SPEAKER. This must be done by authority of the 
committee. It need not necessarily be by the chairman, but any 
member of the committee might call up the bill if he were au- 
thorized by the committee. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The rule is not clear as to 
that, and I simply make the inquiry in order to know what the 
ruling of the Chair is. 

The SPEAKER. The rule refers to paragraph 4 of Rule 
XXIV, and the procedure under that paragraph is as stated 
by the Chair. 

Mr. ISON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has the House Calendar been cleared? 


The SPEAKER, The Chair is not informed, nor does it 
make any difference whether it has been cleared now, because 
we are proceeding under clause 4, Rule XXVI, and the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is on call. 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, the Chair does not rule, then, that 
the House Calendar has priority over the Union Calendar on 
calendar Wednesday? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the rule touching the 
matter of preference. The rule does not seem to prefer either 
the House or the Union Calendar, and the action of the House 
under the rules is goyerned by the committee on call, bringing 
itself within the rules. We have just considered two bills on 
the House Calendar. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, now 
calls up a bill upon the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, if the House Calendar has 
not priority over the Union Calendar on calendar Wednesdays, 
would it not be possible to pervert the intention of this rule, 
by an indefinite extension of debate, by taking a bill from the 
Union Calendar and so debating it as to shut out the considera- 
tion of bills upon the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole could rise and 
close debate in the House after debate has begun. 

In accordance with the decision of the Chair, the Chair de- 
clares the House in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12316) to 
provide for the government of the Canal Zone, the construction 
of the Panama Canal, and for other purposes, and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. CURRIER] will take the chair. 

Mr. CURRIER assumed the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12316) to pona for the government of the Canal Zone, 
the construction of the Panama Canal, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the zone of land and land under water of the 
width of 10 miles, extending to the distance of 5 miles on each side 
of the center line of the route of the canal to be constructed thereon, 
which zone — in the Caribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean 
low-water mark and extends to and across the Isthmus of Panama 
into the Pacific Ocean to the distance of 3 marine miles from mean 
low-water mark, including all islands within said described limits and 
in addition thereto the ag tap ap agar in the Bay of Panama named 
Perico, Nai Culebra, and enco, and any lands and waters out- 
side of said limits above described which may be or from time to time 
may become necessary and convenient for the construction, mainte- 
nance, operation, sanitation, or protection of the said canal or of any 
suxiliary canals, lakes, or other works necessary and convenient for 
the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, or protection of 
said pyre rey the use, occupation, and control whereof were granted 
to the United States by the treaty between the United States and the 
Republic of Panama, the ratifications of which were exchanged on the 
26th ae? of February, 1904, and all other territory over which the 
United States now has or may have hereafter obtained governmental 
control, situate within the territorial limits of the Republic of Panama, 
shall be known and designated as the Canal Zone, and the canal to 
be constructed thereon shall be hereafter known and designated as the 
Panama Canal. 

Sec. 2. Subject to the provisions of this act and until otherwise pro- 
vided by Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers of the 
United States in the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, 
rules, and regulations mec for the government of the Canal Zone, 
and all the rights, wers, an — ee to the United States 
by the terms of the treaty described section 1 of this act shall 
be vested in the President or such person or persons as the President 
shall from time to time designate, detail, or appoint, and shall be 
exercised in such manner as the President shall direct for the gov- 
ernment of the Canal Zone and the maintenance and protection of the 
inhabitants thereof in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion; and ali orders and regulations with respect to the gov- 
ernment of the Canal Zone heretofore enacted by the President or pur- 
suant to his directions or authority are ratified and confirmed, with- 
out prejudice to the power to revoke or amend the same, 

Sec. 3. The President, through one of the executive departments of 
the Government, to be designated by him, or otherwise in his discre- 
tion, shall cause to be excavated and completed the Panama Canal; 
and he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to appoint, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, one director-general engineer of 
the Panama Canal and Canal Zone, and from time to time to fix his 
compensation, duties, powers, and jurisdiction until such time as Con- 
gress may otherwise provide; and the President may remove said 
official at his pleasure. And the President is further anthorized for 
the described in this act to detail, appoint, and employ, or 

rovide for the appointment or employment of such persons with such 

uties, powers, jurisdiction, and official designations as may from time 
to time be deemed necessary, and to dismiss or provide for the dis- 
missal of the same; and e compensation of such rsons shall be 
fixed by the President, or by his authority, until such time as Congress 
may by appropriation act or other law regulate the same. Any of 
the persons appointed or ne pte as aforesaid may be persons in the 
military or civil service of the United States, but the amount of the 
official salary paid to any such person shall be deducted from the 
amount of salary or compensation provided by or which shall be fixed 
under the terms of this act. Aut ty is hereby given for the pro- 
curement, use, and maintenance of each and cyery thing necessary for 
the complete construction, maintenance, and operation of said canal 
from deep water to d water. 

Sec. 4. From and after such time as the President may designate 
the powers and authority heretofore conferred upon the Isthmian Sanal 
Commission shall be exercised by such persons as may be appointed, 
detailed, or designated by the President in accordance with e pro- 
visions of this act; and thereafter the Isthmian Canal Commiswon 
shall cease to exist, 
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Sec. 5. The judicial power in the Canal Zone shall be yested in such 
courts as are now constituted or as the President may hereafter con- 
stitute in accordance with the provisions of this act; and the President 


shall, in the exercise of the powers and authority conferred upon him 
by this act, appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a supreme court of the Canal Zone, with a fixed tenure of office. 

The Supreme Court of the United States shall have jurisdiction to 
review, revise, reverse, modify, or affirm the final ju mts and decrees 
of the supreme court of the Canal Zone in all actions, cases, causes, 
and 3 now pending therein or hereafter determined thereb 
in which the Constitution, or any statute, treaty, title, right, or privi- 
lege of the United States is involved, and in causes in which the value 
in controversy exceeds $10,000, or in which the title or possession of 
real estate exceeding in value the sum of $10,000, to be ascertained by 
the oath of either party, or of other competent witnesses, is involved or 
brought in question, and also of criminal actions wherein the offense 
charged is punishable by death or imprisonment for life; and such final 
judgments or decrees may or can be reviewed, revised, reversed, modi- 
fied, or affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States on appeal 
or writ of error, in the same manner, under the same regulations, and 
by the same procedure, as nearly as practicable, as final judgments and 
decrees of the circuit courts of the United States. 

Sec. 6. In all criminal prosecutions in the Canal Zone for felonies 
the accused shall enjoy the right of trial by an impartial jury. 

Sec. 7. All laws and treaties relating to the extradition of persons 
accused of crime, in force in the United States, to the extent that they 
may not be in conflict with or superseded by any 8. 1 treaty entered 
into between the United States and the Republic of Panama with 
respect to the Canal Zone, shall extend to and considered in force in 
the Canal Zone, and for such purposes and such purposes only, the 
Canal Zone shall be considered and treated as an organized territory of 
the United States. 

Sec. 8. The President shall provide a method for the determination 
and adjustment of all claims for personal injuries to employees there- 
after occurring while directly engaged in actual work connection 
with the construction, maintenance, operation, or sanitation of the 
canal or of the Panama Railroad, or of any auxiliary canals, locks, or 
other works necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
operation, or sanitation of the canal, and may revise an eo such 
method at any time; and such claims to the extent they shall be allowed 
on such adjustment, if allowed at all, shall be paid out of the moneys 
hereafter appropriated for that purpose, or out of the moneys appro- 
priated for canal construction, maintenance, or sanitation, or out of 
the funds of the Panama Railroad Company, as the case may require. 
And after such method shall be provided by the President, the provi- 
sions of the act entitled “An act granting to certain 3 of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment,” approved May 30, 1908, 
and of the act entitled “An act relating to injured employees on the 
Isthmian Canal,” approved February 24, 1909, shall not apply to per- 
sonal injuries thereafter received and claims for which are subject to 
determination and adjustment as provided in this section. 
és pee p. Enu act shall be known and referred to as the Panama 

‘anal act. 


The committee amendments were read as follows: 


Amend in line 14, page 3, by striking out the word “ engineer.” 
Amend by striking out lines 19 to 24, both inclusive, page 4, and 
lines 1 to 7, both inclusive, page 5, and inserting in lieu thereof the 


following : 
: wer in the Canal Zone shall be vested 


“ Sec. 5. That the judicial 
in one circuit court and such inferior courts as the President may 


constitute. The judge of the circuit court shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall 
hold his office for the term of four years and until his successor is 


appointed and qualified; but in the event of the absence or 2533 
to act of the judge so appointed, a Judge pro tempore may be appointe: 
by the director-general. No person holding a judicial office shall at 
the same time have executive or legislative power. The records of 
existing courts and all causes and proceedings pending therein at the 
time, except as herein otherwise provided, shall be transferred to and 
continued in the new courts herein provided for and authorized at such 
time and in such manner as may be provided by order of the President. 
For the purpose only of enabling the existing supreme court of the 
Canal Zone to determine finally any causes and procedings which may 
be pending therein when this act takes effect, the President may con- 
tinue the said court in existence and retain the judges thereof in 
office for such time as may seem to him necessary.” 

Amend in line 10, page 5, by striking out the word “supreme” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “circuit ;"’ amend in line 15, 
page 5, by striking out the word “ten” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ flve;“ and amend in line 17, pase 5, by striking out the 
word “ten” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ five.” 

Amend in line 16, page 6, by striking out the word “for” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “arising out of; amend in line 22, 
page 6, by inserting after the word 75 canal” the following: “ whether 
such injuries result in death or not. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this bill is very similar to a 
bill passed by the House in the Fifty-eighth Congress and 
again in the last Congress, neither time meeting the approval 
of the Senate. The real purpose of the bill, the main purpose, 
is, first, to abolish the Isthmian Canal Commission and to cen- 
tralize the responsibility of authority for the work of con- 
structing the canal under the President in one head. In an- 
other direction the purpose of the bill is to provide a congres- 
sional enactment for the government of the Canal Zone. When 
we acquired the Canal Zone the question came up in regard 
to the government of the zone. Schemes were proposed for a 
complete civil government by legislation. The committee hay- 
ing the matter in charge at the time, in turning over the prece- 
dents of the Government, found what it conceived to be a 
precedent in the Louisiana Purchase legislation and adopted 
a recommendation, which was submitted to the House, that 
the President be authorized to govern the Canal Zone, unless 
otherwise provided by Congress, until the end of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress. The Senate struck out that provision of the 


bill and the matter went into conference. The conferees on 
the part of the House and the Senate were unable to agree, 
and the matter was placed before President Roosevelt at the 
time as to whether, in case of agreement, he would endeavor to 
carry on a form of government on the Canal Zone or permit 
chaos to reign there. He stated very properly that he would 
see that a proper government was carried on on the Canal 
Zone if Congress did not provide for it directly. The con- 
ferees did not agree, no legislation was enacted, and from that 
time to this the President has carried on the civil government, 
justifying it by various bits of reasoning which may or may 
not appeal to gentlemen, but justifying it at least by the 
necessity 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman ought to wait a second until 
I finish the statement. It is not courteous; I will yield to the 
gentleman, as there is plenty of time. I hope the gentleman 
will not interrupt me just in the middle of a sentence. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was right on that point that I desired 
to interrogate the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. The President has carried on the government 
because of the necessity of carrying on a government. Gentle- 
men, now it is true, say that we ought to provide a complete 
form of civil government on the Canal Zone. We have taken 
the position on this side of the House, and I think quite largely 
upon the other side of the House, that the Government of the 
United States to-day is in Panama for the purpose of construct- 
ing a canal, doing the work, and that all other purposes are 
incidental to the work of construction, and that the work of 
construction is somewhat akin to the carrying on of a campaign 
by an army away from home in the field, and that it is abso- 
lutely undesirable for us to provide a complete system of civil 
government there which depends wholly for its execution and 
its provisions on the employees whom we have employed on the 
canal to do our work. Now I yield to my distinguished friend 
from New York. 

Mr. HARRISON, I thank the gentleman yery much for his 
courtesy, and will ask what are the sources of authority from 
which the President derived the right to claim to govern the 
Canal Zone? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman does not ask that 
of me for his information, because I furnished him completely 
with a statement, which has been repeatedly made to this House 
and in this House, as to the sources of authority which the 
President claims justifies him in doing that. The gentleman 
does not ask it for the information of anybody else. I do not 
undertake to say whether the President is granted authority 
by acts of Congress, although I am inclined to think that if I 
had been President or if the gentleman from New York had 
been President, he would have used the same acts of Congress 
to justify his actions upon the zone. 

I justify the actions of the President in governing the Canal 
Zone upon the necessity of this civilization preventing chaos 
upon the zone, and when Congress in its wisdom chose not to 
provide a form of government on the zone after the end of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress by its specific enactment, I think it 
wrote into the law without language that we believed the 
President had the power to carry on the government and did 
not intend that any government should exist on the zone. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we provide in this bill that the Presi- 
dent shall have the power—all the military, all the civil and 
judicial powers provided in the act—or any such person as he 
may appoint or direct. We provide, then, that in place of the 
existing Canal Commission, consisting of seven members ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, that 
there shall be a director-general, with such powers and juris- 
diction as the President may direct, and that the President may 
appoint such other persons, with such authority as he may 
choose, upon the zone. We provide that the Isthmian Canal 
Commission shall cease to exist when the director-general is 
granted the authority. 

There is to-day, according to the opinion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr: Harrison], no legal government on the 
zone, no judicial power on the zone which has the right to 
exist. Under the regulations of the President there are to-day 
5 district courts on the zone, which answer in a way to jus- 
tice of the peace courts; 3 circuit courts, which answer to 
the ordinary circuit courts in the United States; and a supreme 
court, consisting of the 3 circuit judges sitting as a supreme 
court. It was the belief of the committee who visited Panama 
a year ago and gave careful study to the subject that there was 
no justification for 3 circuit judges in the district, as there 
was no business for them to transact, and hence in the bill 
which we have reported we recommend the appointment of 1 
circuit judge and such lesser courts as the President may pro- 
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yide for, the circuit judge to be appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, and no other court of higher authority 
upon the Canal Zone. 

But we provide what does not now exist—for an appeal from 
the circuit court of the Canal Zone to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. A few years ago there was a man tried on the 
Canal Zone for murder and sentenced to be executed. The 
case was affirmed by the supreme court of the zone, and it was 
brought before the Supreme Court of the United States. That 
court dismissed the writ, but did not file an opinion in the 
case. But the court decided that without congressional legisla- 
tion there was no authority for appealing from the courts on 
the Canal Zone to the courts in the United States. When we 
presented this bill to the House, we proyided for appeal from 
the cireuit court on the Canal Zone to the court of appeals of 
New Orleans, making provision that one of the judges of that 
court should visit the Canal Zone. 

The committee, after consideration, has come to the conclu- 
sion that it is not desirable to provide that the appeals upon the 
zone, as well as motions and every other matter pertaining to 
the appeals, shall be heard and disposed of by a judge sent 
there from the United States, no one believing that such judge 
would hasten there for some, perhaps, trivial motion, and hence 
we provide in certain cases that appeals shall be made to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and in the other cases it 
shall be final upon the zone. The truth is there is not much 
important court business upon the Canal Zone. I believe there 
were only 122 felony cases tried upon the zone last year. That 
was the most important business in the circuit court. We pro- 
vide in this bill also that all felony cases shall be tried by jury. 
As the regulation now exists by order of the President, all 
cases involving capital punishment or life imprisonment are 
tried by jury, and it has been the opinion of the committee in 
making this recommendation that there are so many of our peo- 
ple being upon the zone accustomed to the liberties and privi- 
leges which we have, of being tried by a jury of our peers if 
accused of crime, that we should extend this same beneficent 
privilege to those who may be accused of crime on the Canal 
Zone. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This provision as to the trial 
by jury provides for trial by jury in all cases of felony. I 
apprehend that, unless it is changed, the law defining what 
felony is upon that zone would still define what a felony is, 
would it not? 

Mr. MANN. I take it, Mr. Chairman, so far as my opinion is 
concerned, the court would construe felony there as it is de- 
fined in the United States, and that is what now is defined as 
felony on the Canal Zone. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The United States statute does 
not define what a felony is. Ordinarily a felony is a crime—— 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but the new penal 
code does define what a felony is. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I admit that the gentleman is 
correct and that I am incorrect. I recall that now. Permit me 
to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the defini- 
tion of felony in the penal code adopted for the Canal Zone 
makes everything a felony except punishment by a fine of $25 
or imprisonment for thirty days, so that except in the case 
` where a man might be fined $25 or imprisoned for thirty days 
he would have a right to trial by jury? 

Mr. MANN. On the question of fact, I do not know where 
the gentleman gets his information, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I get it from the definition of 
felony on page 84 of the book I hold in my hand, which pur- 
ports to be a copy of the penal code of the Isthmus. 

Mr. MANN. I read section 14: 


Src. 14. A felony is a crime which is punishable 2 death or by im- 
risonment in the penitentiary. Every other crime a misdemeanor. 
When a crime punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary is also 
unishable by fine or imprisonment in jail, in the discretion of the court, 
t should be deemed a misdemeanor for all pu after the Judg- 
ment imposing the punishment other than imprisonment in the peni- 


tentiary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, Read section 16. 

Mr. MANN (reading)— 

Src. 16. Except in cases where a different punishment is prescribed 
by law, every offense declared to be a misdemeanor is punishable b. 
imprisonment in jail not exceeding thirty days or by a fine not exceed- 
ing $25, or by both. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. In other words, everything is a 
misdemeanor, and you are construing it that everything not a 
misdemeanor is a felony, and you try every felony by jury. 

Mr. MANN. We bave that provision here making the dis- 
tinction between cases where the punishment is imprisonment 
in the penitentiary or a fine of $25, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. What I was undertaking to get 
before the House was that you have a right of trial by jury in 
the Canal Zone in practically every case, except where it is 
punishable by a fine of $25 or thirty days in jail, which is a 
common police provision in this country. 

Mr. MANN. I think, perhaps, with the gentleman, that we 
go a little far when we provide a trial by jury in all cases of 
felony on the Canal Zone. I think it would be better if we 
did not go that far; but I do not think I would be willing, as 
an American citizen, to provide otherwise. I think we would 
have better order on the zone if otherwise provided. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Does the gentleman believe a felony can 
be construed as a felony as it would be construed in the United 
States or on the Canal Zone? 

Mr. MANN. As I stated, I believe the court would construe 
it to mean as a felony in the United States. I do not under- 
take to say and I do not care. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, if that was the construction, it 
would mean a felony in all cases. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman seeks to amend that provision, 
I will seek to strike it out entirely. We have gone a great way. 
We have provided that the colored people and others that we 
haye imported to that zone to do mere labor on the zone shall 
be tried by a jury every time when it may be for a mere fan- 
ciful crime. We have gone a long way further than their own 
people have at home or than any other people have gone, and 
given to their people in any place in the history of the world. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Who fixes the qualification of the jury? 

Mr. MANN. Under this provision it would be done by the 
President. 

Mr. HINSHAW. At the present time, how is it done? 

Mr. MANN. It is done by order of the President, by a jury 
commission appointed under the familiar method by which 
juries are selected by commission. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the highest punishment for a 
misdemeanor thirty days in jail or $25 fine? 

Mr. MANN. I am not able to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me a very narrow 
limit; you can send a fellow to jail for twelve months and fine 
him $500 for a misdemeanor. 

Several MEMBERS. A thousand dollars. Fir 

Mr. MANN. There are misdemeanors declared in this 
country for which you can send a man to the penitentiary for 
several years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But not on a misdemeanor. . 

Mr. MANN. Well, now, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There 
are misdemeanors declared by act of Congress under which 
we can send a man to the penitentiary for as much as five 
years, 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. That is a flat contradiction of 
English and American jurisprudence for the last seven hun- 
dred years. 

Mr. MANN. However it may be as to seven hundred years, 
I say that it is done in consonance of acts of Congress for the 
last seventy years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, the line of demareation be- 
tween felony and misdemeanor is that of hanging or of sending 
to the penitentiary. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is the line, as I understand, of demarca- 
tion in the penal code recently enacted; but before that time 
there was no general definition of what should be a felony and 
what a misdemeanor. It was the common practice to declare 
it a simple misdemeanor, provided it was punishable by fine and 
imprisonment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I was trying to get at is, 
what is the use of haying all this complicated machinery for 
trying a felony when it ought to be for a misdemeanor; when 
it is a misdemeanor we ought to furnish the machinery for a 
misdemeanor and apply it. 

Mr. MANN. The offense may be either felony or a misde- 
meanor. If it is a misdemeanor, then it is declared a misde- 
meanor after the judgment is entered. I suppose that will be 
the case there. 

There is another provision of the bill extending the extradi- 
tion laws to the Canal Zone, so that persons committing crime 
upon the Canal Zone may not avail themselves of liberty by 
going to some other place, and so that people can not go from 
here or other countries to the Canal Zone and escape appre- 
hension for crime. 

Section 8 of the bill is a new proposition. It is the tendency 
of the times to grant to people in the employ of the Goyernment 
more liberty and greater aid and protection than formerly. 
No government has yet been willing ordinarily to assume the 
risk of lawsuits which it imposes upon its citizens. No govern- 
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ment has yet been willing as a general proposition to admit its 
liability for damages incurred on the part of its employees 
under conditions which would permit the employee to sue a 
private corporation or individual. 

A year or so ago Congress passed an act providing that 
employees of the Government if injured in the service should 
be entitled to some compensation, the limit I believe being one 
year’s pay, to be allowed under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor. That 
act applied to the Canal Zone, or to our employees on the canal. 
We modified that somewhat last winter by making it a little 
more beneficial to the employees, and at that time I called the 
attention of the House to the fact, as it seemed to me, that our 
Government, in constructing the canal, taking the place prac- 
tically of a contractor, could afford to deal fairly with its em- 
ployees who were injured, not by their fault, in the work on the 
zone. The matter seeméd to meet with such a ready response 
of opinion in the House that I have prepared the provision 
which is in this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question on that point? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. a 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the fellow-servant act ap- 
ply on the zone as it applies in the United States? We passed 
a recent act on the fellow-servant question, providing that it 
should be construed in connection with the act providing for the 
liability of the United States Government. If this law does 
not contain that, I think it is defective. 

Mr. MANN. I think, if the gentleman will listen to my 
statement, he will find his question unnecessary. 

We provide in this bill not that the person injured may sue 
for damages against the Government, not that any claimant 
can bring suit against the Government, but that the President 
shall provide a method for the determination and adjustment 
of all claims arising out of personal injuries incurred by em- 
ployees directly engaged in actual work upon the zone, whether 
those injuries result in death or not. Under this provision of 
the bill it will become the duty of the President—of course 
practically the duty of the people in charge of the canal—to 
provide a method by which when any employee of the Govern- 
iment engaged in work upon the zone is injured that employee 
may receive compensation, and if the person is killed, then that 
other people dependent upon him may receive compensation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I understood him to state that the President did not have legis- 
lative power; that whatever authority he would have relative 
to paying these damages must be declared by direct law. 

Mr. MANN. I made no such statement and no such intima- 
tion. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understood the gentleman, in 
the earlier part of his speech, to say that legislative power was 
not given to the President. 

Mr. MANN. On the contrary, I said that legislative power 
was given to the President by this bill. But if it were not 
otherwise given the President, he could not, under the general 
grant of legislative power, permit a claim for damages against 
the Government, as has been held by the comptroller; but un- 
der this provision the President may and must provide a method 
by which these claims for injuries shall be adjusted, and when 
adjusted, paid. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman claim that 
the President of the United States would have the right to 
change the laws relative to the practice of the courts of the 
United States so as to correspond with his ideas of what 
should be done upon the Canal Zone? 

Mr. MANN. I really can not get the point of the question. 
This does not affect the courts of the United States in the 
slightest degree. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question I was trying to 
put was whether the fellow-servant law would apply there. 

Mr. MANN. It will not apply unless the President makes it 
apply. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
there is positive law for it? 

Mr. BURLESON. He may legislate by executive order. 

Mr. MANN. Under the bill, if it passes, every person on the 
Canal Zone, whether engaged in work on the canal itself or on 
the Panama Railroad, will find a method provided by which 
damages may be recovered for personal injuries under provi- 
sions made by the President. 

I think our Government, which requires men to handle dyna- 
mite and engage in other arduous employment on the zone, in 
coustructing this great work, done mainly as a gift to humanity, 
can well afford to have the extent of these injuries shared by 
all of our people, and not imposed upon the luckless unfortu- 


How can he make it apply unless 


nate who have to incur the damage. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to consume 
any time myself at this particular juncture, but I desire to yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] such time as he 
may desire to use. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not hope to be able 
to convince the committee that this bill ought not to pass, and 
yet it is a bill I can not possibly vote for. I wish to state some 
of my objections to it. If this were only a temporary measure, 
extending over a period of twelve or twenty-four months, it 
might be possible for a Democrat to vote for it, but when it 
proposes to vest in the President of the United States such 
extraordinary and unlimited power for an unlimited time, no 
Democrat can afford to vote for it. 

Section 2 of this bill provides: 

Subject to the provisions of this act and until otherwise provided by 
Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers of the Unit 
States In the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, rul 
and regulations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone, 
all the rights, powers, and authority granted to the United States 
the terms of the treaty described in section 1 of this act shall be vest 
in the President or such person or persons as the President shall, from 
time to time, designate, detail, or appoint, and shall be exercised in 
such manner as the President shall d for the government of the 
Canal Zone and the maintenance and protection of the inhabitants 
thereof in the free enjoyment of their rty, property, and ae als 
and all rs and ations with to the government the 
Canal Zone heretofore enacted b; 
directions or authority are ratified and co: 
the power to revoke or amend the same. 

I do not think the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] that there is nobody but government em- 
ployees on the Canal Zone is a good answer to the objection 
that I make. The President would have no more right, in my 
judgment, to make laws for the governing of employees on the 
Canal Zone, simply because they are employees, than he would 
have to make laws for the civil and criminal government of 
employees in the departments at Washington. Employees of 
the United States, whether they are on the continent of the 
United States in any branch of the government service or in 
the Philippine Islands or on the Canal Zone, are American 
citizens and entitled to just as much right as other American 
citizens. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois said that he 
found the precedent for the action that he proposes that the 
House shall take to-day in the act organizing the Louisiana 
Territory passed by the Eighth Congress. I have that act in 
my hand. I find that it provides in express terms that it shail 
only remain in force and effect one year. I find it provides 
in express terms that 21 separate and important acts of Con- 
gress shall be the law of the Louisiana Territory during that 
time. It is abhorrent to every principle of civil government, 
as I have been taught, to lodge not only the civil and mili- 
tary power of the Government, but the legislative power, in the 
Chief Executive of the United States and give him arbitrary 
power over thousands of individuals in the Canal Zone. Cer- 
tainly not for an unlimited time. For seven years now the 
party in power has been confronted with this problem. 

In the Fifty-eighth Congress they passed an act, which was 
passed without opposition on this side, providing that these 
extraordinary powers should be vested in the President of the 
United States during the life of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 
That was on the idea and on the express plea that at the end 
of that time it would be possible for Congress itself to exercise 
its constitutional power in the premises and pass such legisla- 
tion as was necessary. 

Seven years have elapsed since that time. Three separate 
bills have been presented to this House only to meet death at 
the other end of the Capitol. During the eight years we find 
the Republican party has accomplished nothing in this matter 
and comes back now and again pleads “ temporary necessity.” 
It does not strike me, Mr. Chairman, that any Democrat or 
that any Republican who does not believe in one-man power, 
indefinitely and continuously and without limit, can support 
this proposition. We have begun a long session of Congress; 
there is no reason why we should go home. Congress ought to 
exercise its constitutional powers and pass such legislation as 
is necessary in order to provide civil government for 40,000 
American citizens in the Canal Zone and not leave it to the 
President of the United States to be not only Chief Executive 
commanding the military and naval forces, but to be the law- 
making power for all of these citizens. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me to draw 
his attention to section 4 of this bill, and to ask him whether 
the purport of that section is not to wipe out what little legisla- 
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tion already exists by destroying a legislative commission and 
substituting an organization which shall be the sole creature 
of the President. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Without careful examination, I think the 
gentleman is right. This canal commission is authorized by 
Congress. It is proposed that everything that has been done 
so far, as I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], shall be ratified. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. So that he will not be in error through the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircncock], I 
will state that the Isthmian Canal Commission has no legisla- 
tive power. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But the Isthmian Canal Commission was 
created by congressional act at least, and were not its duties 
defined to some extent by the act of Congress? 

Mr. MANN. The duties of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
were simply that the President should, through the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, construct the canal. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. They were given no legislative power by Con- 
and haye none, unless the President has given it to 


HARDWICK. To repeat briefly what I have said, if 
this were just a proposition to confer these extraordinary pow- 
ers for a limited period of time until we could meet the duties 
and responsibilities devolving upon us, I would vote for it 
without hesitation; but after you have had seven years to meet 
that responsibility, after you have had seven years to per- 
form that duty, to still say that you throw it off on the shoul- 
ders of the President of the United States does not seem to 
me to be the proper thing to do. You not only authorize the 
President of the United States to exercise legislative and all 
other sorts of power, but you permit him to designate any 
other person or persons, one person if he wants to, to exercise 
all these powers, and he could send a clerk from his office 
down there and appoint him dictator of the Canal Zone with 
legislative power, absolute and complete, over 30,000 American 
citizens, and no matter how easy the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] and his associates find it to support that sort 
of legislative proposition, I find it simply impossible. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Where does the gentleman get his information 
for the statement of the number of American citizens on the 
Canal Zone? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understood that there were thirty or 
forty thousand of them. 


Mr. MADDEN. Oh, there are only about 6,000 “American 
citizens. 
Mr. MANN. There are nothing like thirty or forty thousand 


American citizens. There are 35,000 employees, or thereabouts. 
Mr. HARDWICK. How many of them are American citizens? 
Mr. MANN. On the gold roll there are some six or seven 

thousand. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, it is just as wrong to treat six or 
seven thousand American citizens badly as it is thirty or forty 
thousand. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it would be, that is true, if the gentleman’s 
statement were correct; but the gentleman’s statement as to 
the number of American citizens there is just about as correct 
as is the gentleman’s reasoning on the proposition. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That may be true; still the opinion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is not conclusive upon 
either proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It does not strike me that we ought to 
grant the power to the President to appoint anybody else to ex- 
ercise these unusual powers, unless it were brought here as a 
matter of pressing and temporary necessity to bridge us over 
until we could do something and discharge the duty devolving 
upon us. The gentleman from Illinois can not make any such 
plea as that, because for seven years this situation has stared 
us in the face, and I say no matter how easy he or his asso- 
ciates may find it to vote for this proposition to put the lives 
and liberty of even 6,000 American citizens into the hands of 
one man, even if he be the President of the United States, 
yet, so far as I am concerned, I do not find it easy to do that, 
and I can not vote for the bill for that reason. 

I yield back the balance of my time to my colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAM- 
son] is now absent from the floor of the House, having been 


called from the Chamber, and, without objection, he desires the 
Chair to recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRI- 


SoN ]. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy five or 
ten minutes of the time of the committee, but I will gladly 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] if he desires 
to speak in favor of the bill, because I am opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then understands the balance 
of the time belonging to the gentleman from Georgia has been 
yielded back to him. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Georgia reserves 
the balance of his time. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I shall attempt to deal with 
that part of the bill which is covered by section 3, and in what I 
may have to say I hope I shall be able to show why the Canal 
Commission should be abolished. It has been my privilege to 
have visited the Canal Zone once as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations two years ago and only recently in 
company with the members of the Committee on Appropriations. 
During my first visit to the Canal Zone I made a full investi- 
gation of the methods employed in the construction of the canal, 
and haying had some experience as a practical constructor, I 
was able to make some suggestions which I thought would pro- 
duce economy in the work. One of the first things which came 
to my observation on my first visit there was that the cost of 
the work was more excessive than it should be, and I directed 
my attention to the proposition of ascertaining why this exces- 
sive cost prevailed, and the first thing I discovered was that 
the steam shovels employed on the work were only producing 
about 50 per cent of their capacity, and when I called the 
attention of the chief engineer to the fact he told me that the 
reason why the shovels were not being operated with more 
efficiency was that they had not a sufficient number of cars, 

I then inquired how the cars were being operated, and I 
ascertained that the cars were being handled three times where 
they should only be handled twice, and I suggested to the chief 
engineer that ‘one of those handlings should be done away 
with, and he agreed that I was right, but he gave as the reason 
why they were being handled three times instead of twice the 
fact that the commission, as such, ordered the method which 
was in use to be pursued, and that he, as chief engineer, had 
not sufficient authority to enable him to issue an order which 
would be obeyed. After having eliminated the third handling 
of the cars this condition came about: The capacity of the 
shovels was increased from about 50 per cent to 78 per cent, 
each train made about ten minutes’ better time that it made 
before; a large number of men who were employed in the 
yards where the third handling of the trains was had were 
dismissed from the service. The number of cubic yards for 
each shovel was largely increased on account of the added per- 
centage of efficiency for each shovel. The quantity of material 
produced raised from 1,800,000 to 3,000,000 yards per month; 
the cost of excavation, drilling, blasting, and train work, dump- 
ing, unloading, spreading, and all, was reduced from $1.10 per 
cubic yard to 63 cents per cubic yard. Then recommendations 
were made as to how savings could be made in reference to 
the construction of buildings on the Zone, and the chief engi- 
neer and one of his assistants, Mr. Rousseau, also an engi- 
neer, informed me when I was there about a month ago that 
the reduction in the cost of the work of excavation was due 
largely to the recommendations which were made while the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations were there two 
years ago. 

They also told me that they had saved 33 per cent in the cost 
of the construction of every building which had been erected 
on account of the recommendations which were made during 
that visit of the members of the Appropriations Committee two 
years ago. While on the Isthmus this time we were escorted 
over the place where the Gatun locks are being constructed, 
and we were inyited to examine the machinery employed in the 
construction of those locks, and we made a full inspection of 
that machinery. Two million cubic yards of concrete are re- 
quired to construct the Gatun locks. At present they are put- 
ting the concrete in at the rate of 2,000 yards per day. It is 
costing $9 per square yard for placing that concrete. It should 
cost $4.50. After having made a survey of the methods em- 
ployed in the construction of the locks I took a mental photo- 
graph of all the parts of the machinery employed, and after 
haying done that I assembled each part to see whether it was 
in harmony with each other part, and I discovered this—but 
first it might be well for me to describe what the machinery 
is before I undertake to say what I discovered. One of the 
parts of the machinery employed in the construction of the 
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locks is a stone quarry, located at Porto Bello, on the Carib- 
bean Sea, about 20 miles away from the locks. This stone 
quarry has a capacity, with its present machinery, of about 
1,600 cubic yards per day. 

The Government employs a fleet of boats, each boat carry- 


ing about 600 yards of crushed stone. Each of these boats 
makes a trip every other day. The machinery employed in 
the unloading of the boats is so slow that it takes from ten 
to twelve hours to unload a boat, whereas it should unload a 
boat in two and a half hours. The boats instead of making a 
trip. every two days should make a trip every day. The rest 
of the plant consists of a great cement shed, having a storage 
capacity of about 300,000 barrels of cement. Then they have 
a sand pile, which is another part of the plant needed to 
operate the construction of the locks. Then there is a mixing 
plant at another point, and across the lock pits they have 
four great elevated cableways. Each one of those cableways 
is fixed on towers which are located on each side of the pit, 
and each cableway has a capacity of about 1,000 yards a day. 

Then they have an electric automatic railway, on which they 
have cars running automatically. What I mean by “auto- 
matically ” is that the cars run a certain distance from each 
other, and continue on their way around the works from morn- 
ing until night, two cars following in close proximity, each 
passing by the stone pile and taking on a quantity of crushed 
stone. When it takes on the stone it passes on its way around 
by the sand pile. It takes on the sand automatically, passes 
on its way through the cement shed, passes under the cement 
platform, and from this platform through a screen is screened 
a sufficient amount of cement to mix with the stone and sand 
to make a 5-yard car of concrete. 

The next car follows along and does the same thing, and these 
two cars then pass on over the automatic tramway up over the 
concrete mixers, and they dump their loads automatically into 
them. These concrete mixers have double the capacity which 
is being used. The third car which comes along has two buck- 
ets, each bucket haying a capacity equal to each of the other 
cars. It passes along under the mixers. The mixers unload 
automatically into these two buckets, the concrete being al- 
ready mixed, and then that car passes along down to the lock 
pit under the elevated cableways and unloads its cargo. That 
cargo is carried over into the lock walls and dumped by the 
cableway into the walls. The cableways are not the most eco- 
nomical method of handling this commodity. They should 
have had cantalevers to do the work. First, because a canta- 
lever costs no more to construct; second, because it can be 
operated more accurately than a cableway can be operated, 
and it is only because of the fact that the lock walls are not 
less than 50 feet in width that a cableway can be used suc- 
cessfully. But the thing I wanted to call the attention of the 
committee to is, that after having made the examination of this 
plant which is being used in the construction of these locks, I 
discovered that the cement shed, the concrete mixers, the auto- 
matic railway, and the cableways had a capacity twice as large 
as was being used, and that instead of 2,000 yards of concrete 
per day they were capable of carrying to the locks and placing 
in the walls 4,000 cubic yards per day; but that the quarries 
which were being operated in connection with this work had 
only half the capacity of the other parts of the machinery, 
and that the machinery for unloading the boats was so slow 
that the boats were only able to do half the work which they 
ought to do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. The gentleman is aware of the fact, is he 
not, that the inefficiency of the stone-crushing plant at Porto 
Bello is due to the small-sized capacity, and that that plant was 
ordered before the present organization or the present engineer 
was placed in charge? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know when it was ordered, but I 
called the attention of the chief engineer to the fact that the 
size of the crushers which they were employing were not capable 
of producing the quantity of material they ought to produce to 
keep the rest of the machinery going. I told him that an addi- 
tional crusher should be erected to make the stone plant har- 
monize with the other machinery. He immediately adopted 
the suggestion and cabled to the United States for one. 

The boats ought to be unloaded in two hours and a half, in- 
stead of ten hours. They ought to make a trip every day, 
instead of every two days. At 2,000 yards per day, with 
machinery having a capacity of 4,000 yards per day, who can 
say that the work is being done with that efficiency with which 
it ought to be done and with the economy which ought to be 
exercised? With 2,000 yards a day on a 2,000,000-yard job a 
thousand days would be consumed, Taking out Sundays and 


wet days, that would make four years for the construction of 
these locks. It is just as easy to put in 4,000 yards a day with 
the machinery they have as 2,000. That would reduce the time 
two years. It would reduce the cost from $9 a cubic yard to 
$4.50 a cubic yard. It would do more than that. It would 
reduce the overhead charges for the period of time saved 
TODOR every month, or $6,000,00 for the two years of time 
say 

With the proper exercise of power placed in the hands of 
one directing mind this work can be carried on much more ex- 
peditiously and with greater economy than it is being carried on 
now. If this House wishes to do that which it ought to do for 
the production of the right kind of economy, it will vote unani- 
mously to abolish the commission and place the control of the 
canal construction in the hands of one responsible man. It is 
not a question of government; it is a question of employing the 
genius that some one man has to accomplish results. It is not 
a question of passing laws or giving power to a commission to 
pass laws or of giving power to any one man to pass laws. It 
is giving power to one man to direct a great work, to accomplish 
results, to produce economy, to save time that ought to be 
saved in the construction of this great canal, to save the money 
which can be saved in its construction. I say to you, as a 
practical constructor, that if I had the power to direct this 
work I would place that power in the hands of some one man 
and would hold him responsible to the American people for the 
accomplishment of results. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON, I yield to the gentleman from New York 
IMr. Harrtson] such time as he desires to use, 80 that he will 
leave me ten minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill, 
and hope it will be voted down in the committee. I do not 
agree with the closing statement of the gentleman from Illinois, 
that this is a question merely of the construction of the canal. 
It is that, and more, too. It is also a question of providing civil 
government for the 30,000 or 40,000 inhabitants residing on 
the Canal Zone during the time of the construction of the canal. 
There is nothing inconsistent between the idea of constructing 
the canal and the idea of governing the people who live there 
during that time, according to the laws and traditions of the 
people of the United States. 

My objection to this bill is principally directed to section 2, 
which provides that all the military, judicial, and civil powers 
of the United States, including the power to make all such laws, 
rules, or regulations as may be necessary, shall be vested in the 
President. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to no man in this body in my respect 
for and confidence in the present President of the United States. 
I believe that in all his public actions he is actuated by influ- 
ences so lofty as to lift him to a position unsurpassed during 
the last forty years, and perhaps unequaled in pure patriotism 
except by that great Democrat, Grover Cleveland. 

But, Mr. this is a government of laws, not of men. 
It matters not how lofty the person who happens to be the 
President for the time being, the inhabitants of the Canal Zone 
should be governed according to law and not according to the 
whims of a dictator here in Washington. As matters exist 
down in the Canal Zone to-day, there is no government under 
our law. There are no courts properly constituted by any law 
known to this Congress, The law under which the Canal 
Zone was first governed was passed in the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] was 
slightly in error when he said that it passed the House without 
any opposition, because, however ineffectually, I did oppose it 
at that time, and spoke against it, and have been doing so every 
time the question has bobbed to the surface up to date. 

I find no precedent in the Government of the United States 
for any such delegation of powers to a President as is proposed 
to be conferred by this bill. The act of 1803, in which the Con- 
gress gave over to President Jefferson, for the life of the Eighth 
Congress only, the right to govern the Louisiana purchase terri- 
tory, expired with the life of the Highth Congress, and a form 
of government was framed by the Congress of the United States 
and put into operation during the Ninth Congress. 

The law of the Fifty-eighth Congress, under which we gave 
legislative right to the President, was limited by its express 
terms to the life of the Fifty-eighth Congress and expired with 
that Congress. Since that time the President of the United 
States, wihout authority of law, and in defiance of our tradi- . 
tions and customs, has been conducting a one-man government 
upon the Canal Zone, which can be equaled in history only by 
the dictatorships of the Central American States to-day. 

The very first acts of the President, without any authority, 
were to abolish all semblances of local self-government, consti- 
tuted theretofore under direction of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
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mission, which derived its authority from Congress. All such 
forms of local self-government were swept away, and the Presi- 
dent even amused himself by promulgating a code of laws, 
which showed him to be envious of emulating Justinian. 

Since that time there has been no right or title of authority 
for the present government in the Canal Zone; and yet had he 
governed the zone merely to preserve the status quo, and to 
fend off anarchy from the people residing there, it would have 
been difficult for any Member of this body to rise in his place 
and denounce his conduct. He went so much further than 
that in his executive orders that upon several occasions we 
have felt called upon to register our earnest protest. During 
all the years in which this illegal form of government has been 
conducted upon the Canal Zone, a territory of which the sover- 
eignty was practically granted to us by the treaty, it has 
been conducted in defiance of our traditions and against the 
law of the United States. And yet, during all these years, the 
committee of this House, charged with a duty to frame a new 
government for the Canal Zone, has produced only three or 
four bills dealing with the subject, which were so inefficient 
and unsatisfactory that they were unable to pass the Congress 
of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, during all these years our territories in the 
Philippines have been governed under a code of laws appar- 
ently sufficient for their purposes. During all these years our 
territory of Porto Rico has been similarly governed, according 
to a properly constituted code of laws. There is no reason in 
the mind of man, nor is there any. excuse or justification for 
the negligence of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce in so postponing the day of legal government on the 
Panama Canal Zone. 

We only adopted the law of the Fifty-eighth Congress upon 
the express promise that it should be temporary, and should be 
limited in its terms to that Congress. The then chairman of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce rose in his 
seat over there and stated, with all his characteristic earnest- 
ness, that we did not know enough about the Canal Zone at 
that time to draw up a code of laws, but that as soon as we 
learned enough about it his committee would report a bill pro- 
viding a proper government of the zone. Years have gone by 
and no such thing has been done. And yet during these years I 
venture to say that more Members of the American House of 
Representatives have personally visited the Canal Zone, and 
baye made themselves personally acquainted with the condi- 
tions there, than in a similar length of time in any other por- 
tion of the territory belonging to the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, no excuse can be found for this delay, for this 
negligence on the part of that committee. I protest against 
an indefinite extension of this lawmaking power in the hands 
of the President of the United States. We in this body, at 
every juncture in our history, have attempted to assert our own 
rights, and never in the history of the Chamber have we fallen 
to such a depth of self-abasement as we do in a bill like this, 
purposing to surrender all our rights and control oyer the Canal 
Zone into the hands of one despot here in Washington. I be- 
lieve this is undemocratic and un-American, and is repugnant to 
the sense of our institutions. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
back the balance of his time? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
ADAMSON] desire to reserve the balance of his time? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] desires to proceed now, I will reserve my time. I should 
like to make a few remarks later. 

' Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Georgia proceed now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia reserves the 
balance of his time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Illinois says he prefers 
that I should proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman 
who desires to speak. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
in reply to the charges made by the gentleman from New York 
IMr. Harrison] to the effect that President Roosevelt gov- 
. erned the Panama Canal Zone without authority of law, as a 
dictator here in Washington governing a distant province over 
which he had no legal authority. The gentleman referred to 
the Fifty-eighth Congress, to an act passed by that Congress 
as having expired with that year. The basis for that allega- 
tion, I srppose, is the fact that the legislation was contained in 
an appropriation bill. Now, it is, or ought to be, a well-known 


fact that although an appropriation may be made for a single 
year, if there is legislation in an appropraition bill it continues 
to be the law after the expiration of that year just as much as 
if the legislation was found in some other bill. 

The gentleman from New York one or two Congresses ago 
offered a resolution of inquiry calling upon the President to 
answer to the House by what authority he governed the 
Panama Canal Zone. In his reply to that resolution, President 
Roosevelt said: 

Civil government has been maintained in the Canal Zone under 
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to maintain civil 


vernment in the Canal Zone was granted to the 
United States, and 


Now, then, we find an act of Congress, which was not an 
appropriation bill, the act of December 21, 1905, expressly 
directing the President of the United States to submit esti- 
mates to Congress of the amount necessary to pay the salaries 
and expenses of officers and agents employed by him under this 
authority to govern the Canal Zone. Year after year the 
President submitted these estimates, year after year Congress 
recognized and ratified these estimates and his government of 
the Canal Zone by appropriating the sums necessary to pay the 
officers and agents employed by him in the government of that 
Canal Zone. 

It seems to me that it is a little late at this day to say 
that President Roosevelt usurped authority in the government 
of that Canal Zone. I say he was distinctly authorized over 
aad over again by repeated acts of Congress to do just what he 

there. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, did the gen- 
tleman read the language of section 3 in the act of December, 
1905? It reads: 


Sec. 3. That the President shall annually, and at such other periods 
as may be provided, either by law or by his order, require full and com- 
plete reports to be made to him by the persons appointed or em- 
ployed by him in charge of the government of the Canal Zone, the 
construction of the Isthmian Canal, and the operation of the Panama 
Railroad, including an itemized account of all moneys recelved and 
expended, which said reports shall be transmitted to Congress. The 
President shall annually cause to be made by the persons appointed 
and employed by him in charge of the government of said Canal Zone 
and the construction of said canal estimates of expenditures and ap- 
propriations in detail, as far as practicable; which estimates shall 
cover all annual salaries paid to persons employed on said work, ex- 
cept laborers and skilled laborers, and shall be submitted to Congress— 


And so forth. 


Mr. OLMSTED. That is the act to which I referred. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr, OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the gentleman seriously 
to maintain that because the National Congress allows the 
President to call upon persons in the Panama Canal Zone for 
financial statements that that is authority for the continuation 
of the whole form of government down there? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I submit that when Congress authorizes the 
President to control the zone, authorizing him in the way the 
gentleman admits that it did for one year, and afterwards calls 
upon him to submit estimates of the amount required to be 
paid to the persons employed by him in the conduct of that 
government, that then Congress not only authorizes it once but 
continues to authorize it and ratify it year after year. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has not the gentleman added to his answer 
the incorrect statement that Congress gave the right to the 
President to control the zone? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman said there was authority for 
the President’s control of the zone for one year. 

Mr. HARRISON. During the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And I say that was continued, and addi- 
tional authority was conferred in the act that I haye cited, and 
by repeated appropriations based upon the estimates submitted 
by the President. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will not the gentleman admit that he was 
specifically limited to the continuance of the Fifty-eighth Con- 

887 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not so understand it. 
sequent acts continuing it. 

Mr. HARRISON: But these were appropriation acts, 

Mr. OLMSTED. There were other acts besides appropria- 
tion acts. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has not produced anything 
to justify it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have read to the gentleman and to the 
House the language of the acts of Congress, appropriation acts, 
and one of them not an appropriation act, which recognizes the 
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authority of the President to govern that zone, calling upon him 
to report to Congress year after year the expenditures for that 
purpose, and the probable expenditures for the coming year; 
and based upon these estimates Congress appropriated the 
money authorizing him to expend it for that very purpose in the 
government of that zone. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentlemen will never agree about this, 
and there is no use of their trying to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, I beg the gentlemans’ pardon; but I 
would like to have information, if I am lacking in it. A 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman has all of the information 
on the subject; it has been repeatedly furnished to him, and he 
knows it by heart. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Here is the very opening language in the 
appropriation act approved February 27, 1909: 

To continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended 
under the direction of the President, in accordance with an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the construction of the canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, 
as follows— 

And then follows all of these salaries and incidental ex- 
penses, and the salaries of the officers appointed by the Presi- 
dent to govern the zone. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
there? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman does not seriously mean to 
try to persuade the committee that what he has read from the 
caption of an appropriation act is sufficient authority for the 
President to assume his dictatorship? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Oh, my friend misunderstands, That is not 


the caption. That is the opening sentence. That is the law; 


that is the purpose of the act. It stated the purpose of the 
appropriation, and appropriated specifically, and stated every 
officer appointed by the President in the government of that 
zone. There is no more tangible way in which Congress could 
recognize the authority of the President to appoint those gov- 
erninent officials than by appropriating the money year after 
year to pay their salaries and expenses and authorizing him to 
pay them. 

Mr. HARRISON. Begging the gentleman’s pardon, the 
proper way would have been to frame a law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That might have been a more appropriate 
way; it might have been the way the gentleman from New 
York would have selected, but it was not the way that Con- 
gress chose, and the way that Congress chose was equally 
effective. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman not admit that the 
purpose of Congress was merely to pay the salaries of the peo- 
ple employed down there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr, Chairman, in order to secure intelligent 
consideration and understanding of this question, it is neces- 
Sary constantly to bear in mind what we are down on the 
Isthmus for—what we are trying to do there. We must guard 
against putting the cart before the horse, losing sight of our 
purpose and object there by becoming entangled in a lot of 
other matters as yet irrelevant. t 

I have never attempted to make politics out of the construc- 
tion of the canal. It is not necessary here to follow the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], either in his eulogistic 
remarks about the present occupant of the White House or in 
his denunciation of his distinguished predecessor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt there- 

Mr. ADAMSON. Well, I mean of the conduct of his prede- 
cessor. I do not mean that the gentleman had any personal 
difficulty with him. Mr. Chairman, I presume that the present 
occupant of the White House is as good a man, as able a man, 
and as fair a man as the party he represents has ever elevated 
to that office. I presume it is unnecessary for me to say that 
in the efficacy and excellence of the doctrines of that party 
as applied to the administration of government and justice I 
perhaps have as little confidence as any man in this House. 
But we have no other party in charge of us to dig the canal. 
That party has us, just like we haye the strip on the Isthmus, 
and they carry us along whether we oppose or whether we 
agree. 

The Government is down there to construct the canal. It 
has a title. It has a treaty. It has acts of Congress. It has 
had constant and regular appropriations, and, in my judgment, 
we are going right along with the canal. 


Now, from the beginning, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison] states correctly, there have been patriotic gen- 
tlemen here who were very much concerned about proper goy- 
ernment. They would have the country understand that there 
was a great and teeming population in a very desirable country, 
the chief object of which population was habitation, life, pros- 
perity, the pursuit of happiness and of health and property. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, this is our country, here; this is where 
we live. I should regard with great abhorrence the proposition 
to invest with dictatorial powers, for use in this country, either 
President Taft, ex-President Roosevelt, or even so good a man 
as the distinguished gentleman spoken of with highest admi- 
ration by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON] ex- 
President Cleveland. But, Mr. Chairman, we went to the Isth- 
mus to dig a canal under the warrant of military and naval 
necessity, nothing else. We had no constitutional warrant for 
constructing a commercial canal. We had no business trading 
for a strip of Central America to interrupt the continuity and 
harmony of the perpetual state of revolution in all that coun- 
try for any purpose but to dig a canal. That is ‘all. We sent 
the army there. The War Department is there to construct 
that canal, and it is for military and naval purposes only, so 
far as the Constitution and our laws are concerned. Inel- 
dentally, when it is finished we hope in some way to derive 
some revenue from allowing other people to go through it while 
the army and navy are not using it. That is all. [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the population there, and why the 
necessity for premature elaboration in civil government there? 
There are a few people who were there when we began work. 
Of course we haye to treat them properly. 

The others are our employees. We have not adyertised for 
speculators or emigrants to go there. We have not announced 
our permanent residence there. We have not announced that 
it is to be the chief seat for us to exploit the glories and beau- 
ties of constitutional government at all. Here is the place 
for that. If you want to jump on any of the Republican Presi- 
dents or the distinguished Republican party, go gunning for 
them here. [Laughter.] I know ten thousand things they 
have done here that are meaner than ordering the President to 
dig that canal. [Laughter and applause.] Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would be perfectly willing, as an incident to digging the 
canal, to make short work of keeping order down there and 
protecting our men while they dig the canal. For that pur- 
pose only the plainest and simplest instrumentalities are neces- 
sary. If any gentlemen of leisure or speculative views have 
gone down there desiring the luxury of litigation, let them come 
home and litigate. There is no trouble about that. When we 
have dug the canal and have seen what is there, what the 
conditions are, then it is the purpose of our committee, and it 
will be the proper time, to legislate permanently for the per- 
manent management and control of the canal and, incidentally, 
for the government of the strip. The little civil government 
that we may need there at present Is an incident only. Oh, but 
that is a monarchy; it is tyranny; it is dictatorship. The 
President has no right to hold it. My God, what would he 
have done with it? [Laughter and applause.] 

We bought it and paid for it. Our Appropriations Commit- 
tee, with the approval of Congress, have been down there to 
make estimates and pay money, and pay money, and pay money 
in ratification of everything that the President has done. Sup- 
pose he had turned it loose? He would have been base and 
contemptible. His name would have been foul and cast out over 
all the earth. Who would have taken it? Who is claiming it 
now? Who could take it and hold it and administer it? Oh, 
the gentleman from New York says he would not control and 
regulate it unless he goes back to Justinian and gets him up a 
code of laws longer than the Lord and Moses and the prophets 
and judges got together after Israel wandered forty years in 
the wilderness and lost their nationality, because they cared 
more for the letter and abstractions of the law than for the 
plan of salvation. We are there to dig the canal. Let us 
recollect that. That is what we are trying to do, and if the 
lawyers and politicians will find something else to nag the Re- 
publican party about we will get the canal cheaper and quicker. 
[Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, if Congress had not pro- 
vided before the end of the Eighth Congress for the permanent 
government of our purchase from France, would the gentleman 
from New York say that it ought to have been turned loose? 
It happened we legislated then, but that was land secured for 
the habitat of a great people. No country on earth equals it 
in the combination of scope, resources, and population to-day. 
We knew what we wanted with that. There was no trouble 
about it. I thought actually I had achieved a great Demo- 
eratic victory when I prevailed on my Republican brethren on 
the committee to accept Jeffersonian performance and take his 
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act of Congress for temporary control of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase to hold this strip by until we decided whether we could 
get the canal finished or not. 

I was astonished, I was wounded, I was pained [laughter] 
when we came in here with the bill and found some Democrats 
in trouble about dictatorship and one-man power. This bill 
enacts into law substantially what the President has been doing 
de facto under claim of right, in which Congress has recog- 
nized and supported him all the time. Away with nonsense and 
nightmares about dictatorship. [Laughter and applause.] I 
do not know what else the President could haye done. We 
wanted to legislate, but we wanted to legislate according to the 
subject in hand. We wanted to pass just laws enough to retain 
hold of the zone and run and control it until we finished the 
canal. 

The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON ] 
and others wanted a whole system of laws, comprising all the 
wisdom of the ages, including Justinian, Blackstone, and every- 
body else. The bill of the gentleman from New York was as 
long as a country certiorari. We did not think we had time to 
fool with it down there. We did not wish to engage enough 
lawyers and judges to go down there and run that system of 
government. We feared it might divert attention from digging 
the canal and delay our real work. 

But what we want to do to-day is what senatorial con- 
trariness—which is as bad as senatorial courtesy—heretofore 
prevented us from doing. We could not pass a similar bill then 
without accepting something else we did not want, and without 
giving up our proposition to abolish the commission, which had 
up to that time occupied about the same relation to the enter- 
prise of building that canal, as I told the late Senator Gorman, 
that a block sustains to a dog in the yard, which prevents him 
from traveling about. It obstructed locomotion and progress. 
We want the canal dug, and we want the responsibility to 
rest on somebody. We would rather have a plain, old-fash- 
ioned, honest, economical Democratic administration to dig 
the canal and do everything else; but if the people will 
not look at it right and give us that, let us permit the Re- 
publican President to dig that canal, and keep order while 
he does it. Then we can legislate intelligently according to 
the necessities of the case, both for the operation of the canal 
and the control of the zone and the people who may reside 
thereon, It is an amazing wonder to me that those squeamish 
patriots, so zealous to exploit systems of jurisprudence and so 
insistent to establish prematurely civil government on the zone, 
have not demanded that the motley aggregation temporarily 
collected there be allowed to register, vote, and run for office. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill, but 
not for the many reasons stated here. I do not believe that, 
thus far, the President of the United States is attempting to 
dig this canal without authority of law. I am more in doubt 
as to whether the law under which he has acted was such as 
we had the constitutional right to pass. 

I wish to supplement what was said by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] on the subject of the action thus 
far of the President of the United States in his effort to con- 
struct the Panama Canal by saying that it will be found by 
looking into each of the appropriation bills of the last Congress 
and preceding ones that it is specifically provided in those 
bills in making the appropriations that the money appropriated 
shall be used and expended in accordance with the act of June 
28, 1902, thus, in effect, reenacting or continuing that act in 
full force up to the present time. I here give a copy of the pro- 
vision found in the sundry civil appropriation act of March 4, 
1909, preceding the appropriations for the construction of the 
Isthmian Canal for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910: 

To continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended 
under the direction of the President in accordance with an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the construction of a canal 3 the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and acts 
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto. ° 

If this bill should become a law as drawn, the existing appro- 
priations for the canal could not be used, and the work would 
stop, as they can only be expended under the acts named in the 
provision quoted. 

Now, having said that much on that point, I wish to say that 
I might very properly agree with the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN], who talked so eloquently and well 
in favor of one man digging the canal if this bill contained 
nothing else than that there should be only one man to direct 
the work, although I radically disagree with him in that we 
are not now properly digging the canal substantially under one- 
man power, and the same as we will proceed to do if this bill 
shall become a law. My objection is to the discontinuance at 
this time of the Isthmian Canal Commission. It is splendidly 
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organized. It is doing its work admirably, as everybody, I 
think, who is entirely familiar with that work will testify. 
The work is going on favorably under adverse circumstances. 
It is being done as honestly and faithfully, and I believe as 
cheaply, as distant conditions from the place where material is 
supplied and whence must come the laborers, skilled and un- 
skilled, as I think could reasonably be expected to be done under 
such circumstances anywhere else, even within the States of 
the Union. I do not think this is a time to disorganize all this 
great_organization that is at work down there now. Its per- 
sonnel is splendid and its individual members are each men of 
high character and well equipped by education and experience 
for the work devolving upon them. There are about 44,000 
people on the rolls engaged in some way or another in building 
this canal. Thirty-five thousand in round numbers are now 
daily at work there. We have a real head there on the zone in 
Col. George W. Goethals, who has grown to be equal to the 
great work. He supervises, inspects, and constantly goes over 
all its parts. He is not only a great engineer, but he has great 
organizing capacity, and the other members of the commission 
are each likewise capable and tried and trained for the work. 
Col. W. C. Gorgas, of the commission, with his accomplished 
assistants, has worked a miracle in sanitation. Yellow fever 
and other deadly diseases haye been exterminated from the 
line of the canal and its construction thereby made possible. 

The French built hospitals and cared for the sick lavishly, 
but they did little to prevent disease. But for our effective 
sanitation it would be impossible to construct the Panama 
Canal. My friend Mr. Barcuretp, a distinguished Member 
from Pennsylvania and himself learned in the medical profes- 
sion, who has recently, and also on a former occasion, visited 
the zone especially to look after its sanitation, will agree with 
what I have said on this subject. 

The other members of the commission that are assigned to 
separate divisions and departments are all active, able business 
men. Their work is going on as well as could be expected. 
But now it is proposed, in the midst of this, to strike down 
the organization and substitute something entirely new. The 
commission is to disappear. Some people say they want a 
one-man head. We have always had a one-man head, and this 
bill does not do anything better in that direction than the pres- 
ent law under which we are operating. Now, something was 
said by the author of this bill about its being in harmony with 
the prior action of the House of Representatives in prior Con- 
gresses. I have had but little time, Mr. Chairman, to investi- 
gate this matter this session, and was very sorry that we could 
not have the whole subject delayed until after the holidays, in 
order that we might look into it. I find, after only a hasty 
examination, that the present bill is not in harmony in many 
of its material parts with the bill that we passed here in a 
former Congress. Indeed, it seems that the author of this bill 
has ebbed and flowed in his mind since this session of Congress 
commenced. I was led to look at a bill (H. R. 11744) that was 
introduced early upon the meeting of the first session of the 
Sixtieth Congress. 

I hunted up a bill, and I thought that was the one we were 
considering, but I find that another and a different bill was 
offered on the 6th day of this month, which in many material 
respects is different from the one that was offered in a former 
Congress on the 6th of January, 1908, and radically different 
from the one, H. R. 5155, offered in the extra session of this 
Congress. So I find changes are frequent in the mind of the au- 
thor of the bills. And then I find the bill that was first printed 
and brought to our attention, I believe, this morning, is an en- 
tirely different bill from any of those we have ever had; so 
that if some of the rest of us should have a little time to look 
into this subject we might find that we would discover things 
that should go into the bill or, being in the bill, that should be 
excluded from it. 

Something is said about this being a sort of evanescent zone 
that we have down there; that it is a place that we can go 
to, not with the Constitution to apply to the people whom we 
get to go down there, but that we can do as we please in govern- 
ing the zone and the people therein so long as we dig a canal. 
The zone has been acquired by treaty; it has been acquired by 
the payment of $40,000,000 to French owners and $10,000,000 
to the Republic of Panama. We have taken our people to the 
zone for the purpose of building the canal, and some will have 
to live there if the canal is successfully built and take care of 
the zone during the years to come. About 7,000 United States 
citizens are employed there now, and it is important that we 
apply to those people the same principles of justice that we 
apply to our own people here at home. It is important, too, if 
you please, that those laborers we have brought from foreign 
countries should be taught a lesson in the benign laws made in 
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accordance with the Constitution of the United States that they 
may be protected in their rights, for the humbler the people are 
found to be the more care should be bestowed in protecting their 
rights. The population of the zone, as reported by the sanitary 
Officers, is about 140,000. 

Now, the zone may be said, under the multitude of decisions 
that we have had about the territories, not to be territory of the 
United States; but if it is not territory it is at least one of our 


. possessions. It is property of ours, we have control over it, and 


we should govern it; and we must govern it, if we act rightly, 
under the Constitution of the United States. The language of 
the Constitution relating to the government of United States 
territory or other property is our only warrant for governing 
the Panama Canal Zone at all. I shall presently quote the 
pertinent clause thereof. 

I agree with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] 
that this is a time to right ourselves if we have been wrong in 
the past in the government of the zone and the people thereon 
while they are down there at work and while they live there; 
and, therefore, although feeling unprepared to discuss this 
question to-day with the care that it ought to have, I feel it my 
duty to enter my protest against the passage of so extraordinary 
a bill. 

I desire to call attention to a provision of the Constitution of 
the United States. Gentlemen seem to be tired of hearing this 
question, as though they had made up their minds. Whether that 
be true or not, I shall occupy a few minutes more in trying to 
demonstrate that it is the most extraordinary measure that has 
been pressed upon Congress, in my experience at least. 

We have a right to govern the zone under section 3 of Article 
IV of the Constitution of the United States: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belong- 
ing to the United States. 

This I read, although it is familiar to all of you, or should 
be, for the purpose of showing that what we should do with 
reference to this property is fixed by a constitutional right, and 
that we should be governed by that. 

Now let me turn to the bill and look at it and see what it is. 
In the first place, I might say that the first section of this bill 
undertakes by its language to extend the power and control over 
the entire territory within the zone, to wit, within 5 miles from 
the center line, including the cities of Colon and Panama, as 
though we controlled those cities; whereas the treaty with the 
Republic of Panama excepts both cities. The bill undertakes to 
assume control over both of them. It is true that the chair- 
man in his report on this bill says that it does not apply to the 
cities of Colon and Panama; that they are excepted. But the 
bill does not except them. 

Now, I only say that for the purpose of showing that we 
are rushing along without giving due consideration to a great 
measure that is intended to become permanent law for the 
government of the Canal Zone. It may be that the author of 
the bill simply omitted the exceptions by mistake, but such 
serious omissions should lead us to look with some criticism at 
the whole bill. 

I come now to the second section, and I will read a part of 
it at least: 

Sec. 2, Subject to the provin onn of this act and until otherwise pro- 
vided by Congress, all the military, civil; and judicial powers of the 
United States in the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, 
rules, and lations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone, 
and all the rights, powers, and authority granted to the United States 
by the terms of the treaty described in section 1 of this act shall be 
vested in the President or such person or persons as the President shall, 
from time to time, designate, detail, or appoint, and shall be exercised 
in such manner as the President shall direct for the government of the 
Canal Zone and the maintenance and protection of the inhabitants 
thereof in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

Here is a provision for turning over by law all the powers 
vested in the United States, not alone to the President of the 
United States but to any person or persons he may designate. 

Note also that the President, or such person as he may detail 
or appoint, shall have the right to “make all laws, rules, and 
regulations” necessary to the government of the Canal Zone. 

It might be within the possibilites to assume that the legis- 
lative power of the United States could by law be vested, 
through an act of Congress, in the executive power of the 
United States. But here we are undertaking by this bill to 
surrender all the power of the United States over this zone, 
not to the President alone, but to any person or persons he may 
name, citizens of the United States or not; the President, or 
that person, or those persons to have the right to make laws, 
civil and criminal, for the people who reside within the limits 
of that zone. 

Any person thus designated by the President would at once 
become vested with all the powers granted to the President, and 


he would forthwith supercede him in their exercise; also be- 
come the superior to all others engaged in constructing the 
canal or in governing the zone. How anomalous! 

First let me say, Mr. Chairman, that after the makers of 
the Constitution of the United States had written the preamble 
of that Constitution, the first sentence in the first article pro- 
hibited our legislating so as to divest Congress of any legisla- 
tive power, by giving it to the President of the United States 
or anybody else. Let me read section 1 of Article I of the 
Constitution : 

All l lative 
of the Daite Sc which shell couslst of © Beasts cad Won't 
Representatives. 

And the Constitution of the United States, in paragraph 18 
of section 8, Article I, in fixing the power of Congress, expresses 
its legislative powers thus: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carry- 
ing into execution the . — powers, and all other powers vested 
by this Constitution in the vernment of the United States, or in any 
department or officer thereof. 2 

No laws made otherwise than as provided in the Constitu- 
tion can have any operation or authority over any part of the 
United States. 

Paragraph 2, Article VI, reads: 

This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be 
made in ce thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, 
anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

It is thus made certain that no laws save such as are made 
in pursuance of the Constitution of the United States can be 
operative anywhere in the land. There can be, under the Con- 
stitution, no other federal lawmaking power than Congress. 

We are proposing to surrender legislative power to the Presi- 
dent of the United States or anybody he may name, to write 
laws that will involve the life, liberty, and property of citizens 
of the United States, and others besides, on that zone. Do 
any of you believe that we have the right to do that thing? 
The Supreme Court of the United States has had occasion to 
deal with this question, which came up fairly and properly in 
the case of Field v. Clark, reported in 143 United States. I will 
turn to page 649 of that decision, reading from the syllabus: 

Congress can not, under the Constitution, delegate its legislative 
power to the President. 

We are proposing to do that. The question arose about a 
reyenue law, in which the President was directed to do certain 
things on the happening of certain events. The court was 
unanimous in holding what I have just read, that whenever a 
power that was proposed to be given to the President was in 
the nature of a legislative power, that would be unconstitu- 
tional, although it held that the direction as to what the Presi- 
dent should do in the act involved was not legislative. 

The majority of the court held that,-but the whole court was 
unanimous in holding Congress had no right to delegate any leg- 
islative power to the President of the United States or to any 
person or authority. : 

Chief Justice Fuller and Mr. Justice Lamar dissented as to 
the construction given the act under consideration, and said 
that the act itself, by fair inference, included legislative power 
and was unconstitutional. 

Now, I read briefly from the opinion delivered by Justice 
Harlan for the court: 

The legislature can not delegate its power to make a law, but it can 
make a law to delegate the power to determine some fact or state of 
things upon which the law attempts to make its own action depend. 

It was held by a majority of the court that the law involved 
in the case did not undertake to delegate legislative power, but 
only power to determine a state of things upon which the law 
would depend, take effect, or operate. 

In another part of the opinion Mr. Justice Harlan, speaking 
for the whole court, says: 

That Congress can not delegate legislative power to the President is 
a principle universally recognized as vital to the integrity and main- 
tenance of the system of government ordained by the Constitution. 

Now, I want to say another thing with reference to this sec- 
tion. The President of the United States, of course, is right- 
fully at the head of this whole matter of constructing the 
Panama Canal; but why shall he be allowed to designate an 
individual, a person or more than one person, who may take his 
place? This section would give to the President or his ap- 
pointee or appointees power to make all laws and to exercise all 
the powers that are supposed to be necessary in the government 
of the Canal Zone, as well as in the digging of the canal. 

It is very curious, Mr. Chairman, that in the matter of the 
President's appointing this legislative person, whether an officer 
or not, he is allowed to do it without having to consult any 
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other authority. Under another section of the bill, section 3, 
when it comes to the matter of appointing the director-general 
for the canal and Canal Zone, who under the original bill was 
required to be an engineer—that seems to be stricken out in the 
reported bill—the President is, wisely perhaps, required to do 
that by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. But when 
it comes to appointing a man to be over all of them, to make 
the laws and repeal them at will, and appoint judges of courts 
and remove them, I presume at will, the advice and consent of 
the Senate is not required. The President is to be supreme 
power in appointing a successor or successors to himself, in 
whom all legislative and other powers are to vest. 

Prior bills of the same author provide for a governor and 
counselor for the zone. Why are they omitted in this bill, and 
why is the director-general not to be an engineer? 

I will now pass over to the fifth section. It seems that the 
bill introduced and referred to the committee on December 6, 
1909, has undergone some revision in the committee, but as now 
reported with an amendment it is something like a bill which 
was up in a former Congress: 

The judicial power in the Canal Zone shall be vested in the circuit 
court and such inferlor courts as the President may constitute. The 

of the circuit court shall be 8 by the 


judge President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the te, and shall hold his office 


for a term of four years, or until his successor is appointed. 


Now, this is an attempt to change the Constitution of the 
United States as to the tenure of a federal office. The President 
is to appoint a federal officer and limit his term to four years, 
whereas the Constitution of the United States provides that a 
aae. appointed by the President shall hold office during good 

Rvior. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman refers to Ar- 
ticle III of the Constitution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; to section 1 of that article. I will not 
stop to read it now. N 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman thinks that the 
appointment of a judge on the Isthmus would come under that 
provision of the Constitution? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do. By a provision in the Constitution of 
the United States they would become inferior judges of courts 
or tribunals, inferior certainly to the judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Congress, by paragraph 9, section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution, is authorized: 

To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court. 


And Article III of the Constitution vests the judicial power 
= mo nioa States in a Supreme Court and inferior courts. 
reads: 
The judicial of the United States shall 
supreme "court, Paty în such inferior courts as the abun nae tone 


to time ordain and establish. The judges, 
during 


both of the suprem 
and inferior courts, shall hold their offices behavior — 


good A 
shall, at stated times, receive for their servi 
shall’ not be diminished during thelr continuance i offen’ WAICh 

If these provisions do not authorize the creation of courts and 
the appointment of judges for the Canal Zone, they can not be 
created or appointed by authority of Co 

It is provided in the bill, section 5, that the Supreme Court 
shall review the decisions of the Panama Zone courts either 
by certiorari or otherwise, and thus it is required to be an 
inferior court to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MANN. Like the territorial courts. 

Mr. KEIFER. Where there are federal judges. 

Mr. MANN. But they do not hold during good behavior. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no federal judge, supreme, or infe- 
rior judge in the United States that does not hold his office 
during good behavior under the provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States. I do not intend to go off into the ques- 
tion of legislation for Territories, when they are organized Ter- 
ritories, because there are decisions and other provisions with 
reference to them which have nothing to do with this question. 
The Congress of the United States always has held and still 
has the right to set aside any law made by a territorial legis- 
lature. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman holds that in 
the matter of governing the canal territory the Constitution 
follows the flag; that all the provisions of the Constitution pre- 
vail there as they do here? 

Mr. KEIFER. They follow there as they do in any Territory 
or as to any property or possession of the United States, because 
the Constitution says so. I have already in this talk quoted sec- 
tion 3 of Article IV of the Constitution, which gives to Congress 
power to “‘make all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to the United States.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I would be very glad to have 
that doctrine established. 
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Mr. KEIFER. It has been very well established through all 
the history of the country. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. KEIFER. Those decisions deal with questions about 
what makes a Territory, but there is no question like that here, 
because the language is that Congress shall make rules and reg- 
ulations for the proper government of a Territory of the United 
States or of any of its property, and if the Canal Zone is not 
a TaT; it is United States property acquired by treaty and 
pu 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Does the gentleman think that 
this stands on a different footing than the Philippine Islands or 
Porto Rico? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not going to discuss those questions; 
they, too, belong to the United States; they are a part of our 
possessions and properly belong to the United States. 

If the zone is not United States territory or property within 
the meaning of the Constitution, then Congress itself has no 
right to legislate for its government or for the people residing 
within it; much less to delegate to the President or his ap- 
pointee the right to make laws for it. 

If Congress has no constitutional power to legislate for the 
Canal Zone, it can not delegate to the President or other person 
or authority such power; and if Congress has such power, it can 
not, as we have seen, delegate it anywhere. 

Now, following along a little, we find section 6 of the bill as 
reported reads: 

In all criminal prosecutions in the Canal Zone for felonies the 
accused shall enjoy the right of trial by an impartial jury. 

That section was not in a bill in a former Congress, but in the 
bill introduced in this Congress at the extra session by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] it was in- 
serted; and he now tells us in a speech to-day that if anybody 
undertakes to amend this section he will have it stricken out 
entirely, so that the people within the limits of the Canal Zone 
shall be prohibited from having a jury trial under any circum- 
stances. 

I think the section might as well go out as stay in, because if 
this zone belongs to the United States, as I contend it does, 
then the Constitution of the United States, higher than the Con- 
gress, higher than the law, extends over it and guarantees to all 
these people a jury trial, and it is not necessary to supplement 
it by an act of Congress. 

Paragraph 2, section 2, Article VI of the Constitution reads: 

The trial of all cri except in cases of impeachment, shall be by 
jury; and such trial shall be held in the State where the said crimes 
shall have been committed. 

Looking to the provisions of the bill, should it become a law, 
it may be assumed that the constitutional guaranties relating 
to persons accused of crimes are not to be regarded in making 
and administering laws made by order of the President or his 
appointee or appointees. 

Article V of the amendments to the Constitution provides: 

That no person shall be held to answer for a capital or other in- 
famous crime, unless on presentment or indictment of a nd dury, 
except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in militia, 
when in actual service in time of war or public danger; nor shall any 


rson be subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of 
ife or limb; on shall he be compelled in any criminal cae ts Be a 


How about the recent decisions 


witness against himself; nor be rived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law; nor shall private property "be taken for 
public use without just compensation. 


Are there to be no grand juries and no indictments in the 
criminal procedure on the Canal Zone? 

Are none of the other provisions of Article V to be given force 
and effect? 

Article VIII of the amendments to the Constitution pro- 
vides that— 

Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor 
cruel or unusual punishments inflicted. 

Are none of these wise provisions to be secured to our citizens 
and others residing on the Canal Zone? 

May not the law-writing authority issue laws violating para- 
graph 3, section 9, Article I of the Constitution, which reads: 

No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. 

We are advised that the provisions of this bill contain the 
only restrictions upon those who may make the daws for the 
Canal Zone and its people. The Constitution does not recog- 
nize such lawmakers or grant authority to or restrain them in 
any way. 

When we come to deal with the matter of the appeals or 
reviews of the decisions of the courts of the zone appointed 
by the President, or some other fellow that he may designate, 
when you come to take the appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States and ask the Supreme Court to review the laws 
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that somebody has made, it will probably be discovered that 
there are none of them constitutional, and we will be in 
anarchy or chaos down there so far as legislation is concerned. 

Think of the Supreme Court of the United States sitting in 
solemn judgment reviewing a criminal trial, a felony, a capital 
offense, where the crime has been defined by some fellow who 
has been picked out by the President of the United States and 
asked to make a law, or sitting in judgment to enforce a law 
made by the President, and then saying, “ We think this statute 
of the President or of John Smith (or somebody else) means 
thus and so!” Will that august tribunal of justice, which 
stands for the judicial power of the United States, sit in judg- 
ment and construe the laws and statutes written by some indi- 
vidual who is perhaps irresponsible to the United States and 
who does not even hold an ordinary position within it? Or 
will it sit in judgment of a law written by the President of the 
United States? Will it not rather say, “ We have always been 
unanimous in holding that the Congress of the United States 
could not delegate to the President or any person or persons 
legislative power?’ I do not stop to discuss this, Mr. Chairman. 
The organization of our Government was on the theory that 
there should be an executive power, and that power is com- 
pletely defined as to the President's right to administer the Con- 
stitution and to see that all the laws are enforced, and to make 
appointments of officers of the United States and commission 
them, and to have the veto power, and to make recommenda- 
tions to Congress, send messages to it, and so forth. These are 
all defined carefully in the Constitution, and it was intended 
that he should have no other powers than those delegated to him 
by the Constitution. 

No legislative or judicial powers are given to the President 
of the United States, but both such powers are either expressly 
or impliedly withheld from him, and wisely so. Powers not 
granted to him by the Constitution are withheld from him. His 
powers and duties are mainly prescribed in sections 2 and 3, 
Article II of the Constitution. I read from these sections: 


Sec. 2. The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy of the United States and of the militia of the several States, 
when called into the actual service of the United States; he 1 re- 
quire the opinion, in writing, of the png 1 oficer in each of the 
executive departments upon any subject rela to the duties of their 
respective offices; and he shall have 177 to grant rieves and par- 
Sone for 3 against the Unit States, except cases of im- 

chment, 
ris shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur; and he shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and 
consnis, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the 
United States whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided 
for, and which shall be established by law; but Congress may by law 
vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they think pro in 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of . — 
ments. 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may 
happen during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions whi 
ghall expire at the end of their next session. 

Sec. 3. He shall from time to time give to the Congress information 
of the state of the Union and recommend to their consideration such 
measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient; he may, on ex- 
traordinary occasions, convene both Houses, or either of them, and in 
case of disagreement between them with respect to the time of ad- 
Ca he may adjourn them to such time as he shall think proper; 

shall receive ambassadors and other public ministers; he shall e 
care that the laws be faithfully executed, and shall commission all the 
officers of the United States. 


Paragraph 2 of section 7 of Article I gives him the right to 
approve or veto bills passed by Congress. It reads: 

Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and 
the Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be presen to the President 
of the United States; if he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall 
return it, with his objections, to the House in which it shall haye 
originated 

And so forth. 

This comprises all he may do to cause a bill in Congress to 
become a law. Where by constitutional proyision or by law 
powers are granted to an officer, all unenumerated powers are 
held to be excluded under a familiar rule and maxim of law. 

Then came the legislative branch, consisting of a Senate and 
a House of Representatives, wherein it was careful to vest all 
legislative power, and where that power must be jealously re- 
tained. Then the Supreme Court comes in, with its supreme 
judicial power. That Supreme Court is not to sit in judgment 
and pass upon laws or sentences under laws that take the life, 
liberty, or property of a citizen of the United States according 
to an edict written by the President of the United States or 
by somebody whom he has told to write and issue it. Yet that 
is what this bill undertakes to authorize to be done, and that 
is what it would do if it could be enacted into law and could 
be made effective. 

Section 2 and other parts of the bill undertake to invest all 
the military, civil, and judicial powers of the United States in 
the Canal Zone “in the President or such person or persons as 


the President shall from time to time designate, detail, or 
appoint.” 

How audacious! The President is himself to be authorized 
by a law of Congress to abdicate and delegate to any person or 
persons he may select the right to perform the constitutional 
duties of the President as the military Commander in Chief of 
the Army, should it be called on to operate on the Canal Zone. 
So of the President's civil powers on the zone. He is to be au- 
thorized by law to abdicate and delegate them, regardless of 
his constitutionally defined duties and his oath. 

All the judicial powers of the United States in the Canal 
Zone are, by the same section of the bill, to be devolved on the 
President or such person or persons as he may select, and he 
or his appointee or appointees, who are not required to be an 
officer or officers of the United States, may again devolve on or 
delegate their thus acquired powers to such judges and courts 
as may be created by the President or his appointee or ap- 
pointees, such judges or courts to be charged with administer- 
ing such laws as their appointing and creating power may from 
time to time issue—not enact. Seriously, this seems so great a 
travesty on the theory and policy of our form of government 
and on our ideas of carrying out the requirements of the Con- 
stitution and of administering justice as to warrant a charac- 
terization of the severest kind. The statement of what is pro- 
posed is enough to insure its condemnation. 

Judicial powers, like legislative, can not be divested or in- 
vested or delegated in such manner. We have seen the Presi- 
dent does not and can not possess any judicial power under the 
Constitution. Judicial power is absolutely fixed and vested by 
the Constitution. Section 1, Article III, reads: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Su- 
preme Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from 
time to time ordain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme 
and inferior courts, shall hold their offices during good behavior— 

And so forth. 

The extent of judicial power to be exercised is defined in 
section 2 of the same article of the Constitution. It reads, in 
part, as follows: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, 
arising under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and 
treaties made, or which shall be made, under their authority— 

And so forth. 

It is proposed by this bill to set aside the plain provisions of 
the Constitution and withhold from regularly constituted courts 
of the United States judicial power and vest it in other courts 
and judges to be constituted as already stated. 

These are not all of the objectionable parts of the bill by a 
great ways. Let us examine section 7 of the bill a little: 

Sec. 7. All laws and treaties relating to the extradition of persons 
accused of crime in force in the United States, to the extent that they 
may not be in conflict with or superseded by any special treaty entered 
into between the United States and the ublic of Panama with 
respect to the Canal Zone, shall extend to and be considered in force 
in the Canal Zone, and for such purposes, and such purposes only, the 
Canal Zone shall be considered and treated as an organized Territory 
of the United States. 

That is to say, what? I do not know what could have been 
in the mind of the author. Treaties with other nations! Are 
they to apply to this zone, without the consent of the Republic 
of Panama? Yet that is the edict of the bill. We pass a law 
that can force a treaty upon the Republic of Panama with ref- 
erence to extradition, and make any other treaty with any other 
country binding on that Republic according to section 7 apply! 
That seems to be the purpose of the author. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. Yes, of course. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the gentleman’s opinion as to 
whether or not the laws of the United States will apply gen- 
erally on the Isthmus of Panama, or will this bill which is now 
up for discussion be the sole and only law that will govern? 

Mr. KEIFER. The Constitution of the United States will 
apply to this territory, or property, or zone, whatever you choose 
to call it, the same as it applies to any other territory of the 
United States. If there are any laws that are made to apply 
generally, they will apply there. I can not say that we have 
any of that kind. Long ago, in the Thirtieth Congress, the ques- 
tion came up, during the days when slavery ran rife in this coun- 
try, when the great southern statesman, John C. Calhoun, intro- 
duced, or caused to be introduced, a resolution in the Senate of 
the United States asking that the Constitution of the United 
States be extended over the Territories of the United States, 
upon the theory that the Constitution protected slavery wher- 
ever it went. The purpose of the resolution was to have a 
declaration that the Constitution of the United States extended 
to all United States Territories. In the great debate that fol- 
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lowed, it finally turned out that everybody agreed that the Con- 
stitution applied and extended to everything beneath the flag of 
the United States, Territories, of course, included. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Wi) the gentleman again yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. As I gather the gentleman's position, 
it is this, that the Constitution enters into the Isthmus of 
Panama? 

Mr. KEIFER. Surely. If it does not, Congress has nothing 
to do with it, and has no authority to pass this bill. Congress 
can do nothing not authorized by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If that be true, will not the acts of 
Congress and the procedure of the courts established by the act 
of Congress naturally follow? 

Mr. KEIFER. Such as are of a general character, yes; if 
they apply generally to unorganized territories or other property 
of the United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then does not the gentleman believe 
that, eyen though this bill gives the President power to make 
rules and regulations, the rules and regulations he prescribes 
for the courts must be rules subject to the acts of Congress? 

Mr. KEIFER. No; because the Constitution, as I have read, 
gives to Congress the right to make the rules and regulations 
for the territory and other property of the United States, and 
does not give the right to the President or some other person 
whom the President may designate. The President has no 
right to make any laws at all, and my point is that we can not 
vest him with the power to make the law or vest anybody else 
that he may nominate with the power to make the law for the 
government of the Canal Zone or for any other place in the 
world. The Canal Zone is now a part of this country and sub- 
ject to the Constitution and laws thereof whenever applicable. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman does not doubt the 
justice of the President when he comes to make laws, but 
doubts—— à 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, I will not go into that. The President is 
a great jurist and a great executive officer and all that, but I 
would not trust any man in the world to make laws in violation 
of the Constitution of the United States and substitute him 
for the Congress of the United States. 

Coming now to section 8 of the bill under consideration. I 
will not stop to read it; but what I think it does is to repeal 
or supersede, which is the same thing, all the laws that we have 
hitherto passed in reference to the matter of the rights of the 
employees who suffer personal injuries. The proposition is to 
supersede the act now in force, or the several acts, and give to 
the President of the United States the right to determine all 
those questions according to his own will. Perhaps I had bet- 
ter read enough of it to have Members be sure that I am right: 

Sec. 8. The President shall provide a method for the determination 
and adjustment of all claims for personal injuries to employees there- 
after occurring while directly engaged in actual work in connection 
with the construction, maintenance, operation, or sanitation of the 
canal or of the Panama Railroad, or of any auxiliary canals, locks, or 
other work necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
operation, or sanitation of the canal. 

That is sufficient to show you that we undertake to abrogate 
our right to make laws that will guarantee or secure to the 
employees down there remuneration in case they suffer injuries 
through the negligent conduct of those in charge of the work. 
We have passed, I think, three acts within the last three years 
on this subject, but now we find that it is thought to be wise 
that all our legislation for the protection of these humble people 
who are building that canal for us shall be cast aside and leave 
the President to determine their rights according to his will. 

I can not now further proceed with reference to that. There 
are some other things that I have overlooked. There is a pro- 
yision in the bill that requires the President of the United 
States not only to build the canal, but to construct harbors at 
both ends of the canal and defenses for the canal. In other 
words, we are to leave to his discretion the amount of money 
that is to be expended for the purposes of enlarging the present 
harbors in Limon Bay and at La Boca (I believe Balboa is 
the name it is called by now) on the Pacific side. We have har- 
bors there, and those who are familiar with the canal will re- 
member that it is a sea-level canal at both ends, for about 7 
miles, I believe, from deep water on the Pacific side and about 
9 miles from deep water on the Atlantic or the Caribbean Sea 
side. Now, those are the places that he is authorized to make 
harbors of without limitation of cost. He may make contracts, 
according to this bill, for any amount of expenditure, and our 
committees that are trying to cut down expenses and to have 
Congress do it are to have nothing to say as to the amount to 
be expended in building these harbors or in determining whether 
they are necessary. Still more, Mr. Chairman, the President 
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is authorized and required by this bill to build defenses—forti- 
fications to protect this canal. Why should he do that? That 
would be a long step backward in the history of the age. De- 


| fenses for the canal—we have an example showing they are 


nof, necessary. More than twenty years ago the Suez Canal 
was completed and in operation so that ships of war and ships 
of all kinds could pass through it. There have been no defenses 
built for that canal and there never will be. In this day, when 
we are praying for peace and for arbitration to settle diffi- 
eulties, why should we in the United States step backward and 
undertake to construct defenses for our canal, which we are 
building to meet the demands of the commerce of the whole 
world, and commence to build them before it is completed, as 
required by this bill? 

What happened with relation to the Suez Canal? A number 
of the great powers of the world—Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, Austria-Hungary, Italy, Turkey, the Netherlands, Rus- 
sia, and Spain—agreed in 1888 that that canal should be open, 
forever free to pass ships in peace and war, and, strangely 
enough, the United States of America was not one of the signa- 
tory powers to that great agreement. It ought to have been, 
and we were confronted in 1898 with a possible difficulty. The 
first article of the agreement reads: 


The Suez Maritime Canal shall always be free and open, in time of 
war as in time of peace, to every vessel of commerce or of war, without 
distinction of flag. 


In 1898, shortly after our war with Spain had been declared, 
we discovered that we had not entered into an agreement by 
which we had the right to go through the Suez Canal. Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Day, telegraphed over to our then ambasse- 
dor, Mr. Hay, in London, to appeal to the authorities of Eng- 
land—England owning the stock of the canal—to know whether 
we would be permitted to send our ships, if occasion required, 
through the canal to the Philippines without protest or objec- 
tion, and the question was put to Lord Salisbury as to whether 
the permission could be obtained, and the answer was elicited 
that none of the signatory powers, not even Spain, with which 
we were at war, would or could protest against the desired per- 
mission, and we were accorded the right, if it were necessary, 
to send our ships of war through the Suez Canal. Spain sent 
a fleet of war ships through the Suez Canal during the 
war on one occasion, passing them toward the Philippines 
and then returning through the canal again. The United 
States in 1898, and during that war, undertook to organize 
a fleet to be sent through the Suez Canal, but it was not 
found necessary to dispatch it. Now, why should we take 
a step backward and propose that the President of the 
United States should build up a Gibraltar of fortifications at 
both ends of this canal when none are necessary and never 
should be and never will be unless we go back to barbaric 
times. An agreement of like character with the existing one 
relating to the Suez Canal will be a better guaranty for per- 
petual protection to the Panama Canal than fortifications 
equipped with the best of modern guns and manned with the 
best officers and soldiers of the United States of America, and 
it will likewise be without expense to the United States. 

I have not spoken of many of the real and serious objections 
to this bill. I have not had time to go over it and examine it. 
I could only get hold of the bill and the report that we are con- 
sidering this morning. I found bill after bill differing in vari- 
ous respects, but I am obliged to talk to a bill that I haye never 
read until to-day. 

And I say now, gentlemen, we are in a progressive age and 
period. Let us keep our organization at work. Let us build 
this canal on the plans that have been proposed. If there is 
anything wrong with the organization, with the men down 
there at the head of the several divisions or departments, find 
it out and eliminate it. My friend from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
was with me over the canal on two occasions, at least; only 
last month we spent eleyen days on the line of the Panama 
Canal, and he faithfully looked into everything. There are 
some things he knows about—cement and rock and so on—that 
nobody else seemed to know down there until he told them. 
Two years ago I saw one of those illustrations that we get now 
and then (and I am tempted to tell it) of the superiority of 
civilized and intelligent man over mere ignorant physical power. 
I was standing watching some workmen on the canal, late one 
evening and on the rear end of a car by the side of Mr. MADDEN, 
and I saw a large and powerful Jamaica negro, with a sledge 
that I could hardly have lifted if I had had hold of it, striking 
blow after blow on the top of a stone, trying to shatter it. His 
repeated blows were more powerful than an ordinary man could 
give, and he never feazed it. 

The cheeks of my friend, Mr. MAappEN, commenced coloring, 
and he jumped down off the steps of the car, approached the 
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man, and said. Give me that hammer.“ With some reluctance 
it was handed over, and Mr. Mappen straightened himself up. 
With an extraordinary effort he lifted the hammer and swung 
it and struck on the side of the big rock, where it was shale and 
where its seams of strata came out, and his blow, though a 
feeble one compared to those given by the Jamaican, shattered 
the great stone in pieces. Mr. Mappen then threw down the 
hanuner and climbed modestly back on the car. His knowledge 
and practical skill had triumphed over mere power. The great, 
powerful fellow looked on in amazement at such a compara- 
tively weak man as Mr. Mappen being able to break a stone 
that it was impossible for him to feaze. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. MADDEN] thinks some 
people do not know as much as he, and I agree with him, but 
we will haye to get the Maddens and others to help work out 
this great problem. And if you, gentlemen, had gone through 
there in the torrential rains that some of us went through for 
eleven days in the past month and had seen the work on the 
great dam at Gatun, the work upon the locks, and the cuts 
and the dredging, and all those things, and had seen how the 
work was carried on, you would have had an admiration for 
the directing authority, the skill, and for the muscle and the 
power and vigor of these people who are constructing that 
great work for the United States and for the world. 

Do not let us turn back now or change our plans. Colonel 
Goethals has been down there above two years. He has taken 
up the work and he is vigorously pushing it. I know no one 
under him but that is doing his best, and that is much. If 
there is anybody to be complained of, there is plenty of oppor- 
tunity to complain to the President of the United States, to 
the Secretary of War, or to Colonel Goethals, and perhaps to 
others in order to settle the complaint. We can go on making 
our appropriations as we have been doing for the last few 
years, and providing as we have done in each act up to the act 
of 1909. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sms], a member of the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I am not at this late hour going 
to undertake anything like extended remarks on this bill. 
There has been a great deal said about section 2. It is my 
intention when the bill is read by paragraphs to move to 
strike out section 2 entirely, and if that motion fails, then to 
moye to amend by striking out part of it, as follows: 

All the military, civil, and judicial powers of the United States in 
the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, rules, and regu- 
lations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone, and— 

This language is broad and unequivocal. There can be no 
misunderstanding as to what it means; and it means to assume, 
in the first place—must so mean—that Congress has all these 
powers; that Congress is vested with all the military, civil, 
and judicial powers of the United States in the Canal Zone, 
and therefore can convey them to the President. I deny that 
Congress can convey that which it has not and is not author- 
ized under the Constitution to convey. We can not convey 
even the power we have. We have legislative power, and we 
ean not convey even that, but the language of the bill is— 

clu e power to make all laws, rul regul 
— 8 of the Canal zone. Se ere 

I submit that that language does give authority to the Presi- 
dent, or whoever he has in charge there, to make laws, rules, 
and regulations. 

Congress legislates for the District of Columbia, but author- 
izes the commissioners to make and promulgate certain rules 
and regulations, not inconsistent with the laws of Congress, 
that have the effect of law within the District. I do not see 
why there is any need for it, even if we have the power to vest 
the judicial and legislative power in the Executive. Congress 
is in session practically all the time; and this is not in any 
sense a military undertaking like a campaign attacking a fort 
or fortified city. This is a permanent campaign, so to speak, 
where we are not only building a canal but will operate it for 
all time to come. We can and we ought to permanently legis- 
late for that canal. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not now. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, it is not necessary, perhaps, to have a 
general code of laws enacted now, for the reason that it may 
be necessary to change them, and we might make them without 
sufficient information and thus rather retard than help. I 
must admit that the provisions which have been in operation 
up to to-day kave been successfully operated so far. 

I do not care whether it is the present President or any other 
President; we have not the power to convey legislative author- 
ity to him. It is not an act of criticism when does not 
undertake to delegate the powers the Constitution does not vest 
in him. This is not from any prejudice I have against the pres- 
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ent occupant of the White House. No one has a higher opinion 
of him than I have. We can authorize rules and regulations to 
be made to carry out and make effective legislation which we 
enact, but how can we divest ourselves of that power? I have 
not read carefully the decisions of the Supreme Court with 
reference to Porto Rico and the Philippines, but I remember 
that the court was divided, and I was struck with the force of 
the reasoning of those justices who dissented. I believe it is a 
safer rule to apply, and believe that in those cases, as in the 
income-tax cases, if they were ever presented again, there might 
be a different decision. 

We have no executive power; we have no judicial power. 
How can we invest others with the power that we have not 
ourselves? 

Section 5 says: 

The judicial power on the Canal Zone shall be vested in one circuit 
court and such inferior courts as the President may constitute. 

Here is language which proposes to put the judicial power in 
the President under section 2, and that it shall be vested in the 
circuit court under section 5. I think the latter is all right, 
but I think the former section ought to go out of the bill. I 
do not think it will cripple or hamper the people that work 
down there. Congress is nearly always in session, and we can 
have the recommendation of the President as to such general 
legislation as will be needed, and Congress can enact laws in 
accordance therewith without violating the Constitution. 

I do not care to make any extended speech at this late hour, 
but expect to offer that amendment. First, to strike out the 
section and then if that fails to strike out the language referring 
to legislative and judicial powers, and leaving the powers con- 
veyed by the treaty. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] deserves the hearty congratulations of this body 
and of the whole country on the bill that he has introduced, in 
which he has so wisely revised and amended former bills that 
even without some small amendments that might be made every 
Member ought to vote for it. On the other hand, the amend- 
ments of the committee, which the gentleman from Illinois has 
not discussed, are so important and, to my mind, so objection- 
able that unless they are rejected I hardly see how we can 
vote even for so good a bill as his. 

We are building a canal. There is a commission and there is 
a chief engineer, and, so far as I can learn from anything that 
has been said, the commission have nothing to do but to sit in 
their chairs and draw their salaries. At any rate, whatever 
they do can be done by the chief engineer, and if we are to 
build a canal, I sympathize with the declaration of this bill 
that the President shall go on and build it, as he is doing now, 
and that the commission shall be abolished. The enactment is 
simply declaratory of what exists. N 

We are building a canal in a country Which belongs to an- 
other nation, with Spanish laws, Spanish land titles, and the 
Spanish language, and those laws and titles and that language 
remain for the inhabitants of that country. We are adminis- 
tering those laws through a court that is on the spot, a court 
of three judges, who speak Spanish. We are administering 
also such regulations as haye had to be made for the business 
of building the canal. It is not a matter for legislation, it is a 
matter for administration, the President making such rules 
and regulations as are necessary, changing sometimes, perhaps, 
the Spanish law so as to adapt that law to the Americans who 
are there and to do the work of building the canal. All this 
has been done for years. The bill only says that it shall go 
on and be done. If it says more, then let any amendment be 
made which is necessary. The bill is declaratory, as it was 
before, of what exists. 

There is another administrative section, which provides that 
the President may establish a system for paying men who are 
hurt on the canal. At present there is a law that allows them 
to recover for the negligence of their coemployees full damages 
against the United States after suit. 

Although I helped frame that law, in my opinion this is a 
case not for a suit at law, not for the question of negligence, but 
for an industrial insurance of all accidents, a system to be 
adopted by contract between the parties thereto and the Presi- 
dent. The President fixes the wages, and both parties make 
such a system a part of the wages. It is not legislation, but 
contract. That system will give every man who is hurt some 
relief, and not too much. It is like a pension system or an 
industrial-insurance system. I should have been glad if it had 
been in a separate bill. It complicates this bill, but it is right. 

But the amendments of the committee deal with a most im- 
portant matter. The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
was right, that the present supreme court of three judges in 
that zone should be continued. The gentleman from IIIinois 


176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


/ DECEMBER 15, 


properly provided that the administration of the law to which 
those people were accustomed should continue. There are three 
judges. It is not too much to say that at least three judges are 
not too many, and are needed for the consultations of a court 
which must determine finally what is done criminally and 
civilly upon that zone, except so far as that determination is 
subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which may take three years. 

The judiciary should be a court and not a single judge. It 
should be a court composed of residents knowing their laws, 
and not, as it would be likely to be under the proposed amend- 
ment, a single circuit judge, an American sent there, a good 
lawyer, but without local knowledge, to act as absolute master, 
with nothing to correct him except an appeal, in large cases or 
in felonies, to the Supreme Court of the United States. That 
committee change ought to be stricken out. 

I am told, and perhaps rightly, that there are too many 
judges in Panama. There are the three circuit judges. They, 
sitting alone, one to take the Panama district, one the Colon 
district, and one the central district, ought to determine every- 
thing except mere justice of the peace cases. We have been 
foolish enough to constitute certain subordinate district courts 
which are not necessary. For the present population the three 
judges could separately do the nisi prius work and administer 
justice, with a power of review in the three sitting together. 
This is the same scheme that existed from time immemorial in 
England in the courts of common pleas, exchequer, and queen’s 
bench. It is the same scheme that was adopted in almost all 
our colonies, and by it good judges sit in the highest and lowest 
courts at the same time. 

But this amendment is full of difficulties, and should be 
stricken out. The judge of the circuit court is to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to hold office for four years and until his successor is 
appointed and qualified; but in the event of the absence or in- 
capacity to act of the judge so appointed, a judge pro tempore 
may be appointed by the director-general. Of course one judge 
can not stay in Panama all the time, and therefore we are to 
have a sort of ambulatory pro tempore judge, who is supreme, 
but appointed by the director-general. The provision shows 
the difficulty of having but one judge. 

Now, we are not usually in favor of legislation which will 
turn courts out of office by laws passed at a distance just as 
great as when the English Parliament legislated the judges of 
Massachusetts out of office. I am not in favor of such legis- 
lation; but, speaking for the committee over which I have the 
honor to preside, I likewise say that I do not think that any 
provision that goes beyond that of the gentleman from Illinois— 
that the present courts shall be continued—ought to be consid- 
ered in this House without the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

That committee has had before it various propositions for 
dealing with appeals. Some of us did not like the suggestion 
of a visiting circuit judge. If this bill, even as proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois, should pass, I think appeals ought 
to be taken to the cireuit court of appeals, sitting in New 
Orleans, instead of going to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, where business is so crowded that any appeal would 
be nugatory. But this whole amendment, as framed by the 
committee, to the bill of the gentleman from Illinois is wrong. 
He is entitled to the thanks and honor of this House for the 
patriotic provisions in this bill—reducing expenses; getting rid 
of useless offices; providing for extradition of criminals; con- 
tinuing and authorizing the Government that has gone on sub 
silentio, and that is doing such great things; providing for trial 
by jury in cases of felony, where the punishment is imprison- 
ment for life, or death. He is entitled to the honor of this Con- 
gress for introducing provisions by which the poor laborer who 
is hurt can, in any case, receive a measure of insurance by 
agreement with the Government, instead of having to fight for 
damages, to be recovered only if he was not negligent and the 
other man was, and at the end of a lawsuit. The gentleman 
is entitled to the thanks and confidence of this committee, and 
with some amendments the bill, as he introduced it, should be 
accepted. It should not be transformed into a bill to legislate 
judges out of office, to make a single man the supreme court, 
and practically to put the whole zone under the control of that 
single man. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
most objectionable feature of this bill is the one relating to the 
judiciary. The courts as constituted now, as I understand it, 
consist of three circuit courts, held at three separate places in 
the district. They are presided over by three circuit judges, 
and these three judges, sitting together, constitute a court of 
appeals, called the “supreme court of the Canal Zone.” 


This bill provides that there shall be but one judge in the 
Canal Zone. This change is based, I assume, on the fact, if it 
is a fact, as stated by my colleague from Illinois, that there is 
not sufficient business in the Canal Zone to warrant or justify 
haying more than one judge. Now, it seems to me that if 
those members of the committee who went to the Canal Zone 
and reported that condition back to the committee, it would 
have been well for them to have given us some idea of the 
business transacted by the three judges there now. We might 
be better able to judge for ourselves whether or not there is 
sufficient business in the zone to justify three judges. À 

I confess that I personally do not know the extent of the 
business that comes before the courts there. I have a letter, 
however, from one of the judges, who is a citizen of my dis- 
trict, in which he, incidentally, gives me some information as 
to the extent of the business in his particular court. If I am 
not mistaken, the court where he sits is held at Ancon. He 
wrote me a letter, dated August 4, in which he says that at the 
beginning of July there were SO cases pending in his court, 14 
of which were criminal cases and 74 of which were civil cases. 

There were filed during the month of July 32 new cases, 26 
of which were criminal cases and 6 were civil cases. His court 
disposed of during the month of July 16 criminal cases and 22 
civil cases, making a total of 38 cases which his court disposed 
of in one month, Pending at the end of July were 24 criminal 
cases and 58 civil cases, a total of 82 cases. 

It may be that there is more business in that court than in 
the others, but assuming that to be true, there is certainly 
sufficient business in that court, as indicated by that letter, 
for that time to employ the services of one judge. Three of 
the cases he tried in the month of July were murder cases, 
cases involving capital punishment, 2 of which were tried by 
a jury and 1 before the judge without a jury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will yield, let me ask if 
it is not true that anyone there charged with a criminal offense 
can have a jury by calling for it? 

Mr. STERLING. Not unless the offense involves death or 
imprisonment for life as the punishment. . 

Mr. MANN. Capital punishment or life imprisonment. 

Mr. STERLING. In cases of felony where the punishment 
is life imprisonment or death, the accused is entitled to a trial 
by jury, and in no other case. 

But the volume of business, it seems to me, is not the im- 
portant question in determining whether or not there ought to 
be more than one judge. I know of no instance in the judiciary 
in the United States, either federal or state, where litigants 
are confined simply to one chance, to one court. I know of no 
instance where the character of cases is similar to the large 
yolume of cases that come up in the courts in the Canal Zone 
but what the litigants in civil cases or the accused in criminal 
cases have at least two chances, and in the large majority of 
cases in the States they have four chances. It is a bad practice, 
it is an abhorrent idea, that a man must submit his rights of 
property or his right to liberty and life to simply one man. 
Now, it is true that this bill provides that in capital cases they 
can have an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and in civil cases involving more than $5,000 that appeal may 
be had. This practically denies to litigants the right of any 
appeal at all. 

I dare say that in the cases tried in the courts of the Canal 
Zone there would be very rare instances indeed where the liti- 
gants could go to the Supreme Court of the United States. I 
can not agree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER] that it is better to provide for appeals to the circuit 
court than it is to provide appeals according to the plan covered 
by the bill that passed the House at the last session. I believe 
that there ought to be an appeal to some federal court. 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman will excuse me, I said that 
I preferred an appeal to the circuit court of appeals. > 

Mr, STERLING. Yes; I think that is true. There ought to 
be an appeal to some one of the United States courts. I believe 
it would be better, however, to have a provision in the bill 
whereby a United States circuit or a United States district 
judge could go to the zone at least once a year, and probably 
twice a year, and hold court there and hear appeals. 

When the bill is under consideration under the five-minute 
rule, I shall offer an amendment to that section of the bill, to 
the effect that the judicial power shall be vested in the courts 
as they are now constituted. That gives the litigant a trial in 
the circuit court and then it gives him an appeal to the three 
circuit judges sitting as a supreme court. It seems to me that 
that is far better and much more in harmony with our system 
of courts here in the United States and in the States than the 
proposition to limit a litigant or an accused to a single trial in 
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a single court with a single judge. I think that ought not to 
prevail in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I note that the original bill provides for ap- 
peals to the Supreme Court only in cases where the amount 
involved is $5,000, or where the punishment is imprisonment for 
life or death. It was for a hundred years the law in the United 
States that the Supreme Court had jurisdiction in appeals 
involving $2,000 or more, and I believe that the limit ought to 
be reduced here. If appeals go to the Supreme Court, or to any 
court which the law may provide as a court of appeals, from 
the courts in the Canal Zone, the limit determining the jurisdic- 


tion should not exceed $2,000. These smaller cases—and I dare 


Say that there are not many cases there that involve large 
amounts of property—determine principles and settle the rules 
of law as well as larger ones, and litigants ought to have the 
privilege of appealing to the higher courts, in order to establish 
a better, surer, and more certain system of rules and law gov- 
erning the courts there. The idea that a man is being prose- 
cuted for an offense and has no appeal, only in case of imprison- 
ment for life or in case of punishment by death, is absolutely 
abhorrent and obnoxious to the American idea of court facili- 
ties and trials by jury. 

Another thing. This law as it is now gives the right of trial 
by jury only in these greater felonies. This bill, and I think 
it is a good proposition, provides that they shall have the right 
to try their cases by jury in all felony cases and there ought 
to be a jury trial in civil cases involving any considerable 
amount. Now, whatever may be said about the courts there 
having not sufficient work to occupy their time, I desire to say 
this, that this bill as it is now provides for a jury trial in all 
felonies, and you will find that the courts are much more 
occupied when they begin to try these cases by jury than they 
are at the present time. To try a jury case requires a great 
deal more time than trial by the court alone. It will necessi- 
tate more courts instead of fewer if we extend the right of 
trial by jury as is provided in this bill for all felonies. I dare 
Say three circuit judges on the Canal Zone will be occupied as 
much time, and probably a great deal more, than many of our 


judges are in the state and federal courts. If the committee. 


does not feel that the courts as they are now constituted are 
proper, then there ought to be some other plan provided, but 
the litigant ought not to be deprived of a chance to appeal. 

It would be better to enhance the opportunities for, redress 
in the courts rather than destroy them. If my amendment to 
this bill to maintain the courts as they now are does not pre- 
vail, then I shall at the proper time offer a still further amend- 
ment to this section. I shall move to amend by substituting 
another plan. This provision in the bill for a single judge must 
be obnoxious to anyone who will stop to consider it. It is not 
so much a question as to whether or not one judge can perform 
the services now performed by three—I do not believe the pro- 
vision is at all tenable on that ground—tnut it is a question of 
giving to the people of the zone proper court facilities where 
their rights may be duly safeguarded. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, before yielding the remain- 
der of my time to another gentleman, I wish to do myself the 
pleasure to express the undying gratitude of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the two distinguished legal 
luminaries of the Judiciary Committee, one of whom so kindly 
offered their parental and patronizing guidance to revise all 
bills reported by us before they are permitted to become laws. 
Our admiration for the distinguished lawyers on the Judiciary 
Committee knows no bounds. We acknowledge that for orna- 
mental and theoretical work, where there is not much at stake, 
they are not to be excelled ‘anywhere on earth; but when you 
come to talk about doing practical business and want practical 
lawyers, who know how to enact a law that will work, one that 
the Supreme Court will not pronounce unconstitutional, one 
that will not require so much time for the lawyers to fuss about 
and debate as to what it means, one that can be enforced and 
made to meet the expectations of its framers, you can come 
always to the real practical lawyers on thè Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce Committee. [Laughter and applause.] I yield 
the balance of my time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
GARDNER]. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will not de- 
tain the House at this time unless general debate is to close 
to-night. If it is, then I would like to speak for a few min- 
utes on one phase of the bill, if I could have the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce for a moment. I say I do not wish to take up any 
time unless it is understood general debate will close before 
the committee shall rise. 


xLY——12 


Mr. MANN. My purpose is, so far as I am concerned, to 
have the committee remain in session until the reading of the 
bill commences, and then move to rise, so we may close general 
debate to-night. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to emphasize one feature of the pending measure; other 
features have been discussed at length. I yoted for this bill 
in a former session. That was after one visit made to the 
Canal Zone two years ago. It was my fortune to spend, with 
the Committee on Appropriations, eleven days on the zone in 
the month of November last. This bill proposes, among other 
things, to create a director-general, to abolish the Isthmian 
Commission, and to make one man on that zone absolutely 
supreme, under the executive authority at Washington. If I 
misapprehend the object of the bill then I would like to be 
corrected. 

Two years ago, when we went down there, we found the com- 
mission substantially as we find it now. I do not know any 
member of the committee or any Member of the House who has 
visited the zone in these recent months who will do other than 
say that in his judgment the work in these last two and a half 
years under the direction of the present Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission has been most satisfactorily performed. I doubt 
whether any man will contend that it would have been better 
performed had a single man been the acknowledged authority in 
the zone, The saying which was written long ago is still 
true—that in a multitude of counsel there is wisdom. Put 
one man at the head and you take away that counsel and 
make his dictum law, his judgment supreme. All recognize and 
realize who will be made director-general. And I am frank to 
say, if I had the power, knowing what I do, and this bill be- 
came a law, I should appoint George W. Goethals, the one man 
all have in mind, as the supreme head. It has been my fortune 
as a boy and as a man to be brought in contact with some of 
the great intellects that have made history in this country for 
more than forty years, and I say to you to-night, as my delib- 
erate judgment, after sitting at his feet for days in committee 
hearings, that I have rarely seen a man possessed of so many 
of the finer elements that make for true manhood. 

I have rarely seen a man with a clearer cut intellect or in 
his specialty more thoroughly educated. I have never any- 
where, under any conditions, in any sphere of life, known a 
man with so thorough a grasp of a great enterprise, both in 
gross and in detail, as the present chairman of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. It is not from any personal feeling that 
I object to this particular feature of the bill. The reason that 
has been alleged, and about the only reason that I have heard, 
is the intimation that there has been friction in the delibera- 
tions of the commission. Friction! ‘There are many things 
worse than friction, gentlemen. Is it for that reason we are 
to abolish the commission and give one man supreme power? 
There is friction in this House. No single great measure has 
ever been presented and advocated since I have been a Member 
of this body that has not created friction. But for that reason 
would you abolish the House and make the Speaker or any 
other one man supreme? Every man here who has had experi- 
ence on committees knows that there is friction in the com- 
mittee, the sharpest kind of friction, but instead of that being 
an objection, it is a virtue, for these things bring out the best 
as well as the worst under consideration, and when all is pre- 
sented men are able to judge and to choose, in their judgment, 
what they deem best. 

I do not believe that you could name a great corporation—and 
we have nothing comparable to the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion—whose deliberations, if you could get the inside workings, 
would not reveal at times the sharpest kind of friction; but, 
gentlemen, they do not for that reason dismiss the board of 
directors and make the president the supreme and autocratic 
power of the corporation. Bank corporations have friction be- 
hind the closed and locked doors. Policies are discussed, cur- 
rent and proposed methods are severely criticised, but because 
the directors disagree, is it seriously proposed by the stock- 
holders to change the law, to dismiss the board of directors, 
and put all powers in the hands of the president, honest and 
capable as a financier though he may be? 

That is the situation, gentlemen. But that is not all. No 
man has a certain tenure of life, especially is this true in the 
Tropics, and particularly a northern man, burdened as each one 
of these commissioners are, and the chairman more than any, 
if not of all others. Suppose he dies? Then what? Who is 
to succeed him? I say there is no question about who will be 
appointed now. But suppose that he should not survive the 
building of the canal, who is going to succeed liim? Is it to be 
a matter of political favor? Is it to be used to confer great 
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honor on some favorite Individual? It is well to pause and 
think twice before you make this possible. 

Then, again, it bas been alleged here by a distinguished 
member of this committee that certain things in certain parts 
of the digging of the canal have not gone just as somebody else 
would like to bave had them. Is that a reason for dispensing 
with the counsel and wisdom of these other men, skilled and 
trained in their respective Hnes, as they are? Three of the 
men now commissioners, engaged in the construction of the 
canal, were educated under the late Gen. Orlando M. Poe in 
practical canal building at the Sault Ste. Marie. Are their 
counsels worth nothing? Is it believed that it would not be 
wise for any man to invite these trained men of experience, 
the very cream of the engineers of the United States Army, 
into counsel and confer with them on matters in which they 
have a common interest? Are not they and their opinions en- 
titled to some respect and consideration? Are you going to 
reduce them in rank and make them mere hired men from now 
on? One of three things is true in this matter. The present 
commission has been a failure, comparatively, up to this time, 
and this action, if taken, will be construed as a proof. That is 
one. Another is that one man has shown himself so supera- 
tively supreme that he does not need the counsel and advice 
of his associates; and another, and this is what hurts more 
than anything else, it will be taken as a refiection upon the 
competency of the other members of that commission who 
have taken their lives im their hands literally, as men do who 
go into battle, knowing that it may mean death, and have dis- 
charged faithfully and well the duties imposed. 

When the Government said to these men, Go,“ they went, 
though yellow fever was then prevalent and death lurked in 
every jungle on the Canal Zone. They have done their work, 
and done it well; this all who know concede. I challenge any 
man who has visited the Canal Zone, as the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have, to utter one word of reflection upon the 
work of the present commission from the standpoint of financial 
integrity, of high personal character or approved intellectual 
ability, or of a capable and able discharge of responsibility im- 
posed on the part of any member of the present Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 

Gentlemen, you are in this bill discrediting to the country at 
large to the members of their families and in their homes 
the capable and faithful men now discharging the high trust 
imposed upon them. That is the situation; and what is the 
need of it? If any man here does not believe that the work is 
being done, and done well, I hope he will do these other six 
members of the commission the justice to say so. These men 
who are intrusted by the Government with this work areas faith- 
ful to their duty as any soldier intrusted with the flag on the line 
of battle. That is the situation. I have met these men. I have 
talked with them and discussed their plans with them. ‘They 
are wedded to this enterprise. They would lay down their 
lives at any hour at the post of duty rather than abandon the 
great work that they have undertaken. 

Yet you propose to set them aside and say to them: “ We will 
give you the one-man power, and you must take his dictum or 
walk out of this work.” These men have given up their lives 
to be a part and parcel of this great work; and what do you 
propose to do? Intrust to one man the running of a steamship 
and a railroad, simply as incidental to the enterprise, to pur- 
chase vast quantities of supplies, to direct 40,000 men daily, in 
the aggregate, engaged in toil. You propose to intrust to one 
man’s supreme authority, under the President, the conduct of 
the most colossal enterprise that has ever been undertaken on 
this globe. That is not all, gentlemen. In doing that you say 
to these men, who are in many respects his peers and have 
hitherto planned and labored as equals for the common end, 
“We will henceforth give you a subordinate position, and trust 
all the pewers to one. Until now you have been invited in 
council, but now that door is closed. Heneeforth you must take 
orders or leave.” 

I confess, in the light of my recent observations, I shall fear 
for the future of that enterprise if this bill becomes a law. We 
can certainly afford to carefully consider the results 
before taking a final vote upon the passage of the bill. [Loud 
applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate being closed, the Clerk 
will report the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enaeted, etc., The zone of land and land under water of the 
width of 10 miles, extending to the distance of 5 miles on each side 
of the center line of the route of the canal to be constructed thereon, 
which zone bagina in the Caribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean 
low-water mark and extends to and across the Isthmus ef Panama 


Into the Pacific Ocean to the distance of 3 marine miles from mean 
low-water mark, including all islands within said described limits and 


im addition thereto the group of islands In the bay of Panama 
Verico, Naos, Culebra, and Flamenco, and any lands and waters outside 
of said limits above described which may be or from time to time may 


named 


become necessary a conventent for the construction, tenance, 
operation, sanitation, or protection of the said canal or of any auxiliary 
anals, lakes, or other works necessary and convenient for the con- 
tenance, operation, sanitation, or protection of said enter- 
pese; the use, occupation, and control whereof were granted to the 
Jnited States by the treaty between the United States and the Re- 
— of Panama, the ratifications of which were exchanged on the 
6th day of February, 1904, and all other territory over which the 
United States now has or may have hereafter obtained governmental 
control, situate within the territorial limits of the Republic of Panama, 
shall be known and designated as the Canal Zone, and the canal to 
be constructed thereon shall be hereafter known and designated as the 
Panama Canal, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12316 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. Lever, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for six days on account of important business. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
34 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


(S 
struction, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a schedule of useless papers in the files of the Pension Office 
(H. Doe. No. 331)—to the Select Committee om Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a recom- 
mendation for the exchange of certain land of the Cave Hill 
National Cemetery for land belonging to the Cave Hill Ceme- 
tery Company, of Louisville, Ky. (H. Doe. No. 332)—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Quartermaster-General of the Army, a recom- 
mendation for transfer of certain reads to the county of Pulaski, 
III. (H. Doe. No. 333)—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
estimate of cost of improvement of reservoirs at the headwaters 
of the Mississippi (H. Doe. No. 363)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting abstracts 
of reports and returns by the adjutants-general of the States, 
Territories, and the District of Columbia Militia for the year 
ending December 31, 1909 (H. Doe. No. 334)—to the Committee 
on Militia and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Mosquito Inlet, Florida (H. Doc. No. 362)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Mattox Creek, Virginia (H. Doc. No. 361)—to the Committee 
en Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Swift Creek, North Carolina (H. Doe. No. 360)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Okanogan River, Washington (H. Doe. No. 359)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Oemulgee River, Georgia (H. Doc. No. 358)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

TL A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
North Canadian River, Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 357) —to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Highcliff Harbor, Lake Winnebago, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No, 
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356) —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Hingham Harbor, Massachusetts (H. Doc. No. 355)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
harbor at Forestville, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 354)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
harbor at Port Sanilac, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 353)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
harbor at Rogers City, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 352)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Yaquina River, Oregon (H. Doc. No. 351)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinations of 
Forester Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 350)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Chesapeake Bay, Maryland (H. Doc. No. 349)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of harbor at Lexington, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 348)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination for 
increasing the water supply of the District of Columbia (H. Doc. 
No. 347)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Tradewater River, Kentucky (H. Doc. No. 346)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bayou Cocodrie, Louisiana (H. Doc. No. 345)—to the Com- 
mittee on Riyers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pocomoke River, Maryland (H. Doc. No. 344)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 


Verdigris River, Oklahoma and Kansas (H. Doc. No. 343)—. 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 

26. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Charlotte Harbor, New York (H. Doc. No. 342)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Black River, South Carolina (H. Doc. No. 341)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for heating and lighting 
the Naval Academy (H. Doc. No. 340)—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

29. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for pay of officers and em- 
ployees of the Isthmian Canal force (H. Doc. No. 335)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

30. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for military and post roads, 
bridges, and trails in Alaska (H. Doc. No. 338)—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

31. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting a report of the travel of officers and 
employees of the commission during the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 336)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


32. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Mary F. Casey Tucker, sole heir of estate of Solomon L. 
Casey, against the United States (H. Doc. No. 364)—to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

33. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, rec- 
ommending legislation to authorize the sales of several federal 
building sites (H. Doc. No. 337)—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a recommendation for the repeal of the act granting a pension 
to Hiram C. Jett (H. Doc. No. 339)—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions and ordered to print letter only. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3016) for the relief of L. M. Northeutt—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4013) for the relief of the estate of Mary N. 
Cox, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7034) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Parker—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13613) granting a pension to George W. Davis— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14265) granting a pension to David B. Bowen— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14370) granting a pension to Susan C. Masters— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14454) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Woodward—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of Leroy Douglass—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: A bill (H. R. 15384) making appropriation for the sup- 
port of the army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911—to 
the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 15385) for the erection of 
a public building at Holton, Kans.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15386) for the erection of a public building 
at Hiawatha, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 15387) permit- 
ting the building of a public highway bridge across.the Missis- 
sippi River in Itasca County, Minn.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15388) to 
provide for an additional professor of mathematics in the navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 15389) for the erection 
of a public building at Bowling Green, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 15390) authorizing a 
survey of the Abita River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 15391) to amend section 2708 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 15392) to amend the act of June 
27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 15393) granting restoration 
of pensions to certain remarried widows—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 15394) to provide for a public 
building at Corry, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15395) to provide for a site and public 
building at Titusyille, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15396) to provide for the further improve- 
ment of the harbor of Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 15397) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station at Marine Park, City Point, 
South Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 15398) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to promote the safety of employees on rail- 
roads ”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15399) for the recognition 
of services of a military nature rendered by certain civilians in 
the late war with Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15400) to amend the records on file at the 
War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15401) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who 
were the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive, on April 19, 
1861, for the defense of the city of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15402) for the relief of the widows of 
Union soldiers, sailors, or marines—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 15403) granting certain 
pensions to blind children of civil-war soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 15404) for the erection of a 
public building at Bedford City, Va.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 15405) to grant honorable 
discharges to the quartermaster volunteers who served in the 
military service in the civil war, and include their names in 
the roster of Union and Confederate armies—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 15406) to regulate and 
fix the fees of United States commissioners, and to define their 
powers and duties—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15407) to fur- 
nish artificial limbs or appliances to certain officers, soldiers, 
seamen, and marines who served during the civil war and were 
totally disabled in limb by injury or disease, and amending cer- 
tain acts now in force—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15408) to reimburse depositors of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 15409) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a site for and erection of a public building at Tarboro, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15410) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Tarboro, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15411) to limit removals from state courts 
into courts of the United States in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15412) to prevent removals from state 
courts into courts of the United States by nonresident corpora- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15413) 
to amend an act entitled An act to regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States,” approved February 20, 1907— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15414) to provide for the payment of 
overtime claims of letter carriers excluded from judgment as 
barred by limitation—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15415) to provide for the acquisition of 
the site for the erection of a post-office building at Newburyport, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15416) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site for the erection of a post-office building at Salem, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 15417) to amend the Bow- 
man Act, volume 22, Statutes at Large, page 485—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15418) for the disposition of the proceeds 
of the illegal cotton taxes collected in 1862, 1864, and 1866—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15419) for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station for the propagation of fish at or near Pratt- 
yille, Ala—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15420) to provide for the pensioning of 
Ve eg of certain soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 15421) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to allow the Minneapolis, Red Lake and 
Manitoba Railway Company to acquire certain lands in the Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, Minn.,” approved February 8, 1905— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 15422) 
for increase of appropriation to agricultural colleges for exten- 
sion work—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 15423) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to appraise certain lands in the State 
of Minnesota for the purpose of granting the same to the 
Minnesota and Manitoba Railroad Company for a ballast pit— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 15424) authorizing the con- 
struction of a suitable building at Fort Deposit, Ala., in lieu 
of the armory which belonged to the national guard of said place 
and was destroyed by the recent storm that swept over Fort 
Deposit—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15425) providing that the street-car com- 
panies of the District of Columbia shall provide separate street 
cars for white and negro passengers—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15426) to prevent gambling in cotton fu- 
tures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15427) to provide for the survey and ex- 
amination of the Coosa and Tallapoosa rivers in Georgia and 
Alabama, and their tributaries, with a view to ascertaining the 
possibility of aiding navigation on said rivers and on the Ala- 
bama River, and of developing the water power thereon—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCALL; A bill (H. R. 15428) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint a commission on national historical publica- 
tions—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 15429) extending the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 10, 1908, entitled “An act 
granting to A. J. Smith and his associates, their successors and 
assigns, authority to construct, maintain, and operate a dam 
across the Choctawhatchee River about one-eighth of a mile 
below or west of the bridge across said river on the road known 
as the Newton and Ozark public road, in Dale County, in the 
State of Alabama, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,“ approved June 21, 1906—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15430) to further extend the operation of 
the act approved April 5, 1906, entitled “An act authorizing the 
Choctawhatchee Power Company to erect a dam in Dale 
County, Ala.”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 15431) to amend the act to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 15432) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the city of St. 
Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved January 9, 1909—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 15433) providing for the 
examination and survey of the Bronx River in the State of New 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 15434) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at the 
city of Neenah, State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15435) to amend section 2746 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to additional compensation 
to the appraisers, deputy collectors, etc., at the port of San 
Francisco—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 15436) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Van Buren, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15437) to refund the cotton tax—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15438) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Mena, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 15439) to refund the cot- 
ton tax realized to the Government under the acts of Congress 
of July 1, 1862, March 7, 1864, March 2, 1867, and other acts of 
Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15440) to revive the right of action under 
the captured and abandoned property acts, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15441) 
limiting the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics 
employed upon work done for the United States or for any 
Territory or for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15442) for 
the relief of the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 15443) for the relief of the 
State of North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 15444) for 
the relief of former members of the New York Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 15445) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection of a federal building at 
8 Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15446) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a federal building at Charles City, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15447) for 
the erection of a public building at Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 15448) to authorize certain 
changes in the permanent system of highways plan, District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15449) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of a public building at the city of 
‘Wichita Falls, in the State of Texas, and to authorize the erec- 
tion and completion of such building—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15450) for the erection of a federal build- 
ing at Amarillo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Resolution (H. Res. 180) calling on 
the Board of Managers of National Homes for Disabied Volun- 
teer Soldiers for information—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURGESS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) re- 
questing the President to consider the expediency of effecting 
a treaty with the European powers, providing for the neutrali- 
zation of the Philippine Islands, and to protect an independent 
government there when established—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) 
to restore the status of First Battalion Mountaineers, Cali- 
fornia Volunteers, who served during the late civil war—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 92) to pro- 
vide for the printing of 250,000 copies of the Special Report on 
the Diseases of Horses—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

He following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 15451) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Gordon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15452) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis ©. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 15453) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles E. Bowman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 15454) for the 
relief of William E. Farrell—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 15455) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marion Franklin—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 15456) for the relief of 
Gunner Carrington A. Young, U. S. Navy, retired—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 15457) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Thompson—toe the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 15458) to complete the mili- 
tary record of Andrew H. Johnson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. 3 A bill (H. R. 15459) granting a 
sion to Carrie N. - Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15460) granting an increase of pension to 
George Van Nortwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 15461) for the relief of 
Pedro Fuentes, administrator, Solomonville, Graham County, 
Ariz.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 15462) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jeremiah Eaton—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15463) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15464) for the relief of Austin T. Dicker- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 15465) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse W. Dabbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a- bill (H. R. 15466) granting a pension to Emma 
Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 15467) granting an increase 
= pension to Michael Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15468) granting an increase of pension to 
August Mohrmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15469) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15470) granting an increase of pension to 
Minor Spates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 15471) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert P. Mingea—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 15472) granting an increase of 
pension to James P. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15473) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Crites—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15474) 
granting an increase of pension to Cynthia A. Stewart—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15475) granting an increase of pension to 
Coleman Lewellen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15476) granting an increase of pension to 
Garrett Forespring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 15477) granting a pension 
to Albert Watson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15478) granting a pension to Nathan N. 
Colvard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 15479) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Laeramore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15480) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Griffiths—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15481) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15482) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Wooten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15483) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Minor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15484) granting a pension to George W. 
White—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15485) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15486) granting a pension to G. W. Sea- 
mons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15487) for the relief of C. A. Jarred, ad- 
ministrator of estate of Leroy Noble—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15488) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Robert B. Pearce, late of Sevier 
County, Ark—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 15489) granting an 
increase of pension to William Cochran—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15490) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15491) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15492) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Kolb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15493) granting an increase of pension to 
William Irelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15494) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Lambert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15495) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris L. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 15496) to correct the military 
record of Andrew B. Ritter—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15497) to correct the military record of 
Alfred A. Burris—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15498) to correct the military record of 
George B. Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 15499) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Ohman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15500) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15501) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Thies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15502) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15503) granting an increase of pension to 
Van R. Gifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15504) granting an increase of pension to 
John Phelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15505) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Saratha—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 15506) granting an increase 
of pension to William O. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 15507) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael Campion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15508) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15509) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley J. Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15510) granting an increase of pension to 
Leverett A. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15511) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Forey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15512) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Steves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15513) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Borden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15514) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 15515) to appoint Wilbur F. 
Cogswell an assistant engineer in the navy and place him on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 15516) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
- sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15517) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Evens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15518) for the relief of George Zahner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15519) for the relief of Peter Whistler 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15520) for the relief of Henry Bisch—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15521) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15522) granting a pension to John R. 
Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15523) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Harston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 15524) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Fetterer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15525) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Langton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15526) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 15527) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Smith A. Hunt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15528) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15529) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15530) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Belle Lutze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 15531) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter J. Mallett—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15532) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert E. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15533) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15534) granting an increase of pension to 
Foster D. McKibben—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 15535) for the reinstatement 
of Lieut. Col. Constantine Marrast Perkins to the active list of 
the Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15536) 
granting a pension to Roxanna N. Wilford—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15537) granting a pension to Belle B. 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15538) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Northway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15539) granting a pension to Laura F. 
Narbis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15540) granting a pension to Matthew F. 
Gibney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15541) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie W. Frankle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15542) for the relief of Benjamin W, 
Chase—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15543) to correct the military record of 
William H. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 15544) granting a pension 
to Gaunie Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15545) granting a 
pension to Bernard Christmann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15546) granting a pension to Herman J. 
Wacker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15547) granting a pension to Christina B. 
Offer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15548) to correct the military record of 
James H. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 15549) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 15550) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Call—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15551) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15552) granting a pension to Murdock H. 
McKinnan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15553) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of Joseph Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15554) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam J. Fountain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15555) for the relief of Lucy B. Pearsall— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15556) for the relief of John L. Cantwell, 
of Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15557) for the relief of Thomas D. Meares, 
administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15558) for the relief of Morris Bretz- 
felder, of Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 15559) for the relief of 
William Henry Harrison Brown—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15560) for the relief of Matthew H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15561) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of John R. Butler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15562) for compensation for the nursing 
and treatment of sick soldiers of the United States by St. John's 
Hospital, at Springfield, III.— to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17563) for 
the relief of Capt. W. W. Quinton, U. S. Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15564) for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. 
R. B. Calvert, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 15565) granting an increase of 
pension to James Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15566) for the relief of H. M. Dickson, 
William T. Mason, the Dickson-Mason Lumber Company, and 
D. L. Boyd—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15567) granting a pension to Joseph 
Hoppes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 15568) granting an increase 
of pension to John Lanning—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 15569) granting an increase 
of pension to James C. Haden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 15570) granting an increase 
of pension to William Wansbrough—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15571) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry L. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15572) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Crist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15573) granting an increase of pension 
to Albert A. Corliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 15574) for the relief of 
William H. Patterson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 15575) to divest title out of 
the United States and vest same in R. W. Allen & Co. to west 
half of southern quarter, section 34, township 24 north, range 
25 east, standard southern meridian, Chambers County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15576) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Elmore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15577) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret F. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15578) granting an increase of pension to 
M. E. Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15579) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen P. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15580) granting a pension to W. L. Bu- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15581) granting a pension to John Waters 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15582) for the relief of Dr. J. L. Vine- 
yard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15583) for the relief of W. R. Hall, of 
Weoka, Elmore County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15584) for the relief of Mrs. E. J. Mar- 
tin, of Goodwater, Coosa County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15585) for the relief of the heirs of John 
L. Hayes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15586) for the relief of the estate of James 
McDonough, deceased, late of Chambers County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15587) to pay to the estate of John M. 
Ellington, deceased, the sum of $7,755 for stores and supplies— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 15588) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. Studley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15589) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul H. Hilliard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15590) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 15591) granting an increase of 
1 to Nora Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15592) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15593) 
to refund certain tonnage taxes and light dues leyied on the 
steamship Montara without register—to the Committee on 
Claims. ` 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15594) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Maj. W. R. Smedberg, U. S. Army, retired, to the rank 
and grade of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 15595) for the relief of 
S. H. Loftin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15596) for the relief of Dorsey S. De 
Loatch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15597) for the relief of Henry Tull, heir 
at law and distributee of the late John Tull—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15598) for the relief of the estate of 
Richard A. Bynum—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15599) for the relief of the estate of 
Esidore Cohn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 15600) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellan Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 15601) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac T. Schriver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 15602) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nathan Lyons— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


* 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15603) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Wesley S. Crane—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 15604) granting an in- 


erease of pension to Thomas H. Thorp—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15605) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15606) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15607) granting an increase of pension to 
Nahum A. Gurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 15608) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin H. Babbitt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCRBARY: A bill (H. R. 15609) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. MacCreary—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 15610) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham McVay—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 15611) for 
the relief of William J. Allen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 15612) granting an increase of 
pension to Edith Pearl Cooney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 15613) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James D. Pitcher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15614) for the 
relief of the Boiling Fork Baptist Church, of Cowan, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15615) to amend war record so as to 
muster in and out of service John B. Evans as a soldier of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15616) for 
the remoyal of the charge of desertion from the record of Louis 
Durst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 15617) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William D. MeLaughlin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 15618) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac R. Alter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to 
Zelotas B. Partridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 15620) for the relief of 
Herman Hanauer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 15621) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel A. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 15622) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stokes Heft—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15623) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Hamler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15624) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Brecht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15625) granting an increase of pension to 
Ogden Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15626) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Koehler—to'the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15627) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Van Aken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 15628) granting a pension to 
Viola Ardinger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15629) granting a pension to William P. 
Reivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15630) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Welker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15631) for the relief of the estate of Ezra 
Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15632) for the relief of James G. James 
and William J. Thomas, surviving executor of Edward Thomas— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15633) to pay Thomas P. Morgan, jr., 
amount found due him by Court of Claims—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 15634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15635) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonsus J. Bigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15636) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A, Olewine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15637) granting a pension to Julia M. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 15638) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Woodall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15639) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Newenbam—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15640) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Moran—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15641) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 15642) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward A. Brown—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15643) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Bride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15644) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli C. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15645) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Copp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15646) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 15647) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Gnagi—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 15648) for the relief of 
Mrs. Antonio Pfister, administratrix of the estate of Antonio 
Pfister, late of Donaldsonville, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 15649) 
granting an increase of pension to Alpheus Haner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 15650) granting an increase of 
pension to George S. Tolman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 15651) 
granting an increase of pension to John Henning—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15652) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmer E. Frederick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15653) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gosner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 15654) granting an increase 
of pension to David W. Mattson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 15655) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Knight—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of A. C. Gray and 26 others, 
protesting against passage of bill in reference to the proper 
observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 
17; S. 404)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Perry W. Shaffer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce of Savannah, Ga., asking amendment to act of 
August 5, 1909, relating to returns of corporations for taxes on 
incomes, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. F. Lancaster Company, Bank of For- 
syth, Forsyth Mercantile Company, and others, citizens of For- 
syth, Ga.; Strickland, Crouch & Co., Head Drug Company, 
Griffin Hardware Company, Thomas J. Brooks, and others, cit- 
zens of Griffin, Ga.; Jenkins-Childs Company, W. A. Daniel, 
E. T. Block Company, and others, citizens of Thomaston, Ga.; 
W. M. and J. E. Howard, J. G. Smith & Son, J. W. Stafford 
& Son, and others, of Barnsville, Ga., against parcels-post legis- 
lation— to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of W. E. Farrell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of meeting of the Charlestown 
Local Branch of the Milk Shippers’ Union, Devault, Pa., 
against any amendment to the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of T. M. James, adjutant, 
Blue Post, No. 250, favoring the National Tribune pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Clarke—to 
ihe Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 


Also, petition of Robert Hale Post, No. 328, Kansas, favor- 
ing a civil war volunteer officers’ retired list—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of J. M. McCalla—to the Gommittee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jesse W. Dubbs— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of James Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Board of Trade of 
City of Jacksonville, Fla., fayoring H. R. 1491—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of citizens of Ohio, against enact- 
ment of legislation in reference to the observance of Sunday in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of G. 
W. Seamons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Mecosta County, 
Mich., against enactment of legislation in- reference to the ob- 
servance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fife Lake, Mich., favoring Na- 
tional Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Willis, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Manufacturers’ Association of 
New York City for amendment of the corporation-tax clause of 
the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Dr. G. A. Leach, of Morris, 
III.; De Kalb County (III.) Medical Society; and Dr. F. K. 
Hill, of Rockford, Ill., favoring the Dalzell bill (H. R. 6089) to 
amend sections 6 and 7 of pure food act—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Herbert E. Evans, 
Walter J. Mallett, George W. Horton, Albert S. Kinsloe, and 
George W. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of National Society, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, for a military highway between Yorktown and 
Jamestown, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GODWIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
tin Stewart, heir of Jesse Stewart—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. H. Cole—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
O. A. Martin, Franklin C. Overturf, Glenn A. Means, James 
McCabe, John W. Harkins, and Dora Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Lakota, N. Dak., 
against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance in District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heir of 
Joseph Borden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of San Francisco Lodge, No. 25, 
I. B. B. M. and I. S. B. and H. of A., favoring the boiler-inspec- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of board of supervisors of Santa Clara, Cal. 
favoring an appropriation of $400,000 for improvement of rivers 
of California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of H. B. Schulte, of San Jose, Cal., for legisla- 
tion against discrimination in transportation of small packages 
of merchandise—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of board of directors of Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, favoring a United States 
representation in the Italian exposition—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of State Business Men’s Association 
of Connecticut, for a large and regular appropriation for bet- 
terment of rivers and harbors—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of State Board of Trade of Connecticut, favor- 
ing H. R. 28838, relating to packing apples—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition against legis- 
lation in reference to the observance of Sunday in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Shipowners’ Association ef the 
Pacific Coast, favoring extension of the coast-line shipping laws 
to the Canal Zone and Philippine Islands—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, petition of California State Federation of Labor, favor- 
ing eight-hour law for post-office clerks and thirty days’ vaca- 
on for same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. LEGARE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
George W. Dickinson and Thomas Rosa—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of George W. Hewitt Post, No. 
398, Grand Army of the Republic, of Franklin Grove, Ill, for 
the enactment of the National Tribune pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of veterans of Millersburg, III., 
for the National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of McDonough Post, No. 103, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Macomb, III., favoring National Tribune pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of John B. Evans and Samuel McJunkin—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of David Gillespie— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the State Federation of 
Labor of California, fayoring enactment of H. R. 11808 and 
H. R. 16871—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Sacramento meeting, Governor Gillett, State 
Engineer Ellery, the river consulting board, and others, for an 
appropriation of $400,000 for improvement of the rivers of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of D. S. Crawford Post, No. 197, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, favor- 
ing the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of Phelps and Webster counties, 
Nebr., against legislation in reference to the observance of Sun- 
day in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Frederick Brian and 9 other 
civil-war veterans of San Jose, Ill., favoring National Tribune 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Carrollton, III., against parcels- 
post legislation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frederick Hainsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of John L. Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany. bill for relief of 
heirs of J. C. Striblin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bills for relief of Elisha 
Bowlby and Charles W. Stanton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of Sill Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring the Na- 
tional Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heir 
of William H. Barry—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
Tuourspay, December 16, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Monday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 

OPERATIONS OF THE MILITIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the assistant to the Chief of the Division of Militia Af- 
fairs, submitting abstracts of reports and returns made by 
the adjutants-general of the States, Territories, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the year ended December 31, 1908 (H. Doc. 
No, 334), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


TRAVEL OF EMPLOYEES OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement showing the 
travel of all officials and employees of that commission who have 


tra veled on official business from Washington to points outside 
the District of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1909 (H. Doc. No. 336), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. f . 

LAWS OF HAWAIIL 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the secretary of the Territory of Hawaii, trans- 
mitting one copy each of the journals of the senate and house 
of representatives of the special sesssion of the legislature of 
that Territory for the year 1909, which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law and opinions 
filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation 
claims in the following causes: 

Relating to the vessel schooner Endeavor, Nathaniel Griffin, 
master (H. Doc. 289) ; 

Relating to the vessel schooner Patty, Silas Brown, master 
(H. Doc. 285) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig Neptune, William Blanchard, 
master (H. Doc. 292) ; 

Relating to the vessel ship Mary, Isaac Phillips, master (H. 
Doc. 282); 

Relating to the vessel brig Delight, Phineas Clark, master 
(H. Doc. 295) ; 

Relating to the vessel sloop Reliance, Isaac Manchester, mas- 
ter (H. Doc. 281); 

Relating to the vessel sloop Nancy, Thomas McConnell, master 
(H. Doe. 280) ; 

Relating to the vessel sloop Cicero, William Edwards, master 
(H. Doc. 279) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig Governor Brooke, John Whelan, 
master (H. Doc. 296) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig George, Elisha Higgins, master 
(H. Doe. 278) ; 

Relating to the yessel schooner Industry, John Butler, master 
(H. Doe. 288) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig Florida, Patrick Hayes, master 
(H. Doc. 280) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig Fanny and Betsey, Nicholas Spar- 
lock, master (H. Doc. 291) ; 

Relating to the vessel schooner Triton, Amos Fisher, master 
(H. Doe. 286); 

Relating to the vessel ship Hunter, Ebenezer Smith, master 
(H. Doe. 283) ; 

Relating to the vessel schooner Averick, George W. McIntire, 
master (H. Doc. 287); 


Relating to the vessel brig Lucy, James Living, master (H. 
Doc. 294) 

Relating to the vessel ship Victory, Robert Hatton, master 
(H. Doe. 284) ; 

Relating to the vessel brig Friendship, Robert Miller, master 
(H. Doc. 293); 

Relating to the vessel schooner- Hannah, Gerald Byrne, master 
(H. Doe. 389); 


Relating to the vessel brig Lively, Michael Alcorn, master 
(H. Doc. 390); and 

Relating to the vessel sloop New York and Philadelphia 
Packet, Casper Faulk, master (H. Doc. 388). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

The Trustees of the Oak Grove Methodist Church South, of 
Jackson County, Ala., v. United States (S. Doc. 213); 

The Trustees and Consistory of the Mount Vernon Reformed 
Church, of Keedysville, Md., v. United States (S. Doc. 212); and 

The County Court of Bath County, Ky., v. United States (S. 
Doc. 211). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

: DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a schedule of useless papers, books, and 
so forth, on the files of the Pension Office which are not needed 
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in the transaction of public business, and are of no permanent 
value or historical interest. 

The communication and accompanying papers will be referred 
to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless 
Papers in the Executive Departments. 

The Chair appoints the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Simsons] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] members of the joint select committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of February 16, 1889. 
The Secretary will notify the House of Representatives of the 
appointment of the committee on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 3649. An act requiring common carriers engaged in in- 
terstate and foreign commerce to make full reports of all acci- 
dents to the Interstate Commerce Commission, and authorizing 
investigations thereof by said commission ; 

H. R. 5702. An act to supplement an act entitled “An act to 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads; ” 

H. R. 13831. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 


H. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses ad- 
journ on Tuesday, December 21, they shall stand adjourned 
until 12 o’clock m. on Tuesday, January 4, 1910, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the concurrent resolution just 
received from the House of Representatives be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

House concurrent resolution 26, 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
. That when e two Houses adjourn on Tuesday, December 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock m., Tuesday, January 4, 1910. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, sub- 
sequently reported the foregoing resolution without amendment, 
and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Rivers and Harbors Congress, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the waterways of the country, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the South Georgia Annual 
Conference of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, of 
Greensboro, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to pay 
the balance due the depositors of the Freedmen’s Savings and 
Trust Company, which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the deepening of the upper Lake Superior harbors to a 
depth of 26 feet, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. BURKETT presented memorials of 426 citizens of the 
State of Nebraska, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel Roberson, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mor- 
gantown, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting age pensions to the surviving soldiers of the civil war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Huntington Jobbers and 
Manufacturers’ Association, of Huntington, W. Va., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. WARNER presented the petition of W. D. Halliburton, of 
Moberly, Mo., praying that an appropriation of $185.25 be made 


out of the accrued pension of Catherine E. Nelson to reimburse 
him for expenses incurred during her last sickness and burial, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Northern Baptist Conven- 
tion, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the Chinese-exclusion law, to the end that such 
law shall not conflict with the existing treaty with China, which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Republic Post, No. 219, De- 
partment of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to equalize the bounty of certain 
soldiers of the civil war, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 800) granting an increase of pension to Lee W. Putnam, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Flor- 
ence, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National 
Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Robert Hale Post, No. 328, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mar- 
shall County, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
create a volunteer retired list in the War and Navy depart- 
ments for the surviving officers of the civil war, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of the Commercial 
Club, of Roseburg, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the construction of a federal building in that city, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Roseburg, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation au- 
thorizing an examination and survey of the Umpqua River, 
with a view to the construction of a lock and dam from Scotts- 
burg to Roseburg, in that State, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of Colonel Hiram Burnham 
Post, No. 76, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Kent, Wash., and a petition of Green Lake Post, 
No. 112, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,“ which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Columbiana, Ala., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the payment of all necessary expenses incurred by 
railway postal clerks while on duty away from their initial 
terminals, which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented g petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Chico, Cal., praying for the adoption of a certain 
amendment to the present law providing for ocean mail service 
between the United States and foreign ports, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Shipowners’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal, praying for the 
enactment of legislation extending the coastwise shipping laws 
to the Panama Canal Zone and the Philippine Islands, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Federa- 
tion of Labor, of San Rafael, Cal., praying for the enactinent 
of legislation providing for the employment of skilled labor on 
certain work at the Mare Island Navy-Xard, in that State, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the boards of supervisors of 
Solano and Sutter counties, and of San Jose, and of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Jose, all in the State of California, 
praying that an appropriation of $400,000 be made for the im- 
provement of the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers, in that 
State, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Federa- 
tion of Labor, of San Rafael, Cal, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing that postal clerks shall not be required 
to work over forty-eight hours in any one week, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of San Luis Obispo, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the erection of a federal building in that city, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the board of supervisors 
of Santa Clara County, Cal., praying that an appropriation of 
$400,000 be made, to be used in connection with a similar sum 
appropriated by that State, for the rectification and improye- 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 187 


ment of the San Joaquin and Sacramento rivers in that State, | A bill (S. 3166) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, George 


which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal, praying that the 
United States be properly represented at the International Ex- 
positon to be held in Rome-Torino in 1911, which was referred 
to the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the purchase of lands and buildings for consular establishments 
in China, Japan, and Korea, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the payment of all necessary expenses incurred by 
railway postal clerks while on duty away from their initial 
terminals, which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 3889) to amend the act to incorporate the Masonic Tem- 
ple Association of the District of Columbia, which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BOURNE presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
3301) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a publie building thereon at Roseburg, Oreg., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1347) to construct a vessel for the customs 
service for use in the vicinity of Portland, Me., reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 23) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1348) to construct a tender for the use of the engineer 
of the first and second light-house districts, reported it with 
an amendment and submitted a report (No. 24) thereon. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1381) to provide for the con- 
struction of a revenue cutter of the first class for service in 
the waters of Key West, Fla., reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 25) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3734) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 624) to amend an act entitled “An 
act authorizing the construction of additional light-house dis- 
tricts,” approved June 26, 1886, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 26) thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4089) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River and to establish it as a post- 
road, reported it with amendment and submitted a report (No. 
22) thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 113) to amend section 3165 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relative to revenue officers 
who may administer oaths and take evidence, reported it with 
an amendment and submitted a report (No. 27) thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1644) for the relief of William T. Grady; 

A bill (S. 8698) for the relief of James Moore; and 

A bill (S. 2205) for the relief of William McDaniel. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred certain bills, to ask that they be in- 
definitely postponed, the subjects-matter thereof being covered 
by duplicate bills now pending before the Committee on 
Claims. 

There being no objection, the bills were indefinitely post- 
poned, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3158) for the relief of the estate of J. C. Bailey, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 1116) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 2427) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell; 

A bill (S. 3155) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. 
Clift, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2712) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Everitt, 


deceased ; 
A bill (S. 3157) for the relief of the estate of William 
Fletcher, deceased ; 


W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary Seaton, 
Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and Catha- 
rine Pomeroy ; 

A bill (S. 2426) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 2696) for the relief of the heirs at law of Robert 
D. McCombs, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3142) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. McVeigh, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2714) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton; 

A bill (S. 3165) for the relief of Lettie Myers; 

A bill (S. 3172) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; 

A bill (S. 3187) for the relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3070) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Wil- 
liam H. Turley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3168) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton; 

A bill (S. 3173) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. 
Williams, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 8119) providing for the payment of a specified sum 
to the estate of Henry Yonge, deceased. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $75,000 for the 
representation of the United States in the Fourth International 
Conference of American States, to be held at the City of Buenos 
Aires, Argentine Republic, etc., intended to be proposed to the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed, which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions 
and the practice of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2066) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog signal at or near the easterly end of 
Michigan Island, Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake Su- 
perior, Wisconsin, reported it with amendments and submitted 
a report (No. 28) thereon. 


STEAMER “E. J. CROSBY.” 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I report back favorably from the 
Committee on Commerce, without amendment, the bill (S. 3092) 
to grant authority to the Crosby Transportation Company, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., to change the name of the steamer Naomi 
to E. G. Crosby. I submit a full report (No. 21) thereon, and 
ask for the-present consideration of the bill. The report shows 
that the department recommends this change of name and all 
the requirements of the statute have been complied with. The 
creditors consent to this course, and it seems desirable to per- 
mit this change of name. I hope the bill may pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

IMMIGRATION COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. On behalf of the Immigration Commis- 
sion, I submit a partial report to Congress on the changes in 
bodily form in descendants of immigrants. I move that the 
report be printed, with the illustrations accompanying it, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to (S. Doc. No. 208). 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

SILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 4090) providing for second homestead entries; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULLOM: - 

A bill (S. 4091) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Murtaugh (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ere (S. 4092) granting an increase of pension to Luzern D. 

ord; 


A 
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A bill (S. 4098) granting an increase of pension to Lucy L. 
Bane; and 

A bill (S. 4094) granting an increase of pension to James Y. 
Gooch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 4095) to establish the University of the United 
States; to the Committee on the University of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. I introduced a bill to the same effect a few days 
ago. It contained some mistakes, and this bill is to rectify 
those mistakes. I should like to have the bill introduced then 
indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on the University of the United States will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the former bill, and it will 
be indefinitely postponed. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 4096) granting an increase of pension to James 
Clark (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4097) granting an increase of pension to William 
Arey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4098) granting a pension to Pearl M. Welch (with 


ecompanying papers); 
A bill (S. 4009) granting an increase of pension to William 
Tarrio (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4100) granting an increase of pension to Harry G, 
Morton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4101) to provide for the extension of the under- 
ground system of the City and Suburban Railway Company 
on North Capitol street, and for other purposes {with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4102) to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, en- 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act in relation to 
taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’ approved 
February 28, 1898” (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 4103) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
F. Healey (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4104) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Gould (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 


a 


building authorized to be constructed at Everett, Wash.; and 

A bill (S. 4106) to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building authorized to be constructed at Bellingham, Wash.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4107) providing for the purchase or construction 
of a launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of 
Port Townsend, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 4108) to refund certain tonnage taxes and light 
dues levied on the steamship Montara without register; and 

A bill (S. 4109) to establish a light-house and fog-signal sta- 
tion on Eliza Island, Bellingham Bay, State of Washington; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4110) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Semon (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4111) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Morris (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 4112) to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint John E. Phelps, late first lieutenant, Third 
United States Cavalry, a first lieutenant of cavalry in the 
United States Army, and place him on the retired list (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 4113) granting a pension to William R. Phillips; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4114) for the relief of heirs or estate of J. M. 
Sanders, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4115) for the relief of heirs or estate of William 
Kennedy and Jane H. Kennedy, deceased (with an accompany- 
ing paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 4116) granting a pension to Mary E. Gosnell; 

A bill (S. 4117) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 
Pate (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4118) granting an increase of pension to Gaston H. 
Wilder; 

A bill (S. 4119) granting a pension to Mary Church; 

A bill (S. 4120) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Fisher (with an accompanying paper); and 

A biil (S. 4121) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Revis (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


A bill (S. 4122) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac Brown 
(with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 4123) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Charles E. Bentley and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4124) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stutesman ; 

A bill (S. 4125) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Kimsey (with accompanying papers) ; 
nA bill (S, 4126) granting an increase of pension to Richard 

son; 

A bill (S. 4127) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Carr; and 

A bill (S. 4128) granting an increase of pension to James 
Ohaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 4129) granting a pension to Albert W. Kelley (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4130) granting an increase of pension to Jesse T. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4131) for the relief of Lizzie Schneider; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 4132) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Aberdeen, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 4133) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Vancouver, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 4184) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Hoquiam, Wash.; 

A bill (S. 4135) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Wenatchee, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 4136) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Waterville, Wash.; and 

A bill (S. 4137) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Ellensburg, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 4138) to regulate practice on appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States and the United States circuit courts 
of appeal; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4139) to provide for the sale of timber on allotted 
Indian land, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4140) retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the 
Nayal Observatory, and for other purposes (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4141) repealing that provision of section 3915, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing the sale of 
letter and newspaper envelopes by the Postmaster-General; to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 4142) for the reinstatement on the active list of 
the army and the retirement of Gordon A. Dennis, former sec- 
red lieutenant in the infantry; to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

A bill (S. 4143) for the relief of the estate of Albert Bell, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4144) for the relief of the estate of Charles and 
Palmyra Barre, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4145) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
G. Rockel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 4146) for the relief of Hamilton Perryman and 
others; and 

A bill (S. 4147) for the relief of the estate of Seth Waters, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4148) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a public building thereon at Waynesville, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 4149) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a publie building thereon at Rocky Mount, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 4150) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a public building thereon at Shelby, N. C.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 4151) authorizing the appointment of Frank W. 
Ball as first lieutenant of infantry; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4152) granting a pension to Emma S. Stokes; 

A bill (S. 4153) granting a pension to Henrietta B. Mounts; 

A bill (S. 4154) granting a pension to Francis M. Snead; 

A bill (S. 4155) granting a pension to August Rumpf; 

A bill (S. 4156) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Richard Farley; 
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A bill (S. 4157) granting an increase of pension to Corwin F. 


mp; 

A bin (S. 4158) granting an increase of pension to Maggie 
Little; 

A bin (S. 4159) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Landsittel ; 

A bill (S. 4160) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Pyles; 
A bill (S. 4161) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Spencer ; 

A bill (S. 4162) granting a pension to Rose Daugherty ; 

A bill (S. 4163) granting an increase of pension to W. S. 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 4164) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Murphy; 

A bill (S. 4165) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
R 


ouch ; 
A bill (S. 4166) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Barleon ; 

A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Gustay 
Hallenberg; 

A bill (S. 4168) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Fisher ; 
A bill (S. 4169) granting an increase of pension to George 


Jones; 
A bill (S. 4170) granting an increase of pension to Vincent 


157 bm (S. 4171) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
ae nA (S. 4172) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
D bi (8. 4173) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
bab (S. 4174) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


ean; 
50 bill (S. 4175) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
rown; 

A bill (S. 4176) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Scheuerman ; 

A bill (S. 4177) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Woods; and 

A bill (S. 4178) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 4179) authorizing the Omaha tribe of Indians to 
submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4180) to authorize the extension and enlargement 
of the post-office building in the city of Lincoln, Nebr.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4181) granting a pension to Jennie G. Odell; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 4182) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 
Wells (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4183) to create in the War Department and the 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as the civil- 
war volunteer officers’ retired list, to authorize placing thereon, 
with retired pay, certain surviving officers who served in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the civil 
war, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4184) for the relief of John K. Wren; 

A bill (S. 4185) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John C. Bennett; and 

A bill (S. 4186) to correct the military record of Jeremiah 
Morgan (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4187) to amend an act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved 
January 9, 1909; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4188) for the relief of Henry Bisch; 

A bill (S. 4189) for the relief of Susan Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 4190) for the relief of the heirs of Randolph Ith 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 4191) granting an increase of pension to David 
W. C. McCloskey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
A. Sheridan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4193) granting an increase of pension to Volney 
Craw (with accompanying papers); and 


A bill (S. 4194) granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Howell (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4195) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur or his heirs or executors 
or administrators such sum of money as he may be justly and 
equitably entitled to (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4196) to place David Robertson on the retired list 
of the United States Army (with accompanying papers) ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 4197) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Colorado; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 4198) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Grand Junction, in the 
State of Colorado; and 

A bill (S. 4199) to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office and court-house at Colorado Springs, Colo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4200) for the relief of Pete Jelovac; and 

A bill (S. 4201) for the relief of Jarib L. Sanderson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4202) for the relief of Thomas Daigle (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4203) removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of Frank A. Land; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4204) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Bacon (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4205) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
L. Baker (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4206) granting an increase of pension to Leander: 
Chase (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4207) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
M. J. Cooley; 

A bill (S. 4208) granting an increase of pension to Daniel D. 
Desmond ; 

A bill (S. 4209) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Dewey, alias Edward Harvey De Witt; 

A bill (S. 4210) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Donley, alias Joseph McCormick ; 

A bill (S. 4211) granting an increase of pension to William 
K. Eggleston (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4212) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
E. Hastings (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4213) granting an increase of pension to James 
Inman ; 

A bill (S. 4214) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Lee (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4215) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Lloyd (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4216) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
F. Martin (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4217) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
J. Meehan (with accompanying papers) ; 

Say bi (S. 4218) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

. Safely ; 

A bill (S. 4219) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Trestel; and 

A bill (S. 4220) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Williamson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 4221) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Krause (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4222) for the relief of certain white men on Pine 
Ridge Indian Reservation, State of South Dakota, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 4223) granting an increase of pension to Leicester 
P. Riley (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4224) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. McKinley (with an accompanying paper); to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4225) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LORIMER: 

A bill (S. 4226) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
T. Moonert; 

A bill (S. 4227) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stephens; 
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A bill (S. 4228) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
Cross; 

A bill (S. 4229) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Merritt; 

A bill (S. 4230) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
M. Crittenton ; 

A bill (S. 4231) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hester (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4232) granting an increase of pension to Foster D. 
McKibben (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4233) granting an increase of pension to James Pierce 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4234) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Theedore Reichel; 

A bill (S. 4235) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John C. Whittin; and 
A bill (S. 4236) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Lorenzo F. Brown; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4237) to renew and extend certain letters patent; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 4238) to provide fer the retirement of officers of 
the United States Navy who are carried as additional numbers; 

A bill (S. 4239) to amend section 183 of the Revised Statutes; 
and 

A bill (S. 4240) to establish the grades of acting assistant 
paymaster in the United States Navy and acting second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4241) authorizing the appointment of Maj. William 
R. Smedberg, U. S. Army, retired, to the rank and grade of 
brigadier-general on the retired list of the army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 4242) to fix the salaries of employees above the 
clerical grade in post-offices of the first and second class, and 
of assistant postmasters at offices where city delivery is in op- 
eration; to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; and 

A bill (S. 4248) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Cullen (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 4244) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
E. Sperry; and 

A bill (S. 4245) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
J. Rutter (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 4246) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad and 
Banking Company; to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

A bill (S. 4247) for the relief of Martin Ball, heir of Stephen 
Ball, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4248) for the relief of Honora Ryan; 

A bill (S. 4249) for the relief of the heirs of C. M. Lucas, sr., 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4250) for the relief of the heirs of Gideon F. Mann, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4251) for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett; and 

A bill (S. 4252) for the relief of William Shepherd; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BACON. In behalf of the senior Senator from Florida 
{Mr. TALIAFERRO], who is necessarily absent, and in his name, 
I introduce a bill, and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (S. 4253) to amend an act to regulate commerce, 
approved February 4, 1887, and in effect April 5, 1887, as 
amended by an act approved March 2, 1889, by an act approved 
February 10, 1891, by an act approved February 8, 1895, by an 
act approved June 29, 1906, by a joint resolution approved 
June 30, 1906, and by an act approved April 13, 1908; was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4254) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Harris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4255) granting an increase of pension to Dudley 
Reynolds (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4256) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Jennings (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4257) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Bulard; 


A bill (S. 4258) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Joseph B. Sanders; 

3 A bill (S. 4259) granting an increase of pension to Bluford 

. Jones; 

Bu (S. 4260) granting an increase of pension to Joseph T. 

A bin (S. 4261) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Jones; 

A bill (S. 4262) granting a pension to Ellis A. Ferguson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4263) granting a pension to William H. Alexander 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4264) granting a pension to Daniel W. Snider; 

A bill (S. 4265) granting a pension to James M. Farmer; 

A bill (S. 4266) granting a pension to Michael Zwicky; 

A bill (S. 4267) granting a pension to Catherine Donahue; 

A bill (H. R. 4268) granting a pension to Thomas Cayton; 

A bill (S. 4269) granting a pension to Eliza Madden (witb 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4270) granting a pension to Christopher Stolte 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 4271) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jackman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4272) granting life-saving medals to Edward Spen- 
cer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 4273) for the relief of Sabini Jones (with accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 4274) to provide for second homestead entries; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 4275) to add 15,000 acres of land, by purchase or 
condemnation, to the Chattanooga and Chickamauga National 
Military Park, and appropriating $225,000 for that purpose; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4276) granting an increase of pension to Sterling 
Hughes (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4277) granting a pension to Sarah M. Barnett 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4278) granting a pension to Mat Coleman (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4279) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph H 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 4280) for the relief of the deacons of the Mis 
sionary Baptist Church, at Franklin, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 4281) for the relief of the ‘heirs ot Elizabeth 
Brinkley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4282) for the relief of the estate of H. B. Henegar 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4283) for the relief of the heirs of W. E. Merrill 
deceased ; 

A bill 0 S. 4284) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate 
of James B. Hall, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4285) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Frith, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4286) for the relief of James J. Crunk; 

A bill (S. 4287) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel Cox, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4288) for the relief of the estate of Allen L. Barnes, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4289) for the relief of the estate of William 
Grigsby, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4290) for the relief of the estate of J. E. Bauman, 
sr., deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4291) for the relief of heirs of Elkanah J. Sullivan, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4292) for the relief of heirs of George W. Reeves, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 4293) for the relief of the heirs of T. E. Robison; 

A bill (S. 4294) for the relief of heirs of W. A. Rawlings, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4295) for the relief of John Rick; 

A bill (S. 4296) for the relief of N. E. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 4297) for the relief of Abner Ogles; 

A bill (S. 4298) for the relief of heirs of J. A. Milhous, de- 


ceased ; 

A bill (S. 4299) for the relief of S. R. McAlexander; 

A bill (S. 4800) for the relief of Solomon Lyons; 

A bill (S. 4301) for the relief of Mary C. Juckson; 

A bill (S. 4802) for the relief of heirs of John Heathcock, 
deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 4303) for the relief of the estate of Daniel B. 
Harold, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4304) for the relief of S. M. Gentry; 

A bill (S. 4305) for the relief of heirs of Benjamin D. Gates, 


deceased ; 
A bill (8. 4306) for the relief of heirs of John Gates, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 4307) for the relief of D. Froneberger, for himself 
and as surviving partner of D. Froneberger & Co.; 
A bill (S. 4308) for the relief of John W. Fowler; 
A bill (S. 4300) for the relief of heirs of Robert Edwards, 


sed; 
A bill (S. 4310) for the relief of heirs of Aulsey Dean, de- 


eased ; 
A pill (S. 4311) for the relief of heirs of L. D.. Crawley, de- 
ceased ; 
A bill (S. 4312) for the relief of heirs of Wilson Cupples, 


48 4313) for the relief of Nathaniel R. and William 
Carson; 

A bill (8. 4314) for the relief of heirs of John S. Burrows, 
deceased ; 


a (& 4315) for the relief of heirs of J. J. Brison, de- 
cea, ; 

A bill (S. 4316) for the relief of H. H. Belew; 

A bill (S. 4317) for the relief of H. J. Brewer; 

A bill (S. 4318) for the relief of J. D. Lane; 

A bill (S. 4819) for the relief of heirs of Louis Charles 


Dumanet; 

A bill is. 4320) for the relief of estate of Theodrick Webb, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 4321) for the relief of Sallie M. Scott; 

A bill (S. 4322) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen C. Friend; 

A bill (S. 4323) for the relief of the estate of A. L. P. Green; 

A bill (S. 4824) for the relief of the legal representative of 
the estate of John T. Shumate; 

A bill (S. 4825) for the relief of the estate of F. K. Center, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4326) for the relief of the estate of C. W. Crozier, 


A bill (S. 4327) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 
A bill (S. 4328) for the relief of the estate of David H. Hays, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S. 4329) for tħe relief of J. S. Brown; 
= bill (S. 4330) for the relief of W. H. Reagan; 
A bill (S. 4331) for the relief of the estate of B. F. Larkin, 


deceased ; 

A bill is. 4332) for the relief of the estate of J. T. Stringer, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4333) for the relief of H. M. Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 4334) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 
Fugitt, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4335 for the relief of Mrs. Laura Barrett; 

A bill (S. 4336) for the relief of heirs or estate of A. Worley 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 4337) for the relief of the heirs of Kinch Exum, 


A bill (S. 4338) for the relief of heirs of James Cummings, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4339) for the relief of Charles G. Jones; 

A bill (S. 4340) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William A. Prewitt; 

A bill (S. 4341) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Z. Tate & Son; 

A bill (S. 4342} for the relief of the heirs of W. T. Garrett, 
deceased ; 

A bil (8. 4343) for the relief of the heirs of Amasa Ezell, 
deceased ; 


A bill is. 4344) for the relief of Lottie Bowman; 

A bill (S. 4345) for the relief of heirs or estates of Sarah E. 
Wedelstedt and Nimrod Berk, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4346) for the relief of the estate of Alexander O. 
Smith, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4347) for the relief of Mrs. George M. Goodwin; 

A bill (S. 4848) for the relief of Abraham Slover: 

A bill (S. 4349) for the relief of the estate of H. J. Binkley; 

A bill (S. 4350) for the relief of the estate of John Henley; 

A bill (S. 4351) for the relief of the estate of James A. 

ferm: 5 

A bill (S. 4352) for the relief of the estate of Houston Hixon, 
deceased ; 


decen 


cea 


A bill (S. 4353) for the relief of the estate of William Parks; 

A bill (S. 4354) for the relief of W. H. Francis; 

A bill (S. 4355) for the relief of the heirs of Turner Smith, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4356) for the relief of Nancy Walden; 


8 4357) for the relief of the heirs of Hiram Wilhite, 

A bill (S. 4858) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Y. B. 
Williams, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4359) for the relief of the estate of Washington 
Turner, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 4360) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Patrick G. Meath; 

A bill (S. 4361) to carry into effect the findings of the "Court 
of Claims in the elaim of Nathaniel F. Cheairs; 

A bill (S. 4362) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Edmund W. Williams, 
executor of the estate of Joseph R. Williams, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4863) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of Reese B. 
Brabson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 4364) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A. Dunham; 

A bill (S. 4865) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Monnahan ; and 

A bill (S. 4866) granting an Increase of pension to Charles J. 
Jenner (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TALIAFERRO: 

A bill (S. 4367) granting an increase of pension to Israel J. 
Wells (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Hamilton (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4369) granting an increase of pension to V. J. 
Shipman (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4370) granting an increase of pension to Marguerite 
G. Bingham (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND 

A bill (S. 4871) 5 an increase of pension to Alamanda 
B. Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 4372) granting an increase of pension to Theodor 
Waltenspiel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 4873) granting an increase of pension to Haymond 
J. Powers (with accompanying papers}; and 

A bill (S. 4374) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
O’'Harnett (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 4875) granting an increase of pension to Rinehart 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 4376) granting an increase of pension to Bailey D. 
Judkins ; and 

A bill (S. 4377) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Church (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 4378) for the relief of the contributors to the 
Ellen M. Stone ransom fund; to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

A bill (S. 4379) granting an inerease of pension to George F. 
Butterfield; and 

A bill (S. 4380) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Goodwin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

(S. 4381) granting an inerease of pension to John 
Gordon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4882) granting an inerease of pension to William 
L. Conner (with aceompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4383) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 
Bonar (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 4884) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
Longbothom (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4385) granting an imerease of pension to James 
Clark (with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 4386) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4887) granting an increase of pension to Eli Avery 
(with aceompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4388) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Larason (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4389) granting an increase of pension to James N. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. DILLINGHAM: . 

A bill (S. 4890) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Bishop (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4391) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Emery (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4392) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Douglas (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 4893) granting arrears of pension to Alden O. Dane 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4394) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Garrow (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4395) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Getchel (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4396) granting an increase of pension to Lewis J. 
Ingalls; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 4897) granting a pension to George Dobler; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4398) for the relief of Thomas J. Hooper, admin- 
istrator of the estate of James Hooper, deceased (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4899) for the relief of Maj. Pierre C. Stevens; 

A bill (S. 4400) to pay Thomas P. Morgan, jr., amount found 
due him by Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 4401) for the relief of Agnes Berry Crawford, sole 
heir of Otho Williams, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4402) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Reichard, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 4403) for the relief of Polly Jackson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4404) for the relief of Oscar F. Lackey for injuries 
sustained by him while acting as assistant engineer in the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 4405) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Ausbourne (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4406) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Babb (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4407) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Barrett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4408) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
S. Boughton (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4409) granting an increase of pension to Madison 
Bray (with accompanying papers) ; 

-A bill (S. 4410) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Daniels (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4411) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Dick (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4412) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Fowler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4413) granting an increase of pension to Enos S. 
McCafferty (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4414) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Sage (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4415) granting an increase of pension to Charles T, 
Weymar (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4416) granting an increase of pension to Lawrence 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Joseph N. 
Fields (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4418) granting an increase of pension to Rodney P. 
Drury (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4419) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dickens (with accompanying papers) ; g 

A bill (S. 4420) granting an increase of pension to Fredrick 
Struse (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4421) granting an increase of pension to Abel Wil- 
liams (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 4422) granting a pension to Nelson J. March; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By*Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 4423) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
F. Penniman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4424) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Shelly Blood Converse (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4425) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Batchelder; and 

A bill (S. 4426) granting an increase of pension to William 
Burroughs (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 4427) recognizing and providing for payment for 
the loyal services rendered by the Delaware Indians from the 


American Revolution down to and including the Spanish-Amer- 
ican war; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 52) to amend the joint resolu- 
tion of May 25, 1908, entitled “ Joint resolution to provide for 
the remission of a portion of the Chinese indemnity” (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

By Mr. JONES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 53) authorizing the President to 
appoint a commission to consider the advisability of holding 
an exhibition in 1913 to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of 
the issuance of the emancipation proclamation; to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Expositions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $7,740 to pay to Jarib L. Sanderson, of Boulder, 
Colo., surviving partner of the late firm of Barlow, Sanderson 
& Co., for losses sustained by depredations of a band of Chey- 
enne Indians during hostilities in Kansas and Nebraska in the 
year 1867, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $260,000 for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon of a high school in the District of Columbia to be used 
for colored children, intended to be proposed by him to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the joint resolution (S. J. R. 50) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be 
printed. 

STATUE OF GEN, LEW WALLACE. 


Mr. BROWN. For the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE], who is unavoidably absent, I submit a resolution 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 99) was read, considered by unan- 
inous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Senate resolution 99. 


Resolved, That the exercises appropriate to the reception and accept- 
ance from the State of Indiana of the statue of Gen. Lew Wallace, to 
be erected in Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order 
zor 1 January 12, 1910, after the conclusion of the morning 

usiness. 


REPRINT OF TARIFF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BRISTOW. I ask that an order be made to print 1,000 
additional copies of Senate Document No, 155, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, first session, and 1,000 additional copies of Senate Docu- 
ment No. 156, Sixty-first Congress, first session. The copies of 
the documents have been exhausted, and there is great demand 
for them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. KEAN. What are the documents? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Document No, 155, Sixty-first Congress, first 
session, is a comparison of the Payne tariff bill as agreed to by 
the conference committee with the Dingley tariff law. Docu- 
ment No. 156 is a comparison of the tariff act of 1909 with the 
Dingley tariff law. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed 1,000 additional copies of Senate 
Document No. 155, Sixty-first Congress, first session, “ Comparison of 
the Payne tariff bill (H. R. 1438), as agreed to by the committee on 
conference, with the 8 tariff law,“ and 1,000 additional copies of 


Senate Document No. 15 ixty-first Congress, first session, ‘‘ Compari- 
son of the tariff act of 1909 (H. R. 1438) with the Dingley tariff law.” 


DISASTERS IN MINING, 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer the following resolution and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 101) was read, as follows: 
Senate resolution 101, 


Whereas disasters are of frequent occurrence In the mines of the 
ounit resulting in appalling loss of life and injury among men en- 
gaged in this industry ; 

Whereas there has occurred at Cherry, Ill, a disaster of terrible 
magnitude, ets J in the death of about 300 persons: Therefore be It 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform 
the Senate: 

1. The number of federal stations eee with rescue appliances 
which are in operation in the mine fields. 

2. The number of federal stations essential to the proper safe- 
guarding of life which should be established in the mine fields, with an 
munat of the cost of their construction and operation during tbe next 
fiscal year. 
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3. The opinion of the mine experts of the Department of the In- 
terior as to the causes of the numerous accidents and their views as 
to the action the Federal Government should take to prevent or at 
least minimize them in the future. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am not going to object to 
the present consideration of the resolution, but I do not quite 
understand what authority the Federal Government, has to es- 
tablish stations in the mining regions. As I caught the read- 
ing of the resolution it refers to federal stations established 
there. As I understand the theory of the Government, the Fed- 
eral Government has absolutely no power to supervise or con- 
trol any mining operation. Until I would know some better 
reuson for that, I shall not object to the resolution, but I 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is simply a matter of inquiry on the 
part of Congress—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. For the purpose of ascertaining the facts in 
reference to the situation. 

Mr. BAILEY. But it inquires as to the number of federal 
stations which have already been established. 

Mr. CULLOM. We appropriated at the last session of the 
last Congress $150,000 for work in this direction for the pur- 
pose of trying to ascertain what can be done to save the lives of 
the people engaged in mining. 

Mr. BAILEY. I might not deny the power of the Federal 
Government to make a naked appropriation to collect such facts 
as might be found useful, but I do deny the power of the Federal 
Government to undertake in any manner to supervise a mining 
operation within a State. Mining, manufacturing, and agri- 
culture, at least up to this time, are free from federal interfer- 
ence and federal supervision. Just how long they will remain 
free under the modern tendency I am not able to say, but it shall 
be as long as I have a vote to cast, at least so far as that vote 
might be effective. $ 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution certainly will not commit the 
Government in any direction beyond making an inquiry and 
obtaining a report from the Secretary of the Interior on the 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Without intending to engage the Senator from 
Illinois in any controversy over it, would he be able to tell us 
just exactly what these federal stations are? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether he will or not. I 
want to find out. : 

Mr. BAILEY. I supposed that that probably is true, and I 
did not want to ask the Senator. I doubt if there is a Senator 
in the Chamber who knows just exactly what these federal 
stations are, and what are the duties which those in charge of 
them perform. 

I shall not object to the consideration of the resolution, but 
I shall vote against it upon the theory that the Federal Goy- 
ernment has no power to establish such stations. 

Mr. CULLOM. In view of the condition of affairs and the 
terrific loss of life at Cherry, in my own State, recently, when 
300 men lost their lives, it seems to me that the Congress of the 
United States can not afford to sit idly by if there is any pos- 
sible way under the Constitution of doing anything to amelio- 
rate the conditions or minimize the loss of life in mining that 
is taking place almost daily all over the country. 

I hope the resolution will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will again read the resolution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to 
the present consideration of the resolution. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. [Putting the question.] The 
ayes have it, and the resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I will call for a division. I believe 
I was the only Senator who voted on the question, and I think 
my vote defeated the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas ask 
for a division? 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to see just how far the Senate 
is willing to go in this matter. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the resolution go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I see no reason why it should go over. It 
is a mere resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to provoke a good deal of debate. 
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Mr. CULLOM. If there is anything that we can constitu- 
tionally do in the matter, we should do it. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to know whether or not we can 
do it constitutionally. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can find out when the answer is received 
to the inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand this resolution does not direct 
any inquiry into the constitutional power of Congress to estab- 
lish such stations, but, merely assuming that power to exist and 
to have been lawfully and properly exercised, it asks for a re- 
port as to the number of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection having been made, the 
resolution will go over. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to delay action on the resolution, 
but if there is to be debate upon it, and it seems to have occu- 
pied some time 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had better withdraw his objection and let the resolution be 
adopted, so that a report may be made upon the subject by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to examine the phraseology of the 
resolution before it is adopted. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has gone over. 

oo POBAN; May I ask for the reading of the resolution 
aga 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be again 
read, although the resolution has gone over. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I withdraw any objection that I made to the 
resolution. I misunderstood its character. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his objection. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. I was simply going to remark that I do not 
understand that the resolution calls for anything except in- 
formation. f 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all that is intended. 

Mr. BORAH. That being the case, I favor the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division not being insisted upon, 
the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 102), 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
Senate resolution 102. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of Minnesota in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster 
to be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box 
rents, as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster 
on file in the Sixth Auditor's office, and to show the exact excess of the 
salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in eyery 
ease where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary by 
box rents and commissions; and to comply in all respects with the 
public order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for 
stating such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of 
March 3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better 
to com ly with this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby di- 
rected to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands 
pertaining to each and every such claim. 


LOUISIANA ORDINANCE OF SECESSION. 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. C. Res. 16), which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: y 

Senate concurrent resolution 16. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to return 
to the State of Louisiana the original ordinance of secession that was 
adopted by the people of said State in convention assembled and that 
is now in the possession of the War Department. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO, 


Mr. DEPEW submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 100), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Senate resolution 100. 


to be approved by the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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RED RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. OWEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4089) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River and to establish it as a post- road, 
which was reported this morning. 

I will say, Mr. President, that the bill provides for the con- 
struction and maintenance of a railway bridge, to be used also 
for foot passengers and wagons, between Oklahoma and Texas, 
the bridge to be built by the Missouri, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railway, which has already constructed about 150 miles of road. 
The company is ready to let contracts, and I desire, therefore, 
to submit the matter to the Senate at this time, so as not to 
cause any unnecessary delay in the construction, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4089) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River and to establish 
it asa post-road, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce with amendments, in line 4, section 1, after the word 
“construct,” to insert“ and maintain ;” in line 6, after the word 
point,“ to insert “suitable to the interests of navigation at 
and in line 8, after the words Carpenters Bluff Crossing,” to 
strike out “on the north bank of said Red River in Bryan 
County, Okla., and thence across said river to the southern 
bank of said river, in Grayson County, Tex., said bridge to 
be erected and constructed” and insert “in said county and 
State;” so as to make the section read: 


as the Upper or 1 Bluff Crossing, in said county 
in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 


23, 1 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce: 

H. R. 3649. An act requiring common carriers engaged in in- 
terstate and foreign commerce to make full reports of all acci- 
dents to the Interstate Commerce Commission and authorizing 
investigations thereof by said commission; and 

H. R. 5702. An act to supplement an act entitled “An act to 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroa isd 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

II. R. 13831. An act granting pensions and increases of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 

II. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. 
No. 209), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I have the honor to transmit herewith certified copies of fran- 
chises granted by the executive council of Porto Rico, which 
are described in the accompanying letter from the Secretary 
of War transmitting them to me. Such of these as relate to 
railroad and street railway franchises, privileges, or conces- 
sions have been approved by me as required by the joint reso- 
lution of May 1, 1900 (81 Stats, L., 715). 


Tne Warre House, December 16, 1909. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes 


Wa. H. Tarr. 


spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
1 o'clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, December 20, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations 9 by the Senate December 16, 
1909. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ABM. 


First Lieut, Frank L. Case, Twelfth Cavalry, to be captain 
from November 29, 1909 (subject to examination required by 
law), vice Capt. George H. Cameron, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles M. Maigne, Seventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from November 29, 1909 (subject to examination 
required by law), vice First Lieut. Frank L, Case, Twelfth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Capt. William Chamberlaine, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
major from December 10, 1909, vice Maj. Elisha S. Benton, 
retired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Frank T. Thornton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from December 10, 1909, vice Capt. Wiliam Cham- 
berlaine, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas C. Cook, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from December 10, 1909, vice First Lieut. Frank 
T. Thornton, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Boatswains Harry C. Gunn and John C. Rickertts to be 
chief boatswains in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, 
upon the completion of six years’ service in their present grade. 

Gunner Gotthilf C. Layer to be a chief gunner in the navy 
from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the completion of six 
years’ service in his present grade. 

Lloyd W. Williams, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the 11th day of December, 
1909, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Capt. Reginald F. Nicholson to be Chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation in the Department of the Navy, with the rank of 
rear-admiral, for a period of four years, vice Rear-Admiral 
William P. Potter, resigned. 

Commander William R. Rush to be a captain in the navy 
from the 16th day of November, 1909, vice Capt. Lewis C. Heil- 
ner, promoted. 

Commander Harry McL. P. Huse, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain in the navy from the 4th day of Decem- 
ber, 1909, with Commander William L. Rodgers, promoted. 

Ensign Christopher R. P. Rodgers to be a lieutenant ‘junior 
grade) in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, upon 
the completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Christopher R. P. Rodgers to be a lieu- 
tenant in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Medical Inspector Howard E. Ames to be a medical director 
in the navy from the 20th day of November, 1909, vice Medical 
Director Thomas H. Streets, retired. 

Surg. Oliver D. Norton to be medical inspector in the navy 
from the 20th day of November, 1909, vice Surg. Francis S. 
Nash, an additional number in grade, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas G. Foster to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy from the 16th day of January, 1909, after the 
expiration of his one year’s loss of date. 

Asst. Surg. John Flint to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the navy from the 28th day of February, 1909, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Machinist Joseph E. Venable to be a chief machinist in the 
nayy from the 8d day of March, 1909, after the completion of 
six years’ service in his present grade. 

Capt. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 10th day of July, 1909, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as confirmed on July 29, 1909. 

Second Lieut. Ralph S. Keyser to fill a vacancy in the grade 
of first lieutenant in the Marine Corps occurring on June 8, 
1909, and to take rank from May 13, 1909. 

Second Lieut. Julian P. Willcox to fill a vacancy in the grade 
of first lieutenant in the Marine Corps occurring on September 
2, 1909, and to take rank from May 13, 1909. 

Second Lieut. Ross S. Kingsbury to fill a vacancy in the 
grade of first lieutenant in the Marine Corps occurring on 
October 2, 1909, and to take rank from May 14, 1909. 

Lieut. Col. James E. Mahoney to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of November, 1909, vice Col. Harry K. 
White, retired. 


1909. 


Maj. Lewis C. Lucas to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of November, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. 
James E. Mahoney, promoted. 

Capt. Robert H. Dunlap to be a major in the Marine Corps 
from the 27th day of November, 1909, vice Maj. Lewis C. 
Lucas, promoted. 

The following-named citizens to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps from the 5th day of August, 1909, to fill vacan- 
cies existing in that grade on that date: 

Charles D. Barrett, a citizen of Virginia; 

Rolland E. Brumbaugh, a citizen of Pennsylvania; 

George C. De Neale, a citizen of the District of Columbia; 

Oliver Floyd, a citizen of Ohio; 

Gerald A. Johnson, a citizen of the District of Columbia; 

Selden B. Kennedy, a citizen of Tennessee; 

Paul J. Levering, a citizen of Maryland; 

Roy D. Lowell, a citizen of New York; 

William M. Mellvain, a citizen of Pennsylvania; 

Edmond H. Morse, a citizen of Maryland; 

Robert P. Peirce, a citizen of the District of Columbia; 

Harry Schmidt, a citizen of Nebraska ; 

Robert S. Simons, a citizen of South Carolina; 

Harry L. Smith, a citizen of New Hampshire; 

Albert R. Sutherland, a citizen of Wisconsin; 

Miles R. Thacher, a citizen of Pennsylvania; and 

Earl C. Long, a citizen of California. 

Daniel M. Gardner, jr., a citizen of Arkansas, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 16th day of September, 
1909, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Marion B. Humphrey, a citizen of Wyoming, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 2d day of October, 
1909, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

First Lieut. Nelson P. Vulte to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of November, 1909, vice Capt. Robert 
H. Dunlap, promoted. 

Commander Harry S. Knapp to be a captain in the navy from 
the 20th day of November, 1909, vice Capt. Joseph B. Murdock, 
promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
MICHIGAN. 


Homer Warren to be postmaster at Detroit, Mich., in place 
of Homer Warren. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1910. 

NEW YORK. 

Fred Greiner to be postmaster at Buffalo, N. Y., in place of 
5 Greiner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 
1909. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Richard L. Ashhurst to be postmaster at Philadelphia, Pa., in 

place of Richard L. Ashhurst. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 7, 1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Berecutive nominations oona by the Senate December 16, 
1909. 


CONSULS. 


Jacob E. Conner to be consul at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

Stuart K. Lupton to be consul at Karachi, India. 

Southard P. Warner to be consul at Bahia, Brazil. 

David F, Wilber to be consul at Kobe, Japan. 

William E. Alger to be consul at Mazatlan, Mexico. 

Henry P. Coffin to be consul at Rosario, Argentine Republic. 

Samuel MacClintock to be consul at Puerto Cortes, Honduras. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Hugh G. Ashley to be collector of customs for the district of 
Mobile, Ala. 

A. Lincoln Dryden to be collector of customs for the eastern 
district of Maryland. 

COMMISSIONERS OF IMMIGRATION, 

George B. Billings to be commissioner of immigration at 
Boston, Mass. 

John J. S. Rodgers to be commissioner of immigration at 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Hart H. North to be commissioner of immigration at San 
Francisco, Cal. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Sanford B. Dole to be district judge for the Territory of 

Hawaii. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
Abram M. Tillman to be attorney for the middle district of 
Tennessee, 
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UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Aulick Palmer to be United States marshal for the District 
of Columbia. = 


Governor, SECRETARY, AND AUDITOR OF Porto RICO. 


George R. Colton to be governor of Porto Rico. 
George Cabot Ward to be secretary of Porto Rico. 
A. P. Sawyer to be auditor for Porto Rico. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
55 F. Horne to be register of the land office at Hailey, 
aho. 
Arthur P. Toupin to be register of the land office at Crooks- 
ton, Minn. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 
Brig. Gen. William H. Carter to be major-general. 
Col. Edward B. Pratt to be brigadier-general. 
Col. John G. D. Knight to be brigadier-general. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 
Brig. Gen. Henry G. Sharpe to be commissary-general. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Brig. Gen. William Crozier to be chief of ordnance, 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. vi 
Daniel Francis Maguire to be first lieutenant, 
CHAPLAIN, 
Rey. Joseph Celestine Kennedy to be chaplain, 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 
; To be second lieutenants. 
Sergt. Frank Asbury Turner, 
Squadron Sergt. Maj. George Grant Seaman, 
Sergt. Charles Carter Reynolds, and 
Pyt. Armine Ways Smith. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 


Sergt. James Albert McGrath, 
Sergt. Courtney Hicks Hodges, 
Sergt. Rollo Curtin Ditto, and 
Sergt. Samuel Leo Stribling, 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 


To be first lieutenants. 
Seaton Norman, 
Henry Fuller Philips, 
Albert Sidney Bowen, 
Ernest Robert Gentry, 
George Martin Edwards, 
Roy Cleveland Heflebower, 
Edward Murray Welles, jr., 
Joseph Casper, 
William Henry Thearle, 
Larry Benjamin McAfee, 
Henry Clay Michie, jr., 
Carl Edward Holmberg, 
Adam Edward Schlanser, 
Henry Beeuwkes, 
William Browne Carr, 
John Thomas Aydelotte, 
William Herschel Allen, 
Royal Reynolds, 
Edward Dunster Kremers, 
Mark Dye Weed, 
Taylor Edwin Darby, 
Thomas Ludlow Ferenbaugh, 
William Paul Lamb, 
Arthur Osman Davis, 
Solomon Paul Klotz, 
Wibb Earl Cooper, 
Everett Slater McClelland, 
William Cole Davis, 
Ralph Godwin De Voe, 
Thomas Dupuy Woodson, 
William Lloyd Sheep, 
Julian Mason Gillespie, 
Harry Reber Beery, 
Alexander Taylor Cooper. 
Harry Blaine Etter, 
Harry Philip Shugerman, 
Charles Walter Haverkamp, 
Floyd Kramer, 
Felix Robertson Hill. 
Hyman Morris Cohen, 
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John Charles Griffin, 
Robert Hynton Heterick, 
Lewis Adolphus Lavanture, 
William Culbert Lyon, 
James Asa Simpson, 
William Benjamin Borden, 
Courtlandt William Dawe, 
Harley James Hallett, 
Val Emil Miltenberger, 
Eugene Garland Northington, 
Herbert Henry Sharpe, 
John Wesley Sherwood, 
John Ruskin Bradley, 
Blase Cole, 
Thomas Joseph Flynn, 
Paul White Gibson, 
Josiah Hutton Holland, 

i Wayne Hector Crum, 
John Pierpont Fletcher, 
Robert Ward Holmes, 
Herman Niels Bundesen, 
Joseph Omar Walkup, 
Thomas William Penrose, 
Edgar Fremont Haines, 
Frederick Gray Murray, 
Paul Allen Adams, 
James Byron Van Horn, 

Edmund Cone Brush, 

Frederick Robin Green, 
Matthew C. MeGannon, 
Gilbert E. Seaman, 
Henry Lewis Wagner, 
James Paul Austin, 
George Clinton Ballard, 
Eliot Bishop, 
Jesse Manning Burlew, 
Henry Winans Burnett, 
William Watson Conger, 
Dayid Hutchison Crawford, 
David Dale, 
Frank Deacon, 
Julius Arthur Dosher, 
Ernest Gardner Edwards, 
Philip Benjamin Fry, 
James Stewart Gaumer, 
Hermann Bertram Gessner, 
Gustave Hartman, 
Frederick Austin Hunt, 
Edwin Will Janes, 
David Aron Kraker, 
Emory Lanphear, 
Ignatz David Loewy, 
William Fletcher McNutt, jr., 
Louis Durant Mead, 
Julius Augustus Muller, 
Jesse Blane Naftzger, 
Alexander Walter Nettelroth, 
Henry Charles Roy Norriss, 
Carlin Philips, 
William Lee Secor, 
Robert Francis Sheehan, jr., 
Surse John Taylor, 
Edward Arthur Tobin, 
Norman Eccles Williamson, 
Henry Goodwin Webster, and 
William Alanson White. 


Chaplain. 
Rey. Thomas Livingston to be chaplain. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants, 


John Joseph Thomas, 
Herbert Hamilton Acheson, 
Willis Shippam, 

Frank Andrew Buell, 
Loren Heinlein Call, 

Frank Dexter Applin, 
Charles Albert Eaton, 
Rollin Larrabee Tilton, 
John Kell Jemison, 
Townsend Foster Dodd, 
Furman Edgar McCammon, 
James Renwick Campbell, 
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Raymond Eliot Lee, 

Louis Blaine Bender, 
Augustus Norton, 

Hughey Stewart Hemingway, 
Thomas Jamerson Cecil, 
Ralph Chrystal Harrison, 
Franeis Page Hardaway, 
Clement Craig Heth, 

John Willis Wallis, 
Frederic Alton Price, jr., 
Edward Prescott Noyes, Jr., 
Charles Elliott Ide, 
William David Frazer, 
George Fleming Moore, 
Roy Robert Lyon, 

Jason McVay Austin, 
Virginius Evans Clark, and 
Thomas I, Steere. 


PORTO RICO REGIMENT OF INFANTRY 
To be second lieutenant. 


Leopoldo Mercader; 
Urbino Nadal; 

Adolfo Jose de Hostos; and 
Enrique de Orbeta. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants in the Medical Reserve Corps 


O. Hugh McKenna, 

Moses Hubbard Darnall, 
Charles William Decker, 
Waldemar Alfred Christensen, 
Harry Bion Williams, 

John Joseph Reddy, and 
Gilman Corson Dolley. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT, 


Lieut. Col. William H. Miller to be assistant quartermaster- 
general. 

Maj. Carroll A. Devol to be deputy quartermaster-general. 

Capt. Haldimand P. Young to be quartermaster. 


MEDICAL CORPS, 


Capt. William M. Roberts to be major. 

Capt. Paul C. Hutton to be major. 

Capt. Frederick A. Dale to be major. 

First Lieut. Henry J. Nichols to be captain. 
First Lieut. Louis H. Hanson to be captain. 
First Lieut. Lucius L. Hopwood to be captain. 
First Lieut. Charles E. Freeman to be captain. 
First Lieut. Ferdinand Schmitter to be captain. 
First Lieut. Henry B. McIntyre to be captain. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Lieut. Col. George W. Goethals to be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Casey to be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Curtis McD. Townsend to be colonel. 
Maj. William E. Craighill to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. William L. Sibert to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Maj. Joseph E. Kuhn to be Yeutenant-colonel. | 
Capt. George M. Hoffman to major. 

Capt. Harry Burgess to be major. 

Capt. Edwin R. Stuart to be major. 

First Lieut. Warren T. Hannum to be captain. 

First Lieut. William L. Guthrie to be captain. 

First Lieut. William A. Mitchell to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Henry A. Finch to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Frederick B. Downing to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Edmund L. Daley to be first lieutenant. 


CAVALRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Thaddeus W. Jones to be colonel. 

Maj. Benjamin H. Cheever to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. George H. Cameron to be major. 

Capt. Robert J. Duff to be major. 

Capt. Godfrey H. Macdonald to be major. 

Capt. Matthew F. Steele to be major. 

First Lieut. Joseph R. McAndrews to be captain. 
First Lieut. George E. Lovell to be captain. 

First Lieut. Daniel Van Voorhis to be captain. 

First Lieut. Julien E. Gaujot to be captain. 

First Lieut. Delphey T. E. Casteel to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Walter H. Neill to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Edmund A. Buchanan to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. David L. Roscoe to be first lieutenant. 


1909. 


Second Lieut. Leon R. Partridge to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. William II. Bell, jr., to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Myron B. Bowdish to be first lieutenant. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 


First Lieut. James H. Bryson to be captain. 

First Lieut. Roger O. Mason to be captain. 

Second Lieut. John W. Downer to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Benjamin M. Bailey to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. William F. Sharp to be first lieutenant. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Erasmus M. Weaver to be colonel. 

Maj. George T. Bartlett to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Maj. Charles A. Bennett to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. Louis R. Burgess to be major. 

Capt. James A. Shipton to be major. 

Capt. Arthur W. Chase to be major. 

Capt. Samuel A. Kephart tobe ma or. 

First Lieut. John A. Berry to be captain. 

First Lieut. Gordon Robinson to be captain. 

First Lieut. Claude E. Brigham to be captain. 

First Lieut. Marion S. Battle to be captain. 

First Lieut. James Prentice to be captain. 

First Lieut. William Tidball to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Wilmot A. Danielson to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Hugo E. Pitz to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Robert O. Edwards to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Guy A. Mix to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. John H. Pirie to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. George R. Norton to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Eugene Reybold to be first lieutenant, 


INFANTRY ARM, 


Lieut. Col. Robert K. Evans to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Leonard A. Lovering to be colonel. 
Maj. William Lassiter to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Charles G. Morton to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Edward N. Jones, jr., to be major. 
Capt. Dwight E. Holley to be major. 
Capt. Arthur Johnson to be major. 
Capt. Julius A. Penn to be major. 
Capt. Edward M. Lewis to be major. 
Capt. Richard C. Croxton to be major. 
First Lieut. James T. Watson to be captain. 
First Lieut. William W. McCammon, jr., to be captain. 
First Lieut. Cyrus A. Dolph to be captain. 
First Lieut. Willis P. Coleman to be captain. 
First Lieut. Albert B. Sloan to be captain. 
First Lieut. Lucius C. Bennett to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Jacob W. S. Wuest to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Max B. Garber to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Leo I. Samuelson to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Corbit S. Hoffman to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Walter V. Gallagher to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Clifton M. Butler to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. E. Llewellyn Bull to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Truman W. Carrithers to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. George F. Rozelle, jr., to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Arthur E. Ahrends to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles F. Severson to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Harry S. Grier to be first lieutenant, 
PosTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 
Frank H. Duden, at Jackson, Cal. 
William A. Long, at Hanford, Cal. 
James T. Nagle, at Alturas, Cal. 
William Nelson, at Half Moon Bay, Cal. 
COLORADO. 
Alfred W. Flanigan, at Goldfield, Colo. 
Mary Elizabeth Williams, at Englewood, Colo. 
GEORGIA. 
Nellie B. Brimberry, at Albany, Ga. 
Walter I. Cooper, at Sylvania, Ga. 
Rutledge A. Griffin, at Quitman, Ga. 
Albert M. Smith, at Brunswick, Ga. 
William W. Webb, at Hahira, Ga. 
IDAHO. 
Harry B. Curtiss, at Blackfoot, Idaho. 
John E. Jones, at Kellogg, Idaho, 
Leola Wyman, at Mullan, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
Hibben S. Corwin, at Peru, III. 
George H. Forster, at Tonica, Ill. 
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Augustus H. Heiple, at Washington, III. 
Eva Y. Hole, at Ridge Farm, III. é 
Herrick Houghton, at Gilman, III. 
Edward A. Jeffers, at Kankakee, III. 
Benjamin W. Shankland, at Watseka, Ill. 
William W. Wagner, at Hospital, III. 
Loren E. Wheeler, at Springfield, III. 


MAINE, 
Fred W. Doane, at South Brewer, Me, 
Edwin F. Metcalf, at Damariscotta, Me. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles W. Abbott, at Reading, Mass. 
Charles F. Bryant, at Sharon, Mass. 
William F. Craig, at Lynn, Mass. 
MICHIGAN, 
Otis Miner, at Lake Odessa, Mich. 
Homer Warren, at Detroit, Mich. 
MISSOURI. 


August C. Gansz, at Louisiana, Mo. 


MONTANA. 


James M. Taggart, at Belgrade, Mont. 
NEVADA. 
Edward J. Tieke, at Round Mountain, Ney. 
NEW JERSEY. 

John A, Ackerman, at Orange, N. J. 
William M. Bergen, at Belmar, N. J. 
Charles Cafferty, at Allentown, N. J. 
William Jeffers, at Hackensack, N. J. 
Julia Martin, at Fort Hancock, N. J, 


NEW MEXICO. 
Jose J. Vigil, at Taos, N. Mex. 
NEW YORK. 


Burdette T. Burlingham, at MeGraw, N. Y. 
Theodore F. Chamberlain, at Newark Valley, N. Y. 
Fred Greiner, at Buffalo, N. Y. 

William A. Smyth, at Owego, N. X. 

Henry M. Wilcox, at Deposit, N. Y. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Thomas J. Jackson, at Dunn, N. C. 
Walter B. Love, at Monroe, N. C. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Joseph C. Eves, at Millville, Pa. 
John W. Jamieson, at Tionesta, Pa. 


TEXAS 


John W. Baldeschwiler, at Skidmore, Tex. 
J. C. Council, at Granger, Tex. 
Lawrence E. Deger, at Velasco, Tex. 
Simon J. Enochs, at Lometa, Tex. 
James L. Franks, at Dawson, Tex. 
Janie Hyer, at Frost, Tex. 

Alexander Jamieson, at Gordon, Tex. 
George L. Johnson, at Lone Oak, Tex. 
William J. Manton, at Bellevue, Tex. 
Ida May, at Clyde, Tex. 

Joseph Parker, at Alice, Tex. 

John M. Phillips, at Grape Vine, Tex. 
Robert B. Rentfro, at Brownsville, Tex. 
W. E. Shalar, at Humble, Tex. 

Robert E. Tackitt, at Estelline, Tex. 
John L. Vaughan, at Mart, Tex. 

Arthur L. Williams, at Chico, Tex. 
Daniel E. Willis, at Wylie, Tex. 


UTAH. 
E. Harvey Belcher, at Vernal, Utah. 
VIRGINIA. 
Edgar Allan, jr., at Richmond, Va. 
John W. Thompson, at Dayton, Va. 
: WEST VIRGINIA, 


John Driscol, at Ronceverte, W. Va. 

J. H. Gadd, at Princeton, W. Va. 

Charles A. Goddard, at Fayetteville, W. Va. 
Greenway Hatfield, at Williamson, W. Va. 
Loomis H. Holbert, at Elizabeth, W. Va. 


WYOMING. 
Frank O. Thompson, at Cody, Wyo. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, December 16, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to report back to the House the following reso- 
lution with a favorable recommendation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 172. 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Members be appointed to 
make investigation and report to the House whether any of the docu- 
ments now in the folding room of the House are useless for distribu- 
tion; and if so, what disposition should be made of the same. 
committee shall have the right to report at any time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was introduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], who has made 
sufficient investigation of the subject to satisfy himself that 
the public interest would be subserved by getting rid of many 
documents now occupying space which could be more favorably 
occupied in some other way. The Committee on Rules were 
unanimous in recommending the report of the resolution. I ask 
for a yote. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make 
a remark or two. I have no objection to this resolution. As a 
matter of fact, I voted for it in the Committee on Rules. But 
my recollection is that the resolution the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] got through here the other day, about dis- 
tributing the President’s message, was No. 162, and there 
are a whole lot of important resolutions before the Committee 
on Rules and a whole lot of important resolutions before these 
other committees that ought to be reported out. 

It seems to be easy enough to get a resolution reported out 
that has reference to useless papers in the various subcellars of 
the Capitol; but when there is a resolution calling for an in- 
yestigation of the sugar trust, to see how much money it has 
actually stolen and who is mixed up in the thing, or to investi- 
gate the Land Office, there is some kind of a smothering process 
goes on that needs to be explained either by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] or somebody else. 

That is about all I have to say about it, except that we ought 
to get rid of these useless papers, and I should like to know 
when we are going to get action on these more important reso- 
lutions. ' 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the need for the passage of this 
resolution is occasioned by the conditions. Before we moved 
into the Office Building the folding room occupied a large share 
of the basement of the Capitol. In addition there was a store- 
room outside of the Capitol, which we rented at an expense of 
$5,000 a year. When we moved into the Office Building the 
books that were in the storeroom were moved into the base- 
ment of the Office Building, and it was thought that there would 
be room enough there to accommodate the documents for some 
time to come. The folding room below us is filled with docu- 
ments now. 

All the space that is available in the Office Building is filled 
with documents. There are 200,000 copies of the Yearbook in 
the hands of the Public Printer, which the folding room has 
refused to take, because it has no place to keep them. The 
Public Printer says he can not retain them, because he has no 
place to keep them, and it is up to the House to provide for the 
distribution of some of the old documents, that nobody wants, 
or else to rent additional space for those documents. This com- 
mittee will not, under the terms of the resolution, dispose of any 
documents. It can only report to the House. The folding room 
has prepared for me a list of the documents in the folding 
room, a great number of which are many years old, which no 
one will send out. There are two million and a half documents 
in the folding room now, and I dare say that of that number 
there are at least a million which have been in the folding room 
for years, not one of which has been called for or one like it 
sent out for years. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that he misunderstood the gentleman from Missouri, 
and he is explaining his own resolution. The gentleman from 
Missouri suggested that he explain the failure to report out 
resolutions that might get rid of useless officers. He is explain- 
ing a resolution to get rid of useless papers, There is a great 
difference. 


Mr. MANN. The difference between the gentleman from New 
York and myself is that he always talks about something that 
is not before the House, while I endeavor to talk about some- 
thing which is before the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My misfortune is that I can not get 
before the House reports which should be talked about. The 
gentleman readily gets before the House what is of no im- 
portance, and simply wastes the time of the people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has no trouble in getting before 
the people, but never with success. [Laughter] 

The question being taken, the resolution was agreed to; and 
the Speaker announced as the committee Messrs. PERKINS, 
7 Cooper of Pennsylvania, Luoyp, and KIN KAD uf New 

ersey. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bil) 
H. R. 14464, the District of Columbia appropriation bill; and 
pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that the time 
for general debate be limited to one hour and thirty minutes 
the same to be equally divided between the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURLESON ], ranking member of the minority on the 
subcommittee, and myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, pending which motion he asks 
unanimous consent that general debate upon said bill be lim- 
ited to one hour and thirty minutes, one half to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] and the other 
half by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. Is there 
objection? z 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 14464) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it has been a 
long time since the District appropriation bill has been pre- 
sented for the consideration of the House before the holiday 
recess. The circumstances leading to this action at this time 
are two or three. In the first place, the House was organized 
during the special session, and the committees were ready to 
proceed to work at once on the convening of Congress in regu- 
lar session. In the second place, the two civilian commission- 
ers retire on the 17t of January next. They have been long 
in the service of the District and were not only thoroughly 
familiar with its conditions and needs, but they, with the engi- 
neer commissioner, prepared the estimates upon which the bill 
is based. It was thought, therefore, better to proceed with the 
hearings during their incumbency than to wait until new com- 
missioners were appointed, who would, of necessity, know 
comparatively little about the needs of the District. 

There is another feature of this bill that I would like to call 
attention to. It has been the custom of the commissioners for 
some years to present estimates larger than the anticipated 
reyenue and leave it wholly to the Committee on Appropriations 
to make the necessary reductions. These, it is true, have been 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, as the law requires, 
but that officer has not always exercised his prerogative to re- 
duce the estimates, Last year, for example, the estimates of 
the commissioners exceeded $16,000,000, or nearly $5,000,000 
more than the revenue. It has also been the custom in previous 
years, how long I can not say, to give publicity to the estimates 
in the early autumn, if not in the late summer, in this respect 
differing from other departments of the Government. 

The law was so changed last year as to require the commis- 
sioners in presenting their estimates to bring the amount within 
the anticipated revenue, and also not to give publicity to them 
until the departments did and as they were authorized by law 
to do. 

The commissioners acted according to these two provisions 
and haye in so doing greatly aided the Committee on Appro- 


1909. 


priations in bringing the amount somewhere near that en 
is allowed in the bill. 

Your committee, Mr. Chairman, have in framing the bill 
kept constantly in view two purposes—one, that no real need 
of the District should not be reasonably provided for, and, 
secondly, that there should be a substantial payment made on 
the debt of the District out of the revenues for the year 1911. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How much is that debt? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. On the ist of July last it 
amounted to $14,106,665. Ten million one hundred and four- 
teen thousand one hundred dollars of this was what is known 
as the “funded debt,” and the balance, $3,952,515, as the “ un- 
funded debt.“ This unfunded debt arises from adyances made 
by the Treasury of the United States, in addition to the cur- 
rent expenses, to enable the District to proceed with and carry 
on to completion certain improvements and projects of a per- 
manent character undertaken by the city or District during the 
last ten years. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
the valuation and tax rate is? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will give you first the as- 
sessed valuation. The real estate is assessed at 663 per cent 
of its estimated cash value, and the personal property at 100 
per cent minus the exemption of $1,000 for household goods. 

Mr. MADDEN. The personal property is assessed at 663 
per cent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The rate is 1} per cent, or $1.50 
a hundred or $15 a thousand on the assessed valuation; that is, 
on both real and personal property. As I was saying, the un- 
funded debt grows out of advances made under the authority of 
law from time to time to supplement the funds necessary to 
complete certain permanent and important improvements under- 
taken by the city government. These have each and all been 
substantially completed. 

It was the understanding on the part of the Government and 
the District of Columbia that these advances should be paid 
back within five years. As a matter of fact, the time for pay- 
ment has been postponed repeatedly. As the law now stands 
the payment must be made within five years from the 30th of 
June next. Last year there was only $146,000 reduction made 
on the total indebtedness, so that the unfunded debt was 
actually increased rather than diminished. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can the gentleman state how the 
city of Washington compares with other cities in the United 
States with a like population with reference to its debt? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. ‘The indebtedness of Washing- 
ton is less than some cities and more than others. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can the gentleman tell me what 
city has a less debt than the city of Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not tell the gentleman; 
it is some time since my attention was called to that matter, 
but Washington does not suffer in comparison with other cities 
in that respect. There is no other city in the country like 
Washington is this: Assuming that the assessed valuation is 
proper and that the rate of taxation compares favorably with 
that of any other city of like population and like conditions, 
this city ought to be upon a cash basis all the time. Why? 
In the first place, they have presumably as much relatively 
as Baltimore, or Cleveland, or Detroit, or Milwaukee, or 
Minneapolis, or Cincinnati, or St. Louis, or New Orleans. If 
the rate of assessment and of taxation here is equal to that in 
those cities, then they have as much as those plus an equal sum 
derived from the General Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
if there is not this difference in Washington and the other 
cities: There are greater exemptions in Washington than these 
other cities. Take, for instance, bonds, stocks, and other like 
securities. A person residing in Washington is exempted from 
payment of taxes upon that kind of security, while in the other 
cities the gentleman has named those securities are listed as 
taxable property. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That opens up a.wide field of 
exemptions in other things in the city of Washington. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Isn't there in Washington a much greater 
range of exemptions than in any of the other cities the gentle- 
man has enumerated? And is it not an exception here in 
Washington when we exempt such character of personal se- 
curities as stocks, bonds, and the like, whereas in the other 
cities those securities are always taxed, and is the gentleman 
not proceeding upon a false premise when he says the returns 
are as great because the rate of taxation is as great, whereas 
the property to be taxed is much less? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, no; not necessarily. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, allow me to ask a question in 
connection with that. Is it not true that while the law pro- 
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vides in a great many instances for the taxation of stocks and 
bonds and mortgages and other personal property, notwith- 
standing this the great portion of those properties escapes 
taxation? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Not only stocks and bonds and 
mortgages, but a great deal of other property escapes taxation, 
not only here but elsewhere. 

Mr. PAYNE. Personal property? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. A great proportion of it, so that there is not 
so much difference between Washington and these other cities, 
where, by law, it is exempted here and where practically it is 
exempted everywhere—largely exempted. Let us take the State 
of Nebraska, represented by my friend here [Mr. HIN SHA WI 
on HINSHAW. That may be true in the State of New 

ork. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where there is not much personal property; 
but I am talking about places where there is a lot of personal 
property. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There are instances where we do find 
at least a few honest persons, if we are to believe the public 
prints, who admit personal-property holdings for the purposes 
of taxation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that is occasionally true. A gentleman the 
other day asked to have his personal property increased 500 
per cent, and it was one of the wonders of the year, published 
in all of the newspapers. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is no reason why we should not try 
to ferret it out if it is worthy of taxation. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are not stocks and bonds exempt here by ex- 
press law—that is, in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; I so understand. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman know of any other city in 
the world where that is done by express law? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am not able to answer that; 
but that is neither here nor there. Your committee has to take 
conditions as it finds them and the law as it is, and my state- 
ments are clearly within the conditions and within the law. 
No city in this country has a partner that lays down an amount 
equal to that given by the taxpayers except the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, of course the statement of the 
gentleman is correct. The committee has to take the law as it 
finds it, but the questions asked by some of the gentlemen would 
indicate that you could not reach personal property when in 
the form of stocks and bonds. Why is it not easy to reach the 
stock of any corporation, because the books of the corporation 
are open to the tax collector? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
is on the District Committee and is, therefore, one of the law- 
making Members of this body on that particular line and ought 
to speak from authority as to the facts. As to the principle, it 
is another thing. 

Mr. SIMS. I have always been in favor of taxing all forms 
of personal property, but we have been unable to get a law 
through here to tax anything but tangible property. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did I understand my colleague to 
say that, in his judgment, owing to the partnership of the Dis- 
trict with the United States Government, the District ought to 
be entirely out of debt? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; I did not say that, and 
if the gentleman will allow me to proceed I will make that point 
clear, The funded debt runs for about thirteen years. There 
is an unfunded debt, in round numbers, of $4,000,000. As 
stated before, that has arisen from advances made from time 
to time in preceding years, until it aggregates the amount 
named. 

I meant to be understood as saying the committee had from 
the beginning in the preparation of this bill two distinct pur- 
poses in view. One to so frame the bill and so care for every 
needed interest that none should suffer. Second, having done 
that, to so frame the bill as to provide for a substantial pay- 
ment on the unfunded debt. We ought to pay a million dollars 
this year. Why? There is no great enterprise now in process 
of construction. They are paid for. The revenues are such 
that we can meet the current expenses and pay that amount 
and no interest suffer. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just there. Then it is your idea 
that in a reasonable length of time the affairs of this District 
could be so conducted that the time will come when the Dis- 
trict will be out of debt? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman has antici- 
pated just what I am going to say. If the policy that this 
committee recommends can be followed for five years, at the 
utmost, this District will not owe anything but the funded debt, 
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and that will then be much less than now. Then there will 
annually be revenues of at least $1,000,000 above a liberal 
amount for current expenses to carry on any permanent im- 
provement that the city and District may require, and from 
that time forward this city can care for every interest out 
of the current funds without increasing its bonded or unfunded 
debt. That is what I meant to say. Your committee has gone 
into this matter with a great deal of thoroughncss, and I think 
I express the views of every member of the committee when I 
say that this can be accomplished and that the time has come 
to inaugurate this policy. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] sitting at my 
right comes from a great State, the dept of whose chief city 
is nearly as much as that of the Nation, approximately $706,- 
000,000, and this country looks to New York for its examples. 
Philadelphia, the second great city of this country in wealth 
and improvements, has only about $70,000,000 of municipal 
indebtedness, a mere bagatelle compared with New “York. 
Washington, with the supplemental amount given by the Goy- 
ernment, ought not to have any debt when the bonded debt is 
paid. Do not misunderstand me, gentlemen. Every member of 
the Committee is proud of the National Capital, as is every 
Member of the Congress. There is no Member but who wants 
to see it worthy of the Nation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. May I ask another question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Assuredly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much did the committee cut 
the estimates of the commissioners? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Four hundred and sixteen 
thousand six hundred and ninety-eight dollars and fifty cents, 
but the total reduction in this bill under the last appropriation 
act is more than accounted for in the following five items: 


Elimination of grade crossings. — — $75, 000 
ey Branch Bridge 85, 000 
Removal of snow and ice____ 35, 000 


— — 37, 500 
F aE LIA. SSR 5 UE SO Se US Le 266, 000 


The first reduction is made because the work of eliminating 
grade crossings is practically completed under the requirements 
of the law, and $75,000 is all that is required and asked for by 
the engineer commissioner for the coming year. J 

The Piney Branch Bridge is fully appropriated for, and no 
further sum is required. 

For removal of snow and ice there remains an unexpended 
balance of nearly $30,000, and a sufficient amount of that sum 
is reappropriated for next year, 

Two public comfort or convenience stations were authorized 
last year, making five in all. The committee believed that num- 
ber fairly met the requirements of the time. 

The reduction for public-school buildings is only apparent 
and not in fact actual. The bill appropriates $599,000, and in 
addition authorizes contracts for the further sum of $207,400 
or $806,400 in all, against $867,000 last year, when no con- 
tracts were authorized in addition to the specific appropriation. 

Taking due credit for these items, the total of this bill 
shows an excess of several thousands of dollars over the last 
law. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Were not the commissioners in- 
structed to pare the estimates and cut to the quick and make 
their report accordingly? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not know about cutting 
to the quick. There might be a difference of opinion about 
what the quick was. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Was it not supposed the Commis- 
sioners of the District had cut the amount of the estimates 
about as low as they reasonably could be cut? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Supposed by whom? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. By the commissioners, who are 
supposed to know. a 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am glad the gentleman called 
attention to that. The law requires the commissioners to 
make their estimates within the estimated revenues. Now 
what? We believe that the District ought to keep faith with 
the Government and that when this District promises to pay 
within fiye years, as it has and can do, proyision ought to be 
made for it, and it is for this committee to recommend and 
not for the District Commissioners, but the Congress to say 
whether it shall be done. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I agree with you. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is the question at issue, 
and that is the ground the committee has taken. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly, 


Mr. PARSONS. Is it your idea that in the future ail ex- 
penses could be paid out of the current revenues, no matter 
what the kind of improvement may be? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, that is a debatable ques- 
tion. Anticipating the future, my idea is, first, that we ought to 
meet the obligations of the District according to the letter of 
the law and without injury to the city; and having done that, 
the revenues are such that at least $1,000,000, if not more, can 
be set aside every year for what may be termed “ extraordinary 
and permanent improvement;” and I submit to the gentleman 
if in a city of 350,000 people an assured expenditure of a million 
dollars a year running through the years to come will not be 
sufficient? 

Mr. PARSONS. But you take most of the outlying districts, 
where the great adyantage of improvement is to come in the 
future, is not it fairer that those who are to have the advantage 
should pay some of the cost instead of having all the cost paid 
out of the current revenues? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, that opens up another 
question as to how far we should go in developing the District 
of Columbia for the benefit, in large part, of real-estate owners 
who are anticipating the future. 

Mr. PAYNE. Might not that statement be an argument in 
favor of putting the greater taxation on the abutting owners? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, if I can make 
myself clear once more, it is the province of this committee to 
conduct its work under the law as it exists, not as we would 
have it. The changing of the law belongs to another committee, 
and we have nothing to do with that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Have you any suggestions to make 
to any other committee wherein the law could be changed so 
that the District government would be better? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, I think it would be pos- 
sible to make changes, but I would hardly care to make sugges- 
tions on the spur of the moment and while I am making a state- 
ment relating entirely to another matter. The statement made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] is very perti- 
nent. In any other city, if we have a sewer, we haye to pay 
for it; if we have the streets paved, we have to pay for that; 
we have to clean the ice and snow from our front walks, or 
somebody else will, and we have to foot the bill; and if we have 
shade trees in front of our homes, we have to pay for them. 

None of those things are paid for by the citizens here. In 
the aggregate they amount to a good deal, and I can not say, 
for the life of me, why the real estate owners in Washington 
should not pay for the sewers, should not pay for the cleaning 
of the pavements, the setting of trees and caring for them, 
and for sprinkling the streets, as is done elsewhere, and for 
all this the General Government pays one-half. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is it not true that the Govern- 
ment has $50,000,000 more of property here than the District? 

Mr. PAYNE. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much more? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not a cent—not unless you count the streets 
and alleys: and while the title is in the Government, the use 
of them belongs absolutely to the people of Washington, and 
they get the greatest benefit out of them. That humbug will 
not work. 

Mr. REEDER. Can you tell me what the assessment is, com- 
pared with other cities? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is supposed to be 66 per 
cent, but what it is only the asssesors can tell. 

Mr. DAVIS. Can I ask the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman stated a moment ago that the 
District of Columbia, or the Government, rather, owned one- 
half of the yalue of the property within the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it owns a little more than 
one-half, if I remember, according to the assessment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman know what the area is, 
aside from the streets, that the Government owns compared 
with private ownership? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, sir; I do not know exactly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman think it is one-tenth? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not know. If the gentleman 
knows, I will be glad to haye him make a statement. 

Mr. DAVIS. From my judgment, as far as I have investi- 
gated, they hardly own one-tenth of the area of the property 
aside from the streets. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
stand op the one-tenth? 


What about the buildings that 
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Mr. DAVIS. The value of the property owned by the Gov- 
ernment as compared with private ownership is less than one- 
fourth. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman does not claim for 
a moment that the General Government owns less than one-half 
of all the property in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do; less than one-quarter. 

Mr. MANN. How does the gentleman give value to a 


street? 
I am not saying anything about 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
a street. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not claim that the Govern- 
ment owns one-half in the District of Columbia apart from 
the streets? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not know how they arrive at it. 

Mr. MANN. They arrive at it by including the streets and 
valuing the’streets on the same basis as the property fronting 
on the streets, which is absolutely ridiculous, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If it is ridiculous—— 

Mr. MANN. It is ridiculous, and untrue in intent and in 
fact. 

Mr. PAYNE. That statement was made to me ten years ago, 
that the Government owned half the property, and I asked 
my informants to point it out. The first thing they pointed 
out was the streets, and the next thing was the parks. I told 
them, of course, that that was ridiculous. I said, “ My friends, 
I am in favor of the Government paying half the expense 
of running the city of Washington, but do not put it on a 
false ground, for if you do you will fall down. The only 
ground to put it on is this, that it is the Capital City, and Con- 
gress ought to appropriate for it in order to make it the most 
beautiful city in the world in time, and for that reason I am 
in favor of paying half; but do not put it on the false ground 
that the Government should pay taxes on the streets, that they 
pay half the expenses of buildings, and own the entire fee, 
while the citizens of Washington get almost the entire use 
out of those streets.” 

Mr. GARDNER of Micliigan. That is the situation. 

Mr. MANN. The statement has been made so often that the 
Government owns more than one-half of the property of the 
District of Columbia that many people believe it; and many 
Members of Congress believe it; and it never had an iota of 
truth in it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am glad that some of these 
points have been brought out, and hope that they will bear 
fruit with the District legislative committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Without interrupting the gentle- 
man, I would like right there to ask another question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Surely. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. While you have cut down the 
estimates, I would like to know what steps the committee have 
taken looking to getting additional revenue for the District. 
To illustrate, on page 5 of the commissioner’s report, I see 
that the building associations are assessed 2 per cent on gross 
earnings; the electric lighting companies, 4 per cent; gaslight 
companies, 5 per cent; national banks, 6 per cent; street rail- 
way companies, 4 per cent. I would like to know if you can 
explain why there is that difference as to corporations here in 
the Disrtict? I would like to know further, too, if that is 
regarded by your committee as a fair assessment upon these 
corporations? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I wish I could answer the 
gentleman’s question so as to give him the light he requires, 
for he is the chairman of the committee that has to do with 
just these things. The Committee on Appropriations has not 
the power to increase the taxes on these different institutions he 
mentions. It is no part of its prerogative. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But in looking about for revenues 
in the District, if in your judgment, for illustration, building 
associations are not now paying what they should, what bave 
you to say about it? And the same as to banks and electric 
lighting and gas companies and street railroads. If you have 
given these matters any consideration, I would like your opinion 
as to what you think ought to be done. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Surely. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I feel sure the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Sxıru], who is chairman of the District 
Committee, upon reflection will realize that responsibility rests 
with his committee for legislation looking to an increase or 
diminution of the District revenues. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; I thank you. And just the 


same, I would like to ask the gentleman for the information, if 
he can give it. Your committee is charged with the responsi- 
bility of looking after the revenues of the District—— 


Mr. BURLESON. The Committee on Appropriations looks 
after revenues in only one sense—it appropriates it under terms 
of existing law. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And if you know where, in your 
judgment, they ought to be increased, I would like to know 
where and in what respect. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, it is not within the prov- 
ince of the Appropriations Committee to legislate. That power, 
under the rules of the House, rests with the committee of which 
the gentleman rom Michigan [Mr. Suirn!] is chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just the same, if the gentleman in 
charge of the revenues will allow me, I would like to ask 
him 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, allow me to sug- 
gest to my colleague from Michigan [Mr. Surrhl, for whom I 
haye the greatest respect, that if he wants this information he 
call the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] before his com- 
955 when it is in session and not the whole House, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If the gentleman will permit, I want to 
suggest that one great source of revenue would be a franchise 
tax on corporations in the District. This is perhaps the only 
political subdivision in the United States that does not impose 
an annual franchise charge on corporations. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I suggest to my colleague that 
he also place the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] on 
his calling list. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I happen to be a member of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, which has been 
animadyerted against by the gentleman from Texas, and since 
he is on a committee which sees fit to reflect upon this commit- 
tee, I desire to propose to him that if he will undertake the 
work which he regards as haying been neglected by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia I will very gladly resign my 
place and exchange with him, so that I may go upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
these matters be settled outside of the open session. How 
much time remains? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 
ing out of forty-five. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Henry W. PALMER 
haying taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in 
writing, from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas | Mr. BURLESON]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word 
in elaboration of.the statement last made by the gentleman from 
Michigan with reference to the aggregate amount carried in this 
bill as compared with the bill of last year. There has been an 
industrious effort in certain quarters to impress the people of 
the District of Columbia and the Members of the House with 
the idea that we are appropriating this year a much smaller 
sum with which to meet the requirements of the District of 
Columbia than was carried in last year’s bill. This is not true, 
and by directing attention to only a few items in the two bills 
I can conclusively establish the correctness of my statement. 

This bill carries about $420,000 less than the District bill 
passed last year. In this bill we have allowed but $75,000 for 
the elimination of grade crossings, as against $150,000 carried 
in last year’s bill. It is not necessary to make an appropriation 
of $150,000, since $75,000 will about complete this work. 

We eliminate $85,000 carried in last year’s bill for the 
Sixteenth Street Bridge. We do this, as that was the last 
appropriation necessary for the completion of that bridge. In 
this bill we also reduce the appropriation carried in last year’s 
bill for the construction of county roads by $122,000, because 
we were asked by the engineer commissioner to do so, and at 
the same time, also, at his request, we largely increase the 
appropriation for repairs of streets. In this bill we have re- 
duced the appropriation for new buildings for public schools 
by $268,000; this, however, is only an apparent reduction. Asa 
matter of fact we provide for more buildings than was carried 
in the estimates. We provide for certain buildings by making 
therefor specific appropriations of given amounts, and then an- 
thorize contracts for additional sums to complete those build- 
ings; and this bill instead of carrying a reduction of $268,000 
for these buildings is only a few thousand dollars under the 
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bill of last year. The committee was justified in appropriating 
no more for the further reason that a number of appropriations 
for buildings heretofore made have not been expended. That 
is notably true of the Western High School, where an appro- 
priation of $75,000 was made over a year ago, and yet abso- 
lutely no step has been taken toward the erection of the build- 
ing. We appropriate in this bill every dollar for this purpose 
that there is a reasonable prospect of being expended during 
the next fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when these items are eliminated it will 
be seen that this bill carries in other respects more than the 
bill of last year, The items I have enumerated aggregate 
$550,000, and this bill is only $420,000 under the bill of last 
year. Mr. Chairman, we must also remember that this bill 
has yet to travel through the other end of the Capitol, where 
appropriation bills are sometimes increased. When this bill 
is returned here, after the holidays, instead of carrying less in 
the aggregate for the current expenses of the District of Co- 
lumbia, you will find that it will carry a great deal more than 
was appropriated last year. That is all I desire to say. I 
now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hurcucocx}. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. PARSONS. The gentleman has outlined very clearly the 
reasons for making less appropriations than was recommended. 
‘The gentleman's committee has appropriated $800,000 less than 
recommended by the commissioners, Can the gentleman state 
the principal items upon which there is less appropriated than 
was recommended ? 

Mr. BURLESON. I can not recall all the items, but one of 
them is for playgrounds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from New York will take 
the report of the committee, he will find an analytical state- 
ment of the estimates, current appropriations, and the appro- 
priations in this bill. 

Mr. PARSONS. I understand that. I hope the gentleman 
from Texas will give the reasons for making the smaller appro- 
priations, smaller than the District Commissioners recom- 
mended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Texas will pardon 
me, I will give the gentleman from New York one item which 
will illustrate the reason for most of the reduction. Take the 
item for a normal school, where the estimate was $150,000. 
Authority is given for the erection of this building, but they 
can spend in 1911 only $50,000. Therefore that is all that the 
committee allowed, leaving the remaining authorized cost of 
the building to be provided for out of the revenues for 1912. 
Many of the reductions in the estimates of the commissioners 
are along the same lines and made for the same reason. In- 
stead of taking $150,000 out of the revenues for 1911, we give 
them $50,000 and defer the appropriation of the remaining cost 
of the building until the fiscal year 1912. Again, the committee 
disallowed estimates of the commissioners for nearly 200 new 
offices or salaried employments, which, if allowed, would have 
added between $100,000 and $200,000 to the bill. 

Mr. BURLESON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic leader 
of this House, the gentleman from Missouri, mentioned this 
morning the fact that the Committee on Rules has before it 
a number of resolutions calling for investigation. Among them 
is a resolution which I have introduced, asking for the ap- 
pointment of a committee to investigate the conduct of the 
General Land Office in the Department of the Interior. 

I am asking for this investigation of the General Land Office 
because it is a notorious fact that for a number of years gross 
frauds have been perpetrated and millions of acres of valuable 
public land have been acquired by private individuals and cor- 
porations in violation of law. I say this fact is notorious. 
It has been published repeatedly in the newspapers. It has 
been referred to and admitted in every report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, even including the last report of the present 
Secretary just issued. j 

Only last year this Congress appropriated a million dollars 
to protect the public lands against these frauds, and if rumor 
is true—and rumor is sometimes true—a considerable part of 
that appropriation so made and placed at the disposal of the 
General Land Office for the protection of public lands has been 
misspent and has been used for the purchase of expensive fur- 
niture, amounting to tens of thousands of dollars, and the 
addition of more than 80 clerks on the pay rolls in the Land 
Office, and also to double the salaries of employees who are 
complacent and willing to stand in with the ring which now 
dominates and controls the Land Office, It thus happens that 


at least one or more of the subordinates is now actually receiv- 
ing out of the fund to protect the public domain more salary 
than is paid under the law to his superior officer. These, how- 
ever, Mr. Chairman, are only rumors. 

Now, let us come to specific charges which have been made 
and which include definite and incontrovertible facts. Within 
the past few months a sensational controversy has arisen within 
the Land Office itself. An old and valued employee in that 
Land Office, Mr. L. R. Glavis, at that time holding the im- 
portant and responsible position of Chief of the Field Division, 
charged with the investigation of alleged frauds, was sum- 
marily discharged by the President of the United States, or by 
the Secretary of the Interior upon the authority of the President 
of the United States, without a hearing. 

And what was the complaint brought against this man who 
was charged with the duty of investigating alleged frauds? 
Was he charged with conniving with the land wolyes who are 
endeavoring to plunder the public domain? Was he charged 
with neglect of his duties? On the contrary, the only charge 
made against him was that he showed too much zeal in his 
efforts to protect the public interest, and for that reason he was 
summarily dismissed from the service without a hearing. 

Since his dismissal, Mr. L. R. Glavis has published in Colliers 
Weekly, one of the responsible great publications in this coun- 
try, a specific, temperate, and carefully prepared article in 
which he has stated the history of the controversy which re- 
sulted in his discharge. 

Now, I want to say a word just here, Mr. Chairman, about 
the unfortunate subordinate in the government department who 
by reason of his ‘work becomes aware of frauds attempted 
against the Government. I pity such a man. I pity him, 
because he is forced often to choose between holding his posi- 
tion in silence and speaking the truth and losing his position. 
We have had recent cases in New York of subordinates who 
saw the Government boldly robbed by one of the greatest trusts 
of this country. 

Years ago these subordinates became aware of the frands in 
New York, and when they went to their superior officers in the 
Government of the United States with the facts which had come 
to their knowledge, their fate was the same as the fate which 
came to Glavis—they were summarily discharged or removed 
from the positions which they held. 

The case of Wakeman is still fresh in the public mind. Had 
Wakeman been listened to, had Wakeman’s charges been taken 
up by his superior officers, or had a congressional inquiry been 
held, many later frauds would never have occurred and the 
plunder have been stopped in its incipiency. I say, my heart is 
filled with pity for the poor subordinate officer in this Govern- 
ment who becomes aware of frauds and crimes perpetrated in 
his department, when he knows that to make public the fact 
means the loss of his position, and I say that it is the duty of 
Congress, by some such investigation as I propose in my resolu- 
tion here, to protect those subordinates and to notify them by 
this action that there is here a power which will protect them 
and force an investigation, if the administration will not. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT. Does the gentleman mean that the charge 
that was filed against Mr. Glavis was that he showed too much 
zeal, or is that the gentleman’s own interpretation of it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I think I can show—and possibly it is 
pertinent at this time to show—what the real feeling in the 
department was against Glavis. I do not maintain that the 
charge which the President finally indorsed against him was 
the exhibition of too much zeal. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is what the gentleman stated, as I 
understood him. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am inclined to think that neither the 
Secretary of the Interior nor the President of the United States, 
being in their sane minds, would discharge a man and give as a 
reason that he had shown too much zeal in protecting the people's 
interest, but that was the real feeling in the department, and 
I believe I can show it here by two letters written by Mr. 
Dennett, who was the assistant at one time to Commissioner 
Ballinger and who later succeeded him as Commissioner of the 
Land Office. This letter is written by Commissioner Dennett 
to the chief of the field service of inspectors, and he is referring 
to a man named Sheridan who succeeded Glavis. Commissioner 
Dennett writes: 

Sheridan has taken charge of the Cunninghame case— 


And I will state that the Cunninghame case was the case 
involving 5,000 acres of lands in Alaska, valuable coal lands, 
haying 90,000,000 tons of coal upon them, which the Guggen- 
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heim Company was endeavoring to secure through fraudulent 
and dummy entries. To resume the reading of the letter: 


Sheridan has taken charge of the Cunninghame case, and impresses 
me very favorably. I think he can handle it against any rival they 
may 3 against him. The rest of the Alaska cases are in a bad 
mess. Glavis is very much enthused on the 8 of canceling 
them all and getting the lands back in cold storage, and this is just 
what will happen unless Congress helps out. 

In another letter Commissioner Dennett.says: 


Glavis has these coal cases on the brain, and can not see anything 
but just one line. I have told him how it looks to us and have 
reminded him of everything we have done for him, and it looks as if 
he were returning our favors by not standing by us as he ought. 

This letter reveals the real gravamen of the complaint against 
Glavis. 

Whatever the pretense, the real complaint was that Glavis 
did not stand by the ring in the Land Office and permit the 
expeditious approval of these claims for patent in the interests 
of the Guggenheim Company. 

Now, this case of Glavis has been well and simply told by 
himself, as I have stated, in Collier’s Weekly. He wrote a his- 
tory of the case, the reading of which carries conviction. It 
shows that whether the Land Office was presided over by Mr. 
Ballinger, with Mr. Dennett as assistant, or later by Mr. Den- 
nett as Commissioner, with Mr. Ballinger outside as an attorney 
for the claimants, or later still with Mr. Ballinger returned 
to power as Secretary of the Interior, it was manipulated to 
assist land thieves in their depredations upon the valuable coal 
lands of the United States in Alaska. 

Mr. Chairman, I have had some sympathy with the disposi- 
tion to liberalize the land laws of the United States so as to 
permit the settlement of the Western States and Territories. 
I know that the settlers out there have felt that the Govern- 
ment ought not to be too strict in requiring them to comply 
with technicalities in the honest acquisition and occupation 
of those lands. 

But Alaska presents a different situation. Alaska will never 
be settled to any great extent by American immigrants. Alaska 
is our great storehouse of treasure for the future. It holds in 
gold and timber and coal and other precious resources some- 
thing that the United States can look upon as the source of its 
future supply, and to permit these companies to exploit it and 
to obtain for a mere song these vast treasures is, in my opin- 
ion, an outrage. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, let us look specifically at some of the facts stated in the 
history of the case, as told by Glavis. In the first place, it 
should be understood that as long ago as 1905 Inspector Love 
reported to the Land Office that he thought most of the 900 
coal-land claims in Alaska were fraudulent, and that included 
the 30 land claims embraced in this Guggenheim syndicate of 
5,000 acres. A few months after that President Roosevelt with- 
drew the coal lands of Alaska from entry. In 1907 Glavis be- 
came Chief of the Field Division, and went to work to investi- 
gate these land claims that were then being forced so urgently 
to approval in the Land Office and held in such nigh favor by 
the Land Commissioner. 

One inspector, Love by name, had reported in favor of this 
Guggenheim or Cunningham group. Another inspector, Jones, 
questioned their validity and honesty and advised their further 
investigation by a “ fearless" investigator, and, Mr. Chairman, 
it required a fearless investigator to report truthfully about 
these claims backed by the influential men behind them. The 
then Commissioner Ballinger, now Secretary of the Interior, was 
urging haste. He insisted constantly on hurried reports. In the 
fall of 1907 Mr. Glavis discovered at Seattle and reported to the 
department, as the records show, that he had found evidence 
showing the fraudulent nature of these Cunningham claims, and 
now remember, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
when I speak of these claims as fraudulent I speak of claims 
that have since been found fraudulent and confirmed as fraud- 
ulent by the present Attorney-General of the United States. 
Glavis reported this fact to the department or to the Land 
Office. He also reported that he had discovered that the interest 
behind this Cunningham syndicate of 5,000 acres was the Gug- 
genheim company, which has also absorbed to a large extent the 
great copper interests of Alaska. He made his report to the 
Land Office. He then reported to Commissioner Ballinger that 
one of the land claimants of the Cunningham group had refused 
to answer questions, and had given as his excuse that Mr. Bal- 
linger had advised him not to do so until the charges had been 
made, so that he would know what he had to meet. 

Think what a ‘spectacle this presented—Mr. Ballinger, Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and now Secretary of the 
Interior, advising a claimant suspected of fraud to stand mute 
and not give his testimony, not make his affidavit until he knew 
what the charges brought against him were! What business, 


Mr. Chairman, has the Land Commissioner to advise a claim- 
ant like a lawyer when he represents the Government of the 
United States? This report of Glavis is not denied or ex- 
plained. Secretary Ballinger, when Mr. Glavis was discharged, 
made no reference to it, and it stands as an official report. In 
December, 1907, Glavis came to Washington and again re- 
ported to Commissioner Ballinger that the Cunningham claims 
were fraudulent. He said that the Department of Justice— 
and here is a threat from an inferior, but it shows the desper- 
ate condition to which Glavis was reduced—he said to the 
commissioner then that the Department of Justice would in- 
vestigate this land matter if the Land Office would not. Com- 
missioner Ballinger then admitted that he was a friend to some 
of the claimants, but said to Glavis to go on with the investiga- 
tion. Glavis went West to do so. This was about January 
1, 1908. Within ten days thereafter Commissioner Ballinger 
wired Special Agent Love, then in Alaska, to forward the plats 
of the Cunningham claim for patent. 

Now, that is all of record. Within ten days from the time 
Mr. Glavis starts again investigating the alleged fraudulent 
Cunningham claim Commissioner Ballinger wires to the land 
office in Alaska to send down the papers, so that patents can 
be issued. Three days later Glavis was notified by Assistant 
Commissioner Dennett that the Cunningham claims would be 
approved for patent, or had been approved for patent. Glavis 
then telegraphed his protest to his superior officer. Then 
Commissioner Ballinger revoked the order. The loyalty and 
courage of Glavis had again forced a delay. Now, it should 
be remembered that Commissioner Ballinger was to retire 
from office as Commissioner of the General Land Office in about 
sixty days, He retired in March, 1908. A few days before 
Commissioner Ballinger retired, however, he appeared before 
the Public Lands Committee of this House and urged the pas- 
sage of the so-called “ Cale bill,” the effect of which would have 
been to legalize and cure the frauds which Glavis had dis- 
covered. The committee refused to report the bill. In March, 
1908, as I say, Commissioner Ballinger retired from office. 
Within a few weeks after retiring from office he appeared be- 
fore the Land Commissioner and the then Secretary of the In- 
terior in the interest of these same Cunningham claims—a 
paid attorney appearing before the Land Office, which he had 
just before a few weeks before. Now, there is a federal statute 
which makes it unlawful for an officer to appear within two 
years as an attorney for any claimant before a department of 
which he has been an officer. 

The law reads as follows: 

It shall not be lawful for any person appointed after the Ist day of 
June, 1872, as an officer, clerk, or employee in any of the departments 
to act as counsel, attorney, or agent for prosecuting any claim against 
the United States which was pending in either of said departments 
while he was such an officer, clerk, or employee, nor in any menner, nor 
by any means, to aid in the prosecution of any such claim within two 
years next after he shall have ceased to be such cfficer, clerk, or 
employee. 

Commissioner Ballinger violated that statute, brazenly vio- 
lated it, and it shows the interest he had in the matter con- 
stantly of these Cunningham claims, whether he acted as Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office or as the attorney for the 
claimants outside. Less than a year after this time Mr. Ballin- 
ger was made Secretary of the Interior, with full jurisdiction 
over the Land Office. He again comes into power higher in 
position than before. 

Sixty days before he became Secretary of the Interior he 
addressed the local land office in Alaska a letter representing 
himself to be attorney for other claimants. 

Still later, and only a few weeks before he became Secretary, 
another claimant wrote the same office, saying Judge Ballinger 
was his attorney and had approved his scrip as regular, 

Six weeks after Ballinger became Secretary of the Interior 
another claimant's attorney wrote the Alaska land office that 
his client had on several occasions taken up the matter of sale 
with Judge Ballinger. 

Six days after Mr. Ballinger became Secretary of the Interior 
the Land Office wired Glavis to submit at once a report on the 
investigation of the Alaska coal land cases. 

Six weeks later another telegram was sent to Glavis, notify- 
ing him that the Alaska investigation must be finished in sixty 
days. Glavis protested that a proper field investigation could 
only be made in summer. 

He came to Washington and interviewed Secretary Ballinger 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and then an 
effort was made by the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Baliin- 
ger, cooperated in by Mr. Dennett, to have 2,500 acres of these 
Cunningham claims recognized under a certain act of Congress. 
This would cut the claim in half. Mr. Glavis made the ob- 
jection that the act of Congress was not available for the pur- 
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pose, because the entrymen had been found guilty of fraud, 
and could not be allowed to combine fraudulent claims to the 
extent of 2,500 acres, or to any other extent, 

The legal questions thus arising, it was suggested that the 
matter be left to the Department of Justice, but Secretary of 
the Interior Ballinger and Commissioner Dennett changed this 
plan, and concluded instead of referring it to the Attorney- 
General they would get an opinion from Mr. Pierce, under 
Mr. Ballinger, in the Interior Department. He drew that 
opinion; and that opinion sustained Mr. Ballinger, as a matter 
of course, and held against the contention which Glavis had 
made. It held that the patent could be issued to the extent of 
2,500 acres. 

Now, Glavis might then have abandoned the fight. He might 
have said: “I haye done all that I can be expected to do to 
protect the public. My superiors are against me.” But Glavis 
did nothing of the kind. He simply laid the matter before the 
Attorney-General of the United States, and the latter delivered 
his opinion within ten days, which held on all fours with the 
contention which Glavis had made, and saved, temperorarily at 
least, those 2,500 acres of Alaska land. What followed that? 
Following that came the discharge of Glavis. Not, I will admit, 
upon the published ground that he had been too zealous in pro- 
tecting the public interest, but he was discharged because he 
had criticised his superior officers. 

Now, I submit to this House, Mr. Chairman, and I submit to 
the country, whether the time has not come for this House, with 
its powerful machinery, to investigate that Land Office. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

What protection is there for an humble and honest employee 
who becomes aware of frauds to expose them and to save the 
public domain if this responsible House does not give that 
protection? My resolution is in the hands of the Committee 
on Rules. I do not know whether the House will be allowed to 
investigate. It can not compel the committee to report. I pre- 
sume if 90 per cent of the Members of this House made up their 
minds that an investigation of the Land Office was desirable, 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who is a 
member of the Committee on Rules and who dominates it, made 
up his mind that he did not want the investigation, I suppose 
the 90 per cent of the membership of this House would be 
absolutely helpless; such are the rules. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Doveras having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment the following resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 26. 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate Pong aire 8 


That when the two Houses adjourn on Tuesday, Decem 21, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Tuesday, January 4, 1910. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, how much 
time remains for general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARD- 
NER] has seven minutes remaining and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURLESON] eleven minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Does the gentleman from 
Texas desire more time? 2 

Mr. BURLESON. I desire to yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, ever since my assignment 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, at the opening of the Fifty-ninth Congress, 
I have taken an earnest interest in the various efforts that 
have been made to revive this and similar committees. The 
reference of certain paragraphs of the President’s message at 
the beginning of the present session to the several committees 
on expenditures in the respective departments gives rise to 
the hope that these committees are at last to be permanently 
resuscitated. This hope is further strengthened by a state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the Re- 
publican floor leader, in response to a question I propounded to 
him a few days ago, which statement was to the effect that 
these committees on expenditures in the departments would 


doubtless be clothed with all necessary investigating powers 
by the House, if such powers were deemed necessary to the 
proper discharge of the functions and duties of such commit- 
tees. The gentleman from New York pointed out various in- 
stances in which these committees had rendered valuable serv- 
ice, and demonstrated that splendid results would follow their 


active revival. I deem it proper at this time to direct atten- 
tion to the fact that if the work of these committees is to be 
made effective, not only must they be given adequate clerical 
assistance, but they ought also to be clothed with the special 
powers of sending for witnessses and papers, of administering 
oaths, and the like. During the first session of the Fifty-ninth 
Congress Mr. Littlefield, of Maine, now in private life, was 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. He concluded, after thorough study, that 
a special resolution was necessary conferring on his committee 
special investigative powers before a proper investigation of the 
Department of Agriculture could be instituted. I call attention 
to the exact language of the resolution he introduced embody- 
ing this idea on March 19, 1906: 

Whereas no examination of the expenditures in the ent of 
Agriculture has been made by the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Agriculture for a number of years, and such an examina- 
tion is now necessary in the interest of the public service; and 

Whereas said examination can not be had by said committee unless 
authority therefor is conferred upon said committee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the De ment of 
3 is hereby authorized to examine, so far as the partment 
0 oe is concerned, all of the matters referred to in paragraph 
42 of Rule XI of the House of Representatives, and for that it 
may send for persons and papers; and said committee is aA ir to 
bes eed a competent stenographer while conducting said examination 
and to sit d g the sessions of the House and to report the result of 
its examination, with any recommendations, to the House. 

This resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, and 
not being reported by that committee, Mr. Littlefield endeavored 
to secure its passage by unanimous consent. He was unsuc- 
cessful by reason of an objection from Mr. Williams, of Mis- 
sissippi, at that time the Democratic leader, but now no longer 
a Member of the House, who, evidently entertaining at first 
no intention to object, became involved in a controversy with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] in connection with 
another question, and before the heat of that parliamentary 
encounter had passed away, made objection. Later in the same 
session Mr. Littlefield reintroduced his resolution and sueceeded 
in having it referred to the Committee on Accounts. This 
committee reported the resolution favorably, and on May 9, 
1906, it passed the House, Mr. Williams not only favoring its 
passage in a speech on the floor, but expressing the hope that 
the other expenditure committees would follow up the example 
of Mr. Littlefield’s committee. To show the exact attitude of 
Mr. Williams, the Democratic leader at that time, I quote his 
remarks: 

Mr. Writrams. Mr. Speaker, I will not need five minutes. I want 
to say merely that I think this is a p r step to take and the right 
course to poraus for this Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Agriculture, and to express my hope t the other committees on 

ditures in the several de ts will wake up to the fact that 
they bave a very im t work to do. The most important commit- 
tees of this House, they do their duty, for the purposes of economy 
and er of administration, are the committees on expenditures in 
the several departments. I am glad that this particular committee 
on expenditures is taking this step, and I hope it will be imitated by 
the other committees on expenditures in the other departments. 

Mr. Littlefield’s committee, thus equipped, began an in- 
vestigation of the Department of Agriculture, with results. of 
undoubted value. When a proposition was before the House 
in the first session of the Sixtieth Congress to provide all these 
expenditure committees with session clerks, the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Scorr], chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
had this to say regarding the work of the Littlefield commit- 
tee: 


Mr. Scorr. Since I have been a Member of this House the only 
committee on expenditures which has exercised its functions has been 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, and 
my membership on the Committee on Agriculture has placed me in a 
— to testify to the effectiveness and the good results that fol- 
owed that work. I think I can say that the Department of Agri- 
culture is mana; with as excellent business judgment as any de- 
partment of our Government, and that the Committee on Agriculture 
exercises as careful scrutiny over the expenditures of that department 
as any general committee of this House is likely to exercise over any 
department of the Government. And t the work that was done 
by the committee so ably presided over by the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. Littlefield, was such as to result in very important changes 
for the better in the management of the business of the Department of 
Agriculture, and to make important and valuable suggestions to the 
Committee on 3 I am thoroughly of the opinion that no 
committees in House could be of greater business value to the 
country than the committees on expenditures in the various depart- 
ments if they would actively and effectually exercise the functions 
which the es give them. 


I now wish to call attention to the fact that after the pas- 
sage of the Littlefield resolution the chairman of the Commitee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor 
[Mr. Foster of Vermont] introduced a similar resolution for 
his committee, followed in a few days by resolutions which I 
introduced conferring like powers on all the other expenditure 
committees. My resolution and Mr. Foster's resolution were 
referred not to the Committee on Accounts, which had favor- 
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ably reported the Littlefield resolution, but to the Committee 
on Rules, and there they slept. Some mysterious power had 
ordained that there were to be no further investigations of 
governmental expenditures. During the second session of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, in a speech on the floor of the House, I 
called attention to the continued inactivity of these committees 
and urged their immediate reyival. I said in part: 

Mr. Srerrarp. Mr. Chairman, the expenditures of the United States 
Government have reached an . figure, and they have become 
so voluminous and so complicated that it is a matter of impossibility 
for any individual Member here to vote intelligently upon any par- 
ticular item. Take, for instance, a few items in the present bill, “2 
clerks of class 4, 4 clerks of class 3, 6 clerks of class 2, and 25 clerks 
of class 1, etc.” What Member here is in position to know whether 
the number of clerks in the various classes is demanded by the actual 
necessities of the service, or whether the compensation defined in 
the bill is a just compensation? What member of the Appropriations 
Committee is able to give a satisfactory explanation of the necessity 
of ns A of clerks in the different classes and the compensation 

rov 

p The Manual of the House has provided certain committees whose 
duty it is to make a thorough inves tion of the expenditures in each 
department, and the particular rule provided for these committees 
reads as follows: 

42. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several 
departments of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; 
the economy, justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their con- 
formity with appropriation laws; the proper application of public 
moneys; the security of the Government against unjust and extrava- 
gant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment of 
moneys due the United States; the economy and accountability of 

ublic officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction of 
crease of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdic- 


WS: 

“43. In the Department of State: To the Committee on Expenditures 
in the State Department.” 

And the enumeration continues until every department is assigned to 
a committee of investigation. 

Thus, the rules provide committees the specific duty of which 
is to examine thoroughly every expenditure in every department 
of the Government. 


At the beginning of the Sixtieth Congress I reintroduced my 
resolutions calling for investigations by all these committees 
and clothing them with the necessary powers. They were again 
referred to the Committee on Rules, and there they continued a 
profound and dreamless sleep. At the opening of the present 
Congress, the Sixty-first, I again introduced them, and I now 
take a pardonable pride in seeing leaders of influence and power 
giving comfort and countenance to this righteous crusade. 

Returning to the history of the proposition, let me say that 
in January of 1908, first session, Sixtieth Congress, the chair- 
men of the various committees on expenditures introduced reso- 
lutions providing for session clerks. They did not ask for 
special powers of investigation, but merely for clerks. I will 
not say that the desire for patronage was a profounder motive 
than the desire for investigation; let that be determined by sub- 
sequent events. These resolutions for clerks were referred to 
the Committee on Accounts, which reported as a substitute for 
all of them House resolution 268, providing session clerks at 
$6 per day. This resolution was accompanied by a report which 
is by far the most exhaustive and valuable discussion of the 
entire subject that has yet appeared. 

No one can read that report without being impressed with the 
absolute necessity of reviving these committees. The position 
is taken in that report that no special authority need be con- 
ferred on these committees in order to clothe them with full 
powers of investigation. We have already seen that it was the 

j opinion of Mr. Littlefield, however, a lawyer of great distinc- 
tion, that special authority by special resolution was at least a 
necessary and wise precaution. The resolution of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts was passed on February 29, 1908, after a 
general discussion of the subject on the floor, and the commit- 
tees were provided with clerks. It is to be regretted that the 
work of most of these committees during the Sixtieth Congress 
was of no especial importance. They do not seem to have 
pressed the work of investigation with any especial vigor. 
They do not seem to have exercised the full powers and pre- 
rogatives of judicial examination. This may be due to the 
fact that they were not specially authorized to administer oaths, 
to send for witnesses and papers, and to do all other things es- 
sential to a complete examination. It remains to be seen 
what will be the course of these committees in the present 
Congress. The Republican party dominates the House and all 
committees, and responsibility for further inaction will continue 
to rest with it. 

The failure of the House to exercise a comprehensive super- 
vision over the expenditures of the Government has led the 
Senate to appoint a general Committee on Expenditures, a 
committee corresponding in scope and functions to the expen- 
diture committees of the House. It goes without saying that 
if the House had vitalized its committees of investigation and 


kept them constantly at work it would perhaps have never oc- 
curred to the Senate to appoint a Committee on Expenditures, 
eager as the Senate, considered by some of its Members the 
Olympian council of the universe, usually is to assume all pos- 
sible province and functions. [Laughter and applause.] 

It goes without saying that deficits would not be multiplying 
and governmental expenditures leaping beyond the grasp of 
the people's representatives. There could be no sadder and more 
convincing indication of the impotence into which this House 
has fallen than the appointment of this Senate committee. 
Nothing would do more to restore the dignity and prestige of 
the House than the revival of the committees whose functions 
comprise a vigilant control of the people’s funds. [Applause.] 
Let us hope that we are at the threshhold of a new era in the 
history of this once splendid body, an era which shall witness 
the restoration of the House to its former eminence as the 
chief citadel of the people’s rights, the chief guardian of the 
people’s means. [Loud applause.] It is perhaps well to append 
here a list showing the names of the members of the various 
committees on expenditures in the present Congress, conimit- 
tees which, it is hoped, will soon assume their just places among 
the most important committees of the House of Representatives, 
It will be interesting to watch the course of the Republican 
chairmen of these committees and the Republican majorities 
controlling them. Will they turn on the light? The personnel 
of the various committees on expenditures is as follows: 


EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
William H. Graham, of Pennsylvania, 
Edwin W. Higgins, of Conn cut. 
Charles G. Washburn, of Massachusetts. 
Hamilton Fish, of New York. 
Henry D. Flood, of Virginia. 
Charles F. Booher, of Missouri. 
Ralph W. Moss, of Indiana. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 
David J. Foster, of Vermont. 
Washington Gardner, of Michigan, 
Asle J. Gronna, of North Dakota. 
Charles C. Pratt, of Pennsylvania. 
Arsène P. Pujo, of Louisiana. 
Morris Sheppard, of Texas. 
Daniel J. Riordan, of New York. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Bird S. McGuire, of Oklahoma. 

Daniel F. Lafean, of sh ate 

Francis H. Dodds, of Michigan. 

John 6. Grant, of North Carolina. 

Robert N. Page, of North Carolina, 

Rufus Hardy, of Texas. 

Dudley M. Hughes, of Georgia. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
d, hio. 
William P. Hubbard, of West Virginia. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT, 

Henry S. Boutell, of Illinois. 
John W. Langley, of Kentucky. 
Wiliam J. Cary, of Wisconsin. 
William H. Heald, of Delaware. 
Lemuel P. Padgett, of Tennessee. 
John H. Rothermel, of Pennsylvania. 
Eugene F. Kinkead, of New Temer. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Irving P. Wanger, of Pennsylvania. 
George W. Fairchild, of New York. 
Harry C. Woodyard, of West Virginia. 
Richard W, Austin, of Tennessee. 
Carter Glass, of Virginia. 
John M. Moore, of Texas. 
Wyatt Aiken, of South Carolina. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT, 


Don C. Edwards, of Kentucky. 
William W. Cocks, of New York. 


Courtney W. Hamlin, of Missouri. 
William B. Craig, of Alabama. 
Martin Dies, of Texas. 
EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Ebenezer J, Hill, of Connecticut. 
Arthur L. Bates, of Pennsylvania. 
Herman P. Goebel, of Ohio. 
William B. McKinley, of Illinois. 
John Lamb, of Vi fa. 


John M. Garner, of Texas. 
William A. Cullop, of Indiana. 
EXPENDITURES IN THH WAR DEPARTMENT. 
George P. Lawrence, of Massachusetts. 
John M. Reynolds, of Pennsylvania, 
J. Warren Keifer, of Ohio. 
Thomas W. Bradiey, of New York, 
22 L. Rhinock, of Kentucky. 
A. Mitchell Palmer, of Pennsylvanta. 
Patrick F. Gill, of Missouri, 
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EXPENDITURES ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 

E. Stevens Henry, of Connecticut. 

James McLachlan, of California. 

John J. Esch, of Wisconsin. 

James C. McLaughlin, of 3 

John H. Small, of North Carolina. 

Harvey Helm, of Kentucky. 

Michael F. Conry, of New York, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Garpngr] has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the attention 
of the committee has been drawn to the matter of revenues 
for the District, and particular emphasis was put upon the 
question of a personal tax. I desire to say that there was a 
personal-tax law enacted in the early seventies, but there was 
no penalty attached to that law, and it remained inoperative, 
a dead letter, until in April, 1902, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions put in this limitation: 

A reduction of 10 per cent upon all the foregoing sums herein ap- 

ropriated for specified salaries and for all other objects, except for 
Brest and sinking fund on the funded debt of the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall be made, and no greater amount than 90 per cent of any 
of said foregoing sums, except ney for interest and sinking fund, shall 
be expended or obligated for expenditure until there shall have been en- 
acted by Congress, on or before July 1, 1902, a law imposing for the 
fiscal year 1903, and thereafter, a tax on personal property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia other than that owned by the United States. 

That is the way the personal-tax law came to stand on the 
statute books to-day, through the action of the Committee on 
Appropriations, when the present Speaker of the House was 
chairman of that committee. 

Peal gentlemen, under that law the city is this year receiving 
7,730. 

Mr. HENRY W. PALMER. Annually? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Annually, yes. And as the per- 
sonal-tax assessment increases, that will increase. I do not 
want to bring into contrast these two great committees, but im- 
portunities had been made year after year for thirty years to 
so change the law that the personal tax could be collected, and 
it was not done until the Committee on Appropriations put that 
limitation in its bill; and it is said that there never was known 
such activity among the employees of this District and others 
to secure the enactment of a law in harmony with the provision 
made in the appropriation bill. Out of that, not in the District 
Committee, but in the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations in conference, was evolved the personal-tax law that now 
stands upon the books and from which the District is now receiv- 
ing the benefits. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is the gentleman pleased with it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is due the Committee on 
Appropriations, and likewise due in view of what has been said 
this morning concerning the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, merely to state the facts which are open to anyone to 
investigate. Whether the law is perfect, that is another thing; 
but it is certainly bringing in about $350,000 a year where we 
were getting nothing before. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask my colleague 
if he is satisfied with that bill, notwithstanding it came from 
the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, my dear friend, that is 
another question. The chairman of the District Committee has 
sat in conference year after year, and he knows, as I know, 
and every other man who has had conference experience knows, 
that no bill comes out of a conference that is entirely satisfactory 
to any member of it, particularly when involving so large and 
complicated interests as these bills do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am not saying that this or that 
committee should not secure the passage of legislation. I did 
not have that in mind when I called attention to the various 
amounts of taxation paid by the building associations, the 
electric-light companies, and so forth, 

But I assume that the Appropriations Committee in looking 
about for revenue had its attention called to that, and I would 
like to know their views upon the matter and whether they 
thought it was right; not whether the District Committee ought 
to change the law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. ‘This is not the time and place 
to discuss what the Committee on Appropriations thinks is right 
or just in regard to an increase in certain taxes. It is with- 
out their province. If they should be called before the gentle- 
man’s committee, they would be glad to give opinions if they 
have any. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the gentleman thinks that 
greater revenue could be produced along these lines, it is within 
his province to introduce a bill and send it to our committee. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think, from intimations that 
have been given this morning, there is basis enough to increase 
the revenue if acted upon. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then we shall expect to get some 
bills from the members of the Appropriations Committee who 
think that it can be increased along that line. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think usually the two commit- 
tees have not sought to trespass upon the province of each other. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is not trespassing when any 
Member suggests that the revenue can be increased and intro- 
duces a bill and sends it to the committee; that is not a 
trespass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the time 
for general debate has expired, and the Clerk will read the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Auditor's office: Auditor, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,250; bookkeeper, 
$1,800; 3 clerks, at $1,600 each (1 transferred from engineer depart- 
ment); 3 clerks, at $1,400 each; clerk, $1,350 (transferred from engi- 
neer department); 3 clerks, at $1,200 each; 5 clerks, at $1,000 each; 
clerk, $936 (transferred from engineer department) ; 2 clerks, at $906 
each; clerk, $720; clerk, $600 (transferred from property division) ; 
messenger, $600; disbursing officer, $3,000; deputy disbursing officer, 
$1,600 ; clerk, $1,200; clerk, $900; messenger, $480; in all, $38,836. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman in charge of this 
bill something about these transfers. I notice in several places 
that messengers, clerks, and so on, have been transferred from 
one department to another, and I would like to know the rea- 
son for it. Here is a clerk in the auditor's office, mentioned 
on page 7, line 25: “Clerk, $936, transferred from the engi- 
neer’s department.” Why are the transfers made? Are these 
officers no longer necessary for the performance of the duties 
that they were appointed to perform? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I think I can 
answer the gentleman’s question. There are a series of changes, 
as the gentleman suggests. The municipal architect has a very 
considerable number. This one to which particular attention 
is directed grows out of a change in the duties of the auditor’s 
office embracing certain things that have been done hereto- 
fore under the engineer commissioner’s direction, and with the 
transfer of duties the transfer of the clerks engaged in perform- 
ing those duties became necessary. 

Likewise in the municipal architect’s office last year that 
office was created. We have had certain officers doing duties 
that now are embraced under the municipal architect's office 
that were previously under the engineer commissioner. If I 
may use the term, the municipal architect is organizing a 
bureau, a force to conduct his office in accordance with law. 
The transfers do not increase the expense, do not multiply the 
offices, but simply bring them under another head for the better 
discharge of their duties. 

Mr. MACON. In other words, you are trying to reorganize 
the work of the departments by lining up the officers for the 
performance of a certain kind of work, 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; in compliance with the 
law. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Market masters: Two market masters, at $1,200 each; assistant 
market masters, who shall also perform the necessary labor in clean- 
ing the markets, and one laborer for duty at Eastern Market, $2,280; 
in all, $4,680. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that paragraph for the purpose of having the chairman of the 
committee explain this increase of compensation for market- 
master service. Last year, I believe, the market masters who 
were to perform the necessary labor in cleaning the markets 
were paid $1,920, and now the compensation is increased to 
$2,280. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the market 
space has been materially increased; it is half again as large, 
and it necessitates more labor, and $360 has been given to one 
laborer. It is simply an increase of labor growing out of an 
increase in the size of the market. 

Mr. MANN. It is for a laborer at the east market. 

Mr. MACON. The size of the market has been increased? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. They have just finished the east 
market and had to have one more laborer. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Engineer commissioner’s office: Engineer of highways, $3,000; engi- 
neer of bridges, $2,250; 8 of streets, $2,000; superintend- 
ent of county roa $1,500, and $500 additional as assistant engineer 
in Rock Creek Park; superintendent of sewers, $3,000; inspector of 
asphalts and cements, $2,400 (Provided, That the Inspector of asphalts 
and cements shall not receive or accept compensation of any kind from 
or perform n work or render any services of a character required o 
him officially by the District of Columbia to, any person, firm, corpo- 
ration, or municipality other than the District of Columbia) ; assistant 
Inspector of asphalts and cements, $1,500; superintendent of trees and 
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$1,800; assistant su 
1200 assistant magaet $2,2 


rintendent of trees and 
; assistant engineer Ber 
sistant’ engineers, at ay 800 each; assistant — S 88. ; 5 assist- 


ant 2. 1200 2 at $1,500 each ; assistant yn meta 81.35 
— — $ 2*tiansitmen, at $1,200 each 8 
at $900 each 
Sry "draftsman, $ 5 
each ; draftsman, 3. 8 3 inspector of’ sewers, or 
of sewers, 81.200; b ridge 3 
each; 3 inspectors of streets, at $1,200 cach 3 inspec 200 1.200 
each; inspector, $1,000; inspector, $900; 12 foremen, 150 
foreman, Rock Park, $1,200 ; subforemen, 
pan, $1,050; 10 foremen, at $900 ach: bri oper, $ 
rs, at $600 each; chief clerk, n2000 ; pone 1.800 rks, at 
215 00 0 each; perut clerk, $1,500; ssistant Sernik clerk bi 000 go 
clerk and typewri ter, $900; 2 ncn at $1 each; $1,350 (1 
transferred to auditor's office) ; 6 clerks, at $1,200 each; clerks, at 
1,000 each; clerk, $900; clerk, 65840 2 clerks, at $750 * 5 gek 


600; T messengers, at $540 each; 2’skilled laborers, at $ 
skilled laborer, $625; Janitor, $720; Pr incipal steam engineer, $1,800; 
3 steam each’; t steam 1 — — 


smith, $975; 2 wate men, at $630 each; 2 drivers, at $630 each ; 
ing) or of and meters, $2,000; assistant inspector of gas an 
meters 1, assistant 1 —.— of gas and meters, $900; messen- 
ger, $600; in au. $178,450. 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask why 
such reductions are made in the force this year? There is this 
year a considerably less appropriation than there was last year. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I have just ex- 
plained to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] that in 
the estimates of the force under the municipal architect certain 
transfers have been made without increasing the general force. 
These have been deducted from this. 

Mr. PARSONS. I see that under the municipal architect he 
has not been granted as much force as the commissioners 
estimated. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That may be so. There will 
be a lot of instances like that all through the bill, where we 
have not granted as much as the commissioners estimated, but 
we have granted as much as we deemed necessary at this time. 

Mr. PARSONS. Is it because there is not so much work go- 
ing on now? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Then another thing, it was 
recommended to transfer a number of men now in the engineer’s 
office who are on the per diem roll to the municipal architect's 
office and put them upon the annual roll, and the policy of the 
committee at this time is against the transfer of men from the 
per diem to the annual roll. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Municipal architect's office: Municipal architect, whose 3 It shall 
be to prepare or supervise the preparation of plans for, and superintend 
the construction of, all . buildings, and the repair and im- 
provement of all buildings belonging to the District of Columbia and 
serve under the direction of the engineer commissioner of the District 
of Columbia, $3,600 (transferred from the engineer's ofice); chief 
dr: an, $1,500 . — from inspector of buildings’ Office 
draftsman, 1.400 transferred from inspector of buildings“ office a 
superintendent of nag i DS $1,500 paint koa from engineer's office) ; 
boss carpenter, boss tinner, boss painter, boss plumber, and boss steam 


five in all, at $1,200 each vem o from engin 
boss grader, 


eer’s office 
S1 600 transferred from 8 office) ; clerk, 
(transferred 20 (transferred 


from engineer’s office); clerk, om 
engineer's ome: driver, $540 (transferred from the engineer's office) ; 
in all, $19,210. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of 
order. As I remember it, this proposition was made a year 
ago. I don’t know for how many years previous it has been 
made. It went out last year, I believe, on a point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. To which proposition does the 
gentleman refer? 

Mr. MANN. To the creation of a municipal architects 
office. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, well, I will state to the 
gentleman that in that we are simply following the law. That 
is the law at present. 

Mr. MACON. I think the office was created by a special 
act, was it not? 

Mr. MANN. Is the office already in existence? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. This office was created last year. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, strike out “ nineteen ” and insert“ seventeen.” 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, that is simply an 
error in printing. It should be seventeen. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Street- clerk, $1,000 ; clerk, 806 dest $2,500 ; apegosa 9 
ent and anes eg ; cle 900; ef inspector, $1,300; 
chief of machine” oe 19415 300; 9 at $1,200 each; 
10 Pie rat’ at $1,100 each; 3 ass istant 4000 fore at 8900 each; 
inspector, 1,000; messenger and driver, foreman of repairs, 
00 ; clerk, $1,400; — — 890 stenogra’ her and clerk, 
$i 000; blacksmith, $900; mechan. blacksmith’s helper, $720; 
4 dumpmen, at $520 each; 2 3 helpers, at $540 each; in all, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
2 last word for the purpose of asking for some infor- 
mation. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would like to ask the chairman 
in charge of the bill how this expenditure of money with which 
the streets in this city are kept compares with other cities of 
about the same size. We hear, just as was to be expected, of 
course, more or less criticism that our streets are not kept as 
clean as they should be, and I would like to know if in the judg- 
ment of this committee we are getting value received for the 
money that we are expending. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, that is a mere matter of 
opinion, Mr. Chairman, about which different people will differ. 
Generally speaking, I judge the money is fairly expended with 
reasonable results. How it compares with other cities of cor- 
responding size I am not able to say, because I have never 
been over other cities as I have over this to investigate. I can 
not speak from personal knowledge. 

Mr. PARSONS. Where is the appropriation for the street- 
cleaning force? This is just for the office force and not for 
the street cleaners themselves. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That amounts to about 
$250,000. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, my point of order is against 
the language in lines 11, 12, and 13, on page 14, where there 
seems to be created a new clerk—a clerk at $900, a chief in- 
rare at $1,300, and a chief inspector of machine work at 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to 
say to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] that that is 
an apparent increase of force and not a real increase of force. 
The commissioner having in charge this part of the work rec- 
ommended to the committee a reorganization of the force. He 
has secured a new superintendent, and there has been a thor- 
ough reorganization of the force, by which he believes that the 
work will be done much better. So stating and giving his 
reasons at length, with a total increase of only $360, your 
committee felt that it would accept his judgment, with the 
assurance that he gives, that the work will be very much bet- 
ter done. 

Mr. MACON, You mean by the creation of these three 
officers? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; the total increase in the 
expense under the reorganization now presented here of the 
office force, with the assurance that the work will be done 
much better than it was before, is only $360. 

Mr. MACON. Are these offices that I speak of, that are to 
be filled by this clerk at $900 and the two inspectors at $1,300 
each, now in existence? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They are embraced in the pre- 
vious plan, all in existence. 

Mr. MACON. And all receiving this compensation at this time? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They may differ a little in 
compensation, but the aggregate of the increase is but $360. 

Mr. MACON. In line 16 I notice an inspector—$1,000—which 
seems to be new. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is embraced in the reor- 


ganization. 

Mr. MACON. Is his office in existence now—that particular 
office? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, that particular office is, 
but whether the particular officer 

Mr. BURLESON. If the gentleman will permit, I can ex- 
plain to the gentleman from Arkansas. The street-sweeping 
department has now four gangs of workmen on the unimproved 
streets. They have only three inspectors, and they believe 
that good administration requires them to have an inspector 
looking after each gang. It does not increase the aggregate of 
the appropriation—because there are other reductions which 
bring it down—but $360. 

Mr. MACON. I notice in line 18 on same page, a foreman of 
repairs whose salary seems to be raised $200 in this bill. 
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Last year he received $1,000. What has the gentleman to say 
in regard to that? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not know that I can make 
it any clearer. The commissioner stated that he could reor- 
ganize the street-sweeping force without materially increasing 
the cost and at the same time increase the efficiency. We 
allowed him to do that and adjust these men and salaries as, 
in his judgment, he deemed best, providing he kept well within 
the expense 

Mr. MACON. And in line 19 there is a chief clerk at $1,400. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. He comes in the same reor- 
ganization. 

Mr. MACON. An increase of $200 per annum for him. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. Line 21, one clerk at $1,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The same thing. 

Mr. MACON. An increase of $100. In line 22, blacksmith’s 
helper, $720. That seems to be new. Beginning on line 23, and 
continuing on line 24, we have seven dumpmen, at $540 each. 
Their compensation under existing law seems to be $480. It 
looks to me like these increases are too frequent; it looks to 
me like it is the result of a general disposition to increase 
everybody’s compensation in this paragraph, as well as to create 
a lot of new offices. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will say that the full com- 
mittee gave the closest attention to the statement made by the 
commissioner haying this matter in charge, believing after his 
investigation that he could do the work better by a reorganiza- 
tion, without increasing the expense, except in the amount 
named, we said we would accept his recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Which commissioner is that? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Commissioner West. It comes 
under his charge. > 

Mr. MACON. I will ask the gentleman what was the amount 
carried in the bill last year for street sweeping? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Last year or the present year? 

Mr. BURLESON. Forty-five thousand two hundred dollars 
last year and $45,560 this year. 

Mr. MACON. Do you drop anybody at all? 

Mr. BURLESON. ‘They reorganize the force, entirely elim- 
inating the inefficient men and retaining the efficient men and 
adjusting this force so as to have them work more intelligently, 
and it appeared to us to be the proper thing to do when the 
inerease was only $360. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman explain this to me? How 
does the committee increase everybody's salary in this para- 
graph and drop nobody out at all and yet only increase the 
amount a little of $300? If I could get a satisfactory explana- 
tion of that I would perhaps take my seat without insisting 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. It is not hard to do. I can explain to the 
gentleman. They will pay the other fellows out of the other 
fund, 

Mr. MACON. Or transfer them somewhere else? 

Mr. MANN. They will pay them out of the other fund. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I will haye to make the point 
of order against this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of 
order? 

Mr. MACON. The point of order is that it increases nearly 
everybody's salary in this paragraph. è 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to ask the gentleman 
to specify. 

Mr. MACON. I apprehend, if the Chair pleases, that it is 
not necessary for me to take up the time of the House to point 
out all of the increased salaries here, because of the simple 
fact if there are any increases in the paragraph at all the 
whole paragraph is bad and necessarily goes out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to have the gentle- 
man indicate in order that the Chair may have a definite knowl- 
edge as to the intended scope of the point of order. 

Mr. MACON, For instance, on page 14, line 11, we have 
a new office created, namely, “ clerk, $900.” Following that is 
“chief inspector, $1,300.” Then we drop down to line 16 on 
the same page. The last word in that line is “inspector,” and 
then continuing on line 17 “$1,000,” which creates a new 
office. Then we drop down to line 18, and there we find the 
compensation of foreman of repairs increased from $1,000 to 
$1,200. In line 19 we find the “chief clerk,” whose salary 
under the existing law is $1,200, but is increased in the bill to 
$1,400, an increase of $200 in his salary. Then we drop to line 
21, and we find “one clerk,” with salary increased from $900 
to $1,000. Then we go to line 22, and find “ blacksmith’s 
helper,” $720. That seems to be a new office. 


SS D A, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
clear that no statement is necessary, it seems to me. 
a condition that has to be provided for. 
tures of the municipal government. It is the province of this 
committee to provide the necessary appropriations to put it and 


Mr. Chairman, the case is so 
Here is 
It is one of the fea- 


keep it in effective operation. The committee has made such 
changes as in its judgment it deems wise to that end, and 
which they believe are clearly within the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Garpner] that, while the committee had 
authority to appropriate or recommend appropriations for exist- 
ing offices created by law, the question is, when a point of order 
is made, whether the office appropriated for is authorized by 
existing law or whether the salary is authorized by existing 
law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Inferentially it is authorized 
under the act creating the form of municipal government mak- 
ing this force necessary to properly care for the streets of the 
city. Your committee undertook to provide for this within the 
reasonable limits of the appropriation, increasing the force to 
the amount that has been stated, in the aggregate of about 
$360, accepting the reorganization of that force under the new 
commissioner, who is charged with the execution of the duties 
or with seeing that the duties are done properly. In reorganiz- 
ing the force he may have changed the designations, but not 
the duties, though in few cases the designation. This was done, 
I may say, all through the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan kindly 
refer the Chair to the act of Congress authorizing these appro- 
priations? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There is not, as I understand, 
a line in the statute authorizing the sweeping of the streets of 
Washington. It simply comes under the general duties of the 
care of the municipality. If it depended upon the law we could 
not make any appropriation under the present statute; and it 
is the specific law authorizing the care of the streets by 
sweeping. 

Mr. MACON. If the Chair please, I desire to submit that if 
the increase of a salary from $1,200 to $1,400 a year is not a 
change of existing law, I am at a loss to know what would be. 
And if a change from $900 a year to $1,000 is not a change, then 
I would not know a change if I should meet it in the road. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is trying to ascertain what the 
existing law is. 

Mr. MACON. This certainly is not existing law. If it is, I 
have not been able to find it, not even in the last appropriation 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair correctly understands the 
matter, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] states 
that there is nothing definite? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, if I may be 
allowed further, I will refer to clause 17, section 8, Article I, 
of the Constitution. Among the enumerated powers of Con- 
gress there is the following: 

To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such 
District (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may by cession of particalar 
States, etc. 

One of the implied powers is to care for the city in a sanitary 
way. That implies the cleaning of the streets and other things, 
It seems to me it is clearly within the province of the law and 
is a part of the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to 
provide for that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair will allow me right there, 
the trouble about the gentleman's case is that Congress has got 
a rule that prohibits the increase of salaries of officers er the 
creation of new officers in an appropriation bill. The rule 
stands right against it, and I am trying to uphold the rule. 

In answer to the gentleman, it is clearly within the province 
of Congress not to contravene but rather sustain the constitu- 
tional provision. 

Mr. MACON. But, sir, the legislative committee of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is over there; I see Brother Moore of Fonn- 
sylvania. He is a member of this committee that has the right 
to bring in a bill creating these clerks and increasing their 
salaries; and if Congress decided that they should have larger 
salaries, that is all right. But we have a rule that says that 
these salaries shall not be increased in an appropriation bill, 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man whether he thinks it would be in order, further, at this 
time, as an amendment to this bill, to offer a proposition chang- 
ing the form of government in the District of Columbia, and 
providing for one-man power, a legislative body, or anything 
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else in this District; all of which are provided for by the Con- 
stitution, I believe? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. There is no 
doubt that the Constitution confers upon Congress the right to 
legislate for the District of Columbia, but we have a rule 
which prevents legislation upon an appropriation bill. The sec- 
ond paragraph of Rule XXI provides: 

That no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation 
bill or be in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditures not 
previously authorized by law. 

From which it will appear that while Congress has power to 
legislate, it must have legislated, it must have made the law 
authorizing the office and the expenditure before the appro- 
priation can be carried in a general appropriation bill. 

The rule further provides: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any 
general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The Chair finds that a case very much like this arose in the 
Fifty-fifth Congress. It will be found in the fourth volume of 
Hinds’ Precedents, at page 588. There was an appropriation 
proposed of $100,000 for participation by the United States in 
the Paris Exposition. The appropriation bill included the 
officers, provided for a commissioner-general and other enu- 
merated officers, and the salaries to be paid them. The point of 
order was made against it, and the Chairman, Mr. PAYNE, ruled 
as follows: 


The Chair thinks that the act of 1897 is sufficient foundation for an 


appropriation, but not for legislation. The Chair is unable to see 


wherein it authorizes the office of commissioner-general or assistan 
commissioner from the reading of the law by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois. The rule in regard to the continuation of ponne works simply 
authorizes an appropriation in the continuance of public works and 
not the appointment of officers. * * * The rule would simply 
authorize an appropriation, but would not authorize legislation upon 
the subject in a general appropriation bill. There are in this paragraph 
several clauses which are distinctly new legislation, and if in a para- 
graph any clause or provision is out of order, the point of order against 
the whole paragraph must be sustained. Of course, after the para- 
graph had gone out, It would be in order to offer any provision relating 
to the same subject which might be in order; but when the point is 
raised against e whole paragraph, and the paragraph contains a 
clause obnoxious to the rule, the whole paragraph must go out. * * > 
The gentleman from Illinois speaks of the matter of limitation. Now, 
a limitation on an appropriation has been held to be in order; but 
it must be purely a limitation. Under the guise of a limitation it is 
not competent to insert in an appropriation bill new legislation, affirm- 
ative legislation. 

That was followed in a ruling on the 25th of February, 1909, 
Mr. Watson, of Indiana, being in the chair. A clause appro- 
priating for a biological station at Fairport, Iowa, provided for 
a director and other officials. It was held not to be in order to 
create offices in an appropriation bill. The original act which 
established that station did not enumerate the officers. 

Upon these authorities and upon reason, the Chair feels com- 
pelled to sustain the several points of order. 

The Chair finds that the Clerk has not a full record of the 
points of order made by the gentleman from Arkansas. He 
stated them so rapidly that they are not clearly indicated by 
the Clerk’s record. 

Mr. MACON. On page 14, line 11, 1 clerk, at $900; follow- 
ing that, “chief inspector, $1,300;” following that, “ chief in- 
spector of machine work, $1,300 dollars.” Then in lines 16 and 
17, “inspector, $1,000.” Then in line 18 there is an increase 
of salary not in the existing law. The foreman of repairs is 
receiving $1,000. In this bill they propose to increase it to $1,200, 
an increase of $200. In line 19 there is a chief clerk, at $1,400, 
carried in this bill. Under existing law he receives a salary 
of $1,200, an increase of $200 again in that. In line 21 I find 
one clerk whose salary is $900 under existing law, and the com- 
mittee proposes to increase it to $1,000. In line 22 beginning 
with blacksmith’s helper, $720. That is another increase. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a second? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not make the point 
of order against the dump men who are to receive $520. These 
fellows haye to stay on the dump all the time. I think that 
will appeal to the gentleman. As to these high prices, that is 
all right. 

Mr. MACON. I do not know that any of them are so high 
priced. 

Mr. MANN. Well, some of them are increased—clerk’s sal- 
aries; one of $300; but this increase of the dump men from 
$480 to $520 is certainly not much. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think the gentleman ought 
te follow clearly his own line. 

Mr, MANN. I am not appealing to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. MACON. Those named on line 23, 7 dump men, at $520. 
Their salary under. existing law was $480 each. 


xXLY——14 


ay TAWNEY. Where is the law fixing their salaries at 

Mr. MACON. Carried in the last appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there any law fixing their salaries? 

Mr. MACON. That is all the law I know of in regard to it, 
and this certainly changes that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It changes their salaries, yes; but there is 
no statutory law. 

Mr. MACON. If there is no law authorizing the creation of 
the positions and the payment of the compensation, then this 
is improperly in the act. 

The CHAIRMAN, For the reasons stated, the points of order 
are sustained; and unless there be an amendment to be added 
to this paragraph, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Automobile board: Secre or ac secretary of the automobil 
board, $300. a, Sag x si 8 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. What are the duties of this automobile board? 
What do they do, anyhow? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We have here in the District, 
as the gentleman knows, a very large number of automobiles. 
Somebody must determine from whom licenses shall be re- 
quired and who shall pay for them. It is the duty of this auto- 
mobile board to do that. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Referring to the last District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, there was provided in this same para- 
graph a tax of $3, I believe, upon each automobile. 

Mr. MANN. That is permanent law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is what I want to inquire about. 
id is not that proviso carried in the present appropriation 


Mr. MANN. Because it is permanent law, under its terms. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then there was no necessity for in- 
serting the proviso in the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. MANN. It was new law then. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The word “hereafter” there 
removes the necessity of repeating it in each succeeding bill 
and makes it permanent law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then the only statute imposing a 
tax on automobiles is the proviso passed in the last District 
appropriation bill. Is that correct? I do not want that tax to 
get away. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Of course you make a distinc- 
tion between a license and a tax. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


temporary 
field rty when Bni — urchase of supplies, care or hire of teams, 
2 of a motor vehicle, $5,000 ; all 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the language of the bill beginning on page 16, line 3: 

Computer and transitman, $1,200; rodman, $825— 
this being the creation of two separate offices in an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, this is on all 
fours with the other, and as I look at it the duties of the office 
have increased. It is reported that the men can not do the 
work. People are waiting to have their surveys made, and 
where are they to get them if we can not provide for the neces- 
sities of the District? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This office is self-sustaining. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Of course that is no argument 
against the point of order, whether it is self-sustaining or not, 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is no charge on the public revenues. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas is correct, then there can never be any possible increase of 
force to meet the actual necessities of any case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not permitted to pass upon 
the wisdom or otherwise of the item. If the point of order is 
made against it, he must observe the rule. Does the gentleman 
from Arkansas insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. MACON. If the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
TAWNEY] says that these new offices are self-sustaining, that 
they bring in revenue sufficient to pay the salaries of the 
officers filling them, I will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And more than is necessary to pay their 
salaries; to pay for the entire service. 
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Mr. MACON. Then, of course, I will not make the point of 
order against it. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States is trying 
to cut down the expenses of the Government. He has directed 
the various departments to cut down expenses and not increase 
them, That carries with it the idea that they must not create 
new offices; because if they do, they can not reduce expendi- 


tures. Notwithstanding the President is a Republican and I 
a Democrat, I join hands with him most heartily in his desire 
to bring the expenses of the Government within its revenues, 
and that is why I am making these points of order. If these 
offices are self-sustaining, if they take nothing from the Treas- 
ury of the United States, why, sir, I am perfectly willing for 
them to be created, for they will not be a charge upon the rev- 
enues of the Government. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, that is not, in 
my judgment, any more necessary than the other. A great 
business, which requires the expenditure of $250,000—and the 
gentleman from Arkansas does not question the statement that 
the work will not be better performed 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me to 
proceed? 

Mr. MACON. Oh, perhaps the gentleman will say too much. 
[Laughter.] Will the gentleman from Michigan say that the 
‘officers that I made the point of order against will be self- 
sustaining; that they will bring in revenue sufficient to pay their 
salaries? If he will, I will ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw the points of order against each and every one of them. 
I do not want the gentleman to accuse me of “ boys’ play.” 
I would not say that in regard to his work. I try to be as 
conscientious in my work as the gentleman from Michigan is 
in his, and I hope he will withdraw that reflection, because I 
might be constrained to say something that I would hate to say. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I should be very sorry if the 
gentleman from Arkansas were to say anything that he would 
regret. This is the situation on the other proposition. Here 
is an expenditure of $250,000, and we have got to pass on it; no- 
body questions that. The officer under the law in charge of 
the administration of that department comes before the Ap- 
propriation Committee and says: We have found that a re- 
organization of the force will greatly facilitate the proper dis- 
charge of the duties of the men for whom that large sum is 
paid.” Inferentially running all through his remarks is left 
on the minds of the committee the impression that it is econ- 
omy. I do not think anybody in this House is prepared to 
charge that the Committee on Appropriations is desirous of 
being extravagant. Our purpose everywhere is to keep ex- 
penses down, but when one of the three highest officials of the 
District government comes before us with a well-prepared, 
. wrought-out scheme of reorganization of a large force, and 
says it will be economy in the expenditure of $250,000, I do 
not feel that the gentleman is entirely sustained in his atti- 
tude. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of order 
on that, for we have no object but for the best service and for 
the best interest of the District of Columbia economically ad- 
ministered. ; 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Michigan if it was not recommended by those in 
authority, who seem to think it is wise, that the salaries of the 
commissioners be increased from $5,000 to $7,500; and if that 
recommendation was made, why is it that it was not accepted 
by the committee as being for the best interest of the service 
of the District? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In the first place, the compen- 
sation of the commissioners is fixed by statute. Again, the men 
who have served the District for years at statutory compensa- 
tion will retire on the ist of January, and we do not know 
who will be appointed in their stead. We do not know their 
qualifications; we do not know whether the salaries should be 
increased or not. Hence, the committee felt that it was safe 
and best to follow the provision of the law. 

Mr. MACON. Is it not safe to suppose at this day of in- 
telligence and honesty that the President of the United States 
will select commissioners that are equal in capacity and in- 
tegrity to the three gentlemen that are now acting as com- 
missioners, and, hence, that they would be entitled to just as 
much compensation as would be the present commissioners? In 
my judgment, the present President of the United States is 
thoroughly fitted and prepared to name three commissioners 
who will equal the present commissioners in every possible 
way. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Miscellaneous, Free Public Library: For purchase of books, $7,500; 


Por fuel. an "tting up building, including lunch i 
p „ w 
$5,000. maintenance of one 2 cycle, and n pvt ba 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what is being paid for telephones in the House Office 
Building? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, that is not pro- 
vided for in this bill. x 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can the gentleman give me the 
information? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman does not know the 
amount appropriated for telephones in the District, does he? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the Appropriation Committee 
made any investigation as to whether or not they are paying 
a reasonable price for telephones in the District? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am not on 
the subcommittee having that matter in charge, and I can not 
answer of my own knowledge. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan, 
that the District has its own telephone system and service, as 
he perhaps knows, being a member of the District Committee. 
The outside service they get is by connecting with trunk lines 
of the Chesapeake and Potomac Company. Their offices and 
schools, all public institutions here in the city, are connected 
with the central, which is under the control of the District 
itself; and the service costs just whatever the operation and 
the material and supplies and repairs cost. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the purchase and maintenance of one motor vehicle for the of- 
ficial use only of the engineer commissioner and of the assistants to 
the engineer commissioner im inspection work, $2,400, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the paragraph just read. It is new law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, this is in line 
with the gentleman's favorite theory of economy. It was rec- 
ommended to the committee that it would be a saying of money 
in the long trips that the engineer and the assistant engineers 
have to make, not only in the city, but throughout the District, 
and that if they could have a motor vehicle, instead of going 
with horses and carriages, this saving would result. Again, we 
were told that in the hot days in summer it was found that the 
horses would become exhausted, and a great deal of time was 
consumed by tke men who were compelled to reach different 
points of the District. This is purely in the interests of econ- 
omy and better administration. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in regard to the 
pomt. of order that, in my judgment, the point of order does 
not lie. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas makes the point of order or that he re- 
seryes the point of order? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Michigan has fully explained the necessity for this. I desire 
to say to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] that this 
is merely substituting one form of transportation for another. 
They are authorized to purchase horses and vehicles for the 
use of that department, and in the interest of economy it is 
proposed to substitute the motor vehicle for the horses and 
carriages. Iam satisfied, and the committee was satisfied, that 
it would be not only in the interests of economy, but that it 
would improve the efficiency of the service. These assistant 
commissioners, who are charged with the duty of inspecting 
public works, must go all over the city, and the District of 
Columbia as well, and that occupies almost the greater part of 
their time. By this means it will enable them to perform that 
service far more efficiently and in much less time. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it the purpose to still retain the 
horses and vehicles as one means of travel, and in addition 
thereto add another means? 

Mr. MACON. Of course. 

Mr, TAWNEY. My recollection is that this takes the place 
of one horse and vehicle. It does not take the place of ail of 
them. 


1909. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I gather from what the gentleman 
says that the item under consideration, $2,000, is to take the 
place of one horse and vehicle. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Each of these assistant commissioners has 
two horses and a vehicle. 

Mr. MANN. What are assistant commissioners? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are assistant commissioners to the 
engineer commissioner, appointed from the War Department. 
They are his assistants, to assist in the inspection of public 
works. Each of these men has two horses and two vehicles. 
Now, then, this will do away with two horses and two vehicles. 

Mr. MANN. How many parts of the District are there which 
are now easily accessible by street car line? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, there are a great many parts of the 
District of Columbia that are not accessible by street car lines. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any engineering work going on in those 
particular parts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the public works going on in the city 
are not all going on along street car lines. The use of horses 
and vehicles for this purpose has been in vogue a great many 

ears. 

4 Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Michigan to 
say that the necessity for this was because we must have it 
so that an assistant to the engineer commissioner can easily 
bob around from one end of the District to the other in hot 
weather. Now, what parts of the District are there, except 
when you go up to the aqueduct, where there are no street 
car lines and where there is any necessity for an engineer to 
go? If there are no street car lines there, there are no people 
going up there; and if there are no people, there is no occasion 
for an engineer to go there. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The large filtration plant north of the 
Capitol is a conspicuous example where the engineer officers 
must go to look after those things, and it requires 

Mr. MANN. How far is it from the street car line? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. At least three blocks. 

Mr. MANN. How many people live out there? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. This is not a question of people. 
They do not go there to see the people, but go there to see the 
works. 

Mr. MANN. But the people live around it and they use the 
street-car lines without any difficulty. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
there is a great deal of public work going on in this city which 
is under the immediate control of the engineer commissioner, 
and for that reason he has detailed from the War Department 
to assist him two-engineers, and this work is done under their 
immediate supervision and subject to their inspection at all 
times. They have control of the construction of new streets, 
of all paving, the laying of sewers and water pipes, the con- 
struction of new buildings and everything of that kind, and of 
course the transportation on the street cars, and to walk from 
the street cars to the places where the public work is going 
on would consume a great deal of time and of necessity require 
the employment of more men to do the work efficiently than 
if they had a conveyance to get around from place to place in 
the shortest possible time. I therefore say in the judgment of 
the committee it was considered a matter of economy. 

This automobile can not be used for any purpose other than 
official purposes. We have by a provision in this bill made 
applicable a statute which applies to all conveyances owned 
and operated by the executive departments here at the seat of 
government, that they must be conspicuously marked as belong- 
ing to the District of Columbia 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman where is that part 
about being conspicuously marked? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The general law requires that and we make 
the statute applicable here. 

Mr. MANN. Everybody knows that under the general law 
many of these carriages of the District of Columbia are con- 
spicuously marked on the inside, and nobody knows better than 
the gentleman, where no one can see it except the occupant. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman from 
Illinois; I do not know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. One word, Mr. Chairman, if 
the committee will allow me. The committee has persistently 
and for years disallowed the purchase of motor vehicles from 
the contingent expenses, insisting that every application should 
stand upon its own merits. But we might as well face the future. 
The motor vehicle has come to stay as a matter of economy. 
There is not a contractor in this city, I am told, who does not 
use motor vehicles as a matter of economy. Time is money, 
and this is a saving of time purely in the interest of economy, 
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Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, permit me, sir, to say in re- 
sponse to what the gentleman has said about this matter, since 
I brought on the row, that if they were as anxious about econ- 
omy as they are about appropriating the Government's revenues 
they would have appropriated in this instance for a motor cycle 
that costs $150, so this engineer commissioner could have jumped 
astride of it and haye ridden over the city in a jiffy, instead 
of appropriating for a machine that will cost $2,400, and that 
will cost more to maintain than it will to maintain any pair of 
horses that could be purchased. So away with their argument 
for economy. ‘They have not attempted to make this appropria- 
tion for purposes of economy, and they know it, but they have 
attempted to do it for the ease and comfort of this officer. The 
next thing you know they will be asking for an appropriation 
for a chauffeur for him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. When the gentleman says the committee 
has not been acting in the interest of economy, I want to ask 
him if he has recently been reading the local newspapers in 
this city criticising the committee for the-reductions which we 
have made? 

Mr, MACON. Why, my dear sir, the local newspapers have 
criticised me time after time because I have attempted to 
prevent extravagant appropriations that have been sought to 
be made regardless of the condition of our revenues, and I 
pay no attention to them whatever They nearly always get 
after me when I attack an appropriation that is to be expended 
in this city. 

They do not say so much about it if the attack is made upon 
an appropriation that is to go to the Pacific slope, because no 
part of it will find its way into the channels of trade of this 
city, but whenever an appropriation is for the city of Washington, 
I do not care how large or how small, if I, or any other Mem- 
ber of this House undertakes to strike it out, we immediately 
become objects of criticism, because we had the temerity to do 
it. But, sir, I have long since learned that the performance of 
duty was worth more to me than all the newspaper favors of 
the land, and hence I pay no attention to their criticisms what- 
soever. x 

But, in response to what the gentleman from Iowa[ Mr. HULL] 
has said about there being some parts of the city that are as 
far as 3 blocks away from a street car, and that this com- 
missioner would have to walk that distance in order to get 
there, I will ask, Mr. Chairman, if we have reached the point 
where those who are employed by the Government of the United 
States can not afford to walk 3 blocks? I think, sir, that they 
can afford to walk that distance, and perhaps it would be good 
exercise for them if they had to walk half a dozen blocks. 

Mr. SIMS. Do they not have vehicles furnished now? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of 
economy, and in spite of the insistence of gentlemen upon the 
other side that this appropriation is in the interest of economy, 
I must insist upon my point of order, for I do not believe there 
is any law authorizing the appropriation of the money of the 
people to buy vehicles of ease for public officials to ride in. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is any general authority for the 
purchase of vehicles, and it is shown the Chair, the Chair will 
determine whether or not this motor vehicle comes within that 
authority; but if there is no authority for the purchase of 
vehicles at all 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, if the Chair will pardon me, that 
this is one of the necessary incidents to the carrying on of the 
public work which is authorized by law, just as much as the 
purchase of material would be for the improvement of streets. 
The law requires these inspections to be made. The law places 
upon the engineer commissioner the duty of supervising all of 
these public works, and as an incident to that authority goes 
the authority to provide suitable transportation for performing 
the service. And under that authority horses and carriages 
have heretofore been provided. This merely proposes to substi- 
tute one for the other. It is merely the matter of form of trans- 
portation, not the question of authority. The authority under 


-| which the original means of transportation was applied still 


exists, and that authority is necessarily incident to the au- 
thority to construct and supervise and inspect the public works 
that are authorized by law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. We were caught on this automobile proposition 
here once before, as to the President. We voted a sum of 
money to buy automobiles, with the distinct understanding that 
they were to take the place of horses, when, lo and behold. after 
we got through with that we had an appropriation of $35,000 
for the horses, in addition to the appropriation for the auto- 
mobiles. Now, what I want to know is, if there is any ma- 
chinery in this bill providing, if you get the automobiles, for 
the cutting off of these expenditures for horses and wagons? 
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Mr. TAWNBY. I do not know as there is any machinery cut- 
ting it off, but the purpose of the commissioners is to substi- 
tute the one for the other. And I will say in reference to the 


automobile industry, to which the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. CLank] has referred, that the reason for that $35,000 ap- 
propriation for horses was the fact that we were appropriating 
in the bill for the next fiscal year and had carried the $35,000, 
while the $12,000 was in the nature of a deficiency appropria- 
tion, or made immediately available for the purchase of an 
automobile. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was not the upshot of the thing 
that you got $60,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it was not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Have they ever drawn out that 
$35,000 for the horses? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know what part of that appropria- 
tion has been expended for the purpose stated by the gentleman. 
That 835,000 was for the current fiscal year. The $12,000 ap- 
propriation was for from the 4th of March up to the beginning 
of this fiscal year. They have the $35,000, out of which they 
are maintaining the automobiles that were purchased with the 


$12,000. 
of Missouri. If you have the $25,000 for auto- 


CLARK 
mobiles—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (continuing). On the theory that 
he can not ride in a buggy because he would break it down, then 
what would he want with the horses? I can not understand. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without specific authority shown for this 
proposed expenditure the Chair feels compelled to sustain the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a a 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia ee hereby N 


ized and onpovina when in their discretion it 
of the public service, to exchange typewri 1 


advantage — — 

chines, and pianos in part or full t for new articles of similar 
or imp: character, credit for value of said property 
50 exc to be allowed on vouchers in payment for such new 
articles as may be th after sne 


credit to be paid out of the ‘appropriation to which said p 
properly chargeable. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order against that paragraph while I ask the chairman of the 
subcommittee whether or not that is not new legislation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We have authorized the execu- 
tive departments of the Government to make these exchanges, 
and it is found to be very economical. Instead of selling the 
machines for what they could get when sold as junk, they trade 
them in, and thereby get a new machine for very much less 
than if they were compelled to sell the old machine for what 
they could get and buy a new one at the ordinary price. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is there any general statute on which 
this is based? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not understand there is. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then I understand it is simply car- 
ried in the District appropriation bill? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Not in this bill. It is known 
to the Committee on Appropriations that in the departments 
this provision has worked great economy and no harm; and 
it is in the line of the committee to make such economies wher- 
ever they can do so without injury. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. This gives authority for a practice 
which now obtains in the various departments? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It obtains now. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How long has this practice of ex- 
changing articles obtained? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill authority for exchange of typewriters has 
been carried for at least four years. It enables the department 
to offer in exchange for a new typewriter a typewriter worn 
out, and in this way receive more for the old typewriter than 
if it was sold as junk. The difference the Government makes 
out of it is the difference between the value of the typewriter in 
exchange for the new typewriter and the value of the old type- 
writer as junk. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman feels that this would 
be and is in the interest of economy? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Unquestionably; this would get much more 
for your old typewriter. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask for what 
they use pianos in the various departments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the schoolhouses in the city. 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. All right. 
Mr. TAWNEY, It is part of the educational system. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the ogi of one book writer for 
surveyor o: e District 8 Columbia : Provided, — —.— 
ents filed 


th 
cording of all instrum 1 in thi 
of the’ District of Columbia may be Gone with book Srpewsiters, FIS 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the 
point of order to make an inquiry of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. I notice that the committee seems to change the gen- 
eral law by authorizing instruments recorded in this office to 
be done in typewriting instead of in ink. The item is a very 
small one, I imagine. 

A book typewriter is a very recent invention. These records 
will be required to be preserved a long period of time. I de- 
sire to inquire whether the District Committee have made any 
3 as to whether the surveyor's records can be made 

wW these typewriting machines as 
old method? aey were ty See 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Our information, Mr. Chair- 
man, is that it is an established practice, not only in the execu- 
tive departments of this city, but in nearly all of the States 
of the Union. That they are better preserved than in the 
nir UND ERWOOD 

x . Has the District Commi 
into that proposition? eae: Paes 
— 5 wee 8 Michigan. Yes, sir. 
. UND . Then I withdraw the poini 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 
authorized to transfer to the 
istrict of Columbia, for street 
the portion of th of 

. ian 


feet f stree 
of the Union 8 —— k 


Dietsiet of Colamb ; 
of Co la, approved February 28, 1903, is hereby extended 
to ude public space necessaril acquired ander thé 


for the eliminati t di yan b 

on of grade crossings but not needed 
purposes. And the provisions of the act of March 3, 1909, 
making appropriations for the of the District of Columbia, 
which authorizes the use of a ion of the appropriation for elimina- 
tion of grade crossings, improvement of the pen, for the construction 
of three flagstaffs, on condition that the Washington Terminal Company 
shall first convey to the United States a certain portion of the terminal 
area specifically described therein, is hereby amended by substituting 
for the area therein required to be conveyed the following: 

All that portion of the terminal area as described the act of 
February 28, 1903, lying north of the north building line of Massachu- 
setts avenue and south of a line running a point (A) at the 

line of Massachusetts avenue 


area an 
the east and west axis of the plaza as shown on the plans referred to. 

And the unexpended balance of said appropriation shall in any 2 
be available for all necessary expenses for the improvement of the 
plaza, and also for the construction of said flagstaffs if and when the 
conveyance above specified shall be made by the Washington Terminal 
Company. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order upon the paragraph, 
and I would like to ask what is the necessity of permitting 
the District Commissioners to exchange property Which has 
been condemned in the elimination of grade crossings? It 
strikes me as a very queer provision. The provision I refer to 
is contained in these words: 

And the authority to sell or equitabl any portion of then 
existing public space in connection with the laying ont the Plaza and 
its intersecting streets, given to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia by the act to provide for a union railroad station in the 
District of Columbia, aproved February 28, 1903, is hereby extended 
to include any portion of public space necessarily acquired under the 
laws to provide for the elimination of grade crossings but not needed 
for street purposes. 


Now, there was a specific act in reference to the sale and 
exchange of property acquired by condemnation for plaza 
purposes, the purpose being that where this property was 
larger than necessary for the plaza purpose, the District Com- 
missioners might make an agreement to exchange a piece of 
property that some one wanted for another piece that the com- 
missioners wanted and that the other party had. That was a 
specific case; but here is a proposition that practically permits 
the commissioners—I do not know how extensive the author- 
ity—to exchange any property which the District may have 
acquired for the elimination of grade crossings and which it 
deems is not necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. My understanding of that is 
that in the location of the Union Station there are certain small 
parcels of ground in the readjustment of lines that can be 
made under this provision, if allowed, and without any mate- 
rial expense to the Government, 


exchan 
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Mr. MANN. Is that all in connection with Union Station? 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes, sir; I so understand it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And also in the elimination of the grade 
crossings. Major Judson, the engineer commissioner, stated 
that there were a number of small pieces of land to which the 
District acquired title that were of no use at all to the District, 
and could not be used for street or park purposes, and then 
there were some cases where this was necessary in order to 
straighten out lines, where there would be small pieces—a 
couple of feet in one spot or a couple of feet in another re- 
sulting from the elimination of grade crossings; and he wanted 
to extend the same authority to the commissioners that they 
had under the provision of the law in regard to the plaza. 

Mr. MANN. I can see the reasons for it, so far as it related 
to the plaza, and I can see why the request would come in for 
the authority, so far as it relates to the elimination of grade 
crossings. But this is the point I want to suggest: It may pos- 
sibly be that in the acquiring of a piece of property for the 
elimination of a grade crossing the commissioners haye ac- 
quired by condemnation more property than is necessary to 
be made into a street. I would make it into a park. If there 
is anything of that sort 

Mr. TAWNEY. My understanding is that there is not enough 
of it for anything of that kind. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. These are very small bits— 
irregular lines. 

Mr. MANN. The beauty of Washington is in the little bits 
of oe which have been made into green spots. 

GARDNER of Michigan. One of these, I believe, is 2 
met wide. 

Mr. MANN. Another may be 20 feet wide, or perhaps 200 
feet wide, for aught the gentleman knows. One of the most 
beautiful features of Washington is in these little spots that 
are made by streets crossing each other diagonally and irregu- 
larly; and yet you might just as well have given the commis- 
sioners authority to dispose of that property. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Referring to the widening of streets, Major 
8 says: 


GARDNER. This is a transfer from the Government to the Dis- 
trict’ ‘ot Columbia for . purposes. 

Major Jupson. That is the first part of it, sad then it gives author- 
ity to sell some land. There are two items in that paragraph—two 
items of authority included there. In ob the land for 8 street, 
there were little portions where it would be cheaper to get the whole 
lots than any parts of them [indicating on ma They are outside, 
and could not be used for any purpose; in fact, ey would look better 
=o iad were built upon. ‘They belong to the District and should be 


Mr. Bowsrs. They ngs? acquired in the condemnation for the elimi- 


nation of grade e 
male Jupson. Yes, sir; little odds and ends. 
Mr. TaxLon. This is authority toe og to sell if you see fit? 
Major Jupson. Authority to sell. hey are not useful for any park- 
ing purposes because of their location. 
ARDNER. How are these sales made? 
Major Jupson. Made 3 due advertisement. After are 


bids 

opened, the sale is made to the highest bidder, provided we think it is 

R reasonable bid. 

Mr. TAxLon. You have authority to reject all bids? 

Major Jupson. We have; yes. 

Mr. Snapp. What becomes of the proceeds? 

BR oid JUDSON. They go half to the District and half to the United 
Mr. Snapp. Are they pas into the Treasury of the United States? 
Major JUDSON. 38 half to the credit of the District and half 

to the credit of the U nited States. 

Mr, MANN. I am satisfied, and I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Northeast section schedule: Eighteen thousand dollars. 

Provided, That streets and avenues named in said schedules already 
e with Belgian block or te shall not be paved or otherwise 

roved under this appropr tion, and the remaining streets and 
avenues, except as he shall be contracted for in the order 
in which they appear in sal A schedules, and be completed in such order 
as nearly as practicabl d shall be 8 — ae discretion of the 
commiss pama instead o being graded and regul 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. ann I move to strike 
out the last word. I ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
how many kinds of pavement there are in the city of Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. So far as I now recall, there 
are three—sheet asphalt, asphalt block, and Belgian block. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman tell us which 
is regarded as the best? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That depends upon the pur- 
pose for which it is to be used. It has been found that where 
there is very heavy and continuous traffic the Belgian block, 
which is composed of granite, is better than the sheet asphalt 
or the asphalt block. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Who has the determination of the 
question of the kind of pavement which shall be laid in any 
given street? 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The commissioners recommend 
and the Appropriations Committee determine. We have deter- 
mined in two cases in this bill. Ordinarily, on residence streets, 
no question whatever arises. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. On residence streets is it asphalt 
pavement entirely? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Ordinarily. In some places 
where there is a heavy grade it may be Belgian block, and 
again, in residence streets, the pavement may be asphalt blocks; 
but where a Belgian-block pavement is to be taken up where it 
has been laid for years (and we have a number of such on 
residence streets), asphalt or asphalt blocks will take their 
places, and the Belgian blocks will be used in other places 
where there is constant heavy traffic, because it has been found 
that in such places the Belgian-block pavement is more 
economical. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call 
the gentleman's attention to the fact, and I think he will agree 
with me, and it is in no spirit of criticism, that on some of the 
streets of the city recently paved there was something wrong 
with the work, either with the material or the pains taken in 
doing the work. Yor illustration, I had my attention called 
last night by a leading citizen to the fact that Pennsylvania 
avenue, which was resurfaced only two years ago, has now large 
holes in the payement. I am speaking of it in no spirit of 
criticism, but with a view to try to get the best we can for the 
District. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Michigan will pardon 
me, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
whether in these contracts for pavements they insert any clause 
requiring the contractor to keep them in repair? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. My recollection is that the con- 
tract requires a five-year guaranty. 

Mr. PAYNE. In my own town the contract requires some- 
times five and sometimes ten years’ guaranty. I notice that a 
pavement lasts pretty well under a five-year contract, but under 
a ten-year contract it lasts twice as long. I came here two 
years ago, and they were resurfacing the whole of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, and now it is full of holes and needs repairs. It 
seems to me that they ought to do better work here where 
asphalt pavement had its inception in the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is not the fault in part because 
it is not laid on a proper foundation, and ought there not to 
be more care exercised in laying the foundation and have the 
work done better? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That may be so. The pave- 
ment is laid under contract and specifications clearly stated, 
=~ when that contract expires I hope the criticism may bear 

t. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pa eee contained in this act no contract shall be made 
r making o auphalt cel ere at a higher price than $1.80 
per square aud toe ane ality egual to e best laid in the District To 
lumbia prior d to July 1 886, and ri same depth of ba 
more than $1. 1 9 za yard for laying standard halt 
payement S equal to the” tore the 


in the District of Columbia 
1 That "than conditions as to 
a7 dass dall shall not a er to those streets on which, in a of 
re commissioners, 
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y reason of heavy traffic, poor — 1 
Which case the limit of price may be 


pavement Tat . in 
Increased to 2 — square ge 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This apparently fixes the standard of the pavement. 
Is there any responsibility resting on the shoulders of anyone 
as to whether or not the work has come up to that standard as 
required by this paragraph still under consideration? If so, 
upon whose shoulders does the responsibility rest? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. On the commissioners, ulti- 
mately, and on the men charged with the duty of inspecting 
the work, primarily. If the work is not up to the standard, 
they ought to report to their superior officers. If the work does 
not come up to the required standard, the duty devolves upon 
the commissioners to refuse to receive the work or refuse to 
pay for it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is there an organic law to that effect— 
that there is this responsibility resting upon the commissioners? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The authority in this respect 
rests on the commissioners to see that the law is enforced; it 
may be done through subordinates. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would like to ask one further 
question. Can the gentleman state how the price per square 
yard paid in this city compares with the price paid in other 
cities of like size? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The contract price here is $1.59 to 
$1.63, depending on whether the concrete base is 1, 3, 7 or 1, 4, 
10. The average price in other cities is $2.25. The engineers 
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inform us that the price here is much below that of other cities 
in other parts of the country. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, but as reen- 
forcing what he has said, I will say that a gentleman from 
Boston was talking to me and said that the contractors could 
not afford to lay this pavement in this city at the price they 
were doing it without a loss of money. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys: For purchase or condem- 
nation of streets, roads, and alleys, $1,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I want to say in a preliminary 
way that since I have been a member of this committee I believe 
it has been the custom each year for the subcommittee to per- 
sonally inspect the roads and streets for which appropriations 
are asked and to frame the bill after such inspection, recom- 
mending those that are under all circumstances deemed most 
necessitous. 

As was stated in my opening remarks, this bill has been 
framed a little ahead of time. Since Congress convened there 
has been no time to visit these roads except on Monday last. 
The committee fixed an hour in the morning of that day to make 
a visitation, but every gentleman who recalls that day will re- 
member that it was the stormiest and worst day that we have 
had since we came here this year, and we did not feel called 
upon to go out in the incessant rain to make the inspection. I 
therefore ask for the present that this paragraph be passed, and 
if it is possible the inspection will be made later. 

The CHAIRMAN. How far does that go? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. All under “county roads” 
down to line 5 on page 30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the part that he has indicated may be 
passed for the present. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
ring HO ar ra in their discretion, to expend not to exceed 
$100, of the sum hereby appropriated in repairing such streets, 
avenues, and alleys, as they may deem advisable, by what is known as 
the heater method of repairs; and to enter into a 8 con- 
tract for such repairs with the present contractor with the Distriet 
of Columbia for work of resurfacing and repairing asphalt and coal- 
tar pavements, if a price satisfactory to said commissioners can be 
agreed upon between said contractor and said commissioners, and in 
the event that such a satisfactory price can not be agreed upon, the 
said commissioners are hereby authorized, in their discretion, to enter 
into a new contract for such work of repairs by the heater method, 
after competition, in an amount not to exceed $100,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on that, and I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
as to whether or not this authorization is not new legislation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It was in the bill of last 
session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the purpose of carrying this 
provision in the bill in order te authorize the commissioners 
to amend an existing contract? If desirable, why can not they 
wipe out the entire contract and make a new one? What is the 
purpose of giving them a discretionary power or renewing or 
amending a contract to the extent of $100,000? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This is one of those provisions 
that enables the commissioners to have some leverage in case a 
new contract be entered into. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that it is not advisable where 
a large amount of money is involved to leave these matters 
discretionary after a contract has been made, because my ex- 
perience is that when you once amend a contract, or a contract 
is changed, it is always at additional expense to the party who 
has to pay the money, whether that party be the Government 
or an individual. 

I think the committee should give some good reason why they 
desire to amend and to write new legislation in this bill giving 
the commissioners this additional discretion. If there is a 
good reason, I will withdraw the point of order; but unless a 
good reason is assigned, I shall insist on the point of order, be- 
cause I do not think that it is in the interests of economy to 
leave the contract open in this way. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not understand that this 
provision is designed to inyade the rights under the contract, 
but it does enable the commissioners to meet certain conditions 
that may arise. I would say that last year the committee in- 
spected the work done by this method and thought so well of it 
as to continue it in the present bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I want to ascertain. Has 
the gentleman inspected the work done by the heater method? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Last year it was thoroughly 
inspected by the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the committee found it was an im- 
provement upon the old method of repairing the pavement? 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly it is in economy. It 
is cheaper. We had at that time the gentleman from Illinois 
IMr. MADDEN], who was then a member of the subcommittee, 
who had had large experience in these matters, and he was de- 
cidedly, as I remember it, in favor of continuing it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The old contract for putting down these 
pavements ran for a period that extended beyond the next fiscal 

ear? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; but always contingent 
upon the amount appropriated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the committee has not had an op- 
portunity to change the whole contract, and therefore it is 
necessary to carry this particular language? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that is not the case. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, having confidence in the 
chairman of the subcommittee as to his judgment in the mat- 
ter, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will renew the point of order, 
or rather reserve it. I remember this matter very well. It 
went into the bill because a contract had been entered into 
which did not provide for the use of the heater method, and it 
was desirable to permit the Commissioners of the District to 
enter into a supplemental contract with the then contractor 
which would permit the use of the heater method to the extent 
of $100,000. They have had a year’s time within which to 
enter into that contract. If they have not entered into the 
contract, there is no occasion for this to be in here, and if they 
have entered into the contract, there is no occasion for it to be 
in here. It does not require specific authority for the commis- 
sioners to use the heater method. All it requires is specific 
authority to change the contract in the use of the heater 
methods. Now, the commissioners ought not to have the au- 
thority continuously to enter into a supplemental contract as a 
special matter in reference to one thing. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will just read from Commis- 
sioner Judson on this point. Referring to this matter, he says: 

Yes; we hope so; but we are going comparatively slow until we make 
sure. We have asked your permission to use this heater method, and 
we will do much more of it when we are satisfied of its efficiency. We 
are somewhat tied up with that contract, but we think, nevertheless, 
that we can arrange for some of the heater work. 

Mr. MANN. Have they entered into the contract in accord- 
ance with this authority? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Burteson then asked: 

There is authorization in the bill of last year? 

Major Jupson. There is; and we made an arrangement with the con- 
tractor. We can probably do so again. 

Mr. MANN. They do not make the arrangement, I suppose, 
for the simple fiscal year. The authority here was to enter 
into a supplemental contract. The contracts do not run for- 
ever; we do not make an eternal contract with this contractor, 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; we made a contract for 
that year, and he says they probably can enter into another for 
another year. 

Mr. MANN. There is no requirement that we should give 
specific authority to the commissioners to make repairs by the 
heater method. They have that authority themselves, The 
only reason for putting this provision in the bill last year was 
to permit the commissioners to make a change in the then ex- 
isting contract. Now, when they made the new contract they 
ought to have made it correctly, and I do not doubt that they 
made it correctly. 

Mr. BURLESON. The contract has not expired. 

Mr. MANN. If the contract has not expired, the supplemental 
contract has not expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. When the supplemental contract has expired, 
of course what they want is authority to make a new contract, 
and not a supplemental contract. 

Mr. MANN. They had authority under this bill last year to 
make a supplemental contract providing for the use of the 
heater method. If they did not use that authority they did not 
need it, and if they did use the authority they do not need it 
now. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Well, I have given you the 
statement of the engineer commissioner of the District. I do 
not see what harm it can do. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think it can do any harm, except it is 
bad practice to get into to give the District Commissioners 
authority te change contracts which they have made, unless you 
are going to do it generally. I do not propose to insist upon the 
point of order, but will state if it comes in here this way next 
year and I am here it will go out on the noint of order. I with- 
draw the point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We accept the notice, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For constructing a suitable subway and bridge to carry Cedar 
under the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, all in 
accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, $50,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that paragraph. I am not familiar with this particular propo- 
sition. Is this part of the original agreement between the 
Government and the railroad companies for the construction 
of the Union Station, the elevation of tracks, and the elimina- 
tion of grade crossings? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am not suffi- 
ciently informed to say whether it is part of the original agree- 
ment or otherwise; but there is, I can hardly say a settled 
policy, but a determination to eliminate the dangerous grade 
crossings, say one each year 

Mr. MANN. At our expense? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; if the gentleman will hear 
me I will advise him. Last year the Brookland subway, out 
near the Catholic University, was put in, and in this lan- 
guage—— 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman refer to the paragraph on 
which I reserved the point of order 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If the gentleman will allow 
me I will explain. There is a very dangerous crossing out in 
the vicinity of Takoma over the Baltimore and Ohio, and there 
was one at Brookland, near the Catholic University, where there 
is a great deal of crossing. It was put in on the condition that 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad pay one-half the expense; 
the same conditions attend this. 

Mr. MANN. I reserved the point of order upon the para- 
graph commencing on line 19, page 32: 


For constructing a suitable subway and 1 Cedar street 
350000. tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio ad Company, etc., 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And the subsequent para- 
graph, to be construed with it, arranges the terms. 

Mr. MANN. Now, do the two together provide by whom the 
expense shall be paid? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is all one proposition, if you 
will read it through. 

Mr. MANN. I have read it through. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If you will allow me to finish 
what I was going to say. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad is 
required to pay one-half, and if the street-car people use that 
street they are to pay one-fourth in accordance with the change 
made with reference to it. It has been one-sixth, and it was 
increased to one-fourth, so that the real tax upon the District 
is comparatively small. 

Mr. MANN. Well, i think it is comparatively large if we 
are going to eliminate a lot of grade crossings at the expense 
of the Government. I happen to come from a city where we 
have eliminated more grade crossings than they have in any 
other city in the country, if not in all the rest of the cities 
combined. 

It has not cost the eity of Chicago one dollar. It has been 
done at the expense of the railroad companies, and it is far 
more reasonable why the railread companies that enter Wash- 
ington, very few in number, should pay for the expense of 
eliminating grade crossings than that they should pay that 
expense in Chicago. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLESON. Did the gentleman vote for the act pro- 
viding for the Union Station? 

Mr. MANN. I did not. 

Mr. BURLESON. I did not either; but the gentleman was a 
Member of Congress at the time when that act was passed, 
and it provided for the division of the expense of the elimina- 
tion of grade crossings between the Government and the rail- 
roads, and then we make section 10 of that act, which pro- 
vides for this division of the expense, apply to this particular 
project. That places one-half of the expense upon the Gov- 
ernment and one-half upon the railroads, and we provide in 
addition that if the street-car companies propose to use this 
subway, when constructed, that they shall pay one-half of the 
expense that the District government has incurred. As 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember when I took the 
floor that I asked the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] 
whether this was a part of the original plan in reference to the 
Union Station. I ascertained that it is not. Now, it is true 
that at that time the House voted that half of the expense 
should be borne by the Government. The gentleman from ‘Texas 
IMr. Burreson] and myself did not vote for that proposition. 
It is also true, and I call it to the attention of the committee, 


that since that time the giving of passes by railroads to Mem- 
bers of Congress has been abolished, and now if that proposi- 
tion is called to their attention one of the attendant evils upon 
that sort of influence might also be abolished. There is no just 
reason why we should pay railroads for the elimination of 
deadly crossings which they have created. We have the power 
to compel them to eliminate the crossings. We ought to exer- 
cise the power and not offer to pay the expense ourselves. 
They do it where they are required to do it. I was a member 
of the city council of Chicago and a member of the committee 
when we were told by the railroad companies that they would 
not bear the expense. Then they proposed that the city should 
bear half the expense. They also made various other proposi- 
tions, but the Chicago city council stood firmly upon the propo- 
sition that the railroads had created the evil, and that it was 
the duty of the railroads to abolish the evil, and the railroad 
companies of that city have spent more than $50,000,000 elimi- 
nating railroad crossings, and the city of Chicago for that 
purpose has not spent one cent; and what the city council of 
Chicago did I am inclined to think that the Congress of the 
United States can do if it chooses. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the 
gentleman intends to insist upon his point of order, but I want 
to say that this provision comes under the general law relat- 
~ to the Union Station. On page 114 of the hearings, I find 

8: 


Mr. Bowers. All that is administrative. 
Liha Jupsox. The Baltimore and Ohio will pay back $25,000 of 


8. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Is there a law to them to pay half? 

Captain MARKHAM. The Union Station act s them to do that. 

Mr. MACFARLAND. “And the same shall be a valid and subsisting lien 
of the said Baltimore and Ohio 


favo: 
of the United States as aforesaid, and the said lien may 
in the name of the District of Columbia by bill in equity.” 

So that this will be done under identically the same law 
under which the other grade crossings have been eliminated. 

Mr. BURLESON. And it is the only law on the subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We propose to change the law as to the use 
of this subway by the street railways. We have increased the 
amount that the street railway will have to pay as a condition 
“ using the subway from one-sixth of the expense to one-fourth 

it. 

Mr. MANN. I have no criticism of the Committee on Appro- 
priations for reporting that item. Congress laid down the rule 
in the Union Station matter that the railway company 
pay half and the Government should pay half, and it is not 
the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to report a propo- 
sition involving a different deduction. And if this is a part 
of the contract which Congress then entered into, I am in favor 
of observing the contract. If it is not a part of the original 
contract, I am not in favor of the Government paying the rail- 
road company or removing the evil which the railroad com- 
pany has created, and whieh we have the power to make them 
remove at their own expense. 

Mr. MACON. Ask the chairman of the committee if it is a 
part of the contract. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know anything about that. They 
say it is included in the original act. If you construe that as 
a part of the contract, of course it is. ‘They are obliged to pay 
only one-half, which is made a lien. The District is given a 
lien on the property of the railroad and franchises of the rail- 
road company for the purpose of enforcing payment of its half 
under that general law. AT these grade crossings have been 
eliminated under that law. Last year we eliminated one. 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand; I may be mistaken; I 
ask for information. I do not understand that the general 
law that we passed at that time provided for everything in 
the District of Columbia. ‘There were certain specific cases 
it provided for, and we made specific appropriations—te the 
Baltimore and Ohio, I believe, a million and a half, and to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad some other sum. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will also add to what I read as to what 
was said at the hearings: Mr. Taylor then asked the question, 
“Ts there an organic law for that?” Captain Martin replied, 
“Yes; it is the Union Station law.” 

Mr. MANN. It is his opinion as to what was the organic 
law. The term “ c law” is not applicable in this case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Captain Martin is a layman and not a 
lawyer, or he wonld not have used that term. 

Mr. MANN. Unless they produce a statute a this, 
under the circumstances, until I find out more about it, I will 
be compelled to insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. BURLESON. And these grade crossings will not be 
eliminated. 


be enforced 
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Mr. MANN. Not to-morrow. 

Mr. BURLESON. And they are dangerous to human life. 

Mr. MANN. I do not mean to reflect on the Committee on 
Appropriations or the gentleman from Texas. 

ee CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. That there is no authority of law for this im- 
provement, for constructing a subway at Cedar street across 
the Pies There is no authority of law for that improve- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
that I can add anything to what has been stated in the hear- 
ings that have been read. The previous authority has been 
referred to. We have just completed one of these grade cross- 
ings. Of course I understand that is not an argument. 

But we did that under the same authority. It is only a ques- 
tion as to whether the contention of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois is right, that the District should or should not pay part of 
this expense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman if he 
ean refer to the act authorizing the opening of the street which 
it is proposed to improve? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Cedar street? Not as to this 
specific street, Mr. Chairman. That question, of course, does 
not arise. It was assumed that all the highways in the Dis- 
trict used as this is used, by the people, was included. This is 
a very dangerous crossing, where accidents have already oc- 
curred and are liable to occur at any time. It was assumed 
that this street existed in accordance with law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will allow me, this is a 
public highway, constructed by authority of law; but we have 
not the statute here under which it was laid out, opened, and 
improved; but it is one of the public highways of the city, and 
this is an improvement of it. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chairman is in doubt 

Mr. TAWNEY. The only question in the point of order lies 
in the division of the cost. There may be no statute author- 
izing the division of thë cost of this improvement; but so far 
as authorizing the making of the improvement is concerned, I 
think there is no question about the existence of the authority. 
But the question of whether we have authority to impose more 
than one-half of the cost upon the railroad company, and also 
the condition that the street railway company shall pay one- 
fourth of the cost if it uses the subway, is a proposition not 
authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the point 
of order does not arise so far as the paragraph just read is 
concerned, which says nothing about the division of the cost 


“that is involved. It merely appropriates $500,000. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This part of the bill and 
another paragraph in pages 32 and 33 ought to be construed 
together. 

Mr. MANN. Iam perfectly willing to have the two construed 
together, because nobody would claim that the latter is not 
subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other paragraph, by unanimous con- 
sent, may be read, if the gentleman makes that request. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not myself see what 
difference it makes whether it be a public street or not. I am 
perfectly willing, not knowing anything about it, to take the 
statement that it is a public street, legally laid out. Here 
is a proposition not to improve the street at all, but to construct 
a bridge and a subway—no part in the improvement of the 
street. It is to remove the street from where it now is; and 
not only that, if the commissioners have the authority to do 
it, in accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, that is really a change of law, if there 
be a law. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is to be 
determined on this paragraph, from lines 19 to 23, it seems to 
me the argument of the gentleman from Illinois does not sus- 
tain the point of order. It is true this improvement is to be 
made in accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia; but it is nevertheless the improve- 
ment of a street in this city, or in the District of Columbia, 
over which the Commissioners of the District have sole and 
exclustve authority. 

Now, the gentleman says that the construction of the bridge 
and the subway is not an improvement. I fail to understand 
how he can claim that, when it is conceded that the street as 
now constructed and used is in a yery dangerous condition, and 
like the improvement of any other road that has become dan- 
gerous by reason of some conditions arising after the road was 


constructed, any changes that might be made thereafter for 
the purpose of removing that danger would certainly be an 
improvement within the proper authority of those who had 
control of the street or the highway. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN, Would the gentleman contend that it was in 
order here to put in a provision changing the grade of a street 
by act of Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that it would, unless 

Mr. MANN. It would be a change of law. A 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would be a change in the street. 5 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and it would be a change of law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But it would be an improvement, and I 
submit that where authority is given to lay open and improve 
a street, and after that authority has been exercised condi- 
tions have arisen, as in this case, making that street absolutely 
unsafe, it becomes necessary, therefore, for the commissioners 
to improve that street by removing the danger; and the only 
way in which it can be done is the way that we propose here, 
Now, that improvement is being made in accordance with 
plans prepared by those who have authority over the street, 
who have authority to repair the street and improve it. It 
seems to me absolutely impossible to hold that this paragraph 
is not in order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it may be that the street is 
unsafe in one sense. It is the crossing that is unsafe. The 
street does not harm anybody; it is the railroad that does 


Mr. TAWNEY. It is the use of the street under existing con- 
ditions that is unsafe. Perhaps that is a more accurate state- 
ment, if the gentleman is complaining of my grammar. 

Mr. MANN. No; I am not complaining of the gentleman’s 
grammar; I am complaining of his logic. He is seeking to 
change the street because it is unsafe. According to his rea- 
soning it would be in order here to introduce an amendment 
ordering the railroad track taken up. It is the railroad track 
that makes it unsafe; and if an amendment is in order to make 
5 safe, then we can offer an amendment to remove the railroad 

ck. 

That is the reasoning and the logie of the gentleman. The 
gentleman said that would violate existing law because we 
have given them a right of way. We have only given them a 
right of way for the safe transit of railroad trains across the 
street. We have made no contract with the railroad com- 
panies under which they are allowed to kill and maim people 
who go across their tracks on the street. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will ask the Clerk to read 
section 10 of the act approved February 28, 1903. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 10.* * * Any and all streets or highways within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia now or hereafter planned or projected to cross any 
line of steam railroad in the District of Columbia which may be here- 
after opened to public use shall be located, constructed, and maintained 
either beneath such railroad by suitable subway, or above the same b 
a suitable viaduct bridge at such altitude as will not interfere with 
the free and safe operation thereof. The cost and expense of opening 
said streets or highways within the limits of such railroad company's 
right of way, including the cost of constructing the poran ot my 
viaduct bridge within said limits, shall be borne and paid half by su 
railroad company, its successors and assigns, and half by the District 
of Columbia and the United States; but after construction the cost of 
maintenance shall be wholly borne and paid as in the case of other 
public highways in the District of Columbia; and the portions of such 
streets now or hereafter planned or projected as above which lie within 
a right of way belonging to such railroad company shall be dedicated 
by such company as a public thoroughfare when the portions of such 
streets adjoining such right of way have been similarly dedicated or 
otherwise acquired. 

Mr. MANN. What is the act that is being read, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN, The act of 1903, approved February 28, 
1903. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the Union Station act? 

Mr. BURLESON. “An act to provide for a union railroad 
station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

The CHAIRMAN, It is commonly called the “ Union Station 
act.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the date of the approval? 

The CHAIRMAN. February 28, 1903. 

Mr. MANN. I may say, Mr. Chairman, as an apology to the 
House for what may be the ruling of the Chair, that if the 
committee reporting the bill had stated this at the beginning 
this matter would have been disposed of half an hour ago. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois had any confidence at all in the statement of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, he would have 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


217 


xnown that the act was in existence, for that is exactly what 
I said. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I stated to the gentleman if he would 
say that it was in the Union Station act I would withdraw the 
point of order, but the gentleman said “No;” and if the gen- 
tleman does not correct the Recorp, it will show that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan.. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman, the 
statement of the gentleman does injustice to the committee. 
It has been said that there was no affirmation that this was 
in the Union Station law. I call for the reading of the RECORD, 
if that is questioned. 

Mr. MANN. All I ask is that gentlemen will not correct 
their remarks. If gentlemen will let their remarks go in with- 
out change, it will show just what the gentlemen said. 

Mr. BURLESON. The item does show on its face that this 
is a part of the Union Station act. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It has been repeated over and 
over again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Authority is hereby given to purchase or condemn, in accordance 
with existing law, any land necessary to widen Cedar street to conform 
to the plans for constructing this subway, the cost of said purchase or 
condemnation to be paid out of this appropriation, and the said com- 
missioners are authorized to enter into a contract with the said rail- 
road company or other parties for the construction of said subway and 
bridges and approaches: Provided, That such portion of this cost shall 
be borne by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com any as is provided 
in section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for a union railroad 
station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 28, 1903, and said sum shall be pas by said 5 to the 
Treasurer of the United States, one half to the credit of the District 
of Columbia and the other half to the credit of the United States, and 


1 indebtedness of said company in favor of 
Columb ointly for its use and the use of the United States as afore- 
said, and the said lien may be enforced in the name of the District of 
Columbia by bill in any brought by the Commissioners of the said 
District of Columbia in the supreme court of said District, or by an 
other lawful proceeding against the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company: Provided further, That no street railway company shall use 
the subway herein authorized for its tracks until such company shall 
have paid to the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to one- 
fourth of the total cost of said subway and bridge, one half thereof to 
be credited to the United States and the other to the credit of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
that. I presume the Chairman intended to overrule the point 
of order on the other paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I understood the Chairman was going 
to overrule the point of order because he had that provision in 
the Union Station act read. I do not think that applies to the 
subways and grade crossings, but if the Chairman overrules that 
point of order, I make the point of order on this paragraph. 

a CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of 
order 

Mr. MANN. It is a change of existing law. It says “and 
the said commissioners are authorized to enter into a contract 
with the said railroad company or other parties for the con- 
struction of said subway and bridges and approaches.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan de- 
sire to be heard upon that? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. All I want to say is that this 
is carrying out the provisions of the law—to do the act which 
we have said should be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to be in the nature of new legis- 
lation in violation of the provision that there shall be no change 
in existing law on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in what respect is it claimed 
that this is a change in existing law? 

The CHAIRMAN. By making law that does not now exist, 
by authorizing a contract. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The first part of the paragraph gives author- 
ity to make these improvements. The rest of the paragraph is 
purely administrative, 

Mr. MANN. The first part is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The paragraph which was considered as a 
separate paragraph has been held to be in order. The remain- 
ing part is purely administrative, as to how the authority is to 
be exercised. 

Mr. MANN, If this is not a change in existing law, then I 
never will find out what is a change of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this paragraph 
seems to embrace a number of changes in existing law. It pro- 
vides, for instance— 


that such portion of the cost shall be borne by the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company as is provided in section 10 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes.” 


Then it says: 


Said sum shall be d said company to the Treasurer ef the 
United States, one half to the credit of the District of Columbia and 
the other to the credit of the United States, and the same shall 
be a valid and subsisting lien against the franchises and property of 
the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company— 

And so forth. 

And then it provides for joint use of the street. That is new 
legislation, and of course changes existing law. The point of 
order must be sustained. 

Mr. TAWNET. I will say to the Chair that there is this 
change: If the work is done under this Union Station act, they 
would have to advertise for bids to do the work, and the street 
railway company could obtain the use of the subway by pay- 
ing one-sixth of the cost instead of one-quarter of the cost. 
This would give authority to contract with the railroad com- 
pany to do the work instead of advertising for the work as pro- 
vided in the Union Station act. In that respect it is a change 
of law, but I think it is a change that ought to be made. I 
think the street railway company ought to pay one-quarter of 
the cost instead of one-sixth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not permitted to pass upon 
the merits of the provision, but the point of order being made, 
must enforce the rule prohibiting a change of existing law in 
a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
gentleman why the railroad company should not pay the cost 
of building the subway? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

wells: For drilling deep wells on school un nd for ot 
8 85,000, to . available. ens cee 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will be very 
er if lines 20 to 25 on page 37 could be passed for the time 

g. 

Mr. BURLESON. I should object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan a question referring to the clause entitled 
“Deep wells.” I understand that of late they have been con- 
demning the wells throughout the city. How does the gentle- 
man expect by digging other wells to get any purer or better 
water than the water gotten out of those wells that they have 
condemned ? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will say that they have been 
condemning what are called the “ shallow wells,” some of them 
dug one hundred years ago, and the water was found on exam- 
ination to be impure. These deep wells are for the public 
schools, and those public schools only that are situated beyond 
where the water for the city is accessible. - 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How deep were these wells tha 
were condemned? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not give the exact depth 
of them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. One hundred feet? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They have gone as deep as 
300 feet to obtain water for school purposes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How deep were the old wells that 
were condemned? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think under 100 feet. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then the gentleman says that they 
have been boring other wells and have gone as deep as 300 feet 
and did not obtain pure water. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
did not get good water. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is there to be any limitation to 
the depth they are to bore? Of course we all want pure water. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The limitation is only in the 
appropriation. It costs so much per foot, and they have got 
so much money to expend, and they can not go beyond the ap- 
propriation; but we can hardly put a limitation upen the num- 
ber of feet that they can go. . 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much are they permitted to 
charge per foot? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It costs about $700 to put down 
a deep well and put it in commission. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much a foot? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Something over a dollar a foot. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In that case is the material fur- 
nished by the party who puts down the well? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The municipality puts dorn 
the well. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then it is not let by contract? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I mean that they pay the bill. 


Near the insane asylum they 


— 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. When the gentleman says they pay 
$1 a foot, does the man who puts the well down furnish the 
pipe and the material? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how many schools there are in the District that do not 
have water supply from the District mains? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will read 
from the hearings: 

The following wells need to be deepened: Garfield School, 8 
D. C., Hamilton road; Henry — School (colored). Bennin ng roe 
3,000" feet east of Anacostia road; Bunker Hill School, Bunker eights 
School, — Hamilton road, near Nicholas avenue; Woodburn School, on 
Riggs road, near Blair road. 

e water from the above wells is of a quality that is pronounced 
insanitary by the health department, and the only way of improving it 
is to deepen the wells. 

Mr. MANN. How many wells are required for one school- 
house? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would suppose that one well 
ordinarily would serve the needs. 

Mr. MANN. How much does one well cost? 

Mr. BURLESON. From $350 to $700. 

Mr. MANN. Well, say $500 each. You could build ten wells 
for $5,000. If you had $5,000 last year that would dig ten 
wells. How many schoolhouses are there in the District that 
are not connected with the water mains? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Oh, a lot of them. 

Mr. MANN. Where are they? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The cost last year was $1.70 per foot, 
varying from 150 to 300 feet in depth, and the question was asked, 
“In round numbers what does it cost in dollars and cents?” 
And the answer was $750 apiece. To give you an idea that this 
is a work of economy, the statement of the engineer commis- 
sioner is to the effect that to do this work, to extend the water 
service to the few they intend to take in this year would cost 
$30,250, and that to bring the water service to all of the schools 
that have wells would cost $259,000. Some of them are 8,000 
feet away from the water mains. 

Mr. MANN. But I am trying to find out how many school- 
houses there are. The District is about 10 miles long, the whole 
District, and 3 or 4 miles wide. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. There are a lot of schools. 

Mr. MANN. You would think to hear these gentlemen talk 
there are 500 schoolhouses in the District, a schoolhouse on 
every square, more schools than saloons; but there are not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. There are about 200 schools in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. And most of them in the city. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Of course they are mainly in the 
sie od populated portions of the city. 

. MANN. And very few in this outside territory. A few 
5 — 8 ago we were asked to appropriate to fill up these wells. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Not these, by any means. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know, they may dig out the same wells; 
they are at the same places. Then the cry was it was not 
healthful to take the water out of the ground close to the sur- 
face or within a few hundred feet of the surface; that it was 
contaminated. Now the cry is you must have it from there. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
that anything more need to be said. This committee must in 
large measure be guided by the judgment of the commissioners 
in matters pertaining to health. They state that the waters 
now used are insanitary, and that these wells must be deep in 
order to prevent the children going to these schools having to 
drink impure water, and you can not convey the water that is 
supplied the city proper to these various schools except at a 
great deal more cost than it would take to dig the wells. That 
is the whole question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Playgrounds: For repairs, equipment, and s lies, 
20 E oilet facilities and Shel r house tore ose 2 8 


72900 toilet facilities and shelter house for Georgetown playground, 


Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that paragraph, the point of order being that it is not author- 
ized by law. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to hear the amendment of 
the gentleman, to know what it is. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not offer an amendment 
while the point of order is reserved. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a suggestion, 
if the committee will bear with me just a minute. On the 
paragraph just read and the two next paragraphs there will 


be several amendments offered, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the point of order may be reserved on them and that the 
amendments may be offered—such amendments as are pro- 
posed—and then the paragraphs be passed without prejudice 
and we go on with the reading of the bill until 5 o’clock; then 
the committee rise and to-morrow take up these paragraphs. 

Mr. BURLESON. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. MANN. What is the objection to passing them by with- 
out reading the amendments or anything else? 

Mr. TAWNBY. Simply this: The committee would have 
knowledge of the proposed amendments. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I would like, if the gentleman 
from Illinois will permit, to offer my amendment so it will be 
printed. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman can not offer an amendment 
to be printed, because the point of order is reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the request of 
the gentleman from Minnesota to be that the point of order be 
considered as reserved and that gentlemen desirous of offering 
amendments may have them now read for information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that the paragraph be passed without 
prejudice, and we continue the reading of the bill until 5 o'clock 
and then the committee rise and take up the paragraphs to- 
morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to get a little more 
sara the paragraphs to which the gentleman from Minnesota 

ers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The three paragraphs at the bottom of page 
37, one of which has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Beginning with line 20 and ending with 
line 25, inclusive? 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. And the committee to take it up 
the first thing to-morrow. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of course there may be something up to- 
night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request again. 
The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous consent that 
so much of the bill as is found in lines 20 to 25, both included, 
on page 37, on the first part of which the point of order has 
been reserved, may in that condition be passed for the present, 
with the understanding that amendments that gentlemen de- 
sire to offer to that portion of the bill may be now read for 
information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that the paragraph then be passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the paragraph then be passed and 
that the Committee proceed with the reading of the bill until 
5 o'clock, and then rise. 

Mr. MANN. There is no limitation as to offering amendments 
to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. Those who desire may have them 
read now for information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And points of order considered reserved. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I would 
say to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that some 
of us here are interested in this paragraph and have stayed in 
order to vote on it. If it goes over indefinitely, on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Minnesota, we would be apt to stay 
here indefinitely in order to vote on it. If the gentleman will 
amend his request and state the proposition that it shall come 
up immediately after we go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider this bill to-morrow, 
I shall not object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is my intention, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], that the committee shall 
return to the paragraph to-morrow morning. But I did not 
wish to couple that with my request, because I do not know 
what paragraph we might be discussing when the committee 
rises this evening. But if there is no unfinished business or 
unfinished paragraph this evening, then it will be the first 
thing to-morrow morning. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman makes that a part of 
his request I shall not object, namely, that it is to be consid- 
ered to-morrow morning immediately after we go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, unless an 
unfinished paragraph is pending, and then immediately after 
that unfinished paragraph is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee now understands the re- 
quest. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There is another reason why 
I hope this will be granted. One of the members of the sub- 
committee who is interested in this subject is ill and could not 
be here to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. - 


Paes ee ace ate ree eS ea) Menon eet rane 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


219 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment to be read for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Fos- 
TER] desires to have read an amendment, which he proposes to 
offer when the opportunity is afforded him to do so. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ playgrounds" in line 20, page 37, and 
insert the following : 

“For maintenance, repairs, equipment, supplies, toilet facilities, and 
shelter houses, $22,000." 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, in-that connec- 
tion I wish to say that if that amendment be adopted I shall 
ask that lines 22, 23, 24, and 25 be omitted from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to present 
an amendment at this time, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Public convenience stations: For maintenance of public convenience 
stations, including compensation of necessary employees, $14,200. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Ormstep, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14464, the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF SENATE AND HOUSE. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing joint resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) to pay. the officers and employees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the 
month of December, 1 , on the 18th day of said month. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
instructed to pay the officers and employees of the ate and House 
of Representatives, including the Capito, Police, their respective - 
aries for the month of December, 1909, on the 18th day of said month. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair incautiously recognized the 
gentleman from West Virginia. The House at the last session 
let this resolution take its place on the calendar. In that way 
it could be reached on Wednesday, or in regular order on any 
day, or on unanimous-consent days twice a month, but the 
Chair haying recognized the gentleman incautiously, will not, 
knowingly, recognize the gentleman again, and does not desire 
to make a precedent to embarrass the Chair. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to object 
to this resolution, but as I understand the Chair, the ruling 
has just been made that these unanimous-consent orders should 
come up, as prescribed by the rules, on a particular day, and 
is of great importance to the membership of this House, be- 
cause many questions coming up by unanimous consent interest 
the entire membership of the House, and it is a great conven- 
jence to the House to know in advance on what days they are 
coming up, and to have the bill on which unanimous consent is 
asked put on the unanimous-consent calendar, so that the 
minority as well as the majority, the individual Member of the 
House as well as the Speaker, will hereafter know what bills 
are coming up for unanimous consent so that they can protect 
their rights. 

For that reason I think it is very important that no prece- 
dent should be made to change the recent rule made by the 
House of Representatives last session. But of course this is 
an exception. I recognize that there is no way for the em- 
ployees of this House to get their Christmas money—money 
that belongs to them under their salaries and which they would 
get in January—and get it for Christmas times, unless this ex- 
ception is made. For that reason I do not propose to object; 
but I would object if it were any other resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is quite in harmony with the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, and for that reason 
submits the request again. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Chair will further state that this bill would 
be reached on the calendar if it were called up, or when the 
committees were called. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say, Mr. Speaker, on 
that point, that I understand the Senate will adjourn on Mon- 
ay, ana 5 this were put over until next calendar day it would 

too late. 


The SPEAKER. It would not have to go over until next 
calendar Wednesday. It might be reported to-day and come 
up to-morrow, if the House saw fit to take it up, which would 
subject it to the process of a call of committees. 

The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 8, strike out “eighteenth” and insert “ twentieth,” and amend 
the title. . 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment is agreed 
to. Without objection, the joint resolution is ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time and passed, and the title 
amended. The Chair hears no objection. 

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO. 


The Speaker laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 209), which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I have the honor to transmit herewith certified copies of fran- 
chises granted by the executive council of Porto Rico, which 
are described in the accompanying letter from the Secretary of 
War transmitting them to me. Such of these as relate to 
railroad and street railway franchises, privileges, or conces- 
sions haye been approved by me, as required by the joint reso- 
lution of May 1, 1900 (31 Stat. L., p. 715). 

WX. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE House, December 16, 1909. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Stemp, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of S. R. Hurley, Sixtieth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Strurciss, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of J. W. Combs, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report haying been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Stemp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BoknNx, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for completing and unveiling the 
Pulaski statue (H. Doc. No. 377)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the secretary of Hawaii, transmitting legis- 
lative journals for the special session of the territorial legis- 
lature for 1909, with copy of laws relating to the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors, etc.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

8. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Robert Hardwick against the United States (H. Doc. No, 
878)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Robert L. Moore against the United States (H. Doc. No. 
379)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

5. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Elizabeth Lewis against the United States (H. Doc. No. 
880)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

6. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
tranmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
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of J. H. Carter against the United States (H. Doc. No. 381)— 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Ezekiah W. Walker against the United States (H. Doe. No. 
882)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p 8. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings by the court in the case 
of Henly Patton against the United States (H. Doc. No. 383)— 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
ease of O. S. Shannon, administrator of estate of William L. 
Mayfield, against the United States (H. Doc. No. 384)—to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Margaret E. Smith against the United States (H. Doc. No. 
885)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p 11. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by-the court in the case 
of Fannie C. Poynter, administratrix of estate of William L. 
Poynter, against the United States (H. Doc. No. 386)—to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of George Creel against the United States (H. Doc. No. 387)—to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law, in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop New York and 
Philadelphia Packet, Caspar Faulk, master (H. Doc. No. 388)— 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law, in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Hannah, Gerald 
Byrne, master (H. Doc. No. 389)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law, in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Lively, Michael 
Alcorn, master (H. Doc. No. 390)—to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for burial of indigent ex- 
soldiers, ex-sallors, or ex-marines dying at Hot Springs Hospital 
(H. Doe. No. 376)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 

ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. Doc. No. 375)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Christiana River, Delaware (H. Doc. No. 399)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Yahara River, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 398)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Shetucket River, Connecticut (H. Doc. No. 397)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Norwalk Outer Harbor, Connecticut (H. Doc. No. 
396)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed with illustrations. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Nansemond River, Virginia (H. Doc. No. 395)—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania (H. Doc. No. 394)—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Wilson Harbor, New York (H. Doc. No. 393) —to the Commit- 
tee on Riyers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


— 


25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
west fork of south branch of Chicago River (H. Doc. No. 392)— 
os ey Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 

26. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pasquotank River, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 391)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting schedules of papers pertaining to the Internal Revenue 
Service the preservation of which is unnecessary (H. Doc. No. 
8T4)—to the Select Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless 
Executive Papers and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4902) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Chilton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5123) for the relief of the heirs of Adele 
Fowler, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5895) for the relief of the estate of David H. 
Hays, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5396) for the relief of the estate of John W. 
McKissock, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5485) for the relief of Sabini Jones—Committee 
on g discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

a 

A bill (H. R. 5615) for the relief of Jonathan Morris, execu- 
tor of Jonathan Morris, deceased—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5764) for the relief of J. B. Chandler and D. B. 
Cox—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5769) for the relief of the personal representa- 
tives of the estate of Alexander Myers, deceased—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


A bill (H. R. 5819) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth 
Smith—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14697) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Crayne—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15488) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the estate of Robert B. Pearce, late of Sevier County, Ark.— 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14539) for the enactment of a veteran volunteer 
rolt—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14282) granting a pension to John Meehan— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14728) granting a pension to Emma A. Brown— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14730) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Burton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14768) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tha Miller—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bit (H. R. 6147) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Roberts—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and mie- 
morials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 15656) to provide for the 
inspection of nursery stock at ports of entry of the United 
States; to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to establish 
a quarantine against the importation and against the transpor- 
tation in interstate commerce of diseased nursery stock or 


nursery stock infested with injurious insects, and making an 
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appropriation to carry the same into effect—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 15657) 
fixing the salary of the surveyor-general of the State of South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15658) appropriating the 
sum of $35,000 to prevent a cut-off in the White River at Devalls 
Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 15659) to authorize the 
erection of a government post-office building at Waukesha, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 15660) providing for second 
homestead entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 15661) for acquiring a 
site and the erection of a federal building for the accommoda- 
tion of the United States subtreasury, United States federal 
courts, and other federal offices in the city of Boston, State of 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 15662) fixing the date 
for the assembling of the Congress—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 15663) to create the eighth 
judicial district of the supreme court of the Territory of New 
Mexico—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 15664) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across Rock River near Byron, Dl.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 15665) providing for the ap- 
pointment of deputy clerks to the United States circuit court of 
appeals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MeCREDIE: A bill (H. R. 15666) to provide a site 
and erect a public building at Aberdeen, Wash.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15667) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Hoquiam, Wash—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15668) to provide a site and erect a 
public building at Vancouver, Wash.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 15669) to extend the 
benefits of the act of June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of 
May 9, 1900, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who 
Served in the military or naval forces of the United States, 
their widows, minor children, or dependent parents, and the 
act of February 6, 1907, granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the civil war and 
the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 15670) for the construction of 
a lock and dam in the New River from Glen Lyn to the Kana- 
wha and thence to the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15671) to establish a tariff 
advisory board—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 15672) to make uniform the 
salaries of United States district attorneys and marshals in 
Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 15673) to provide for the 
refunding of cotton tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 15674) to provide for the 
appointment of five vice-admirals in the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 15675) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River and to establish 
it as a post-road—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 15676) to provide 
for the extension of the underground system of the City and 
Suburban Railway Company on North Capitol street, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15677) to amend an act approved July 1, 
1902, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act in rela- 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’ ap- 
proved February 28, 1898 ”—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15678) authorizing the 
President to appoint a professor of mathematics in the navy, 
etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 15679) for the erection of 
a public building at Ridgway, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 15680) for the enlargement 
of the federal building at San Jose, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 


By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 15681) providing for the 
construction of a dredge boat to be used upon the Ohio River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 15682) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public build- 
ing at Palo Alto, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 15683) to provide for the de- 
posit in the Treasury of the United States of moneys unclaimed 
by next of kin belonging to deceased inmates of the Naval 
Home, or derived from the sale of their personal effects, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15684) to provide for the retirement of 
officers of the United States Navy who are carried as additional 
numbers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15685) to amend section 183 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15686) for the relief of certain commis- 
sioned and warrant officers appointed while serving in the Regu- 
lar Army, Navy, or Marine Corps—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15687) to establish the grades of acting 
assistant paymaster in the United States Navy and acting 
second lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 15688) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
in the city of Georgetown, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15689) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
Eminence, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KENNEDY- of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15690) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Salem, in the State of 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15691) to provide for enlarging and im- 
proving the United States building at Canton, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 
181) authorizing the appointment of a clerk to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Resolution (H. Res. 187) for in- 
vestigation of offices of surveyor of customs and assistant 
1 States treasurer at St. Louis—to the Committee on 

es. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolution (H. Res. 188) requesting 
certain information of the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


By Mr. McCALL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 93) authoriz=~ 


ing the President of the United States to convey to the Gov- 
ernment of Italy the thanks of the Government of the United 
States for a certain valuable gift, ete.—to the Committee on 
the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 15692) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15693) granting an increase of pension 
to John G. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 15694) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rowland J. Welch—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15695) granting a pension to Margaret 
Metzgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15696) to correct the military record of 
William H. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 15697) for the relief of 
the Urton Lake reclamation project in New Mexico, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 15698) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna J. Magness—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15699) granting a pension to William S. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 15700) granting an inc ease 
of pension to Thomas M. Youngblood—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15701) granting an increase of pension to 
Johniker L. Mynatt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 15702) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Andrew Friend—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLBIGH: A bill (H. R. 15703) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joel Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15704) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 15705) granting a pension 
to Thomas Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15706) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15707) granting a pension to John F. 
Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 15708) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 15709) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel B. O. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 15710) granting a pension 
to Belle E. Secrist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 15711) for the relief of 
John Carr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 15712) for the 
relief of Gottlob Schlecht and heirs and iegal representatives 
of William Bindhammer and Valentine Brasch—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 15713) granting an increase of 
pension to Landon Sherrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 15714) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses Killinger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. a 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 15715) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 15716) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Baumgartel—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 15717) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugene F. Eberle—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15718) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur T. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 15719) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander J. Souden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 15720) for the relief of 
Alice R. Anderson, administratrix of the estate of Albert Bell, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


— By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 15721) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Hiram H. Terwilliger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 15722) granting an increase of 
pension to B. A. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 15723) granting an increase 
of pension to James Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15724) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Hester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15725) granting an increase of pension to 
James Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15726) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Klingensmith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 15727) granting an increase 
of pension to Newton C. Goad—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 15728) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to William C. Maxey the pay and 
allowance of a captain of infantry from July 1, 1863, to June 
10, 1865—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 15729) granting an increase 
of pension to David L. Trayer, alias Turner—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY (by request): A bill (H. R. 15730) for the re- 
lief and payment of certain officers late in the army of the 
Confederate States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 15731) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clayton Bargar—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 15782) granting 
an increase of pension to Ross M. Stephens—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15733) 
granting an increase of pension to Felix M. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15734) granting an increase of pension to 
Seneca W. Coffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15735) granting an increase of pension to 
J. E. Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15736) grant- 
ing a pension to Susan Higdon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15737) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin McCain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15738) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Thoroman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15739) granting a pension to Martin 
Zornes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15740) for the relief of D. M. 
Carman—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 15741) granting a pension 
to Samuel Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 15742) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Virnig—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15743) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Coultas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15744) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15745) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15746) granting an increase of pension to 
John Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15747) granting an increase of pension to 
Axel E. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Allgner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15749) granting an increase of pension to 
William Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15750) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Minster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill H. R. 15751) granting an increase of 
pension to William Novinger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15752) granting an increase of pension to 
Haryey Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 15753) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 15754) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna B. V. Heilman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15755) granting a pension to Annie Nel- 
ville—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15756) granting an honorable discharge 
to James Haggerty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 15757) granting an in-. 
crease of pension to Daniel D. Page—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 15758) granting a pension to 
Annie Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15759) granting 
an increase of pension to Mahlon F, Downing—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 15760) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Cavender—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15761) granting an increase of pension to 
Ben F. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 15762) granting an inerease 
of pension to George W. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15763) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Walden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15764) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion C. Skelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15765) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Allen Haden—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NYB: A bill (H. R. 15766) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan Colburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15767) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Noble—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, 


— 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15768) granting a pension to Harvey C. 
Munger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 15769) for the relief of John 
M. Corbin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bili (H. R. 15770) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lorin B. Ohlinger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15771) for the relief of Richard F. En- 
sey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 15772) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Zacheus B. Fifield—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15773) granting an increase of pension to 
W. J. Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15774) granting an increase of pension to 
James Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15775) for the relief of the McBride Elec- 
tric Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 15776) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Wentworth—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 15777) granting a pension 
to Kate Hostetler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15778) granting 
a pension to James A. Pendleton—to the Committee un Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15779) granting a pension to Robert P. 
Faubion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15780) granting an increase 
of pension to James S. Sines—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 15781) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Garvey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 15782) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Thuerwachter—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15783) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Bessett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15784) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin M. Parmelee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15785) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Winebrenner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15786) granting an increase of pension to 
George Cole—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15787) granting an increase of pension to 
John Phalen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 15788) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles O. Cleveland—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15789) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Jacobi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15790) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Meade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15791) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Straub—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 15792) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. Cleek—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15793) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. MeLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Petition of citizens of 
Clay County, Mo., for an appropriation to revet and improve 
the banks of the Missouri River adjacent to said county—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of James W. Gordon and 167 
others, for the survey and improvement of the harbor of Ogun- 
quit, Me.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petitions of Mounts Post, No. 424, 
Grand Army of the Republic, and G. W. Ball and others, of 
Sandusky, Ohio, favoring National Tribune pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Shreve Post, No. 209, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring National 
Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles G. Fisher—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Patrick Burton, 
previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Carrie N. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Eugene F. Eberle and Arthur T. Duncan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Cannon Falls Dry Goods Com- 
pany and others, of Cannon Falls, Minn., against parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Osceola County and 
Montcalm County, Mich., against legislation in reference to the 
observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of soldiers of civil war and residents of Gratiot 
County, Mich., fayoring the Sherwood pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Alice Anderson, administratrix of estate of Albert Bell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William H. Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
David C. Brewer and Jacob F. Reamer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. G. Burdick, secretary, etc., of Cuba, N. Y., 
fayoring the prisoners of war bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, in favor of the creation of a national department of 
public works, and for legislation favoring river and harbor im- 
provements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GORDON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Newton C. Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Lancaster County Historical 
Society, for enactment of H. R. 9140—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, petition of Stevens Post, No. 517, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam C. Maxey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Ross M. Stephens—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
J. D. Hays—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of John T. Starkey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

By Mr. KENDALL: Paper to accompnay bill for relief of 
Samuel Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of business men of Cokato, 
Howard Lake, Cass Lake, Litchfield, and Royalton, Minn., 
against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HELM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W. L. 
McCarty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: Petition of soldiers of Hamilton, III., 
and Isaac McManus Post, No. 446, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Keithsburg, Ill., for the National Tribune pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Josiah Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Capt. Joshua W. Sharpe 
Post, No. 371, Grand Army of the Republic, of Newville, Pa., 
favoring the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of S. D. McPherson and 9 other 
merchants of Greenfield, and H. C. Worcester and 13 other mer- 
chants of Roodhouse, III., against parcels-post legislation—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring the cultivation of closest relations, both of 
trade and commerce, with the Chinese people—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David H. Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of D. H. Shunklin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of National Society, Daughters of 
the American Revolution, for a military road from Yorktown 
to Jamestown, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of New York State Association of Postmasters, 
favoring a readjustment of the present scale of allowance for 
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clerk hire to third-class post-offices, and that the maximum as 
now fixed be abolished—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Horatio N. Warren, favoring H. R. 6274, for 
a volunteer officers’ retired list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. John Adams Bechtel, York Grange, 
Williamsburg, Va., for a military road from Yorktown to James- 
town, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, twelfth an- 
nual session, at Goldfield, Nev., for establishment of a national 
bureau of mines—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of The People of Maine, for an appropriation to 
raise the wrecked battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of James E. West, for larger appropriation for 
the playgrounds of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Garvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Cyrus Resler, Stockton, N. J., 
president of Stockton Dairymen’s Association, against proposed 
amendment to the oleo law—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, December 17, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
COMMITTEE RESIGNATION AND APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- 
munication : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., December 16, 1909. 


Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


My Dran Six: I hereby renew my resignation from the Committee 
on the Public Lands of the House of Representatives. 


Very respectfully, 
Espen W. MARTIN. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. Martin] will be relieved from service on 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. McCrepre] as a member of that committee. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL ARTS AND EXPOSITIONS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution (H. Res. 182) which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 182. 

Resolved, That rooms 270 and 272 in the House Office Building be. 
and the same are hereby, assigned to the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions, as additional quarters. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s resolution, but we have a rule of the House pro- 
yiding for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. This is not a legislative proposition. I do not 
know, and I think no one else knows, where a resolution of this 
kind would go if it were put in the basket and sent to a com- 
mittee. In other words, these matters have never been re- 
ferred to a committee, except to a special committee that was 
appointed once before. The Speaker has the authority to as- 
sign unoccupied space, but under a resolution forinerly passed 
by the House various rooms in the House Office Building were 
reserved for distribution to the Members. Every Member is 
provided with a room, some of them with rooms that were 
not covered by that resolution. The Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions have a room in the subbasement, and are 
now in actual occupation of these two rooms. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair may be indulged a moment, 
the Chair recognized the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
after consideration, to ask unanimous consent. There is in the 
mind of the Chair a clear distinction between unanimous con- 
sent for the convenience of the House, for its order of business, 
to limit debate, and many matters of practice and matters of 
legislation. It seemed to the Chair that if no unanimous con- 
sent were given touching the order of business and the con- 
venience of the House, the House would be greatly embar- 
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rassed; and the action of the House at the last session seemed 
to cover legislative propositions only. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the reso- 
lution, but I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois if 
these rooms are now occupied? > 

Mr. MANN. They are now occupied by this committee as a 
matter of fact, and do not deprive any Member of a room. 

Mr. SULZER. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Tilinois allow me to make a statement? . 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The object of the rule is to enable the 
House to perform its business in an orderly way. A unanimous- 
consent resolution of any kind does not carry out that argu- 
ment, because it does not give the opportunity for the prompt 
consideration of the subject-matter of the resolution, as is pro- 
vided for by the rules of the House. Now, in this particular 
instance there can be no injury done to anyone if this matter 
goes over until after the recess, because the gentlemen who 
want these rooms are now occupying them. I presume there 
will be no objection on the part of anyone in this House to this 
order. It is clear to my mind that this resolution, not only 
under the rules of this House, but under the law for the govern- 
ment of the Office Building, would go to the Rules Committee, 
and for that reason I think it is proper that it should pursue 
its regular course. Therefore I shall object. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Alabama will yield, 
the Chair desires to have clause 3 of Rule XIII read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After a bill which has been favorably reported shall haye been upon 
either the House or the Union Calendar for three days, any Member 
may file with the Clerk a notice that he desires that such bill be 
placed upon a special calendar, to be known as the “calendar of 
unanimous consent.” On days when it shall be in order to move to 
suspend the rules, the Speaker shall, immediately after the approval 
of the Journal, direct the Clerk to call the bills upon the — — — for 
unanimous consent. If objection be made to the consideration of any 
bill so called, it shall immediately be stricken from the calendar of 
unanimous consent, and it shall not thereafter be placed thereon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, after the reading of 
that I desire to ask the Chair a parliamentary question. Does 
the Chair rule under that provision, that resolutions have no 
place on the private calendar for unanimous consent? 

The SPHAKER. The Chair would not go as far as the gentle- 
man indicates, but, subject to the approval of the House, 
always, would be guided in his rulings so as to expedite the 
business and observe the intent of the rule. It is perfectly 
clear that clause 3 of Rule XIII, which has been read, refers 
to legislative propositions. The matter of the convenience of 
the House, the occupation of rooms by committees, the allow- 
ance of Members to be excused from committee seryice, as 
one was excused this morning, leaves of absence of Members, 
withdrawals of papers from the file rooms, opportunities to 
make personal explanations, extensions of time beyond the hour 
limit of debate, and practically numberless matiers that come 
up in the ordinary transaction of business touching procedure, 
seems to the Chair not to come, and could not from the reading 
of the rule come, within the intent of the rule. Such was 
not the intention of the House when it adopted that rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the Chair 
fully that many matters mentioned by the Chair do not come 
within the rule, but I desired to know whether the Chair held 
that these particular resolutions would not come within the 
rule to go on the unanimous-consent calendar. If the Chair 
holds that to be the law, I will not make objection. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution has never been referred to 
any committee or reported by any committee and is not on any 
calendar. It is a matter for the convenience of the Members 
of the House, the convenience of the committees, and it seems to 
the Chair proper to recognize the gentleman from Illinois to ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am not objecting to this 
particular resolution. I do not take issue with the Chair as 
to the convenience of the Members, but I do want to protest 
against any infringement being made on this rule for the govern- 
ment of the House. Now, if the Chair holds that this proposi- 
tion does not come within the rule, then I am willing to waive 
the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not believe that it comes 
within the rule, and the Chair desires to assure the gentleman 
from Alabama that the Chair is in hearty sympathy with the 
thorough enforcement of this rule, not only for the reasons 
stated by the gentleman from Alabama, which are sound, but 
also, if it may be proper for the Chair to so state, for the pro- 
tection of the Chair. 


— 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then under that statement of the case, 
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Maxx, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 3092. An act to grant authority to the Crosby Transporta- 
tion Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., to change the name of the 
steamer Naomi to E. G. Crosby. 

S. 4089. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River and to establish it as a post-road. 

The message also announced that the Vice-President had ap- 
pointed Mr. Srmmons and Mr. GALLINGER members of the joint 
select committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in 
the act of February 16, 1889, entitled “An act to authorize and 
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the executive 
departments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the In- 
terior Department. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4089. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River and to establish it as a post-road—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 3092. An act to grant authority to the Crosby Transporta- 
tion Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., to change the name of the 
steamer Naomi to E. G. Crosby—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of House Document No. 258, 
Sixty-first Congress, second session, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, was changed from the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 14464) making appropriation for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The motion was agreed to. è 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED in 
the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, when the com- 
mittee rose at the close of yesterday's session it was with the 
understanding that, with a certain amendment pending, we 
would take up the playgrounds paragraph of the bill, found 
at the bottom of page 37, beginning with line 20 and closing 
with line 25. I ask that it now be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been read, and is now 
open for consideration and amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I offered an amend- 
ment last night, which was read for the information of the 
committee, and a point of order was raised upon the para- 
graph. I now understand that the point of order will not be 
insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who reserved the point of order? 

Mr. BURLESON. I reserved the point of order for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the scope of the amendment. In view of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Foster], I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. And I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. MACON. My point of order is that there is no law 
authorizing a proposition of this kind to be carried in a regu- 
lar appropriation bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair desires to have 
anybody state the weakness of this point of order I would 
like to say a word, but if the Chair does not desire to hear 
argument I do not want to take up the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, an appropriation has been 
made specifically by the House to purchase land for play- 
grounds. Since that act was passed, every year there has been 
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an appropriation for these playgrounds, their maintenance and 
equipment, and therefore it seems to me that under the excep- 
tion of the rule which says an appropriation is in order if it is 
for the continuation of some work already in progress, this is 
clearly in order, because three playgrounds are clearly a public 
work which is in progress. They have been appropriated for 
every year since the land was purchased. Under the authori- 
ties, the building of bridges upon a road has been held to be a 
continuation of a work now in progress. The building of a 
ship has been held to be a continuation of a work now in 
progress. I think the closest analogy I found was for current 
repairs and improvements of the Botanical Gardens, which were 
held to be in order, and it seems to me that is practically upon 
all fours with this. There is also the manning and equipment 
of coast-survey vessels. That has been held to be the continua- 
tion of a work now in progress and to come under that excep- 
tion. It seems to be that the playgrounds for which the land 
has been purchased and which have been appropriated for 
specifically each year are clearly a work in progress for which 
Congress can appropriate this year, as it has eyery year. 

Mr. MANN rose. 
1 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 

nois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the Government had purchased 
a site for a building and new grounds it would not be in order 
upon an appropriation bill to provide for the construction of a 
building, but if the Government had constructed a building upon 
ground already owned by it, it would be in order to provide for 
the maintenance of the building, for the cleaning of the build- 
ing, and for the repair of the building. Now, a playground is 
not a building. That term means exactly what it says. It 
shows its purpose in its title. A playground is a playground, 
and when once acquired can be used and maintained without a 
building. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this paragraph 
now pending does not contemplate any building. 

Mr. MANN. I say, if this proposition contemplated a build- 
ing without authority of law, it would not be in order, but all it 
provides for is for repairs, equipment, and supplies. In the last 
appropriation act there was an item under the head “ Play- 
grounds” for the improvement and equipment of the George- 
town site, $5,000, As I understand it, we had already acquired 
the Georgetown site. There is a playground improved and 
equipped, and here is a proposition simply to carry on that work 
in the same way that we carry on the maintenance of a post- 
office building—clean it and sweep it, and provide it with janitor 
service and with heat and light. It does not require a special 
act of Congress to provide for this, except in an appropriation 
act making available the money. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that the appro- 
priation for this purpose that was carried in the appropriation 
bill two years ago was for the completion of the equipment of 
the playground that was then in course of progress. If that 
is true, then of course it was meant to complete it, and that 
ended the proposition. I have never understood that because 
the Government may have authorized under an appropriation 
bill an appropriation for the purpose of purchasing a play- 
ground that the burden was upon the Government forever after- 
wards to maintain that playground. It strikes me that the 
maintenance of it after the Government had purchased and com- 
pletely equipped it would rest somewhere else or else a spe- 
cial act would have to be passed authorizing the Government 
to maintain it after it had purchased and equipped it. 

Now, I do not make the point of order against this proposi- 
tion in a captious spirit. I am not against playgrounds for 
children, but I think the citizens of the city of Washington 
ought at least to pay for the maintenance of the playgrounds 
for their children if the citizens of the good little city that I 
hail from must create, equip, and maintain playgrounds for 
their children. If the citizens of the District of Columbia are 
willing to have playgrounds created, equipped, and maintained 
out of the revenues of the District, I certainly will not oppose 
the proposition, no matter how many are appropriated for, but 
I am eternally opposed to the proposition of taxing the citizens 
of the district that I have the honor of representing in order 
to provide playgrounds for the children of the citizens of this 
city. They have burdens enough to bear already, and they shall 
not be made to bear the burdens of others as long as it is in my 
power to prevent it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The question 
raised by this point of order is not whether the Government is 
compelled to maintain these playgrounds, but whether this pro- 
posed appropriation is in violation of the rule of this House 
against expenditures not previously authorized by law. There 
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is a notable exception to the rule, namely, in the case of the 
continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. There is no dispute that these 
playgrounds are already in progress or im operation. This bill 
proposes an appropriation for the repairs, equipment, and sup- 
plies for these playgrounds. In 1900, om December 30, when 
the Indian appropriation bill was under consideration, Mr. 
Josera G. Cannon, of Illinois, offered an amendment to equip 
vessels of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. The same point of 
order was made there that is made here, but Mr. BOUTELL, of 
Illinois, then in the chair, overruled the point of order, and eon- 
sidered the equipment as in continuation of a publie work al- 
ready in progress. 

Another case which has been cited and which seems to be 
directly in point is that of an appropriation for current repairs 
and improvements at the Botanic Gardens. A point of order 
was made against that upon the 22d of March, 1906, and it 
was held by the present occupant of the chair, then as now 
occupying the chair in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the. Union, that that was am appropriation in continua- 
tion of a public work. 

The Chair has no doubt that this proposed appropriation to 
which this point of order is made comes fairly within the excep- 
tion to the rule, and therefore oyerrules the point of order. 

Mr: FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, last evening I 
offered an amendment for the information of the House. I now 
offer it as an amendment to the proposed bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 21 and 22, page 37, all after the word “ play- 
grounds and insert: 

For maintenance, repairs, equipment, and supplies, $17,000." 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, in urging the 
adoption of this amendment I plead for the children of Wash- 
ington. To one familiar with the movement for playgrounds 
in our large cities, but unfamiliar with conditions here, the 
suggestion that any argument is necessary to show the wis- 
dom of such an appropriation as my amendment calls for 
would seem strange indeed; for this movement is the new 
century's recognition of the old truth that the child is father 
to the man. We are beginning to learn that in order to se- 
cure the best results in human life, the most lasting reforms in 
political and social conditions, we must turn to the children. 
However earnest and zealous and eager we may be in our efforts 
for the betterment of our fellows, the day is already far spent. 
The best service we can render is to aid in organizing the armies 
ef children on our side, and by assisting them to healthful 
bodies and trained minds and brave and generous hearts, enable 
them with the enthusiasm of youth to everwhelm the entrenched 
forces of disease and pauperism and crime. 

And so this new movement to provide the children in our 
large cities with the opportunity for wholesome, healthful, out- 
door play is one of far-reaching significance. Its whole purpose 
was set forth so well by Governor Charles E. Hughes in a recent 
address in the city of New York that I venture to quote from 
his words: 


The successful worker must have the spirit of play in his heart, and 
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in that effort which pro so much—not only for our cities, but, 
because of our interdependence, for the country as a whole. 

A year ago Congress for a second time refused to appropriate 
in an adequate manner for the maintenance of these play- 
grounds. When we explained the various items that made 
up the sum asked for and showed the absolute necessity for 
wise supervision where hundreds of children were gathered to- 
gether we were laughed at by Members of the House. They 
seemed to forget that practically every gathering of grown-up 
boys, whether it be a game of baseball or a political meeting, 
or a conference of reformers, is carefully policed. ‘These dis- 
tinguished Members who opposed the appropriation then could 
see no necessity for “supervised play.” With all the respect 
due them, I submit that they were not abreast of the times, 
To show them how they are looked upon by men outside of Con- 
gress let me quote from Mr. George E. Johnson, superintendent 
Pittsburg Playground Association: 

2 8 

radox. e ra 0 0 
ae —— l 1 —.— in the min ot nome th tion 1 Why 
t 
i W. hin th ly debated in 
Fangreze and an sypropriation Pr, or playgrounds was defeated on the 
I was Pen che cat one one ven the distinguished ined 8 
said, Lou might as well try to teach fishes to swim as children to 


pla; 
vieh, honorable gentleman was rente, quite right, so far as he under- 
stood what he was talking about. I have much sympathy with those 
who note —— Foc — ve our tber t to educate the child we have taken 
from him his tive, who eb rag to further encroachment u the 
sacred domain ET chil fidhood. Ba the e of that debate show an 
— — lack of 5 at much — 8 hes whole question. 


Of all things, g to restore 
initiative to the child. ee —— 4 or Dlg * — he advocates 
supervisi mld there be all this sacred protection of the 


advocate that a mother sho not Se the appetites 
or their hours There is an instinct for clean- 

in animals Would gen- 
iane ip aE that a mother should not supervise the of 
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for handling, for destroying? But these are a young child’s plays. 
Fee | has always been IN has piveye heen taught. Why? A 
bi is taught its song kind. A schoolboy of mine 
reared a young robin and taught it to whistle. It would sing various 
notes, but never once gave the call of a robin. There are authentic 
eases of young birds that learned to sing the song of foster pacan and 
remained apparently ignorant of*the call of their les. song r- 
row that was raised by goldfinches sang like a goldfinch and never like 
a song sparrow. Some English starlings imported into this count 
a few years ago have changed their song from that of their lis! 
ancestors to one almost like that of the purple grackle with which 
they sometimes associate. 
* * * * * * . 

Why teach a child to play? One might as well ask why teach a 
child at all. Play was the mother of education. Species and races 
have advanced * as they have played. Nay! as they 
have taught ge With wha rfectly adapted and entrancing steps 
does play still lead the young child unto knowledge and efficiency! And 
when finally he is taken into the school, his education is effective pro- 
portionately as it pase inspiration and force from the t stream 
of humanity, which vastly more than the individual himself deter- 
mines the es of each individual life. To try to educate children 
otherwise is to fly in the face of the immutable purpose of God himself, 
which he has revealed to us in the story of evolution. 


But the failure of Congress to appropriate the necessary 
money did not deprive the children of their playgrounds. For- 
tunately they had more friends outside the House of Repre- 
sentatives than in that body. The Washington Playground As- 
sociation took up their cause. I can not refrain from calling 
attention to the disinterested service of two members of that 
association, Mr. Arthur ©. Moses and Mr. James E. West. It 
was due in no small measure to their energy and devotion and 
industry and persistency that some $12,000 were raised for the 
little folks of the city. Nine playgrounds were maintained. 
In spite of the fact that they were not opened until the very 
last of June, the total attendance of children during the sum- 
mer season was 339,032. The average daily attendance was 
4,437, and the average daily attendance on each of the 9 play- 
grounds was 493. 

To show you what the mothers think of “supervised play,” 
I have asked Mr. West to let me read a few of the hundreds 
of appreciative letters received by him. Here they are: 


808 G STREET SE., 
Washington, D. C., October 22, 1909. 
Mr. JAMES E. WEST 


2 
Secretary Washington Playgrounds Association. 
Dran Sin: I write to you to let you know what a “godsend” the 
Dlayaround at Virginia avenue has been to me this past summer. 
very summer before my four little children were sick, but this year 
3 kept well and strong and no doctor's bill. 
me of the children has been sick since she was 8 months old, and the 
doctor said she would not be able to live in Washington through the 
summer, but, thanks to the playground, she has kept real well all 
summer. 
Being heartily in favor of playgrounds and wishing the association 
to know the t was to me, I re n, 
Yours, truthfully, 
Mrs. H. W. Boypen. 


816 L Srruer SE., September 25, 1909. 
Mr. W. 


EST: 

Washington Playgrounds Association. 

Dran Sin; I desire through this means to congratulate you and 
others associated with you on the successful manner in which you 
have conducted the playgrounds in my vicinity, viz, southeast Wash- 
ington. They have in every way been a material benefit, not only to 
the children but their parents as well. 585 orderly and the best 
of attention by the instructors. The several athletic meets of the 
different playgrounds have not only tended to excite a friendly rivalry 
among the children, but has caused them to pay more than ordinary 
attention to instructions given them and to appreciate the value of 
the work being done by the Playgrounds Association, of which any 
citizen should proud and support heartily. 

As for the instructors, for attention and devotion to their work, 
in my mind, they do not err. ers something new and novel in 
the way of games and pleasant pastimes has been provided for the 
children. They seem to never tire, and the children themselves seem 
devoted to them. I do hope the people of the city of Washington will 
appreciate the work you are doing and lend you every assistance to 
pon the welfare of the children of the city and their rents. 

efore the organization of the playgrounds mothers would ask, 
“Where is my child?” Don't know. Consequence, worry until the 
child is found. Now it is, “ Where is my child?” On the playground. 
Peace of mind and contentment. Let the good work go on. 


Respectfully, 
3 Mrs. ALONZO ADAMS. 


OCTOBER 8, 1909. 
Miss BAKER. : 

DEAR FRIEND: I am sorry that the playground will soon close, 
as my children have enjoyed the pleasures that were offered, have often 
come home with rosy cheeks. 

I think it a beautiful place, for there are such nice, shady trees. We 
nope that we will be offered the same pleasure next summer. 

his playground is fine, for it keeps children off the streets, and 

parents know where to find them. The fancywork which is taught the 

ris I think it very good and useful for to employ their mind better 
ban to sit around idle. 

Thanking all for your kindness, I remain, 

Mrs. C. OCKERSHAUSEN, 
82 L Street NW. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 21, 1909. 
Mr. James E. WEST 


Secretary Washington Playgrounds Association 
Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. West: I will write you a short letter umeya about 
the payee: I think my children have had better health this apart 
they have ever had, and they enjoyed the playeroun I 
e playground 


did do her — 2 2 them, I think 
Yours, respectfully, 


Mr. James E. WEST, 
Secretary Washington Playground Association, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sır: I have five children who go to the Garfield Park play- 
ground, and I appreciate it very much, as well as others do. I feel 
satisfied when they are there. My husband and I see a great differ- 
ence in the children’s health. They look better since they have been 
going to the playground. 


Mrs. A. M. COULTER. 


Mrs. WHITE. 


Mr. James E. West, 
Secretary Washington Playground Association, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: This is the first year I ever allowed my three little girls 
to visit or take any part in the playground games, but it certainly will 
not be the last, as I think the playgrounds are of great benefit to the 

arents as well as the children. My little ones have always had a 
arge yard to play in, and I thought that was all that was necessary 
but they begged so hard to attend the Garfield Park playground that i 
1 consented to let them go, and I will never regret it, as they are 
healthier children by far. This is my experience, and I have not bene- 
fited near so much as some of the parents who have babies and who 
are always afraid to trust them out in the parks for fear somethin, 
might happen to them. 3 the poor little things suffer 
immensely, as the mothers of such babies are hard-working women and 
not able to have a nurse for their children. But if all playgrounds are 
as safe for children and as worthy of praise as is the Garfield Park 
playground (I am sure they are), no mother need fear letting her chil- 


dren go to them. 
Yours, respectfully, Mrs. G. W. HUMMER, 
508 First Street SE. 


OCTOBER 22, 1909. 


The playgrounds haye been a source of comfort to us because of the 
safety of our children from the numerous accidents incident to street 
playing, and have been very helpful in making them robust and strong. 

GEORGE W. NAIRN, 
61 K Street NW. 


I want you to know what outsiders think of the work done 
by these playgrounds during the summer just passed, and so 
I quote from one thoroughly competent to judge, Mrs. Richard 
Fay Jackson, formerly supervisor kindergarten department of 
Pittsburg playgrounds : 


Having seen the playground work in the cities of Boston and Pitts- 
burg, it has been most interesting to observe some of the conditions of 
the work in Washington. I have been impressed in Washington by 
the beauty of the parks and playgrounds. The children seem very 
responsive and appear to make the most of the opportunities that surely 
they need as future citizens. They play in a quiet, orderly way, with no 
rough language or destruction of material. There seemed to be the 
real spirit of play, bringing with it all the health, pleasure, and profit 
which that means to children who would otherwise become lawless upon 
the streets. City children are so limited in space for the right kind 
of play that they are bound to fet into mischief unless they are given 
what really belongs to every child, a proper place to play, and in public 
places some one to look after them. Recognition of the needs of the 
children be in closely built localities demands insight and knowl- 
edge of ee jons and has its effect upon them physically, mentally, 
and morally. 

When children play under proper supervision in these 3 
they learn many things, and perhaps the best knowledge is, to abide 
by the law; that everything saves money in other directions. Good 
playgrounds are real economy for any city, to say nothing of being one 
of the best investments. Well-paid directors are very necessary. Well- 
organized work such as is already started in Washington may be as 
simple as any association wishes to keep it. 

the work in other cities is more advanced, but nowhere have I seen 
a finer spirit than has carried on the work this summer. It has been 
a privilege to have come in touch with it. I have never seen such 
beautiful playgrounds. The idea of keeping them open all day until 
dark is splendid. The very practical ideas that have been advanced 
and tried show that the work is a real need of the city. There is a 
vast difference between suggesting the way children play and forcing 
them to enjoy things the way some one else thinks best. There is noth- 
ing finer than to see them playing joyously and naturally. The suc- 
cessful director knows how to suggest things so that the children will 
respond at once. The results of that sort of work can be seen by the 
observer who appears un tedly. This was demonstrated well at 
Garfield Park when I visited there. 

At all of the playgrounds they seemed happy and well cared for, 
especially in the way of equipment. It was a pleasure to see the 
mothers enjoying the playgrounds also. The spirit of fairness was 
very noticeable. If any organization is to grow, all the workers should 
assemble frequently to promote spontaneity and cooperation. The 
Washington playgrounds are doing valuable work that should be sup- 
ported gewen and not bring burden and responsibility spon a few. 

uch vital work that builds strong foundations for the future should 

receive proper recognition, and we have much to be proud of in the 

22 that have worked so untiringly to give the project a practical 
s. 


In making this plea for the children of Washington I speak 
in behalf of the entire country, for the people of the United 
States, whom we represent here, are interested in every detail 
of their national capital. They are not satisfied that it shall 
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be a good city; they want it to be the best. They wish it to 
be the city beautiful. And, above all, they wish to see it a 
well-governed city, because it is the only city in the Republic 
which is governed by Congress. They wish to see model condi- 
tions throughout the city. They are not satisfied that its 
schools shall be simply good schools. They are not satisfied 
that they should be better schools than are found in some other 
localities. They insist that its schools should be the best; that 
they should be models for every other city in the land. And 
they desire that Congress, as the governing body of the city, 
should enact such legislation from time to time as shall enable 
the city to lead and not to follow in all the modern movements 
for the improvement of urban life. So I am making no exag- 
gerated statement when I say that the people of the United 
States are earnestly in fayor of our taking such action respect- 
ing the protection, the education and training, the physical and 
the mental development of the children of Washington as we 
would take for the children in our own communities. And 
therefore, in behalf of the good people of the land, I urge this 
appropriation of $17,000 for the maintenance and equipment of 
these playgrounds for the children of Washington. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman please explain to the 
committee what he means by the term “equipment,” and 
whether or not in the use of that term he includes the equip- 
ment which is provided for in the two paragraphs following 
the paragraph to which the gentleman has proposed an amend- 
ment, namely, the bathing pool or swimming pool, the shower 
baths, and so forth? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. In reply to the question of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I would say that 
my amendment does not include the items provided for in the 
two following paragraphs. They carry appropriations for what 
might properly be called “ permanent construction.” The term 

Beg penny in my judgment, embraces such games, swings, 

and gymnastic apparatus as is usually found on public Send 
grounds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit one more 
question there we will know where the issue is. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does your amendment contemplate an ap- 
propriation for the maintenance and equipment of playgrounds 
not owned by the Goyernment or by the District of Columbia, 
or is it limited to the maintenance of those owned by the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It calls for an appropriation of 
$17,000 for the maintenance and equipment of playgrounds in 
the city. 

Mr. LONGWORTH and Mr. BURLESON rose. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I yield first to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I merely want to ask wherein the 
amendment offered by the gentleman this morning differs from 
that read yesterday for information. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It differs simply in the amount of 
appropriation and the suggestion that I made in connection with 
the amendment. I stated in offering the amendment last night 


that if that amendment were adopted, which carried $22,000, 1 


would ask that the two following paragraphs in the bill be 
stricken out, 

Mr, MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BURLESON] first. 

Mr. BURLESON. I desire to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: The gentleman is aware of the fact that the appropriation 
bill of 1908 carried an item of $10,000 for completing the equip- 
ment of these playgrounds which have been purchased by the 
Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 1907. 

Mr. BURLESON. 1907. 

‘Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly; but we appropriate 
money for schoolhouses—— 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield there in order 

that we may get that statement correct? 

4 Mr. FOSTER of Verment. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. PARSONS. The gentleman from Texas does not cor- 
rectly state the provision in the appropriation bill for 1907. 
That provision reads thus: “ For maintenance, supervision, and 
completing equipment of outdoor playgrounds, $5,000.” 

Mr. BURLESON. I accepted the statement of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that it was 1907. My recollection was 


it was 1908. In 1908 there was an item of $10,000 for com- 
pleting the equipment of playgrounds. 

Mr. PARSONS. I will read the appropriation bill for 1908 
and again correct him. There were two provisions in that bill 
for 1908; that is, the bill passed in 1908. The first was “For 
completing equipment of outdoor playgrounds, $1,500.” 


Mr. BURLESON. That is what I thought. 

Mr. PARSONS. “For grading, planting hedges, trees, and 
other improvements at Rosedale site, $5,000.” 

Mr. BURLESON. I thought the item provided for com- 
pleting the equipment. 

Mr. PARSONS. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the 1908 bill provided nothing for main- 
tenance. 

All that is provided for in the 1907 bill for maintenance 
was included in the same provision that provided for complete 
equipment. 

Mr. BURLESON. _ I did not ask the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Foster] anything about maintenance. I asked him if he 
was aware of the fact that an appropriation had been made for 
completing equipment of playgrounds provided by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I will yield to the gentleman, and 
then I desire to make my statement, so that the committee may 
understand just what we are asking. After I have completed 
my statement I shall be glad to answer any questions. In the 
meantime, Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to continue for twenty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Foster] asks unanimous consent to continue for twenty min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to know what the gentleman means 
by the word “ maintenance?” 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That is the general term that is 
used to cover all the expenses of keeping these playgrounds 
open. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does it include salaries? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It includes all salaries. 

Mr. MADDEN. Could maintenance be so construed as to 
cover salaries? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. I think that is the 
general term used in other cities. It covers the salaries of 
supervisors and custodians. 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me it would apply only to the 
keeping up of the equipment. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think it is broad enough to 
cover salaries and all necessary expenses, 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. -FOSTER of Vermont. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SULZER]. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to know from the gentleman if 
the amount carried in his proposed amendment is sufficient to 
maintain the playgrounds for the children in the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I believe that it would do it in a 
very satisfactory manner, although it is not as much as we 
would like. 

Mr. SULZER. Just another question. Does the amendment 
of the gentleman contemplate the purchase of new playgrounds? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. This paragraph does not con- 
template the purchase of any new playgrounds. 

Mr. SULZER. In conclusion, I just want to say that I am 
very much in favor of these children’s playgrounds, and I think 
they ought to be properly maintained. I am with the friends 
of the children in this matter. In fact, I think we ought to 
acquire more playgrounds for the children in the District of 
Columbia. I shall vote that way now or hereafter. Let us help 
the children. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. BOWERS, The gentleman’s amendment contains the 
word “maintenance,” which is not in the language of the bill, 
and the object of that amendment, as I take it, is to authorize 
the expenditure of money for salaries for supervision and the 
like? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman state what proportion of 
the amount his amendment carries is proposed to be expended in 
that way? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I will come to that in a few mo- 
ments. I will not undertake to be too definite about it, but I 
will state it as definitely as I can, or have the gentleman from 
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New York [Mr. Parsons] do so, who is perhaps better posted 
on that question than I am. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for this current year the citizens of the 
city of Washington raised $8,000 for the purpose of maintain- 
ing and carrying on these playgrounds. This sum of $8,000 
does not include the returns from the baseball games that were 
had for the benefit of the playgrounds, but it represents the ab- 
solute direct contributions of the people of Washington for this 
noble and deserving work. They are willing to contribute the 
same amount for next year. They are willing to have it in- 
creased, but they desire that this amount, the city’s moiety of 
the $17,000 asked for in my amendment, be raised by taxation 
and come out of the general fund. They wish to avoid the 
trouble and annoyance of raising it by private subscription or 
by private enterprise when they ask that the United States 
Government pay one-half of this amount of $17,000 for this en- 
terprise, which is now recognized throughout the length and 
breadth of the land as a proper municipal work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Vermont, then, 
accept this amendment? Add after the word “ dollars,” “ which 
sum shall be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. You mean the whole sum? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly; from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, in return, I will ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if his committee 
would accept my amendment thus modified? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We will accept the $17,000 if you will add 
to it the provision that the expenditure shall be made out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; we will do it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We can end this controversy right here. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, I offer this as an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vermont. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “ dollars“ the words “which sum shall be paid 
wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Vermont. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont as amended, 

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I was deprived 
of the opportunity of making my speech [laughter], and I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of works to provide for the preliminary treat- 

*otomac water b. 
ened Penta connected therewith, 3.00 0 Bee te ee ant 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, not factiously, but in order to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] how many kinds of asphalt are 
used here in paving? 

Mr. ‘TAYLOR of Ohio. My recollection is, and I believe it is 
correct, that there are two kinds used here; that is, sheet asphalt 
and asphalt blocks or bricks. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is not what I mean. I 
understood that there were three kinds of asphalt—the poor 
grade, better, and the best. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. You mean three kinds used in pay- 
ing? I suppose there are a hundred kinds. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understood that there are per- 
haps three kinds in the market. Do you know which of those 
qualities is used in the paving here in the city of Washing- 
ton? That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. All I can say is that I am informed 
that they use the best quality of Trinidad asphalt. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman; my colleague 
from Michigan has called attention to a matter that I would 
like to say a word about on another line. The statement was 
made here yesterday, and not controverted, that on Pennsyl- 
vania avenue where the grade has been changed and where it 
has been resurfaced within the last two years, it was already 
in bad condition and had been repeatedly patched. I am 
authorized by the engineer commissioner to say that not one 
single foot of the raised surface portion of Pennsylvania 


avenue has been touched in any way for betterment; it is 
wholly that part where it was not resurfaced. It is due the 
commissioners I should make this correction, and particularly 
to the contractors, who were undoubtedly unintentionally mis- 
represented yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


cep! as have been or may hereafter be 

employed from without the District of Columbia and who shall be 
specifically designated by the board of education: And also provided 
her, That hereafter no = than seven teachers oe promoted 


Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order upon the paragraph. 
I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if 
this further proviso is a new proposition in the bill? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state some of the details of the situation. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it will be re- 
membered that there was considerable of a controversy in this 
Chamber over increasing the salaries of teachers, and as 
an outcome there was a very material increase all along the 
line, and a certain provision made for longevity pay. One 
feature of that bill was understood by the board of education 
to be that the board could employ teachers outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—for instance, experienced teachers in physics, 
or belles-lettres, or mathematics, or any other study—and bring 
them in here at such price as might be determined and mutually 
agreed upon. Under this law it was contended that every 
teacher employed from without the District, whatever his length 
of service elsewhere or his capability, would have to begin at 
$1,000 and work up year by year under the longevity-pay sys- 
tem, until in the course of time he would reach the maximum. 
That contention was taken on appeal to the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, and it was there decided that the law 
was mandatory; that when a teacher was brought in from the 
outside he must receive the maximum longevity pay for the 
length of time he served elsewhere. That was believed to be 
contrary to the letter and spirit of the law, both. This is to 
correct that. 

Mr. MANN. You said a moment ago that he had to commence 
at $1,000? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Under the provision of the 
law. This was designed to correct that which was believed to 
be in the law before. The court has ruled otherwise, and the 
board has no discretion in the appointment of a teacher. It 
simply must pay according to what is construed to be the law, 
allowing the maximum longevity pay, whatever mutual agree- 
ment might otherwise have been made. 

Mr. MANN. That is a ridiculous law that ought to be 
amended. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is what this provision is 
intended to do. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. STERLING rose. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I desire to add to my state- 
ment in reference to the whole paragraph, and then I will hear 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Another feature of the paragraph is that the teachers here 
in the District who are beneficiaries of the increases of salary 
shall get what benefits arise under the longevity provision in 
the course of their teaching year by year; in other words, that 
they shall not pass two promotions or advances in pay at one 
and the same time. The superintendent said that everybody 
was satisfied with the increase in pay. 

Now it is proposed to throw a blanket—if I may use that 
term—oyer all of the teachers in the District who have been 
serving here and to cover them under the provisions of the 
longevity-pay increase. This is designed to prevent that. Let 
me say at this point that the longevity pay of the teachers this 
year is more than 50 per cent of the entire pay of the teachers 
of the District twenty years ago, and is increasing every year. 
The time will soon be here when the longevity pay alone will 
amount to more than was paid all of the teachers in the District 
twenty years ago, if this provision obtains. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman may have 
touched upon the point that I have in mind. If so, I do not get 
the meaning of his remarks. I do not understand the purpose 
of the last proviso on page 45. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman please 
read it? 

Mr. STERLING. The second proviso in that paragraph pro- 
vides that teachers hereafter employed may be placed in 
group A and receive only such longevity increase as the board 
of education may, in its discretion, determine. 

That is one proviso. Then the next proviso is: 

That the foregoing shall not be construed to apply to any teacher 
wee r guon as have been or may hereafter be employed from without 

I should like to ask the gentleman a question about that. 
The longevity increase depends upon the number of years of 
experience in teaching, as I understand it. Might not a teacher 
from outside the District who has been teaching five years get 
more pay than one who has been teaching in the District for 
ten years? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That would happen under any 
conditions. 

Mr. STERLING. What is the purpose of discriminating 
against teachers in the District? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There is no discrimination in 
fact. The superintendent of schools stated emphatically that 
the teachers were entirely satisfied with the increase of pay 
as provided in the bill on this floor three or four years ago. 
Now, the first provision of the bill is to enable the board of 
education to employ outside teachers, and not feel that they 
are bound hand and foot by the law, as school boards do every- 
where else. The teachers here that were in the schools when 
the law was passed were entirely satisfied with the provisions 
then made. They are the beneficiaries of the longevity pay, 
as they move forward year by year in length of service. 

This seeks to avoid a retroaction, and at the same time to give 
them the benefit of the years of service already rendered. Your 
committee believes that to do otherwise is neither in accordance 
with the letter nor spirit of the law, and, furthermore, is not 
required on the ground either of justice or liberality. 

Mr. STERLING. Suppose the school board should desire to 
make a contract with one of the teachers already engaged in 
the District schools. Under the law would they be deprived of 
doing so, except along the lines of longevity increase? 

Mr, GARDNER of Michigan. I do not see that any contract 
is necessary if a teacher is already in the service. 

Mr. STERLING. It seems to be necessary in bringing in new 
teachers into the District. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly; they are already 
without. You have to do that in every public school in the 
country. 

Mr. STERLING. Why should they get more credit under the 
longevity-increase provision than teachers who have been teach- 
ing here in the District perhaps twice as long? It seems to me 
it is a discrimination in fayor of the teachers coming from 
abroad. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The very design of the preced- 
ing paragraph is to prevent that discrimination. Now, as con- 
strued by the supreme court of the District, there is no choice 
on the part of the board. They must make the discrimination ; 
but if this passes, the board will be able to correct it in so far as 
may be, and not be compelled to give the full longevity pay that 
a teacher may have earned elsewhere, but may secure his sery- 
ices at such price as may be agreed upon, which would be good 
business anywhere else. 

Mr. STERLING. I will not offer to amend, and I defer to 
the judgment of the committee on that point; but it does not 
seem to me exactly fair treatment to the teachers of the Dis- 
trict, as I view this provision. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Your committee have felt it 
was a proper thing to do under all the circumstances, and they 
are united and earnest in regard to this provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Longevity pay: Longevity pay for director of intermediate instruc- 
tion, supervising principals, supervisor of manual training, principals 
of the normal, high, and manual training schools, heads of depart- 
ments, director and assistant director of primary instruction, directors 
and assistant directors of drawing, physical culture, music, domestic 
science, domestic art, and kindergartens, teachers, clerks, librarians 
and clerks, and librarians to be paid in strict conformity with the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act to fix and regulate the salaries of 
teachers, school officers, and other employees of the board of education 
of the District of Columbia,“ approved June 20, 1906, $280,000. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the 
bill for information as to this increase of $70,000 over the 
appropriation for last year. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is simply following the 
provision of the law to which reference has already been made. 

Mr. MACON. The last appropriation was $210,000, and this 
appropriation is $280,000, an increase of $70,000. Does the 
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gentleman think that the same rate of increase will continue 
under this law from year to year? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Not indefinitely perhaps, but 
it will increase for some time to come. As I said before, the 
time is coming, and not very far distant, when the longevity 
pay will equal all that was paid to teachers in the District 
twenty years ago. We have increased now in the last ten 
years from $853,000 to $1,666,000, and $280,000 of that is for 
longevity pay. That has increased, as I say, and will continue 
to increase annually for some time to come. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman have any idea about what 
the limit of it will be? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not tell. That question 
was asked the superintendent and he was unable to state. I 
may say that we unloosed a pretty large indefinite appropria- 
tion when we passed the longevity act. 

Mr. MACON. I think that is true, Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Medical . Twelve medical inspectors of public schools, four 
of whom shall be of the colored race, at $500 each, $6,000: Provided, 
That said inspectors shall be ings ae the commissioners only after 
competitive examination, and shall have had at least five years’ experi- 
ence in the practice of medicine in the District of Columbia, and shall 
perform their duties under the direction of the health officer and ac- 
cording to rules formulated from time to time by him, which shall be 
2 to the approval of the board of education and the commis- 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a question. I would like to know if the number of 
medical inspectors provided for in the bill is the number re 
quested by the commissioners? > 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is; we gave them the cur. 
rent law. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary repairs to and changes in plumbing in existing school 
8 $40,000. A detailed statement shall be submitted to Con- 
gra of the expenditure of the foregoing sum, and for the fiscal year 

911 estimates shali be submitted in detail as to the particular school 
buildings requiring unusual repairs of and changes in plumbing. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill a question. Reading from the last District appropria- 
tion bill, I find this paragraph, corresponding to the one under 
consideration: 

A detailed statement shall be submitted to Congress of the expendi 
ture of the foregoing sum for the fiscal year 1910, and estimates shal) 
be submitted in detail as to the particular school building requiring te 
have repairs and change in plumbing. 

I would like to ask whether that provision has been complied 
with? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That provision was before us 
and in compliance with the law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Setting out how the money was ex- 
pended? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
about each particular school. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does it require $50,000 a year to make 
the changes in plumbing in the schoolhouses in the city of 
Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It has for some time. Many 
of the buildings are old and have plumbing that was put in 
years ago in the old style and they have become insanitary. 
We hope to conclude this unusual expense within a year or two. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then the gentleman hopes the item 
will cease before long? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 


Not only that, but we inquired 


Surely ; that is the understand- 
ing. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of apparatus and for extending the equipment of 
the physics department in the Central, Eastern, Western, and M Street 
high schools, $1,000. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice, on page 56, a recommendation of the commis- 
sioners, under “ miscellaneous expenses of schools,” an item of 
$1,000 for the enforcement of the child-labor law. I notice that 
has been omitted. Can the gentleman from Michigan tell us 
on what ground it was omitted? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This is now being paid from the 
contingent fund and ought to continue to be paid from that fund. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is it not a specific expenditure that has to 
be met every year by the commissioners? 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; but it can be paid out of 
the contingent fund, as many other matters are. 

Mr. TAWNEY., I will say to the gentleman that if the com- 
missioners’ estimate had been allowed, it would have increased 
the total of the contingent fund just that amount. It is a com- 
mon practice for the departments to take something out of 
the contingent fund and ask that it be appropriated for spe- 
cifically. If we had granted a specific appropriation for that 
purpose, of course to that extent it would have increased the 
contingent fund that much. Now, they have heretofore paid 
this out of the contingent fund, and will continue to pay it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is it not wise to cut down the contingent 
fund that amount and appropriate for this specifically? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it may take more and it may take less. 
It is an expenditure that can not be accurately estimated like 
other contingent expenses. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then the gentleman states that it will be 
paid out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it will be paid out of the contingent 
fund, as heretofore. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

School buildings authorized and 8 for herein shall be 
constructed with all doors intended to be used as exits or entrances 
opening outward, and each of said buildings ha’ in excess of eight 
rooms shall have at least four exits. No part of any appropriatio 
carried in this act shall be used for the ce of I in 
building unless all outside d doors thereto used as peg or entrances 
open outward and be kept unlocked every school day from one-half hour 
before until one-half hour after school hours. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of great regret 
for me to state that in my opinion Congress has been parsi- 
monious in making appropriations for the welfare and educa- 
tion of school children in the city of Washington. 

The United States Census Bulletin of 1906, entitled “ Statis- 
tics of cities having a population of over 30,000; general table 
No. 32,“ contains the following table, which shows that in that 
year the city of Washington stood fifty-third in the percentage 
of the amount of money devoted to schools out of the total 
municipal expenditure: 

“Per cent distribution o ‘or 
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I am well aware that what is done by the District of Colum- 
bia Committee does not affect constituencies in the United 
States, for little is ever publicly said of what is being accom- 
plished by that committee and the bills that affect its interests, 
but I do not believe that there is any Member of this Congress 
from any constituency, whether in a great city or whether in 
the country, who can fail to be interested in the welfare of 
the children that are growing up here, and I believe that it is 
time for some expression to be given to the fact that in this, 
the capital of the Nation, less care and attention is given aad 
less money appropriated by Congress, which is the only body 
invested with authority to care for local wants, than would be 
given by the smallest town represented here. 

The fact that the population is divided, two-thirds being 
white and one-third colored, has been recognized in the appoint- 
ment of the members of the board of education. For some time 
it has been deemed proper for the board of education, consist- 
ing of nine members, to be represented by six white and three 
colored citizens because of this division in the population of the 


city. 

The census of 1900 shows: 
Total ation of Washington, D. C. 278, 718 
Total ae PURER ree ee ree ee S Tae 
Per cent negro_______ EOE SAL TES EAE, 31 


The population of the District of Columbia in 1900 was 
278,718 as against a population in 1890 of 230,392. On the 
basis of this increase the population of the District of Colum- 
bia in December, 1909, must be approximately 325,000, of which 
about 100,000 is negro, or 32.5 per cent. 

The total population of school age (5 to 20 years, inclusive), 
according to the United States census of 1900, is as follows: 


aT Re erase Ee rat Ce er ae ae ent per ele ots te N jf F's tS 


Sk re ee TS ee 


— D per SITTE tothe ene ein nee ate ere ere ee 

The whole number of pupils enrolled in the public schools of 
the District of Columbia during the school year ending June 
30, 1909, is as follows: 


Per cent. 


Total for day schools .............- 
Night schools 


SSS 


88,785 | 19,599 | 58, 384 


In 1900 there were 55,885 persons from 6 to 17 years of age, 
inclusive, in the District of Columbia, of whom 18,178 were 
negro. On a similar basis there probably are at the present 
time about 65,000 of these persons, of whom about 21,000, or 
81 per cent, are negro. 

It is entirely unnecessary to argue that the principle of the 
American school system is that the State shall offer exactly 
the same educational opportunities to all children, and there 
should be no departure from this rule in the city of Washing- 
ton. Nothing has ever been so insistently demanded by the 
people as that equal privilege should be accorded to all children, 
irrespective of their position in life or their race, color, or re- 
ligion. To suggest for an instant that colored children should 
not receive equal facilities with the white children would be 
to start a doctrine repulsive to the best-thinking people of the 
entire United States, both North and South. 

During the close of the Sixtieth Congress, and on March 2, 
1909, I called attention in a speech to what appeared to me to 
be an oversight. In the appropriation bill for the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, there was 
carried an aggregate appropriation of $807,000 for the schools 
in the District, but it is appalling to consider that of this 
amount only $35,000 was appropriated for the colored schools; 
in other words, about 4 per cent of the entire appropriation. 
The appropriations were made in such a way that it was im- 
possible to note just which schools receiving money for new 
buildings or new grounds were for colored children and which 
were for white children, and, consequently, the condition above 
referred to was never brought to my attention until after the 
appropriation bill was in conference, when it was impossible 
to rectify this unquestioned evil. 

At the opening of this session, when the present bill was 
under consideration before the Committee on Appropriations, 
I found from the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year ending 
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June 30, 1911, that the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia had asked for appropriations for school buildings and 
grounds for colored children an amount only 14 per cent of 
the aggregate estimate for the entire city schools. 

This seemed to be incomprehensible to me, and for that 
reason I made a thorough investigation and found that the fault 
2 with the commissioners and not with the board of edu- 
cation. 

As a matter of fact, the board of education asked the com- 
missioners to request Congress to appropriate about 28 per 
cent of the aggregate amount of the appropriation, and for 
some reason that does not appear in any record that I have 
been able to see the commissioners reduced the estimate from 
28 per cent to the 14 per cent applied for by the Commissioners 
of the District to the Committee on Appropriations. It then 
seemed to me that the only reason for such action on the part 
of the commissioners might be that buildings for the colored 
children had been liberally treated in previous appropriations, 
and that therefore they were in much better condition than the 
schools which are attended by white children, but upon pur- 
suing the question further, it was easily ascertainable that this 
was not the fact. As a matter of fact, the statement which 
I am about to read, and which shows the appropriations for 
public schools for the last ten years, proves my contention that 
the colored schools during that entire period have been unfairly 
treated. < 


Buildings and grounds, public schools, District of Columbia. 


Fiscal year. 
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Let me mention one or two examples in regard to the con- 
dition of some of the buildings used for colored schools. 

The present schoolhouse known as “Fort Slocum School” 
contains only one room. There are 2 teachers and 65 
pupils, and I find that many children who live in or near 
Takoma, and who now attend the Military Road School, would 
attend the Fort Slocum School were there proper accommoda- 
tions for them. This school is nothing but a wooden shack, 
and I believe that anybody who looked at it would believe that 
it would be a disgrace to any town in the United States. As 
a matter of fact, I feel confident that many children would 
attend this school, provided facilities were obtained, who now 
have to spend 10 cents a day five days a week for car fare in 

_order to go to some school where they can be accommodated, 
and the same condition of affairs obtains in many other sections 
of the city. 

Take the group of buildings comprising the M Street High 
School, the Abby Simmons School, and the Douglass School, 
bounded by First street on the east and M street on the north, 
Pierce street on the south and New Jersey avenue on the west, 
approximately 32,000 square feet. This group of colored schools 
is practically without playgrounds, thereby preventing the ex- 
tension of any of these buildings. These schools are in such 
wretched condition that an appropriation was made in this bill 
for a central heating plant for the three buildings in order to 
save the expense of making extensiye and necessary repairs. 
Instances of this character could be multiplied to show that 
there is no proper provision made for the proper attention and 
eare of the colored children in the city of Washington. 

As a result of this investigation, made in the short time that 
it was possible for me to devote to it, I took the matter up 
with the subcommitte of the Committee on Appropriations, 
Messrs. GARDNER of Michigan, TAYLOR of Ohio, SNarr of Illi- 
nois, BURLESON of Texas, and Bowers of Mississippi, with the 
result that they haye recommended that material changes be 
made in the appropriations instead of the figures set forth in 
the estimate of the commissioners, which recommendations 
have been agreed to by the full committee, and it is a great 
gratification to me to realize that upon calling the attention of 
the subcommittee to the unfairness of the estimate, and after 
a proper investigation made by them, they entirely agreed with 
me that the distribution of the amount appropriated for all 


schools and buildings in the city of Washington should be 
changed, and in a manner fair to all. 

I am glad to see that one of the items included in this bill is 
an appropriation of $40,000 for the construction of a manual- 
training school building on the grounds of the Cardozo School. 
This will provide proper accommodations for the industrial 
classes in that section of the city. 

As I pointed out in my os ti made in the last session on this 
subject, the colored elementary schools have not one adequately 
equipped manual-training center, in spite of the great need for 
hand as well as head training. I may say, further, that there 
is now no provision whatever for industrial training of the 
colored children, and such manual training as is offered is of 
little value, because of the lack of proper shops, kitchens, and 
other fundamental equipment. Personally, I think the policy 
of the board of education and of Congress should be to encour- 
age elementary industrial as well as elementary manual train- 
ing. No element of Washington’s population, both for its own 
interests and for the welfare of the community, stands in 
greater need of training for economic independence than the 
colored people. Certainly there should be no objection to a 
manual-training center. 

This appropriation will materially benefit the many children 
in need of manual training. 

It is a fact in the colored schools (1) that in the elementary 
grades classes above the second grade are now being taught 
upon a half-day basis in unavoidable violation of the law, be- 
cause there are neither permanent nor portable buildings 
enough to accommodate these children; (2) that the colored 
elementary schools have not one adequately equipped manual- 
training center, in spite of the great need for hand as well as 
head training; (3) that the Armstrong Manual Training 
School—a high school—and the M Street High School are very 
greatly overcrowded, to the great injury of their instruction and 
training, and that this congestion grows worse each year; (4) 
that the normal school, which trains all the teachers in the 
colored elementary schools, and consequently all the teachers 
of the vast majority of the colored children of Washington, is 
at present improperly housed in parts of two elementary school 
buildings, to the grave embarrassment of its important work; 
(5) that some of the schoolhouses are unfit for use—for ex- 
ample, the dilapidated wooden structures at Fort Slocum, Mili- 
tary road, Chain Bridge road, Ivy City, Benning road, and 
the Birney Annex. 

Although, as expressed by me a few minutes ago, I do not 
believe that the appropriations for new schools and grounds are 
nearly as much as they should be in this, the capital of the 
Union, it must be a source of congratulation that the Committee 
on Appropriations have shown their desire to give equal rights 
to poor children in the city, without any regard to their color. 

In the city of New York, of which I know more than I do of 
any other city in the United States, the question of public 
schools and their needs is determined solely upon the population 
in its different portions, and I know that the board of education 
in that city and the board of estimate and apportionment in 
providing for the school budget are not guided by any considera- 
tion whatever, except the question of congestion of population, 
and I am confident that they appropriate money for new schools 
where they are most needed, in a manner which is as liberal as 
the budget can possibly allow. 

Ever since it has been my honor to serve in Congress I have 
constantly felt that the laws of the District of Columbia should 
be model laws, to be followed by all the States of the Union, 
and it does seem to me that it is time for us to insist that in 
this, the most important appropriation in the District of Colum- 
bia bill, we should make the schools model schools for all the 
world to follow and the cities in this country to envy. I believe 
it is a fact that the more money that is appropriated for the 
proper care, maintenance, culture, and education of the children, 
the less money the community will have to spend on prisons and 
almshouses. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the instruction of indigent blind children of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in Maryland or some other State, under a contract to en- 
tered into by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, $6,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman a 
question. I would ask the gentleman from Michigan what it 
costs to take care of these different persons mentioned in these 
last paragraphs? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is all under contract, and 
the cost varies in the different institutions. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can the gentleman give me any 
idea of what it is costing for the deaf and dumb? 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The contract price is $350. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. That is for the white deaf and dumb 
institution. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is the price practically the same 
with reference to the colored deaf and dumb? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will state that we are greatly 
troubled with regard to the colored deaf and dumb to find any 
place where they can be taken and cared for. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the committee made any com- 
parison with other institutions throughout the country as to 
the cost of these matters. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. As to the cost of the white deaf- 
mutes, that matter was gone into with some thoroughness, and 
I may say that some progress has been made looking to a re- 
duction in the cost of them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Major and superintendent, $4,000; assistant superintendent, with 
rank of inspector, $2,500; 3 inspectors, at $1,800 each; 11 captains, at 
$1,500 each; chief clerk, who shall also be property clerk, $2,000; 
l be assistant property 


clerk and 0 Ng $1,500; clerk, who sh 
c 


clerk, $1,200; erks, at $1,000 each; 4 surgeons of the ce and 
38 departments, at 8600 each; additional compensation for rivates 
etailed for special service in the detection and prevention of crime, 


$4,800, or so much thereof as may be necessary; 12 lieutenants, one 
of whom shall be harbor master, at $1,320 each; 45 sergeants, one of 
whom may be detailed for duty in the harbor patrol, at $1,250 each; 
525 privates of class 3, at 5 each; 61 privates of class 2, at 
$1,080 each; 73 privates of class 1, at $900 each; amount required to 
pay salaries of privates of class 2 who will be promoted to class 3 
and privates of class 1 who will be promoted to class 2 during the 
fiscal year 1911, $6,299.99; 6 telephone operators, at $720 each; 14 
janitors, at $600 each; messenger, $700; ope $ ; major and 
superintendent, mounted, $240; inspector, mount $240; 55 captains, 
lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at $240 each; 64 lieu- 
tenants, sergeants, and prire mounted, on bicycles, at $50 each; 
26 drivers, at $720 each; 3 police matrons, at $600 each; in all, 


$934,589.99. 
The major and superintendent of police shall detail two privates of 


the Metropolitan police for the enforcement of the provisions of the 
act “to regulate the employment of child labor in the District of 
Columbia,” approved May 28, 1908. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that paragraph for the purpose of getting some information 
from the chairman of the committee as to the increases in this 
force of Metropolitan police. I notice for the current year 
that we appropriated for 482 in class 3, and this year we are 
appropriating for 523 in class 3. There were only 61 privates 
appropriated for last year in class 2. There seems to be an 
increase in that class also; in fact, the force seems to have 
been increased 86 over the number appropriated for last year. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, there has not 
been any increase in the number of policemen in the bill. The 
changes which the gentleman speaks of are the changes made 
by law, the automatic shifting of the men from one grade into 
another grade. 

Mr. MACON. Then there has been no actual increase in the 
number of men on the force? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No. 

Mr. MACON. I notice there is an increase in pay. Last 
year the appropriation was for $927,433.50, and this year it is 
$934,589.99. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The law provides for the trans- 
fer of these men from one grade to another. 

Mr. MACON. And that increases their pay? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And the law provides that the 
men in certain grades shall receive certain rates of pay. 

Mr. MACON. And that accounts for this total increase here? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. What is the necessity for this appro- 
priation ?— 

Addition 
in the detection an prevention TTT 
as may be necessary. 

I find in the last District appropriation bill a corresponding 
item, and I would inquire what is the purpose of it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is one of those features of 
the bill authorized by law, and we are simply obeying the law 
in providing them. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it the opinion of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that this additional service is necessary to a 
completion of the police service of the city of Washington? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would hardly want to set up 
my opinion as against the opinion of the Congress which passed 
the law, at the time it was passed, believing that it was for the 
betterment of the service, and I know of no reason why the 
judgment of the Congress of that time would not be good to-day. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. How long has this item been carried 
in the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. About a quarter of a century. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the committee receive any report 
from the commissioners or from the Metropolitan police force 
as to whether or not the amount so appropriated is consumed 
each year for this purpose? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The law authorizes twenty of 
these men to be employed and fixes their salaries. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the law make it mandatory to 
have them employed? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would 
ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And I might say in further 
answer to the gentleman from Indiana that a better term for 
this might be to call it the detective corps of the District of 
Columbia police. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How many policemen are em- 
ployed here at this time in the District? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In the entiré District? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr, GARDNER of Michigan. Something like 700 all told. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And in the judgment of the com- 
mittee is that a sufficient number to look after the interests of 
the people and-property in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How long since the committee 
made any investigation of this matter? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The committee has made an 
investigation every time it has presented a bill. You will find 
investigations in the hearings for this year and in every other. 
I will say I think that some three years ago the committee went 
into it very carefully and thoroughly, using, among other things, 
the Census Bureau, and for securing information compared 
Washington with other cities. The number of police here em- 
ployed by the Government with which the municipality has 
nothing to do in the way of pay, whereby it is relieved of caring 
for a relatively large space, the employment under the general 
direction of the police board of certain men paid by the rail- 
roads and on duty at railroad crossings who are clothed with 
police power is not counted in the 700, and altogether Wash- 
ington and the District of Columbia have not only more police- 
men, but they cost more than any other city in the country of 
like population. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And is the individual pay of police- 
men here in the District of Columbia larger than it is in cor- 
responding cities, I mean cities corresponding as to popula- 
tion? 

Mr, GARDNER of Michigan. Itis. The committee of which 
the gentleman has charge reorganized the whole department, 
fixing their salaries, and we are simply appropriating in accord- 
ance with the law of the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I know, but I thought the gentle- 
man perhaps had recently investigated the matter and was 
familiar. I confess I have not thought of it lately. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In our investigation my mem- 
ory is that the policemen of Washington do not suffer here by 
comparison with those of any other city of like size in the pay 
and emoluments they receive. To be exact, in answer to the 
gentleman’s query as to the number, it is, officers and men, 792 
policemen. 

Mr. CARY. That is exactly the question I was going to ask. 
The population of Washington is, say, about 350,000? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. About that. 

Mr. CARY. The city I represent—Milwaukee—is now esti- 
mated to have about 400,000, and we have not even 500 police- 
men there. In reference to the idea that 732 are not enough 
here, we take care of our city with less than 500. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to do an injustice to anybody by seeming to assent unqualifiedly 
to what the gentleman says and so leaye an impression which 
would be misleading. The police of Washington haye not only 
the municipality, but the District of Columbia to police, which 
adds very materially to their duties and requires more men 
for the service. It is due the commissioners and due the po- 
licemen that that should be stated. 

Mr. CARY. May I ask another question, please? 
policemen are stationed around the White House? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Something over 40. 

Mr. CARY. You think that is necessary? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It has been deemed necessary ; 


like to 


How many 


that is one of the things that has grown with the years. Per- 
sonally I think they have overpoliced the White House, but it 
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is one of those things where if anything should happen because 
we deprive them of the detail to this service we might not 
cease to regret it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The major and su elles for the e of police shall detail two privates of 
the Metropolitan pol for the enforcement of the provisions of the act 

“to regulate the em 1508 of child labor in the District of Colum- 
bia,” approved May 29 150 

Mr. WILSON of ee Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out lines 6 to 10, inclusive, and inserting the 
following. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 6 to 10, inclusive, on page 62, and insert in lieu 
er the following: 

For two inspectors for the enforcement of th to regulate the 
employment of d labor in the District of Columbia, 24000 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the existing 
child-labor law in the District of Columbia provides for two 
3 at a salary of $1,200 each for the enforcement of 

at law. 

Mr. MACON. The law provides for them—then, of course, 
the point of order will not lie and I will withdraw it if the 
gentleman says the law provides for them. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Arkansas to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Yes; because the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says the law specifically provides for two inspectors. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. The law may authorize it, but it may still be subject 
to the point of order. I reserve the point of order until I hear 
the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have this to 
say in connection with it. The law provides, as I have already 
stated, for two inspectors at $1,200 each. 

No appropriation has as yet been made for the salary of 
those two inspectors. When the question came up for consid- 
eration in the House one year ago it was stated on the floor 
that two policemen had been assigned for that purpose. There 
was nothing in the law that made it obligatory upon the com- 
missioners or upon the police department to assign two police- 
men for that purpose. In addition to that, the duties of a police 
officer are purely the maintenance of peace. They are peace 
officers principally, if not exclusively. This portion of the law 
was intended for the purpose of enforcing the law itself. By 
making the appropriation and having the inspectors appointed 
a direct responsibility then rests upon the inspectors them- 
selves to see to the enforcement of the law. If this clause is 
agreed to, it is an advance over the present practice, which 
leaves it optional, and directs the superintendent of police to 
assign two policemen for that purpose. But it makes the re- 
sponsibility indirect, and places in the hands of peace officers 
or men whose duties are purely duties of peace officers to en- 
force this child-labor law. In addition to that, if two police- 
men are assigned for this duty, then it takes from the police 
force of the District of Columbia two men who are required 
there for that service, or, if they are not required for that 
service, then they should not be employed as policemen. In my 
opinion an appropriation should be made whereby the law itself 
can be complied with and enforced. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in view of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. On the merits of the question I 
desire to say a word. When the law went into operation Con- 
gress was not in session. In order to carry out its provisions 
two policemen were detailed for that purpose. One of them has 
been continuously in the service since. One of the two was 
recently detailed elsewhere. It is the testimony of those having 
the matter in charge that the provisions of the law have been 
earried out and the service had been satisfactorily rendered. It 
is believed by the committee that these two policemen can con- 
tinue to do this work, and do it as well as anybody else who 
might be employed for the salaries named, if from their knowl- 
edge and experience they do not do it even better. It saves to 
the District and to the General Government the amount of 
salary that otherwise would have to be paid to these two extra 
men. On the old principle of “letting well enough alone,” and 
complying with the law at the same time, I hope that the gen- 
tleman's amendment will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLson]. 


The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Division, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—yeas 12, nays 19, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Harbor patrol: Two en rs, at oe ; a 

man $040) ae band 29 at 7 90080 ch; fireman, $600; watch- 

Cane MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order upon 
that paragraph, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in 
charge of the bill a question. I notice that last year there was 
one engineer appropriated for in this paragraph, at $1,000. 
This year there are two. Will the gentleman explain the in- 
crease in the number of engineers? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will say that the boat is on 
duty twenty-four hours in the day, seven days in the week, and 
it was simply to provide for that condition of things. 

Mr. MACON. It was found that it was absolutely necessary 
were two in order to efficiently discharge the duties of this 

on? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The commissioners were em- 
phatic in that. 

Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FIRE DEPARTMENT. 


Chief en a $3,500 ; mty chief e eer, D; p097 3 battalion 
chief $1400; 3 im t 000 5 BA 000 u Are mar- 
shal, $1,4 e at 1755 it cnt 6 ere 
$1,200; 35 captains, at $1,400 ea . — eaten each ; 

191200 of machinery, $1 800 : . 5 ma- 


at 1100 eac —.— 2 pilots, at at 1 5 each; 2 marine engineers, ae sii 
= f assistant m e engineers, at $1,100 each; 

t $720 each; aT — —— at $1,150 Lach; ‘nn assistant drivers, a 
$1,100 each; 507 privates of class 2, at $1,080 each; 39 privates of 
class 1, t $960 cach: laborer, $480; in all $520, 670. 

Mr. WANK Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] to it, in order to see whether he 
has investigated the matter. As to the superintendent of ma- 
chinery at $1,800, I notice the salary is increased a couple of 
hundred dollars, as shown in line 23, page 64. It is already at 
a pretty high price at $1,600 for a machinist. It is proposed to 
raise it to $1,800. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to read a section to show 
the reason for that from the Book of Estimates, as follows: 

Nore (by chief engineer).—This increase is recommended in view of 

valuable services rendered meee hes Meaty officer in connection with keeping 
in 3 and ready for imm use the apparatus of the depart- 
— 5 ie a he or ili Bry EOE ADIRE reas ag and 
t, and the District effects a considerable saving through his 

Mient work. 

No other officer of the fire department is required to be at 
the beck and call of the city during the twenty-four hours. 

Mr. MANN. I thought every fireman was in that position. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And in this position, because he 
is an efficient mechanical engineer, he has to attend to the 
duties of keeping all of his apparatus in good condition. That 
is the reason why that recommendation has been made. I 
happen to know the gentleman, and know he is a very efficient 
man, who has been in the service twenty years. He has a 
family to keep, and it is impossible for him to do so on that 


Mr. MANN. I have no doubt he is efficient, or he would not 
be retained in the service. I appreciate, although I did not 
know that the gentleman of Texas was acquainted with the 
man, the situation in which he is placed. I realize that those 
of us who are acquainted with men under these circumstances 
are biased; and the gentleman from Texas, because of his ac- 
quaintanceship with this gentleman, renders himself incompetent 
to judge whether he should have an increase of salary or not. 
All firemen are on duty twenty-four hours, theoretically, 
whether practically or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, this gentleman has saved 
for the service more than $3,000 in the last year in the ar- 
rangement of machinery and engines attached to and belong- 
ing to the department. Instead of having to get new ones, by 
the work that he has been able to do with a small shop that 
he has, he has made improvements and put them on the ma- 
chines himself. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am yery desirous of emulating 
the example of the gentleman in saying money for the Gov- 
ernment occasionally. I doubt whether he has ever saved the 
Government as much as $200 in a day. I think I can save 
the Government $200 to-day if the gentleman from Arkansas 
does not, I can see the embarrassing position he is in, and 
therefore I reserve the point of order. 


1909. 
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Mr. MACON. In response to what the gentleman from Tlli- 
nois has said, I will say that I am not so much embarrassed 
but what I will make the point of order if the gentleman sees 
fit to withdraw it. i 


Mr. MANN. I do not doubt that. I could see the embar- 
rassment of making the point of order, with the gentleman 
from Texas so close at hand and so much interested, appar- 
ently, although I did not know that before. I also like to save 
the gentleman from Arkansas embarrassment if I can. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it is due the 
gentleman from Texas that he should not be charged with the 
responsibility of this provision in the bill. The committee take 
the entire responsibility. This matter was presented to the 
committee in such a way as to cause them to believe, and so 
believing, recommending that the pay of this long-time and 
faithful officer be increased to the amount named in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois make 
the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think as we have followed the course so far 
in the bill we better continue to follow it. Especially at this 
time, when everybody is insisting on economy, increasing the 
pay of an officer of this kind from $1,600 to $1,800 is clearly 
unwarranted, and I make the point of order against that por- 
tion of the bill which provides for a superintendent of ma- 
chinery at $1,800, in lines 22 and 23, page 64. 

The CHAIRMAN, And the point of order is what? 

Mr. MANN. That it is an increase of salary. The current 
law provides a salary of $1,600, and this is an increase in the 
bill to $1,800. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
to be heard? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is well understood by the 
Chair, not in this but in many other cases, there is no other 
way to recognize faithful and efficient services, as is done in 
civil life everywhere, when men are found to be especially 
proficient or worthy of more than their salaries to the institu- 
tion—some of them many times over; it is a matter of simple 
justice that their worth and service be recognized, and the com- 
mittee has followed this principle, not extravagantly, but most 
conservatively. At no point, gentlemen, will your committee be 
more criticised than in respect to disregarding the importuni- 
ties to increase salaries of faithful and efficient servants. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman if, in his opinion, that 
can not be said with reference to the increase of the salary of 
every faithful and efficient employee of the District? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the reporter read his 
notes on my remarks? 

Mr. MANN. I am willing that the gentleman should say. 
I listened very closely to what the gentleman did say, and the 
trouble with the gentleman is that he did not say what he 
thought he said. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will repeat myself, as near 
as I can, for the benefit of the gentleman from Illinois—I be- 
lieve the only man in the Chamber who needs the repetition— 
that this committee has followed very carefully the bill through, 
and constantly resisted the importunities, with rare exceptions, 
for increases of salaries, But there are times and places, and 
there are men, where it is simple economy to increase their pay. 
It is due them to give it to them. 

A vet MANN. The gentleman has not spoken of the case in 
and. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Of this particular case. 

Mr. MANN. Because this man was efficient, faithful, and of 
such capacity as to have his salary increased, what reasons 
were given and what difference is there between this case and 
that of thousands of other cases in the bill? The gentleman 
comes up and says before the committee to-day that their com- 
mittee will not recommend increases of salary, and without 
giving the slightest reason which differentiates this case from 
a thousand other cases, gives some one who has asked to have 
the salary increased this increased pay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. It seems to 
be conceded that the item in question increases the salary of an 
officer without previous authority of law. It is, therefore, in 
violation of the well-known provision of clause 2 of Rule XXI, 
that no expenditure shall be appropriated for in a general ap- 
propriation bill unless previously authorized by law. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2 105 page 65, in line 14, strike out “670” and insert in lieu thereof 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is simply to correct the 
figures in accordance with the facts, 


Does the gentleman from Michigan desire 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Increase, fire department: For house, site, and furniture for an en- 
gine company, to be located in the northwest section of the city, in the 
vicinity of Rock Creek Church road and Georgia avenue, including the 
cost of necessary instruments for receiving alarms and connecting said 
house with fire-alarm headquarters, $30,000 ; 

T 

or one „ 83,600; 

In all, 841.100. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I send to the 
Clerk's desk the report of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia for 1909, and ask the Clerk to read from page 19, 
under the heading of Fire prevention and fire fighting.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
strike out the last word, and asks to have a paper read from 
the Clerk’s desk, which, without objection, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FIRE PREVENTION AND FIRE FIGHTING. 


The fire department has done its duty as well as its facilities per- 
mitted. One of the most important improvements desired in the fire- 

rotection service—one which the commissioners have advocated since 

e year 1901—is the installation of a high-pressure water service 
in the business section of the city. Under conditions as they exist 
to-day the District of Columbia, without this high-pressure water 
supply, is not provided with adequate fire protection. Should two 
or more large fires occur at the same time the entire equipment of the 
department would be called out; and if an additional fire occurred in 
another portion of the city pat damage and possible loss of life 
would result before aid could be rendered. The installation of the 
proposed high-pressure stem in the business section of the city 
would insure all possible fire protection for the said section, and would 
also increase the A akg weg now afforded the residential and subur- 
ban sections, as the high-power engines now in service in the busi- 
ness center would be transferred to residential and outlying points. 

The urgent need for this system can not be better illustrated than 
by inviting attention to the conditions which confronted the fire de- 
partment on the night of July 6, 1908. On that night the occurrence 
of three fires almost peggy rhage eon each of which called for addi- 
tional alarms, threatened the city with severe loss, and had it not been 
for the fact that two of these fires were in the same district and ap- 

ratus could be promptly moved from one fire to another, the fire 

epartment would have been helpless. As it was, during the time the 

department was fighting the three fires referred to, practically all of 
its apparatus and men were in service, and the balance of the city 
was without fire protection. 

The cost of this system has been estimated at $750,000, and this 
cost would be the only one, as there would be no costly pumping sta- 
tions to install and maintain, as have been required elsewhere. The 
commissioners urgently renew their recommendation that the neces- 
sary appropriation for this purpose be provided at an early date. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, if I remember cor- 
rectly, this is not the first time that has appeared in the report 
of the commissioners. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill what investigation the committee have made 
respecting the report of the commissioners regarding the high- 
pressure service in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
this recommendation has been in every report of the commis- 
sioners since I have been a member of the committee, and that 
is for several years. Your committee have investigated to some 
extent. This system would involve the expenditure of $750,000, 
It is one of those expenses outside of the ordinary. So far as 
I recall, there are but few cities in the country that have this 
high-pressure system. New York installed it last year. When 
we investigated it there was a question whether it was a good 
thing or not, whether the great amount of dirty water that was 
forced into buildings did not do more harm than the fire did. 
Then again, this city is not to be compared to New York, Phila- 
delphia, or Chicago in the necessity for a high-pressure system. 
Here we have wide streets. There is not more than one building 
that may be termed a “sky scraper” in the District of Colum- 
bia. Your committee believe that conditions are such here at 
this time, and will be for an indefinite period in the future 
(I may as well be frank about this, for it has been much talked 
of elsewhere than in this chamber), that this high-pressure sys- 
tem is not and will not be of such necessity as to require the 
large outlay that its installation and operation would entail 
upon the District. 

Now, the conditions cited in the report read at the request 
of the gentleman may occur in any considerable city in this 
country within twenty-four hours, namely, that two or more 
fires may break out at one time. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me to make a 
Suggestion to him on that line, the high-pressure fire system is 
no more adequate for two fires at a time than a fire depart- 
ment is to cope with two fires at once. The moment you ‘open 
the water mains for one fire, you decrease the pressure so much 
that under ordinary conditions you can not use it at both places 
as a high-pressure system. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understood the gentleman to 
say that the committee had investigated it. Is the report of 
that investigation printed? 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, no, 
55 SMITH of Michigan. To what extent did you investi- 
ate it? 
ý Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We do not print the reports 
of the investigations of our subcommittee. We simply get our 
best information from available sources. 

Mr. MANN. It will be printed in the Recorp to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I supposed the gentleman 
meant a printed report of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; that is what I mean. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No; it has not been the custom 
to do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wanted to know whether you 
took any testimony and had it printed? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. To what extent did you investi- 

te it? 

7 GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, I can not enter into details. 
It was three or four years ago that we made the investigation. 
A majority of the members of the subcommittee then are mem- 
bers of the subcommittee now, and there is no disagreement 
among them with regard to this subject. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Whom did you call before your 
subcommittee? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We investigated as to other 
cities in the country, and as to its operation, and inquired of 
those who were before the committee. I can not call their 
names now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did you have some practical fire- 
men before the subcommittee, who gave you to understand that 
this kind of service was not practical? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No, sir; I do not think we 
called any practical fireman. 

Mr. BURLESON. I want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
was on the committee at the time this matter was investigated 
and can give the committee full information. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman if the rate of fire 
insurance in Washington is not cheaper than in any other city 
in the United States? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can not answer that. 

Mr. SIMS. I can. It is 10 cents a hundred dollars, as I am 
informed. 

Mr. GARDNER of Mi There is probably not a city 
in the United States of its size that needs less the high-pressure 
water system than the city of Washington. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it has been proposed, if the 
gentleman will allow me, to expend $750,000 for a high-pressure 
water system in this city, to cover a territory embraced in what 
is known as the business section” of the city. Careful investi- 
gation by the subcommittee on appropriations has developed 
the fact that the installation of a high-pressure water system 
would not displace the local fire companies and the fire-engine 
houses throughout the territory proposed to be embraced within 
the high-pressure water system. They are so close together that 
there is no fire which may occur which the engines and hose 
carts and hook and ladder companies could not reach within 
two minutes. They can draw them in from the surrounding 
territory, so that more than half the enginess in the District 
will be there in two minutes. 

Last year the committee recommended the purchase of a site 
for a new fire-engine house in the business section, and the erec- 
tion of a new house, if I remember correctly, which, added to 
the present facilities, is sufficient, in the Judgment of the com- 
mittee, to warrant the refusal of an appropriation for the high- 
pressure water system. 

A high-pressure water system is useful mainly in territory 
where the buildings are so high that the stream of water will 
not reach to the top of the buildings. They have sufficient 
water pressure here to reach the top of any building in the 
District without having this high-pressure system. The oper- 
ation of the fire department by the introduction of this system 
here would not be had at less cost than it is now, and the addi- 
tional protection would not be sufficient to warrant the great 
investment which the installation of this system would entail. 

In Chicago, where there are a great many high buildings, 
the question of a high-pressure system has been considered 
for a long time, but it has never been installed, because it was 
believed that it was not necessary and that all the fire protec- 
tion necessary was furnished by the present system of fire 
protection. My judgment is that it would be a useless expendi- 
ture of money and an extravagance unwarranted by the pro- 
tection which the investment would give. 


There are no high buildings in the territory to speak of. 
Most of the buildings which are embraced within this territory 
are conceded to be almost fireproof. Every one of them can be 
reached with the present fire apparatus. I think that no ques- 
tion relating to the government of the District has been given 
so much consideration as has the question of high-pressure 
water system by the Committee on Appropriations. It was only 
after careful consideration of the subject that the committee 
came to the unanimous conclusion that to spend this money for 
that purpose would be worse than folly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, did I under- 
stand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] to say that 
there was no high-pressure service in Chicago? 

Mr. MADDEN. There is no high-pressure service in Chicago, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Merely by the way of con- 
firming what has been said as to the utility of the high-pressure 
service and confirming the statements of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], I wish to say that we have a high- 
pressure service in the city of Philadelphia. It has been in- 
stalled only where there is such a congestion that it is difficult 
for the firemen to reach the top of the tall buildings. It was 
installed several years ago, and has been in successful operation 
when fire has broken out in the congested district. There is 
enough pressure so that the high-pressure engines can reach 
the tallest building. It has aided in reducing the insurance 


rates. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman does not think that it is nec- 
essary in this city? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; I only wanted to say, 
coming from a city where they have the system installed, that 
it is intended only for the congested district and would not ap- 
ply to a city like the city of Washington. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘uv! a dge, a 2 2 4 
PLADO. who fe authorised Eo AEE an chmk in the absence Of Cont officer? 
chief Poets officer, $1,500; probation officer, $1,200; probation offi- 
cer, $1,000; bailiff, $900; janitor, $540; in all, $11,340. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the language I find in line 5, page 71: 

Bailif, $900. 

That seems to be the creation of a new office; and if so, it is 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, that is a new 
office. This court has been recently organized, and its work has 
largely increased. ‘The presiding judge says that this bailiff 
is necessary to the proper discharge of the duties of the office 
pertaining to his court, and I may say further that the bailiff 
will take the place of a policeman now detailed to do substan- 
tially the work that will devolve upon the bailiff. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, can not the policeman that the 
gentleman speaks of continue that work without materially 
interfering with the police service of the city, just as he has 
been doing? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the committee 
has been under great pressure to increase the police force. We 
authorized in this bill the detail of two policemen in another 
place. We can not go on indefinitely detailing here and there 
for specific duties without increasing the force st large. It is 
my judgment, and the judgment of the coiumittes, that wa 
had better let this man go back to his place in the une und pt. 
bailiff there instead. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman what the duties of the bailiff are sup- 
posed to be. I see that the bill provides for at least two pro- 
bation officers. My experience with a court of this character 
is that the probation officers have charge of the juvenile de- 
linquents—to take charge of them and bring them into court. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. He is the officer of the court. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. What are his duties? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In large part he will perform 
the duties that have been performed heretofore by the police- 
man. Perhaps I had better read from the hearings on that. 

Mr. MACON. I do not suppose the gentleman understood the 
question. The gentleman from New Jersey wants to know what 
the duties of the probation officers are. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No; I want to know what the 
duties of the bailiff are as differentiated from the duties per- 
formed by the probation officers. Does he serve the warrants? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Undoubtedly, and he goes out 
and picks up the children, takes them in charge to and from the 
place where they are found, and serves the processes of the 
court. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Would not an ordinary bailiff 
from one of the other courts in the ordinary course of events 
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serve these processes? I know that is so with us. What we 
call constables, for instance, are supposed to serve all of the 
warrants. There might not be sufficient juvenile offenders in 
three courts in a city of this size to keep one bailiff busy. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Possibly that might be done, 
but what is the objection if it can be done in accordance with 
the wishes of the judge, when he believes that to do this will 
advance the better conduct of the business of the court with- 
out increasing the expense? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, I think that almost any 
judge would be satisfied to have a new $900 place created which 
he could fill, but I do not think that we should give the judge 
this bailiff unless we can feel satisfied that the work can not 
be done without the appointment of the bailiff. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The committee was satisfied 
it was a good thing to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It will release a $1,200 man 
and put a $900 man in to do the work. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Macon] will permit me, while I am not on the com- 
mittee, I will say that I have gone carefully into the question 
of the police protection of the District. I think they have about 
730 men on the police force all told, including officers. Last year 
they requested 100 additional men, and this year, I understand, 
they request 30 or 40 additional men. They do that upon the 
theory that the District has to be covered in whole by the police 
force, not merely the city. The cost per capita for maintaining 
the police force within the District is about $3.18, whereas the 
cost per capita for other cities of this class is about $1.25. I 
think the committee could not have acted more wisely than it 
did when it transferred the policeman who was acting as bailiff 
back to his duties and put a $900 man in the place of a $1,200 
man, and it seems to me that it would be very unjust, if not 
unwise, to embarrass the situation by requiring the policeman 
to go back to the duties which he was performing in the courts. 
The committee has always resisted the increase of the police 
force in the District, notwithstanding the fact that strenuous 
demands have been made upon it by officials of the District, and 
I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will see the justice of the 
action which is now recommended by the committee and will 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, that is what I haye been try- 
ing to find out—whether this officer is necessary. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MACON. Now, the policeman seems to have been doing 
the work all right that it is proposed to have this bailiff do. 

I have seen so many policemen around here doing nothing 
that I actually think we could spare several of them to go down 
and act as bailiff in this court from time to time, and if they 
will do that, and can do it under the law, I can not see the 
necessity for the creation of a new officer at this time. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MACON. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. As to whether or not we could not 
spare one from the Capitol Building to send to this place to do 
this work? a 

Mr. MACON. I think so. It is my honest judgment that 
we have several more than we need. We sometimes have to 
walk around them in order to get to the place we want to go 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is frequently the case with 
the policemen. 

Mr. MACON. I can not see the real necessity for the creation 
of this new office, and unless the gentleman will tell me that 
we need all the policemen that we now have in the city outside 
of this court 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gen- 
tleman will not confuse the capital police with the Capitol 
police. We could hardly detail the Capitol police, although I 
think quite a per cent of them could be easily spared, to do 
duty down there. I think I have nothing further to say on 
this subject. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I am going to take chances on 
getting a policeman who has not much else to do to act as 
bailiff for this court, and I therefore insist upon my point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This seems to create and appropriate 
salary for a new office for which there is no existing authority 
of law. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Miscellaneous: For compensation of jurors, $1,740. 
For rent, $240. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill what is the necessity for this 
rent proposition of $240? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It so happens that this build- 
ing in which this court is held belongs to the United States 
and the District of Columbia pays $240 rent into the Treasury 
of the United States for the use of it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The juvenile court is held in a building 
belonging to the United States, and we are paying the United 
States rent amounting to $240? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This ground was obtained 
some years ago with the idea of building a Hall of Records—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is not there room in the District of 
Columbia building for holding this court? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. No other room in this city where this 
court could be held without paying rent? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It would not be best to put it in 
the police court even if there was room, because it would bring 
the children in contact with hardened criminals, and to avoid 
the danger of contact with them it was deemed better to have 
them removed out of any such close proximity. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Support of prisoners: For expenses for maintenance of the jail of the 
22 ²˙ a Ae 
under the direction of the A — $60,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman what the cost is of taking care of prisoners 
at the county jail per inmate? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is the amount in the bill, 
namely, $60,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; but what does it cost for each 
prisoner per day or what does it cost for each prisoner per 
week? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No figures have been taken 
as to the cost per week. | 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can you tell us what it costs to 
take care of the prisoners at the workhouse? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Per day? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Or per week. I just want to get 
some idea by comparison. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I can ascertain by looking. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will wait while the gentleman 
looks it up; I do not want to delay the reading of the bill if 
the gentleman has it not at hand. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is a matter we did not go 
into in detail. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I notice this appropriation is increased $10,000 over last year. 
Can the gentleman give us any idea as to the necessity for so 
great an increase? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I may say that there was a 
deficit of 820,000 

Mr. MACON. A deficit? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan (continuing). In 1909, and it 
was necessary to increase the amount for 1910 to $50,000, and 
the commissioners recommended to increase it this year $10,000 
more to cover the actual expenses. 

Mr. MACON. That is enough. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just for a moment, I would like 
to ask a further question. Is there any provision in this bill 
for a new jail? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Not in this bill; no. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the committee giyen this 
matter any investigation? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Does the gentleman refer to 
the new workhouse and the new prison? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Everything is in abeyance as 
to those two institutions. There will be no new jail built, as 
I understand it now, on the site of the workhouse ground. There 
was a provision in the bill a year ago, but when it was decided 
upon the report of the commission to purchase two sites, one 
or both in Maryland or in Virginia, and erect buildings there 
suitable to house these people and carry out the objects that 
they are designed to conserve, the money that was appropriated 
for the new jail and the workhouse ground was reappropriated 
with a small additional sum to make the purchase and to get 
a start upon the buildings. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, has the committee itself 
made any personal examination of the jail as to its condition 
and fitness for prisoners? 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I have been there myself, but 
not this year, and have looked through it. It is not such a place 
as the gentleman or myself would like to go to and stay indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have not been contemplating any- 
thing of the kind for my brother or myself. 

Mr. MANN. That is true of some of the hotels here, too. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not suppose that they have, 
but I would like to ask if the committee have considered the 
question, if there is a new jail erected, is it to be erected there 
or in some other portion of the city? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No, sir; that has not been 
brought to our attention at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 

CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities: Secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,200; 8 
$1,200; messenger, $600; inspector, pg ond two inspec ,000 
driver, at De’ three drivers, at $720 each ; 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
that paragraph. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I hope the gentleman will 
withhold his point of order and give me an opportunity to make 
a statement here. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And also against another para- 
graph, namely, for the care of children, which occurs later on. 
It will answer for both. The District of Columbia spends in 
round numbers a million of dollars for charities each year. The 
determination of that fund depends largely upon the voluntary 
services of men who are unpaid. No more capable men live in 
this District than are charged under the law with the recom- 
mendations upon which the commitee acts. For example, there 
is Mr. John Joy Edson, a man of the highest personal character, 
weighted with great business cares and responsibilities; another 
like him is Mr. George E. Hamilton; and they are representa- 
tive of the men having this great work in charge. 

I have it privately, and, indeed, I think it is brought out in 
the hearings, that these men gave two hours a day at stipu- 
lated times every day for several weeks this year in a thor- 
ough investigation of the whole system of charities in an effort 
to arrive at a better method of distributing for the best inter- 
ests of all concerned, on the line of economy and efficiency, 
this large sum of money, namely, nearly $1,000,000. It came 
out in the hearings that they have had six changes in a single 
year because they could not secure and retain competent per- 
sons to do the work. It is one of the most difficult, delicate, 

and tactful places where you could put men or women, and it 

is simply that this large sum may be better expended that these 
minor increases of salary are made. And I hope that the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his point of order and allow these men 
and women, who go where he or I would not go, I think, or 
scarcely any other man on the floor of this House would go, 
where there is disease and filth and crime and disorder, and 
where it takes great good sense and judgment to determine 
what is the best thing to do. 

Mr. MACON. Now, as to these inspectors whose salaries you 
propose to increase from one thousand to twelve hundred dol- 
lars a year, does the gentleman mean to say they can not get 
competent inspectors for a thousand dollars a year? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. No, sir. That is what they 


report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They can not keep a competent inspector at 
that salary. 

Mr. MACON. How about this driver? His salary is in- 


creased $60. Can they not get a driver for $720 a year? 

Mr. BOWERS. He does inspector's work also. 

Mr. MACON. The committee appropriated last year for six 
inspectors at $720. And this year you have two inspectors at 
$1,000 each, two inspectors at $900 each, and two inspectors at 

each. That is an increase of the salaries of all of them. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Six inspectors left in the bill. 

Mr. MACON. Yes; and all of their salaries increased. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And all for the reasons stated. 

Mr. MACON. You have increased the salaries of seven in- 
spectors in this bill, I believe? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I feel sure, Mr. Chairman, 
that if the gentleman from Arkansas could have stood by and 
heard the statements made by the gentlemen who spoke at length 
of the embarrassment they were under, he would not hesitate to 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. All of these inspectors are in the same cate- 
gory? 


ok GARDNER of Michigan. In the same general line of 
work. 

Mr. MACON. They can not get any of them to stay through- 
out the year for $1,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They have changed as many 
as six in a year. 

Mr. MACON. Why do you increase the salary of one of the 
drivers and not the other three? You seem to have increased 
the salary of one $60. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This man is in general charge. 

Mr. MACON. Then he is the boss driver? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; and the others are some- 
what under his direction. 

Mr. MACON. The boss, perhaps, ought to have more. I 
will withdraw the point of order against the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REFORMATORIES AND CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Washington Asylum: Superintendent, $1,800; visitin. hysician, 
$1,080; resident physician, $480; clerk, $840; property c ek, $1,200; 
baker, $600; 93 overseer, $1,500; 16 overseers, at $660 each; 
engineer, $720; assistant engineer, $480; second assistant engineer, 
480; engineer at hospital for seven and one-half months, at $50 per 
month; engineer at new workhouse for seven and one-half months, at 
50 per month; 2 watchmen, at $480 each; 2 night watchmen, at 
548 each; blacksmith and woodworker, $500; carpenter, $500; 
river for dead wagon, $365; hostler and driver, $240, keeper at female 
workhouse, $300; keeper at female workhouse, $180; h 
; chief cook for workhouse, $600; 4 assistant cooks, at $180 each ; 
trained nurse, who shall act as superintendent of nursing, $720; 3 
granate nurses, at $425 each; graduate nurse for receiving ward 
425; 2 nurses for annex wards, at $480 each; 6 orderlies, at $306 
each ; — 7 nurses, not less than 20 in number (nurses to be paid not 
to ex 120 per annum during first year of service, an 
exceed $1 per annum during second year of service), $2,625; 
istered pharmacist, who shall act as hospital clerk, 87 ; gardener, 
$540; herdsman, $365; florist, $300; tailor, $180; housekeeper, $300; 
1395330 man, $600; temporary labor, not to exceed $2,400; in all, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman in charge of the bill, What is the cost per 
patient at the asylum? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That matter is published in 
the annual report of the Board of Charities, as well as much 
other of detail that we did not deem necessary to call up in 
the hearings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, for Home for Aged and Infirm, $41,712. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
as I do not recall for the moment, where this Home for the 
Aged and Infirm is located? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is located nearly across from 
Alexandria, on the other side of the Potomac, down at the ex- 
treme limit of the District in that direction. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Do you know how many people 
they have there? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In the whole home? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 


ital cook, 


Between two and three hun- 


dred. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is it an institution where men 
and women are kept? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Can you tell what it costs for 
each patient to maintain it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is also given in the re- 

rt. 

5 5 SMITH of Michigan. Right in that same connection—I 
do not want to keep asking these questions for the purpose of 
taking up time—is that same information contained in the re- 
port with reference to prisoners at the jail—the cost per head? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is in the report of the Board 
of Correction and Charities. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized to ac- 
cept voluntary medical service for public charitable institutions. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I move to strike out the last word. 
I would like to know if the gentleman in charge of the bill can 
give us the number of patients who were treated at the tuber- 
culosis hospital last year? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There were nearly 100 deaths 
at the tuberculosis hospital, and it was constantly kept filled 
to its capacity. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The number is in the report. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. All those things are brought 
out in detail and published. The gentleman can get it better 
than our memory would serve. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But where? 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. In the report of the Board of Chari- 
ties. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. This is what we are paying 
abont $1,000,000 in round numbers for. 

The Clerk read as follows: < 

ce of children under a contract to 
Ba page Se dane sarang eat by the Board of Charities, $5,000. 

Mr. KINKHAD of New Jersey. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 89, line 9, after the word “thousand,” insert the words “four 
hundred,“ so as to make it “ $5,400." 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I have made 
some investigation with reference to this institution, and I find 
that it would be a hardship to really deprive this institution of 
this small amount of money. As I understand the situation, it 
was originally agreed to pay $2 a week for each child that was 
given over to the institution. On this basis 51 a year are sup- 
posed to be sent to the institution. 

Now, as a matter of fact, sometimes during the year the 
number sent aggregated 56, and once or twice during the year 
58 children were in the institution. It did not receive any 
extra compensation for the increased number of children sent 
to it, and this is a reduction of $400 less than the appropriation 
made last year. My object is to restore it to the figure that 
they had last year. At this time it may be well to bear in 
mind that the cost of food supplies and other necessities for the 
care of these children has increased; so that I really believe 
we should restore the appropriation to its former figure. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. „it appeared in 
the investigation in regard to these homes that the Washington 
Home for Foundlings and this institution had been carried 
along together for some years; that they did not use all the 
appropriation last year, and that was put down to $5,000. It 
seemed to the committee that as long as these institutions have 
trayeled in pairs, as kind of twins, that they could do the same 
now. Now I am willing to accept the gentleman’s statement 
in this matter, if he has made it a matter of personal investiga- 
tion and found that this amount is not only now used, but will 
be used. I am willing to let it stand. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that this particular insti- 
tution did use all the money, and I was under the impression 
that the change had been made under a misunderstanding. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It is true that this year it was; 
and if the money is not required it will not be used. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXTENSION OF WATER MAINS. 

For extension of water-trunk mains to C Heights, District of 
Columbia, said sum to be in addition to the sums herein appropriated 
from the revenues of the water department, $50,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I have a letter here from a gentleman named 
Mr. Edward J. Newcomb, saying the commissioners have asked 
Congress for $110,000 to enable them to install this water sys- 
tem at Congress Heights. Now, are we to understand that that 
has been cut $60,000? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It has been cut, but it is be- 
lieved that enough has been left to enable them to enter upon 
contracts for the work and to meet the requirements during 
the year for which we are appropriating. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are author- 
ized to employ in the execution of work the cost of which is payable 
from the nig (aoe oar account created in the District appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1905, approved April 27, 1904, and known as the 
“Miscellaneous trust-fand deposits, District of Columb 
Inspectors, oversee foremen, sewer ta rs, skilled la 
ics, laborers, policemen stationed at street-rail 
one inspector of gas fitting, two. janitors for laboratories, of the W. 
ington and Georgetown Gas Light companies, market master, assistant 
market master, watchman, and one laborer for the wholesale pro- 
ducers’ market. horses, carts, and wagons, and to incur all 
expenses incidental to carrying on such work and for the 
proper execution thereof, such services and expenses to be paid from 

appropriation account. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman in charge 
of the bill kindly inform those of us who are ignorant on the 
subject with respect to these miscellaneous trust-fund deposits 
out of which all these people are paid? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Those are moneys deposited by 
citizens when they want water connections made within the 
District, or any other improvement involving the taking up of 
the pavement or other expense to the city. 

sr eet Does it include all the payments for water 
service 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it means indemnity deposits. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Made by those who want the mains tapped? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I move to strike out the last word. 
I send to the desk the report of the commissioners for 1909, and 
I would like to have read an extract from page 6, under the 
heading of “Improvements in the District financial system and 
accounting.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 
IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT FINANCIAL SYSTEM AND ACCOUNTING. 


In the annual reports of the District auditor for several years past 
particular stress has been laid upon the necessity for a general re- 
vision of the District financial system and the accounting thereunder. 
It has been shown that there was urgent necessity for the adoption of 
a well-organized and centralized system of accounting control of the 
finances of the District, er with a thorough cal 


analyti system 

TTT e government could 
be without financial loss and that the results of fts busi- 
ness could be exp 
revision along these 
the establishment of an intricate and voluminous 8. of book- 

with endless extensions and ramifications. 

accomplished, 


keepin, 
is In fine with tat . — y —_ Tartany —— 
alo usiness e accom t 
"that contrationtion 4 


namely, revision 
of practical results; t there may be of de- 


of the District may 


District; and that a be kept in 
the Distri with 


ment of the 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to have the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill state what investigation, if any, the 
committee haye given to this recommendation of the commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to reply to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in answering the gentleman 
from Michigan, I will say that the committee as a committee 
have given no consideration whatever to it. The proposed new 
plan of formulating the appropriation bill was sent to the 
House in a communication addressed to the Speaker, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. The recommenda- 
tion involves an entire recasting of the appropriation bill. As 
I understand, it is the desire of the auditor for the District, 
and also of the accounting officers of the municipalities of the 
country generally, to obtain a uniform system of accounting, 
so that comparisons can be made between expenditures of the 
various municipalities throughout the country under specific 
heads. There is nothing in the present law that would pre- 
yent the accounting officers of the District keeping their 
accounts in accordance with the recommendations of the audi- 
tors. Their idea, however, is this: They propose in this new 
plan, as I gather it from the examination I have made, and 
from conversation with those who adyocated it, to make up a 
sort of ministerial budget; that is, taking the aggregate reye- 
nues and apportioning them by percentages to certain functions 
of the District government. Then when the Committee on Ap- 
propriations come to investigate the estimates we must deal 
with the percentage that has been allowed to each department, 
a method which is wholly impractical. 

The form of the present District appropriation bill was 
framed many years ago by a distinguished Member of this 
House, who at the time of his death had served longer in this 
body than any man who had previously served here, and who 
for many years was a member of the District Committee. I 
refer to General Ketcham. It is believed that the present form 
is as practical, so far as the keeping of accounts is concerned, 
as the proposed new form would be. 

But there is another serious objection to the adoption of this 
plan, and that is that Congress would haye no means of mak- 
ing comparisons with appropriations for previous years for 
the various departments of the municipal government in the 
District of Columbia. It is absolutely essential that Congress 
should be able to determine by comparison whether expendi- 
tures for the different departments have been increasing or 
whether there has been any decrease. For these reasons I 
have not felt justified in taking up the time of the committee 
in considering this proposed new plan. In my judgment it 
could not be done without legislation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to sug- 
gest that a year or two ago there was incorporated in one of 
the appropriation bills a provision which required that esti- 
mates be submitted to Congress along the same lines as the 
appropriations for the current year, and that appropriation 
bills be reported in the same form as the current appropriation 
act? The purpose was to enable Members of the House to make 
satisfactory comparison between contemplated appropriations 
and those that had been made in former years. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say that if it had not 
been for that provision of the law, in my judgment, the esti- 
mates for the District appropriation bill would at this session 
have been submitted in the form proposed, which would have 
entirely destroyed all opportunity for comparison of appropria- 
tions for previous years. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What would be the expense of 
making the desired change? Would it be very great? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that the expense would be 
very great. The effect of the change, however, might be very 
expensive. 

Mr. MANN. The change would not be made without having 
a very large number of increases in salaries. 

Mr. TAW NEXT. As I say, the effect might be very expensive. 

Mr. NORRIS. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Minnesota, I would like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Smrra]. Is it not true that this change 
would require additional legislation? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I suppose it would. 

Mr. NORRIS. Would it not be something that ought to be 
considered by the Committee on the District of Columbia in- 
stead of the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Perhaps so. 

Mr. NORRIS. Has the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia considered any such legislation? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It never has been brought to the 
attention of the committee for our consideration. I saw it in 
the report of the commissioners. 

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me that it is something within 
the jurisdiction of the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have no doubt of that, if we are 
going to have legislation. The gentleman understands the 
practice is a little different here. If the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia think legislation is necessary, their cus- 
tom is to send a bill to the chairman of the District Committee 
to introduce. It has been the practice for the last fourteen 
years for the chairman of the District Committee not to intro- 
duce any bill for legislation affecting the District of Columbia 
except as recommended by the commissioners. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word 
further. There is nothing in the law to prevent the commis- 
sioners from keeping their accounts in any form that they see 
fit. This proposed system originated, as I am informed, in 
the Census Bureau, with a view of enabling that bureau to 
prepare its statistics regarding municipal expenditures, so that 
a comparison can be made between the different departments 
in different cities with respect to the aggregate expenditures in 
each. There is nothing in the law to prevent their keeping 
the accounts in any way they see fit, but I think it is of the 
utmost importance that Congress should at all times be able 
to make comparisons with proposed estimates along the line of 
the previous appropriation bills. Otherwise we would be at 
sea all the time as to whether there were increases, while it 
would afford opportunity for those who prepare the estimates 
to make increases without our knowing it without the most care- 
ful analysis and investigation. I do not think there is any 
necessity for changing the existing form of the present appro- 
priation bill, and I hope the District Committee will not under- 
take to make any change. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe everything that 
I read in the newspapers, and it may be that the auditor of 
the District has been incorrectly quoted; but if the statements 
which have appeared in the papers as to speeches he has made 
are correct, he has impudently and impertinently assumed leg- 
islative functions which do not belong to him, A mere auditor 
has no conception of legislation or of making appropriations. 
He has no knowledge in reference to proper legislative pro- 
cedure, and yet, according to the newspapers, he has gone out 
of his way in the public press to lecture and scold Congress 
because it has not presumed in legislative matters to follow his 
sweet will. He ought to be disciplined by the District Commis- 
sioners. He ought to be discharged from the office if he made 
the remarks that he is said to have made, because he is unfit 
for the place. 

It has become quite the custom of some of the executive offi- 
cers of the Government to consider that they have the same 
right to criticize Congress which the President has in recom- 
mending legislation to Congress and criticizing the former ac- 
tion of Congress. It is not the duty of these executive officials 
to endeavor to run Congress. They have never been elected 
for the purpose of legislating. They have their executive duties 
to perform, and if the auditor of this District will perform 
the functions of his office well and truly in the future, he will 
have done better than he has done up to the present time with- 
out endeavoring to lecture Congress. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to many 
excellent speeches delivered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], but I want to congratulate him upon his great ad- 
vance in statesmanship and public service. Long ago we had 
realized on this side of the House the impertinence of execu- 
tive officials in attempting to lecture and dominate the Congress 
as to the manner in which it should transact its business. It 
is a matter of congratulation that now the men among the lead- 
ing lights, the exclusive circle, on that side of the House, have 
at last awakened to what has been happening in this capital 
for many years. Of course it is presumptuous for the auditor 
of this District to make any suggestions to a Republican Con- 
gress as to the manner in which it should transact its busi- 
ness. In this case I am convinced that he has far transgressed 
the bounds of propriety. 

As the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], has well said, the 
form of this District appropriation bill was outlined by the 
late General Ketcham. Those who served with him in the lat- 
ter part of his service had no conception of the powerful figure 
he was in this House when he was in his prime. In the year 
1872 he was a member of the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, who initiated a series of public improve- 
ments which have helped to make the District the beautiful 
and growing place it is. Asa result of his experience in that 
office, when he came back into the House he designed this form 
of bill, and it has been of immense service, not only to those 
who are especially charged with the work of preparing the ap- 
propriation bill, but to all of the Members of the House, in en- 
deavoring to keep some check upon the rapaciousness of those 
who desire to obtain the public funds to make pleasing and 
comfortable and easy their lives in this beautiful city. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to revert again to the impertinence of 
these officials. If I were a member of the dominant party, I 
would take what might be effective measures to have properly, 
disciplined not only this presumptuous auditor, but all of the 
other—well, I do not like to be offensive, and I will say all 
those other strutting officials around the departments who pre- 
sume to imagine that all of the wisdom on legislative matters in 
the universe is possessed by themselves. I have heard men who 
have spent a lifetime in this House, becoming experts on special 
lines of legislation, hazard an opinion after years of study that 
some particular proposed legislation might be ill advised, and 
then I have known somebody who has been taken from the 
prairie or from the top floor of an immense building in a great 
city, to the surprise of everybody, including himself, at his 
unexpected translation into some important office, undertake to 
tell the people of this Representative’s district that he is unfit to 
serve in this House; that he is a reactionary, or some other kind 
of undesirable citizen, attempting to thwart the desires of 
the Executive, and to stand in the way of progress and the wel- 
fare of the people. Mr. Chairman, I hope this speech of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will be sent to every 
official in the departments of Washington, and that some form 
of official ukase will be issued which will compel them to mem- 
orize it so that they may realize how humble are their positions 
here; that they are not the masters, that they are but the 
servants of the people, and that they must not recklessly under- 
take to criticise the people’s representatives, particularly when 
the dominant party that now controls the Government is in 
possession of the Government, so wisely legislating or hesitat- 
ing to legislate in the interests of the people. 

There is no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that a pernicious example 
was set in this Capital City for some years by a distinguished 
member of the executive department of the Government, by. 
which he assumed to himself the right not only to execute the 
laws and to execute what he thought should be the laws, but to 
criticise and haggle Congress for not enacting what he believed 
should be the laws, and eyen undertook to criticise and con- 
demn the courts, from the lowest to the highest, for not con- 
struing the Jaws so that they would harmonize with his peculiar 
views. No doubt other officials have been affected by this un- 
restrained tendency on the part of a distinguished official, and 
I regret that Members on that side of the House did not leap 
into the fray some years ago and attempt to curb that ambitious 
spirit when he was in his prime, instead of waiting until great 
oceans and continents had separated him from the scene of our 
activities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
out the last two words. When I sent to the Clerk’s desk that 
portion of the report of the commissioners with reference to this 
new accounting system, I of course had no idea that it was 
going to provoke any reflections upon Mr. Tweedale, the auditor 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike- 
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I have no knowledge of the newspaper articles 
to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] refers. I 
know not whether they are true or not true, but I feel it is only 
just and due to say of Mr. Tweedale that he is one of the most 


of the District. 


excellent officials in this District. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, before offering 
an amendment I desire to say a word along this line in harmony 
with the general trend of criticism of interference of outside 
semiofficial parties in connection with legislation. At the same 
time I regret the personal attack made upon the auditor of this 
District. My knowledge of him and of his work leads me to 
believe that he is an exceedingly capable official. The District 
has not had his equal for a long time, if ever. If he has been 
overzealous in certain respects it is not altogether to his discredit. 
If he has ideals to which he believes we ought to attain, he 
has the right to a hearing on them, and I do not think for 
this reason that he ought to be discredited throughout the 
country, and I want to say in justice to him that so far as my 
knowledge goes he is a thorough, painstaking, honest, compe- 
tent official. 

I ask unanimous consent to return to page 71 of the bill, and 
offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent, as the Chair understands, to return to page 71 
for the purpose of offering an amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 71, in line 6, strike out “eleven thousand three“ and in- 
sert “ ten thousand four.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That grows out of the change 
of disallowing the bailiff at $900, and simply corrects the 
figures in accordance with the estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Michigan to the fact that a certain paragraph 
of the bill was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; and the statement was 
fully made at the time. There has been no time to make the 
visitation then referred to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will permit, I will say to the Chair that I understand it 
is proposed to adjourn over until Monday, and that will afford 
the committee an opportunity to make the investigation that is 
desired before passing upon the paragraph. Congress can not 
adjourn for the holidays until Tuesday, but the adjournment 
until Monday will give the committee time to make the investi- 
gation. If we adjourn until Monday, we can consider and 
adopt this paragraph and pass the bill on Monday. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairnian, I moye that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14464— 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill—and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Covrncron was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of John R. Allen, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
no adverse report haying been made theréon. 


WATERWAY POLICY AND ITS RESULTS IN EUROPE. 


Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my 
hand a very interesting report on the waterways of Europe, 
made by Prof. Emory R. Johnson, professor of transportation 
and commerce in the University of Pennsylyania, who recently 
yisited Europe, accompanying the National Waterways Com- 
mission as the special representative of the National Rivers 
and Harbors Congress. This report is of very general interest, 
and I ask unanimous consent to publish it as a part of my re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, allow me to make the suggestion 
that it be published as a document of the House. I think that 
would be better, because we then would be able to get them and 
use them better than if printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. I have no objection; that 
will suit me quite as well. I simply want the House to get the 
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benefit of it, as it is a very able discussion of the waterways 
question in France and Germany. 
Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection, but I think we had better 
make it a document of the House. : 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, I am perfectly willing to ac- 
cept the suggestion, 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we usually refuse such requests, 
and if the gentleman makes the request I shall have to object. 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Then, I renew my original 
request. 
"The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The article above referred to is as follows: 
Waterway policy and its results in Europe. 
{By Emory R. Johnson, professor of trans 7 and commerce, 
University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia.] 
THE GENERAL FUNCTIONS OF INLAND WATERWAYS. 


On the continent of Europe the present policy of the leading 
countries is to provide with equal care for the development of 
both railroads and waterways, and this is as true where the 
railways are private property as where they, as well as the 
waterways, are owned by the government. In Great Britain, 
with the exception of two canals in Scotland, the inland water- 
ways, both rivers and canals, have been improved and are now 
being operated by corporations, some of the routes being owned 
by the railways, others by “navigation” companies. The Brit- 
ish Government has neither sought to bring about the coordina- 
tion and systematization of the inland waterways, nor to regu- 
late the railways in such a way as to further the development 
of water transportation. The advisabi..cy of changing the policy 
toward waterways is under consideration in Great Britain, and 
a royal commission on canals and waterways is about to report 
the results of a thorough study of the situation. 

The experience of Great Britain is instructive in that it 
shows what results follow from a passive attitude of the Gov- 
ernment toward waterways; but it will be more profitable to 
devote this short paper to a survey of waterway policy and 
water traffic in those continental European countries that have 
pursued a positive programme of waterway improvement and 
railway regulation to protect the water routes against destruc- 
tive competition. Most attention will be given to France, Ger- 
many, and Belgium, with only incidental reference to other 
countries. 

When any country devotes capital to the improvement of 
inland navigation, it does so on the theory that economic prog- 
ress will result commensurate with the expenditure of the 
public funds. Industrial advance within a country as a whole, 
or in particular sections of its territory, is determined by the 
supply of efficient labor, the abundance and cheapness of mate- 
rials, and the range of the markets to which the finished prod- 
ucts can be sent. The chief function of the waterways must 
be to cheapen the cost and to increase the obtainable variety 
of mineral, fuels, lumber and other building materials, fer- 
tilizers, wheat and other grains—in general, the unmanufac- 
tured materials of industry. The waterways, if of real eco- 
nomic advantage, must facilitate the distribution of the basic 
materials of industry generally within each country and among 
nations, and they should also contribute to the even and simul- 
taneous adyance of the various sections of the country served 
by them. It is because waterways, as well as railroads, are 
believed to be serviceable in furthering industrial progress and 
in distributing business activities mere evenly among the va- 
rious sections of their domain that numerous countries have, 
at large expense, improved their rivers and constructed canals. 

Every manufacturing country, district, or city is especially 
concerned about equipping itself to meet international compe- 
tition. If Belgium, Prague, or Paris is to prosper at the pres- 
ent time, or is to have an assured future, it must be able to 
assemble materials as cheaply as possible from all parts of the 
world and be provided with facilities for placing its goods 
cheaply and readily upon the chief markets, domestic and for- 
eign. The pressure of international competition goes far to 
account for the extensive improvement of waterways in the 
continental European countries having the highest degree of 
industrial development; and if Great Britain should decide to 
adopt the policy of nationalizing and enlarging her inland 
waterways, it will be largely because of the increasing diffi- 
culty her producers have in holding their own against foreign 
competition. 

INCREASE IN THE TRAFFIC OF THE WATERWAYS OF FRANCE AND GERMANY. 


Soon after the railways were introduced the commerce on 
waterways, which had previously been the chief highways of 
long-distance traffic, began to decline in volume and tonnage, 
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This was true even in Prussia and France, as well as in other 
countries where the present expansion of water-borne commerce 
has been especially rapid. Until the cheapening in the cost in 
transportation had reached a point where it was possible to 
ship low-grade goods long distances, the total tonnage seeking 
shipment was not large enough to provide for the rapid expan- 
sion of both rail and water transportation, and, under these 
conditions, the railways transported more and gained in ton- 
age more rapidly than did the waterways. 

During the past two or three decades, however, conditions 
have radically changed. There has been an enormous enlarge- 
ment in the tonnage of traffic that can be economically trans- 
ported upon inland waterways, and thus we find that, in the 
countries where both rail and water routes haye been kept 
abreast of modern requirements and where both transportation 
agencies have been permitted to perform their services under 
equally favorable conditions, the traffic upon inland waterways, 
while in no instance equal in total tonnage to that upon the 
railroads, has expanded quite as fast as has the volume of ship- 
ments by rail. 

RELATIVE RATES OF INCREASE IN WATER AND RAIL TRAFFIC, FRANCE, 

GERMANY, AND BELGIUM, 

The rapidity with which the traffic on waterways has in- 
creased in countries that have provided extensive and eco- 
nomical facilities for inland navigation and have adhered to a 
policy permitting the unhampered development of waterways 
may be illustrated by referring to France and Germany. 


Mileage of and traffic upon inland waterways in France and Germany 
in 1885 and 1905. 


Although the total length of French waterways used for navi- 
gation in 1905 was somewhat less than the length of those em- 
ployed twenty years earlier, the total tonnage of water-borne 
commerce had increased 73.8 per cent, while the ton-mileage 
had more than doubled. In Germany the mileage of navigated 
waterways remained constant during the twenty-year period, 
while the tonnage moved upon them increased 274.6 per cent, or 
to nearly fourfold. The growth in the ton-mileage of the Ger- 
man waterways was 212.4 per cent. In Belgium the rate of 
increase in water-borne commerce has been slower than in Ger- 
many, but more rapid than in France. 

In view of the enormous expansion in rail traffic during 
recent decades, a comparison of the transportation services 


Growth of tonnage and ton-mileage of traffic (received and dispatched) on the inland waterways and the railways of France, Germany, and Belgium, 


performed by railways and waterways in France, Germany, and 
Belgium is especially instructive. The following table shows 
that improved waterways are largely used in those countries, 
and that the simultaneous and equal development of both rail 
and water transportation has, with the exception of France in 
the last few years, resulted in the waterways securing an in- 

tage of the total traffic handled by both agencies. 

The above table, which is compiled from tables contained in 
Volume VI of the recently published report of the British Royal 
Commission on Canals and Waterways, clearly indicates three 
important facts: 

1. During the period covered by the table—twenty-five years 
in the case of France, thirty years for Germany, and fifteen 
years for Belgium—the rate of increase as regards tonnage and 
ton-mileage has been more rapid on the waterways than on 
the railways. Germany began to give especial attention to the 
development of waterways in the middle of the seventies, shortly 
after the Franco-Prussian war, at the time of the beginning of 
Germany's marvelous industrial expansion. The volume of 
water-borne traffic soon began to grow rapidly, the increase in 
tonnage during the thirty years ending in 1905 being 397.1 per 
cent and in ton-mileage 417.2 per cent. Industrial progress in 
Germany has been more rapid than in any other European 
country, and this is the chief reason why the tonnage of traffic 
upon her inland waterways has risen faster than has the water- 
borne commerce even of France and Belgium. 

2. The development of both rail and water traffic in France, 
Germany, and Belgium during the decade 1895-1905 was espe- 
cially rapid, the progress in France and Germany during the 
first half of the decade being even more pronounced than during 
the second half. The waterways of Germany doubled the ton- 
mileage of their traffic during the ten years and made a gain 
of 121.2 per cent in total tonnage. During the same period the 


Belgium. 
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railways of the Empire made a gain of 68.3 per cent in ton- 
mileage and 77.8 per cent in total tonnage. Practically all the 
rivers and canals in Germany are more largely used to-day than 
they formerly were, but it has been the enormous expansion of 
traffic upon the Rhine and Elbe rivers that mainly accounts 
for the exceptionally rapid growth of water-borne tonnage in 


Germany. In 1905, 43 per cent of the 9,300,000,000 ton-miles of 
traffic on the waterways was handled on the Rhine and 24 per 
cent on the Elbe and its tributaries. Upon these two river 
systems two-thirds of the total water-borne traffic of the country 
was moved. 

8. The ratio of the ton-mileage of waterways and railways 
both in Germany and in France in 1895 was 1 to 3.5; in 1905, 
1 to 8—a fact that shows clearly that the waterways are more 
than holding their own with the railways. The total tonnage 
of traffic on waterways in Belgium in 1895 was about two-thirds 
(64.8 per cent) of the total tonnage of rail traffic, and in 1905 
the tonnage of the waterways was four-fifths (81.6 pere cent) 
that of the railways, the ratio of water to rail traffic being ex- 
ceptionally high in Belgium. In the case of Belgium the ton- 
mileage figures for railroad traffic are not available, and the 
comparison just made is between the tonnages of the rail and 
waterway routes. 

In every country freight is moved longer distances upon 
waterways than upon railroads. Usually the waterway affords 
a less direct route than does the railroad, and the traffic bandled 
in boats consists mainly of bulky commodities transported long 
distances. Local shipments are more generally made by rail. 
Ton-mileage figures, however, are more accurate expressions of 
the actual transportation services of either railways or water- 
ways than are the figures for tonnage, and the comparisons 
above made between water and rail ton-mileage figures do not 
exaggerate the real transportation services of the waterways, 
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MAIN FEATURES OF THE POLICY THAT HAS RESULTED IN THE LARGE USE 
OF WATERWAYS UPON THE CONTINENT OF EUROPE. 

The waterway policies followed by the German States, by 
France, Belgium, and Holland, and which are also being car- 
ried out by some other countries on the Continent of Europe 
may be studied to advantage by the people of the United States. 
While we can not or should not merely copy the policy and prac- 
tices of other countries, because our problems differ, at least in 
detail, from those which other countries have had to solve, we 
can not fail to profit by studying the experience of other coun- 
tries and by understanding the methods they have found suc- 
cessful. 

1. The most notable fact about the policy of European coun- 
tries as regards inland navigation is that the waterways have 
been systematically improved and connected. When France 
adopted her extensive plans for waterway development in 1879, 
standard dimensions permitting the use of 300-ton barges were 
given to all canals. This type of craft having been found well 
adapted to the traffic needs of the country, its continued use in 
the future is contemplated; but the new works, now being exe- 
cuted to carry out the programme adopted in 1903, have locks 
large enough to pass simultaneously at least two standard 
barges. All the waterways of southern Belgium have dimen- 
sions permitting the use of the type of barge employed on the 
canals of France, with which the Belgian waterways are co- 
ordinated. The waterways in the central part of Belgium are 
being reconstructed to conform to the 300-ton standard. The 
800-ton barge is used on the waterways of the western and 
northern section of the country, with the exception of the 
canals from the sea to Bruges and Ghent and the one being 
constructed to Brussels, which are large enough to accommo- 
date ocean-going vessels, The programme followed by Prussia 
since 1875 has been to adapt the waterways west of Berlin to 
the requirements of 600-ton barges and those east of Berlin to 
craft of 400 tons. Likewise the dimensions adopted for the 
numerous new works authorized by the Prussian legislation of 
1905 are such that barges of 600 to 800 tons may be used west 
of Berlin and between that city and Stettin and that barges of 
400 to 600 tons may be operated east of Berlin. 

By giving common dimensions to their waterways and by 
connecting as fully and as rapidly as practicable their rivers 
with each other, these three countries and Holland have each 
created a system of waterways. These four countries have also 
joined up their systems of waterways in such a manner as to 
facilitate the through shipment of international traffic. Phys- 
ical conditions have made this possible, and international rival- 
ries have not prevented its being done. 

2. Another feature of the waterway policy of these European 
countries is that care is taken to provide waterways with ade- 
quate terminal and harbor facilities, and to make such physical 
connections between railroads and waterways at all inland 
harbors as to guarantee the easy and economical transfer of 
traffic from cars to boats and water to rails. It is realized in 
Europe more clearly than in the United States that terminal 
facilities and rail connections are as essential a part of the 
projects for making waterways useful as are reliable channels 
of adequate width and depth. The Rhine River, for instance, 
has 62 harbors equipped as fully as commercial needs require, 
with storage and transfer facilities. At forty-three of these 
terminals the direct transfer of goods from trains to boats and 
river to rails is possible. Many of the harbors include large 
basins, some of which are used for the transfer and storage of 
commodities, while others are constructed to enable big indus- 
trial plants to locate on water frontage. Each city constructs 
its own harbor with but little, if any, aid from the State, the ex- 
pense being borne by the city, aided in some instances by private 
interests. When the city’s current revenues are insufficient to 
meet the cost of these works funds are borrowed, moderate har- 
bor dues being charged to meet interest and sinking-fund re- 
quirements. j 

The policy of the German states and cities in cooperating to 
create water-transportation facilities is well illustrated at 
Frankfort on the Main and at Duisburg-Ruhrort, the Rhine 
port for the chief industrial district of Germany. During the 
past thirty years—but mainly between 1883 and 1895—Prussia 
has spent somewhat less than two and a half million dollars 
eanalizing the Main from the Rhine to a point somewhat above 
Frankfort. This is what the State has done; Frankfort has 
done more. Between 1883 and 1900, the city spent $2,500,000 
on harbor works, and is now engaged in the construction of a 
great commercial and industrial harbor and terminal that will 
cost, when completed, $18,000,000. 

On the Rhine at the mouth of the small Ruhr River are 
Duisburg and Ruhrort, which in 1905 were united to form a 
single port. The harbor at Ruhrort was improved from funds 


obtained from traffic dues which, since 1805, have been paid into 
a special “ Ruhr shipping fund,” administered by the state and 
not by the municipality. The execution of works under this 
arrangement was necessarily slow because the expenses, being 
met from current revenues, had to be distributed over a long 
period. In 1902 the state decided to make two loans, amounting 
to about $3,400,000, at 34 per cent per annum, to the Ruhr 
shipping fund. ‘The interest was to be paid out of the receipts 
from harbor dues, as also an additonal 1 per cent, after 1907, for 
a sinking fund. The inner harbor at Duisburg, the portion 
not along the bank of the Rhine River, was constructed by the 
Rhine-Ruhr Canal Association, but in 1889 the city acquired 
the works and subsequently greatly enlarged the terminal facili- 
ties, spending about $3,250,000 in acquiring and improving the 
harbor. The Prussian state railways also own extensive 
water-front terminals on which large sums haye been spent. - 
When in 1905 the harbor of Duisburg was consolidated with 
that of Ruhrort the control and development of the united har- 
bors were placed in charge of the Ruhr shipping fund, admin- 
istered by the state. Representatives of Duisburg have a voice 
in the administration of the “fund.” The expenses of harbor 
extension continue to be borne by the commerce caried on at 
the combined ports. 

The methods by which the chief inland harbor of Europe has 
been created and the manner in which it is being administered 
may well be studied, not because the financial and administra- 
tive methods followed at Duisburg-Ruhrort can be copied with- 
out adaptation by any American city, but because commercial 
success at this great Rhine port has been accomplished through 
the intelligent cooperation of the state and the cities, and as a 
result of the close coordination of rail and water transporta- 
tion. The principles controlling action in foreign countries 
may be none the less sound in the United States, though Ameri- 
ean conditions may require the adoption of different methods of 
applying the principles. 

3. It has been the policy of the countries of continental 
Europe to regulate the services and rates of the railroads so 
as to prevent their making destructive warfare upon the water- 
ways. While waterways and railways compete with each other 
in the sense that much traffic is free to select between the two 
transportation agencies, and while the lower costs of carriage 
by water, particularly upon the larger rivers, has a. regulative 
influence over the rates charged upon the bulky traffic of some 
railway lines, the railroads and waterways are regarded rather 
as complementary parts of one general transportation system 
than as two alternative and rival carriers, each trying to sup- 
plant the other. In France, where most of the railways are 
private, the Government regulates railway rates in accordance 
with the recommendations of a railway consultative committee 
composed of members of Parliament, high government officials, 
presidents or members of chambers of commerce, state engi- 
neers, and representative manufacturers and commercial men. 
It is the practice of this committee to allow railways to charge 
rates now lower than 20 per cent above those prevailing on 
competing waterways. Some American writers regard this 
policy as being detrimental to the railways; but the causes of 
the unprofitable condition of some of the French railways are 
probably to be sought elsewhere. The unsuccessful lines are 
in the west and south of the country, where traffic is relatively 
light; the most prosperous roads are in the north and east, 
where traffic is heaviest. It is also in the north and east that 
most use is made of waterways. 

In Prussia, Belgium, and several other European countries 
the railways, as well as the waterways, belong to the state. 
The Belgian Government does “not attempt by special tariffs 
or exceptional treatment to attract the traffic from the state- 
owned waterways.” The Prussian railway rates on traffic 
adapted to water transportation are enough higher than the 
charges on the waterways to prevent any serious warfare be- 
tween rail and water carriers. The state wishes both agencies 
to have a healthy development. For many years the Prussian 
railway administration has been required by law to confer, 
regarding rates, with advisory councils representing the’ com- 
mercial and business interests of the country; and, in 1905, 
when the construction of various new waterways was author- 
ized, the law provided for six special advisory councils upon 
waterways—one for each of various sections of the works— 
and a seventh general advisory council to be consulted in con- 
nection with the working and maintenance of the completed 
waterways. The policy of the Prussian Government is to de- 
velop and administer both the railways and the waterways in 
accordance with the business needs of the country, and the 
Government seeks the cooperation of the business interests in 
the determination and execution of its policy. 
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4. A prominent feature of the waterway policy of several 
European countries is the distribution of financial burdens be- 
tween the state on one side and the local governments and the 
beneficiary private interests on the other side. In constructing 
the authorized canal from the Danube near Vienna to the Oder 
the Austrian state will meet about 70 per cent of the costs and 
the Provinces and benefited private interests will be assessed the 
remainder. According to an agreement reached in 1901, the cost 
of improving the upper Rhine from Mannheim to Strassburg is 
to be shared by Baden, Bavaria, Alsace-Lorraine, the city of 
Strassburg, and the Rhine Coal Company. 

When, in 1903, France provided for the construction of new 
waterways, the law stipulated that the beneficiary parties or 
localities must advance at least half of the total cost. The local 
interests making this contribution are permitted to recoup them- 
selyes from tolls or dues and from a monopoly of providing 
towage or traction. Three canals, one from Cette to the Rhone, 
one from Marseilles to the Rhone, and one from the coal fields 
to the Oise River—the Canal du Nord—are now being con- 
structed under the conditions established in the act of 1903. 
The chambers of commerce interested in the Canal du Nord are 
advancing $6,000,000, permission having been given them to 
issue debentures to secure the funds, the repayment of which is 
secured by, and is to come solely from, the canal dues collected 
during the first fifty years and from the profits that may be 
obtained from the monopoly of traction. 

The Prussian act of April 1, 1905, provided for the construc- 
tion of several important waterways, but stipulated (1) that the 
state should levy dues; (2) that the provinces and beneficiary 
public corporations should pay the state an annual sum, not 
exceeding $800,000, toward the expenses of administration and 
maintenance, in case the receipts from dues do not cover operat- 
ing and maintenance costs; and (3) that the provinces and pub- 
lic corporations should further guarantee to pay 3 per cent 
interest, and after the sixteenth year one-half per cent addi- 
tional as a sinking fund on about one-third of the cost of the 
respective sections of the works, provided the current revenues 
from the respective sections are not large enough to cover op- 
erating and maintenance expenses and to meet interest and 
amortization charges. 

FINANCING WATERWAY IMPROVEMENTS IN FRANCE AND PRUSSIA. 


To carry out the large programme of waterway improvements 
adopted in 1879, France borrowed funds at 3 per cent. Tolls 
were abolished, and both the capital and the maintenance costs 
were borne by the State. The legislation of 1903, referred to 
above, changed the policy of 1879 by requiring the various bene- 
ficiary parties to contribute half the cost of constructing new 
works. Tolls and traffic dues may be charged on these new 
waterways to reimburse the localities and private interests that 
advance half the cost. The State does not deem it to be neces- 
sary to borrow funds to meet its half of the costs; its contribu- 
tions are to be made from current revenues; but the localities 
or parties in interest who advance the other half are permitted 
to issue debentures. 

Prussia meets the expenses incurred in waterway improve- 
ments from current revenues, if they suffice, or from special 
loans authorized by law, if such loans are found to be necessary. 
The law of 1905 requires the provinces and public corporations 
to guarantee the expenses of operating and maintaining new 
works and to pay interest upon and to amortize one-third of 
the capital cost of those works. ‘Tolls and dues are levied on 
canals and canalized rivers. On rivers regulated without locks 
and dams charges may, under the imperial constitution as it 
has been interpreted up to the present time, be levied only for 
the use of special facilities created in the interest of traffic. 

In general, it may be said that the policy both of France and 
Prussia is to return to the practice of charging tolls on those 
waterways upon which large sums are expended and to require 
the localities and parties most directly benefited by a new 
waterway to share with the State the costs of construction and 
maintenance. This is a more conservative financial policy than 
has previously prevailed, but it makes readily possible and 
practically certain the steady improvement and extension of 
inland waterways, despite the large cost of creating and main- 
taining waterways adapted to the requirement of present-day 
and future commerce. 

SOME LESSONS FROM EUROPEAN EXPERIENCE. 

The problem of improving and extending inland waterways 
is a much greater one in the United States than in any Euro- 
pean country. Indeed, the United States is territorially com- 
parable with all Europe rather than with any national sub- 
division of that continent. This fact, however, does not prevent 
us from profiting by a study of European experience. A knowl- 
edge of what has been successful and of what has proven a fail- 


ure in Europe will assist us both in formulating a plan of water- 
way improvement that will meet the transportation needs of 
our country and will aid us in adopting economically sound and 
politically practicable methods of financing and carrying out 
our policy. 

It is clear from what has taken place in Europe that inland 
waterways, when adequately improved and systematically con- 
nected, will be largely used for the transportation of commod- 
ities in bulk, provided two conditions are met: 

1. That cities along the rivers and canals provide harbors 
large enough to permit the growth of traffic, and either equip 
or take such measures as will bring about the equipment of 
tuee terminals, with facilities for the economical handling of 

afic. 

2. That the federal and state governments regulate railways 
to the extent of compelling them to make direct connections’ 
with the waterways at all inland harbors and terminals, and 
also to the extent of preventing the railroads from making 
destructive warfare upon the waterways. If large use is to 
be made of our waterways, the Nation and the States must unite 
in the enforcement of measures that will bring about the co- 
ordination of rail and water transportation and that will sub- 
sere cooperation and wholesome competition in place of war- 

re. 

Lastly, the practice of European countries affords a prece- 
dent for financing improvements of national importance by 
special loans when the current revenues of the State are not 
large enough to permit of the expeditious execution of the 
works, It should be noted, however, that these special loans 
are not to impose a permanent burden upon the general budget 
of the State or of the localities that advance borrowed funds 
to aid the State in constructing new works. While it seems 
necessary for the people of the United States to issue bonds to 
secure a part of the capital required to put our inland water- 
ways, within a reasonable length of time, into a condition of 
commercial efficiency, it is also imperative that careful and 
definite provision should be made when the bonds are issued 
for the interest upon and amortization of such special loans. 
Moreover, this general principle should be as zealously ad- 
hered to by the municipalities and States as by the Federal 
Government whenever funds are borrowed to increase the 
facilities for inland navigation. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 
53 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Monday 
next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for rental and moving 
expenses of building for federal use at Lynchburg, Va. (H. Doc. 
No. 402)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Cowlitz River, Washington (H. Doc. No, 404)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for rent, etc., of building 
for federal use at Charleston, W. Va. (H. Doc. No. 403) —to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the United States court 
building at Portland, Me. (H. Doc. No. 401)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Arecibo Harbor, Portor Rico (H. Doc. No. 406)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Enginers, report of examination of 
Kennebec River, Me. (H. Doc. No. 411)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 245 


Oak Orchard Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 412)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Bayou Boeuf, Louisiana (H. Doc. No. 409)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Flathead River, Montana (H. Doc. No. 407)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Nooksak River to Lynden, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 414)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pigeon River, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 418)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pend Oreille River, Washington (H. Doc. No. 410)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Big ‘Sioux River, South Dakota and Iowa (H. Doc. No. 408)— 
cots Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
pr. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Thoroughfare Bay and the thoroughfare leading from Core 
Sound into Cedar Island Bay, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 
405)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

15. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. Doc. No. 400)—to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 14565) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 43), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey, from the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 15816) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1907, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 44), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14874) granting an honorable discharge to 
James A, Baker—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 14909) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Furlong—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14957) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15157) for the relief of Job Pringle—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15158) for the relief of Robert T. Hill, James 
B. Hill, Thomas Spencer, and Ellis Spencer—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8670) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 
Muse Thomas—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


A bill (H. R, 2789) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Richardson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 14987) granting a pension to Robert J. Hyatt— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15464) for the relief of Austin T. Dickerman— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 15466) granting a pension to Emma Boyle— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15483) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Minor—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 15794) to provide for enlarg- 
ing the federal building at Beaver Falls, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15795) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building at Webb City, Mo.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 15796) to regu- 
late the business of loaning money on security of any kind by 
persons, firms, and corporations other than national banks, say- 
ings banks, trust companies, and real estate brokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 15797) for the exten- 
sion of Harvard street NW., in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr, HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15798) to promote a 
patriotic spirit among the citizens and youth of the United 
States and for the encouragement of rifle practice—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 15799) to establish 
postal savings banks for depositing savings at interest, with 
the security of the Government for the repayment thereof, for 
the investment of savings funds, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 15800) to correct weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 15801) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Albemarle, Stanly County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 15802) directing the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey and examination to be made 
of Eel River from its mouth to the mouth of Van Duzen River, 
with a view to the improvement of said river for navigation— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 15803) for the erection of a 
public building at Jennings, La.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15804) to erect an extension to the post- 
office and federal court building at Alexandria, La.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15805) for the improvement of navigation 
in Bayou Plaquemine Brule—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15806) for protecting the caving banks of 
Red River at Boyce Landing, Rapids Parish, State of Louis- 
iana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 15807) to fix the salaries of 
employees above the clerical grade in post-oflfices of the first and 
second class, and of assistant postmasters at offices where city 
delivery is in operation—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 15808) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Poplar Bluff, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 15809) granting 
to the State of Colorado public lands to be sold under certain 
restrictions and the proceeds thereof used for the construction 
and improving of public highways—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 15810) to 
authorize the maintenance of actions for negligence. causing 
death in maritime cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 15811) to permit the owners 
of certain vessels and the owners or underwriters of cargoes 
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laden thereon to sue the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 15812) relating to liens on 
vessels for repairs, supplies, or other necessities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 15813) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at 
Rumford, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 15814) providing for the 
purchase or erection of embassy, legation, and consular build- 
ings abroad—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15815) authorizing 
the construction of a railroad bridge across the Rio Grande 
between Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey, from the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization: A bill (H. R. 15816) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States,” approved February 20, 1907— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15817) for the 
erection of a public building at Le Mars, lowa—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 15818) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Carnegie, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 15819) to parole 
United States prisoners, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREDIE: A bill (H. R. 15820) providing for the 
homestead entry of certain lands in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TENER: Resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to appoint a committee 
of five Members to investigate and report upon industrial condi- 
tions in the steel mills and car shops of western Pennsylvania 
to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. HARDY: Resolution (H. Res. 184) for appointment 
of a committee to investigate charges made against Members 
of Congress by certain newspapers—to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. 185) call- 
ing on Secretary of the Interior for certain information rela- 
tive to public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JONES: Resolution (H. Res. 186) to pay S. P. Howell 
clerk-hire allowance for services rendered the late Representa- 
tive D. A. De Armond—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) authoriz- 
ing and directing the President of the United States to use the 
land and naval forces of the United States to restore order, 
maintain peace, and protect life and property in Nicaragua— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) concern- 
ing wireless telegraphy, ete.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15821) 
granting an increase of pension to John N. Paxton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 15822) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary C. Vantillbury—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 15823) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Ricketts—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 15824) granting a pension to 
H. Adelbert Penfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15825) granting a pension to William F, 
Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15826) granting a pension to William T. 
Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 15827) for the relief of 
Urban C. Kennedy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15828) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh J. Hales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 15829) granting a pension 
to Daniel T. Youngblood—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 15830) for the relief of 
Elisha Buckner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15831) granting a pension to Harry 
Schwartz—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 15832) granting a pension to 
Claudia D. Blakeman—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15833) granting a pension to Lillian H. 
Sprigg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

, By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 15834) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Irby—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15835) granting a pension 
to Harry B. Robb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15836) granting a pension to Ollie H. 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15837) granting an increase of pension to 
George Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15838) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Wessa—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15839) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Funkhauser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15840) granting an increase of pension to 
William Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15841) granting an increase of pension to 
William Humphreyville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15842) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15843) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCarthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15844) granting an increase of pension to 
Clemment T. Fenton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15845) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. McQuillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15846) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15847) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 15848) granting a pen- 
on to Benjamin B. Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15849) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 15850) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 15851) granting an increase of 
pension to William A. Baty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15852) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Pulliam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15853) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15854) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Sander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15855) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Forbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15856) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Ische—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 15857) granting an increase 
of pension to William R. Fulk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15858) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Ward—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15859) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15860) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15861) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15862) granting an increase of pension to 
William Whaley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15863) granting a pension to William P, 
O’Hayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15864) granting a pension to Josephine 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15865) granting a pension to Herschel 
Spainhour—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 15866) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Hunter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 15867) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15868) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15869) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah 
B. Matthews and Elijah B. Matthews, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 15870) granting an 
increase of pension to Levi Morris—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15871) granting a pension to Samuel Pol- 
lock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 15872) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard D. Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 15873) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Ireland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15874) for the relief of Peter Keveney— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 15875) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Woods—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15876) granting a 
pension to William S. Clinton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15877) granting a pension to Agnes Mc- 
Haney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15878) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Ensign—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15879) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of G. W. Gilkinson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 15880) granting 
an increase of pension to Royal E. Bentley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15881) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15882) granting a pension to Elroy L. 
Kemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 15883) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. Troescher—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15884) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15885) granting a 
pension to Charles Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 15886) for the relief of 
Lemuel J. Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 15887) granting a pension 
to Harriet E. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15888) granting a pension to Georgianna 
Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15889) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert I. Clapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 15890) granting a pension to 
Harvey W. Lounsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15891) granting a pension to Christie A. 
Simon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15892) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15893) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Beiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15894) granting an increase of pension to 
Waldo J. Medearis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 15895) for the relief of John 
Fischer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 15896) for the relief of Lars 
P. Peterson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15897) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Schuler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15898) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Sarver—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 15899) granting a pension to 
Thomas E. Carter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 15900) granting a pension to 
Conrad F. Korthauke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15901) to correct the military record of 
Thomas F. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 15902) granting a pension to 
Wiliam Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A Dill (H. R. 15903) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emanuel Reisinger—ito the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15904) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Ottmer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15905) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius O. Terrill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15906) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah C. Jameson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15907) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Wylie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 15908) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Ledwich—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 15909) granting an increase of 
pension to Newton M. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15910) for the relief of Dan Richardson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 15911) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Buckley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 15912) granting a pen- 
men to Frederick W. Kew—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 15913) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William J. Hicks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 15914) granting an increase of 
rae to Emil Oberkircher—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15915) granting an increase of pension to 
O. B. Shine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15916) granting 
an increase of pension to William Erwin, alias Foster—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 15917) for the relief of 
George A. Armes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15918) for the relief of Abbie Bartleson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15919) for 
the relief of the firm of Antonio Roig & Langsdorf—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15920) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Bailey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15921) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 15922) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15923) granting a pension to Mary Klei- 
ber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15924) granting a pension to Emma C. 
Wiese—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15925) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Forbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15926) granting a pension to Martin 
Edwards—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15927) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H, R. 15928) granting a pension 
to Thomas J, Seay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 15929) granting an increase 
of pension to George N. Wilver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 15930) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis Riley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

‘By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 15931) granting a pension to 
Fannie L. McVey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15932) granting a pension to Florinda 
Butler Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15933) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15934) granting an increase of pension to 
John Humphreys—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15935) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hetrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15936) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron H. Waitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15937) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15938) for the relief of G. S. Cheyes—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15939) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15940) for the relief of Florimand Izard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15941) for the relief of Odon Ducatte—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15942) for the relief of Martin Guillory— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15943) for the relief of Blaize Motte—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15944) for the relief of J. Martin Comp- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15945) for the relief of Mrs. Octave 
Simoneaux, of Alexandria, parish of Rapides, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15946) for the relief of the estate of 
Babtice Joubert, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15947) for the relief of the estate of 
Theophile Sanvald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15948) for the relief of estate of Pierre C. 
Richard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15949) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Joseph Ezernack, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15950) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Eugene Senette, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15951) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez 
Tanner, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15952) for the relief of heirs of Robert 
M. Morrow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15953) for the relief of heirs of Hillaire 
Paillett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15954) for the relief of heirs of H. T. 
Burges, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15955) for the relief of heirs of Thomas J. 
Hickman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15956) for the relief of heirs of Jean Bap- 
tiste Rabot, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15957) for the relief of the heirs of Jean 
Marie Tatin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15958) for the relief of heirs of Emile 
Lambert, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15959) for the relief of heirs of Jean 
Baptiste Malveau, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15960) for the relief of heirs of Joseph 
Gradengo, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15961) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Louis 
Valliere, decensed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15962) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Malveau, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15963) for the relief of the heirs of Daniel 
Goos, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15964) for the relief of heirs of Victor 
Lastrapes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15965) for the relief of heirs of Laura 
H. Cheves, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15966) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Rigobert Lemelle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15967) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Jean Baptiste Lazare, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15968) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of 
Matthew J. Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15969) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Sarah Bush- 
nell and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15970) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Clarisse Donato, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15971) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Euphemie Lemelle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15972) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Alphonse 
Meuillon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15973) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Alexander Lemelle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15974) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Lucien Meuillon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15975) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Bellot A. Donato, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 15976) granting an increase 
of pension to George L. Scoggins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 15977) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Meek—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15978) granting a pension 
to Samuel R. Coslett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15979) granting an increase of pension to 
Garrett Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15980) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen P. Pettys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 15981) for the relief of 
Jerry Carpenter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 15982) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, ;: 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 15983) for the 
relief of Jeanie G. Lyles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15984) granting 
an increase of pension to Shuble Barton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 15985) granting a pension 
to John A. Rafter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 15986) granting a pension to 
Maggie Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15987) granting a pension to Susan 8. 
Poorman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15988) granting a pension to Lydia L. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15989) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 15990) for the relief of 
George D. Blakey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15991) granting 
a pension to James D. White and Wiley Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 15992) granting an increase of 
pension to Collin M. Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15993) granting an increase of pension to 
Lulu C. Darragh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15994) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15995) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Peckens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15996), granting an increase of pension to 
Taylor M. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15997) granting an 
increase of pension to James E, March—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15998) granting an increase of pension to 
James Tiss MceDaniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15999) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Breckenridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16000) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin F. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 16001) to remove charge of desertion 
against Adam B. Ackerman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 16002) 
granting a pension to Julia Elgie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16003) for the relief of heirs of Moses 
Crow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of New York: A bill (H. R. 16004) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvester N. Stewart—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 16005) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Solinger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16006) granting a pension to Hattie N. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth J. Frizzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, favoring S. 1968, to promote efficiency of Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Also, petitions of General Charles Griffin Post, No. 207. Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Homestead, Pa., and Allegheny 
County Grand Army Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the 
National Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of International Alliance of Bill 
Posters and Billers, against the license-tax bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. CLINE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William A. Withers and Jacob H. Schell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Ohio, against 
legislation in reference to the observance of Sunday in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petition of Buffalo (N. Y.) 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring a ship subsidy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Buffalo (N. X.) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring an exhibit by the United States at the Italian exposi- 
tion of 1911—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. 

Also, petition of Buffalo (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
indorsing work of the Hydrographie Office—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition against Senate bill 
404, Sabbath observance in District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Genoa, III., against 
parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Big Bend Reunion Veteran Association 
of Illinois, favoring amendment of acts of June 27, 1890, April 
19, 1908, and other acts, concerning pensions, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Forty-third National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, recommending that the status of 
the First Battalion of Mountaineers, California Volunteers, be 
restored by legislation and that they be given a pensionable 
status—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bills for relief of James E. Bates 
and Charles F. Troescher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of citizens of Fort Worth, 
Tex., against legislation in reference to the observance of Sun- 
day in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRANT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of estate 
of George Hodge (H. R. 8864) and J. H. Regan (H. R. 8863)— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of business men of Cando, N. Dak., 
against parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George M. Pardoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizens of 
Washington against legislation in reference to the observance 
of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring extension of coastwise navigation 
Jaws to the Panama Canal Zone and the Philippine Islands— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Lewis Durst—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Federation of Nebraska Retail- 
ers, against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of Department of Minnesota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the creation of a national ceme- 
tery at Andersonville, Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of members of Robert Hale Post, 
No. 328, favoring a civil war volunteer officers’ retired list—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. J. Massey (H. R. 15218)—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of Mobile Basin and 
Tennessee River Association, for an appropriation sufficient for 
a 27-foot channel in Mobile Bay—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of heirs of Moses Crow—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic of 
the United States, favoring restoration of the First Battalion 
of Mountaineers, California Volunteers, to a pension status— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of McLaughlin Post, No. 13, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Mansfield, Ohio, favoring passage of the 
McElroy pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Newport Yacht Club, of Newport, R. I., 
against the Humphrey bill (H. R. 6865)—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 20, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. KEAN and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and 
the Journal was approved. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, classified and detailed estimates of every subject of ex- 
penditure intended for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, together with detailed reports 
of all expenditures under any appropriation for such service 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, etc. (H. Doc. No. 
421), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, schedules of papers, documents, etc., on the files of that 
department which are not needed in the transaction of public 
business and are of no permanent value or historical interest, 
which, in pursuance of the act of February 16, 1889, was, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to a Joint Select Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, 
and Mr. Srammons and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed as mem- 
bers of the committee on the part of the Senate, 


FOREIGN MANUFACTURES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in response 
to resolutions of March 6 and April 5, 1909, additional reports 
from consular officers concerning the practice of selling foreign 
manufactured goods in this country at prices lower than the 
domestic prices (S. Doc. No. 16, part 4), which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

The Abingdon Protestant Episcopal Church, of Gloucester 
County, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 217); 

Lillie L. Penrod, sole heir of Mary E. Wycough, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 220) ; 

The Rector of St. Peter’s Roman Catholic Church, of Han- 
cock, Md., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 216) ; 

Francis T. Buckner, administrator de bonis non cum testa- 
mento annexo of John M. Armstrong, deceased, v. United States 
(S. Doc. No. 224) ; 

The Trustees of the Second Presbyterian Church of Alex- 
andria, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 218): 

The Trustees of the Grace Evangelical Lutheran Church, of 
Winchester, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 219); 

E. P. Ament, administrator de bonis non of John Ament, de- 
ceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 221); 

Myron Powers v. United States (S. Doc. No. 222); and 

Mrs. Gertrude O'Bannon v. United States (S. Doc. No. 223). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF EMPLOYEES, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th 
day of said month, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS, I ask that the joint resolution which has 
just been receiyed from the House of Representatives be laid 
before the Senate. 

H. J. Res. 84. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th day of 
said month was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 
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The joint resolution was read the second time at length and 

considered as in Committee of the Whole as follows: 
House joint resolution 84. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
CCT 
for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th day of said month. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of S. F. Me- 
Cloud, of Long Branch, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Union ex-prisoners of war” bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the board of supervisors 
of Colusa County, Cal., and a petition of the board of super- 
visors of Solano County, Cal, praying that an appropriation 
of $400,000 be made, to be used in connection with a similar 
sum appropriated by the State, for the rectification and im- 
provement of the San Joaquin and Sacramento rivers in that 
State, which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal, praying that the United States be prop- 
erly re ted at the international exposition to be held in 
Rome-Torino in 1911, which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of a subtreasury building at that city, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Federa- 
tion of Labor, of San Rafael, Cal., praying for the enactment 

of legislation providing that postal clerks shall not be required 
to work over forty-eight hours in any one week, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Federa- 
tion of Labor at San Rafael, Cal, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the employment of skilled labor on 
certain work at the Mare Island Navy-Yard, in that State, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Shipowners’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to extend the coastwise shipping 
laws to the Panama Canal Zone and the Philippine Islands, 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of E. J. Houghton Post, No. 
75, Department of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Kettle Falls, Wash., and a petition of H. R. Loomis 
Post, No. 80, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Gig Harbor, Wash., praying for the passage of 
the so-called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Tie also presented a petition of the Shipowners’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to extend the coastwise shipping laws 
to the Panama Canal Zone and the Philippine Islands, and also 
to require the Canal Commission to ship all supplies in Ameri- 
can vessels, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Meade Post, No. 6, De- 
partment of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Fairmont, W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Foster-Mead Hardware 
Company, of Huntington, W. Va., and a memorial of the Spe- 
cialty Mattress Company, of Huntington, W. Va., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of sundry veterans of the 
civil war, residents of Baxter Springs, Kans., and a petition 
of Eldred Post, No. 174, Department of Kansas, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Medicine Lodge, Kans., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ National Tribune pension bili,” which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS presented resolutions adopted by the Board 
of Trade of Saginaw, Mich., and also resolutions adopted by 
the harbor committee and the Niagara River improvement 
committee of the Chamber of Commerce of Buffalo, N. Y., 
indorsing the work of the United States Hydrographic Office, 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 20, 


Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of the Rhode Island 
State Federation of Women’s Clubs, remonstrating against the 
desecration of the Hetch Hetchy Valley in the State of Califor- 
nia, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the Federation of 
Nebraska Retailers, of Tilden, Nebr., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3767) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Street, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Department of Min- 
nesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to accept as a gift from the 
Woman’s Relief Corps of the ground on which stood the con- 
federate prison at Andersonville, Ga., which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 427) for the purchase or construction 
of a launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of 
Los Angeles, Cal., reported it with an amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 29) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2904) to authorize additional aids to navigation in the 
Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 30) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, asked to be discharged from their further con- 
sideration and that they be postponed indefinitely, which was 


agreed to: ` 

A bill (S. 1761) to proviđe for the establishment of a three- 
order revolving light at Point Arguello, seacoast of California; 

A bill (S. 1486) to provide for a fourth-order revolving light, 
for signal, and keeper’s quarters at Santa Barbara, seacoast of 
California ; 

A bill (S. 1482) to provide for the establishment of a three- 
order revolving light and keeper’s quarters at Point Firmin, 
seacoast of California ; - 

A bill (S. 1485) to provide for the establishment of a light 
and fog signal on Anacapa Island, off the coast of California ; 

A bill (S. 1483) to provide for a fog signal and keeper’s quar- 
ters at Point Loma, seacoast of California; and 

A bill (S. 1484) to provide for the establishment of a fog 
signal and keeper’s quarters at Point Hueneme, seacoast of 
California. 

CATHERINE A. LAYTON, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution (S. Res. 98) submitted by Mr. Money on the 13th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 98. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Catherine A. Layton, widow of 
Bernard W. Layton, late messenger, acting assistant doorkeeper of 
the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


MATILDA A. GORDON. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution (S. Res. 97) submitted by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Gatrincer] on the 13th instant, to report 
it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 

Senate resolution 97. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is bereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Matilda A. Gordon, widow of Charles 
A. Gordon, late messenger to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, United States te, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be 
considered as including expenses and all other allowances. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 3, to strike 
out the initial “A.” and insert the initial“ S.,“ so as to read: 
“Charles S. Gordon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 4225) to amend an act en- 
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titled “An act to amend an act to authorize the city of St. 
Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved January 9, 1909, to report it favorably, and I submit a 


report (No. 31) thereon. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Warner] to the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill just reported by the Senator from Washington. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill has come from the Committee on 
Commerce, I take it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and by unanimous consent the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 4428) placing certain general officers of volunteers 
in the civil war on the retired list of the army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 4429) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Shepard; and 

A bill (S. 4480) granting an increase of pension to Israel D. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4431) to restore the name of Vernon avenue to 
that certain street lying and being in the county of Washington 
and running from Florida avenue to Nineteenth street NW., 
and now known as U street (with accompanying papers) ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 4432) carrying into effect the finding in the Court 
of Claims in the case of Moylan C. Fox, executor; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4433) granting an increase of pension to Amos K. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 4434) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Redman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 4485) granting an increase of pension to John 
David Harker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4436) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Harvey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4487) granting an increase of pension to Mark 
Simpkins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4438) granting an increase of pension to George 
Ward (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4439) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
March (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4440) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kurtz (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4441) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
B. Carter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4442) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Cracken (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4443) granting an increase of pension to Othello 
Delano (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4444) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
O'Neal; and 

A bill (S. 4445) granting an increase of pension to Halvor T. 
Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 4446) to give the Secretary of the Treasury dis- 
cretionary power in regard to the improvement of the post-office 
and court-house at Wilmington, Del.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4447) granting an increase of pension to John 
Donahoe (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4448) granting a pension to Mary J. Farrell (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4449) granting an increase of pension to Nebet 
Hickman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4450) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Kollock (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4451) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCoy (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4452) granting a pension to John C. Ripperger; and 


A bill (S. 4453) granting a pension to Annie Simmons (with 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 4454) for the relief of Thomas C. Clark; and 

A bill (S. 4455) for the relief of Peter McKay; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4456) for the construction of a steam vessel for 
the Revenue-Cutter Service for duty on the Pacific coast; 

A bill (S. 4457) authorizing the establishment of aids to navi- 
gation in Alaskan waters and making an appropriation there- 
for; and : 

A bill (S. 4458) to increase the limit of cost of a light and 
fog-signal station to be established at Battery Point, Wash- 
ington; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4459) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas L. Rodgers; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4460) permitting Salmon M. Allen to make a second 
homestead entry; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4461) to establish on the coast of the Pacific States 
a station for the investigation of problems connected with the 
marine-fishery interests of that region; to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 4462) to amend section 5278 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4463) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act amending the act entitled ‘An act to authorize the re- 
ceipt of United States gold coin in exchange for gold bars;’” 
and 

A bill (S. 4464) providing for the appointment of an ap- 
praiser of merchandise for the customs collection district of 
Puget Sound, State of Washington; to the Committee on 
Finance, 

By Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 4465) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Griswold (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4466) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. FRYB: 

A bill (S. 4467) granting an increase of pension to Edward I, 
Brackett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4468) granting a pension to Thomas Roy (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4469) granting an increase of pension to Olive C. 
Dodge (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (S. 4470) for the relief of Kate Oakes Smith; 

A bill (S. 4471) for the relief of James R. Evans; and 

A bill- (S. 4472) for the relief of J. Knight Lowery; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 4473) for the relief of Rasmus K. Hafsos; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 4474) granting an increase of pension to John O. 
Aller; and 7 

A bill (S. 4475) granting an increase of pension to Melvin W. 
Murdock (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 4476) granting a pension to Louis Scholl; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4477) providing for the homestead entry of certain 
lands in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4478) granting pensions to certain officers and en- 
listed men of the Life-Saving Service and to their widows and 
minor children; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 4479) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Kissinger (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 4480) making it unlawful for a common carrier to 
transport articles and commodities in interstate commerce 
which it owns in whole or in part, or which are owned by a 
corporation in which it owns the capital stock or a majority 
thereof; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4481) regulating and restricting the issuance of 
restraining orders and temporary and permanent injunctions 
and requiring notice to be given; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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A bill (S. 4482) to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building at Huron, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4483) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Bruss (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4484) granting a pension to Laura R. Holliday 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4485) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Copler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4486) granting an increase of pension to Perry E. 
Davis (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4487) granting an increase of pension to Warren F. 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4488) granting an increase of pension to Elmer 
Strickland (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4489) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Walton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 4490) providing for the taxation of the lands of 
the Omaha Indians in Nebraska; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4491) granting an increase of pension to John C. S. 
Weills (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4492) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Marti; and 

A bill (S. 4493) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 
Mills (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill, (S. 4494) granting an increase of pension to Peter M. 
Kiron; 

A bill (S. 4495) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 4496) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Ketcham; 

A bill (S. 4497) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Williams; 

A bill (S. 4498) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Trobridge; and 

A bill (S. 4499) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Rivet; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4500) to authorize the extension of the public build- 
ing in the city of Concord, N. H., and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4501) to enable any State to cooperate with any 
other State or States, or with the United States, for the pro- 
tection of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint 
a commission for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of 
conserving the navigability of navigable rivers; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 4502) to provide for a system of parks in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4503) to regulate the business of loaning money on 
security of any kind by persons, firms, and corporations other 
than national banks, savings banks, trust companies, and real 
estate brokers in the District of Columbia (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4504) to extend the provisions of the pension act of 
June 27, 1890, to the Enrolled Missouri Militia and other mili- 
tia organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated 
with the military or naval forces of the United States in sup- 
pressing the war of the rebellion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 4505) to allow entrymen under the reclamation 
act of June 17, 1902, to assign their ehtries upon proof of resi- 
dence, improvement, and cultivation for the five years required 
by said law, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURKETT. I suggest that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation. I did not indicate the reference on the 
bill, but I call the attention of the Chair to a fact to which 
he may give some consideration. 

It pertains to the assignment of the entry rights of a settler 
under an irrigation project, and it modifies the irrigation law. 
It involves a question to which the Committee on Irrigation in 
its recent investigation during the past vacation have given a 
good deal of attenton. It does not necessarily involve the title 


of public lands; it involves nothing except entries under an 
irrigation project, and in my opinion the proper reference is to 
the Committee on Irrigation. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
8 the bill will be referred to the Committee on Irri- 
gation. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 4506) to amend section 1 of chapter 137, Eighteenth 
Statutes at Large, approved March 3, 1875, entitled “An act to 
determine the jurisdiction of circiut courts of the United States 
and to regulate the removal of causes from state courts, and for 
other purposes ;” to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4507) granting a pension to E. A. Carroll; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4508) granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. 
Shaw (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. King (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4510) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of David Maple (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 4511) granting an increase of pension to John T, 
Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 4512) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4518) for the relief of Louis L. Coleman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

(By request) a bill (S. 4514) to further exclude undesirable 
immigrants, regulate the residence of aliens, improve conditions 
on immigrant vessels, raise funds for the proper enforcement of 
the immigration laws, and repress the white slave traffic; to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. BURROWS: $ 

A bill (S. 4515) to correct the military record of Henry B. 
Elderkin and grant him an honorable discharge; and 

A bill (S. 4516) to correct the military record of Royal G. 
White, alias John Grandy, and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: È 

A bill (S. 4517) for the relief of the State of Rhode Island; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4518) granting a pension to Edwin L. Hunt (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4519) granting an increase of pension to Elias E. 
Cox (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4520) granting an increase of pension to James F, 
Mowrey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4521) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Rose; 

A bill (S. 4522) granting a pension to Mary J. White; 

A bill (S. 4523) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Henshaw ; and 

A bill (S. 4524) granting an increase of pension to James 
Buchanan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 4525) granting an increase of pension to A. M. Kent 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4526) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 

Pui (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4527) granting an increase of pension to Andrew O. 
Ramsey ; 

A bill (S. 4528) granting a pension to Agnes White; and 

A bill (S. 4529) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Morrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4530) for the relief of Archibald Craig; 

A bill (S. 4531) for the relief of Franklin S. Cowan; and 

A bill (S. 4532) for the relief of Ira Strickland; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 4533) for the relief of Gunner Carrington A. Young, 
U. S. Navy, retired; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4534) for the relief of Mrs. P. A. Esktidge; and 

A bill (S. 4535) for the relief of the heirs of the estate of 
Gladney, Gardner & Co., Lee County, Miss.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 4586) granting an increase of pension to Harvey A. 
Langworthy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 4537) granting a pension to Barbara J. Reed (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 4538) granting a pension to Daniel M. Yeager; 

A bill (S. 4539) granting a pension to William Hoberg; 

A bill (S. 4540) granting a pension to Francis Redmond; 

A bill (S. 4541) granting a pension to Francisco Montoya; 

A bill (S. 4542) granting a pension to Samuel T. Jones, alias 
Thomas Jenkins; 

A bill (S. 4543) granting a pension to William Carpenter; 

A bill (S. 4544) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 


Trough; ~ 
A bill (S. 4545) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 8. 


Price; 

A bill (S. 4546) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Thacker ; 

A bill (S. 4547) granting an increase of pension to Samuel O. 
Bernhard ; 

A bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Minear (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4549) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Masena (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4550) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Glvins: 

A bill (S. 4551) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Wharton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4552) granting an increase of pension to Austin B. 
Wells (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Tracy (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4554) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Atkinson (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4555) granting an increase of pension to James P, 
McClintock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4556) for the relief of Louis F. Brooks; 

A bill (S. 4557) for the relief of Frederick A. Holden; 

A bill (S. 4558) for the relief of the estate of Edward Naret, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4559) for the relief of Fredericca Kimmerling; 

A bill (S. 4560) for the relief of the heirs of A. G. Hoyman, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4561) for the relief of Alexander P. Hart, heir of 
Joseph Hart, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4562) for the relief of the estate of Francisco Mon- 
toya; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 4563) for the relief of John H. Snyder; and 

A bill (S. 4564) for the relief of Maj. James M. Burns, U. S. 
Army, retired (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 4565) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
A. Couts (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. R. 54) to restore the status of the 
First Battalion Mountaineers, California Volunteers, who 
served during the late war of the rebellion; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

CITY PLANNING, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have notes of a hearing 
held before the Committee on the District of Columbia on the 
1st day of June last on the subject of city planning. I also, 
in connection with the notes referred to, append certain docu- 
ments relating to the same subject. I move that the papers 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRADE STATISTICS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask for a reprint of Senate Document No. 
197, Sixty-first Congress, second session, being an article by 
Mr. J. Ellis Barker on “101 Points Against Free Trade.” 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That Senate Document No. 197, Sixty-first 8 second 
session, entitled“ 101 Points Against Free Trade,” be reprinted. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a com- 
munication by John Bigelow to the Civic Forum of New York 
City, in reply to an invitation by that body to attend its an- 
nual municipal dinner and address those present. The commu- 
nication relates to our internal industry and commerce and 
merchant marine. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the communication be printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Indiana will be granted (S. Doc. No. 210). 


DOCUMENTARY HISTORY OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


. Mr. FLINT submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. C. Res. 17), which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 
Senate concurrent resolution 17. 

Resolved by the Senate (the Mouse of Representatives concurring), 
That of volumes 4 and 5 of the document known as the Documentary 
History of the Constitution of the United States,.“ 6.000 copies be 
printed, of which number 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 
000 be for the use of the House of Representatives. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 105) was read, as follows: 


Senate resolution 105. 


t 

30, 187 
before 1 
master to be stated for each specified term of service 
and rents, as shown by the registered returns of each former post- 
master on file in the Sixth Auditor’s Office, and to show the exact 
excess of the salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid 
in every case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary 
by box rents and commissions; and to comply in all respects with the 
public order of the Postmaster-General of Febru 17, 1884, for stating 
such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 
3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to 
comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands per- 
taining to each and every such claim. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. Are not those what are known as “the Spald- 
ing claims?’ 

Mr. LODGE. The object of the resolution is simply to get 
information in regard to certain postmasters’ claims. It does 
not commit the Senate to anything. 

Mr. KEAN. If it does not commit the Senate, I am not op- 
posed to it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
103), which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
Senate resolution 103. 


of Mississippi in 
1874, whose names and periods of service a 
fore 1887 on file 

master to be stated for eac 


excess of the salary by co ons and box rents over the salary 
paid in every case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the 
salary by box rents and commissions; and to ro og in all ts 
with the public order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, 
for stating such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act 
of March 3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the 
better to comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby 
directed to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his 
hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 


MESSENGER TO MINORITY. 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
109), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 109. 
Resolved, That the committee on conference of the minority be, and 


is hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, at a salary of $1,440 per 
annum, ts be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 2 * 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
108), which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads: 

Senate resolution 108. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of North Dakota in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to 
be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box 
rents as shown by the registered returns of former postmaster on 
file in the Sixth Anditor’s Office, and to show the exact excess of the 
salary paid by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every 
case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the e by box 
rents and commissions; and to comply in all ects with the public 
order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884 for stating such 
salary accounts of former under the act of March 3, 1883; 
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and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with | Senate that contracts for the cutting of such burned timber on the Bad 


this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over 
to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each 
and every such claim. 

D. M. CARMAN, 


Mr. BURROWS. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 107) was read, as follows: 


Senate resolution 107. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to furnish the Senate with copies of the correspondence be- 
tween D. M. Carman, of Manila, or his at pag, ia the Auditor for the 
War Department and the Comptroller of the sury (including corre- 
uartermaster-General of the United States Army) 
from the 2d day of ay, in the —.— 1906, in re to the claim of the 
said Carman, known as “ claim No. 184973" in the office of the Quarter- 
master-General, for the cost of repairing damages to 10 cascos sus- 
tained while in the service of the Quartermaster’s Department in the 
Philippines in the year 1900. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN. I think there is a mistake in regard to the refer- 
ence of the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. It calls for information from the Treasury 
Department. It does not need to be referred to a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that it may be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Michigan to request its present consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. I asked for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. The resolution does not carry an appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. KEAN. Not at all; it is only for information. 

Mr. BURROWS. It merely calls for information. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to. 
CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN MAINE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 104), 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
Senate resolution 104. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at t-offices in the State 
of Maine in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, 
whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 1887 
on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to be 
stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box rents 
as shown by the registered returns of each former postmsater on file in 
the sixth auditor's office, and to show the exact excess of the salary 
by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every case where 
the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary by box rents and 
commissions; and to 5 in all respects with the public order of 
the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such salary 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and 
to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with this 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to the 
sixth auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every such claim. 


spondence with the 


MARY R. CHURCH. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 111), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 111. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mary R. Church, daughter of Alonzo 
W. Church, late clerk to superintendent of document room of the United 
States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was 
receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered 
as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


LOUISA L. DAVIS. 


Mr. KEAN subimitted the following resolution (S. Res. 110), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 110. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Louisa L. Davis, widow of Benjamin 
F. Davis, late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the e of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


INDIAN LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 106), which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 

Senate resolution 106. 


Resolved, That Senate resolution No. 263, Sixtieth Co: second 
session, be modified in so far as it 8 the Secretary of the Interior 
to suspend the making or approval of contracts for the cu of 
timber of Wisconsin Indians to the extent that it is the sense of the 


River and Lac Court d'Oreilles reservations as will become valueless if 
left stand should be approved in cases where the cutting is to be 
done by or for the authorized contractor. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DEPEW. I ask that the President’s message be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message of the President will 
be laid before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the message of the President 
of the United States, communicated to the two Houses of Con- 
gress at the beginning of the second session of the Sixty-first 
Congress, on the 7th of the present month, concluded as follows: 

Speaking generally, the count: is in a high state of prosperity. 
There is every reason to believe that we are on the eve of a substan- 
tial business expansion, and we have just garnered a harvest unex- 
ampled in the market value of our agricultural products. The high 

rices which such products bring mean great prosperity for the farm- 
ng community, but on the other hand they mean a very considerably 
increased burden upon those classes in the community whose yearly 
compensation does not oe with the improvement in business and 
the general prosperity. arious reasons are given for the high prices. 
The proportionate increase in the output of gold, which to-day is the 
chief medium of exchange and is in some respects a measure of value, 
furnishes a substantial explanation of at least part of the increase in 
proa: The increase in population and the more expensive mode of 
iving of the people, which have not been accompanied by a propor- 
tionate increase in acreage production, may furnish a further reason. 
It is well to note that the increase in the cost of living is not confined 
to this country, but prevails the world over, and that those who would 
char; increases in prices to the existing protective tariff must meet 
the fact that the rise in prices has taken piace almost wholly in those 
products of the factory and farm in respect to which there has been 
otter no increase in the tariff or in many instances a very considerable 

Notwithstanding this clarion note of satisfaction and hope 
from President Taft, who speaks with authority from a recent 
yisit to nearly all parts of the country, and from the reports 
of officers of the Government in close touch with every depart- 
ment of American industry, production, and finance, the country 
is burdened by an unprecedented amount of pessimistic prophecy 
in relation to our future. We are told that the tariff which 
passed at the close of the extra session in August last has 
raised the price of the necessaries of life, and is essentially 
a measure for revision upward instead of downward. The 
daily and weekly press and the magazines are filled with 
articles predicting a failure in the near future of our food 
and fuel supplies. This feeling of pending peril is also 
voiced in the coordinate branch of this Congress. Such views 
are most untimely on the eve of Christmas. They make 
melancholy those choicest days of the year, the holiday season. 
I desire therefore to spread upon the record, if I may, a few 
beams of sunshine, and to prove, which I think can easily be 
done, that the American people have before them as merry a 
Christmas as has ever fallen to their lot. 

I am in receipt of the Christmas number of the magazine of 
the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin. He has an advan- 
tage over his colleagues in having two organs, the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp and the La Follette Magazine. The rest of us 
can appeal to the people only through the Rxconb, to which all 
have access, while he has equal opportunities in the official 
publication and owns and holds the key to his journal. His 
holiday greetings are severe criticism for the President and 
myself. I thank him heartily for the great honor of this as- 
sociation. In wafting to the Senator and editor the good 
wishes of the season, I trust that when, after his Christmas 
dinner, his hands are clasped soothingly over the resting place 
of his Christmas turkey, his sleep will be blessed with happy 
dreams for 1912, and his digestion unimpaired because his heart, 
like mine, will be free from envy, hatred, malice, and all un- 
charitableness. e 

Now as to the tariff. The problem which Congress had pri- 
marily to face in framing the tariff bill was to find additional 
revenues sufficient to meet the deficiency in the Treasury. After 
five months of exhaustive examination by experts in the govern- 
ment service, by testimony from manufacturers, merchants, and 
people interested in every department of American industry, the 
tariff bill was perfected and became a law. 

After the House of Representatives and the Senate had acted 
and the differences between them were in conference, the con- 
ferees appealed to the President. Mr. Taft at once took up all 
the questions involved with that thoroughness, impartiality, and 
candor which made him one of the best judges in our judicial 
history. The tariff bill has been viciously assailed, and its 
provisions have been subject to more glaring misrepresentations 
than any other enactment in this generation. The same tactics 
were employed by Democrats, free traders, revenue theorists, and 
disgruntled Republicans against the McKinley bill when it was 
enacted in 1890. The elections came before the practical work- 
ings of the measure could demonstrate the falsity of these at- 
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tacks, and the Democrats elected a President and both Houses 
of Congress. Their first effort was to revise the tariff, and the 
result was what is known as the Wilson-Gorman bill. Follow- 
ing its passage and the effect it had upon American industries 
and labor, we had one of the most severe panics in our history. 
Out of this distress came the triumph of McKinley, with a 
majority in both Houses and the passage of the Dingley bill, 
under which we have lived and prospered since 1897. 

During that period there was an increase in the value of 
American manufactures of over twelve hundred millions of dol- 
lars, and an increase in the number of workers in every depart- 
ment of American industry from 26,350,000 to 34,000,000. The 
extraordinary feature of this is that under our economic system 
we have been able to find remunerative employment for this 
addition of 7,650,000 who required employment at paying wages. 
There has been an increase during the same period of 50,000 
manufacturing establishments, working in 368 different indus- 
tries, offering employment in new industries developed by pro- 
tection which did not exist when the Dingley bill was enacted. 

The increases in the new tariff are almost entirely in lux- 
uries. The increase in alcoholic compounds, toilet preparations, 
and the like will yield an additional revenue of $200,000; high- 
grade glass, $150,000; automobiles, bullion, metal threads for 
fancy ornamentations, pearl-handled knives, and things of that 
description, $100,000; hops, figs, imported dates, and grapes, 
$500,000; the spirit and wine schedule, including champagnes 
and imported liquors, $4,000,000. The only increase in cotton was 
upon very high-grade goods, and this will yield $200,000 addi- 
tional. There will be $500,000 additional gathered from high- 
grade manufactures in flax, hemp, and jute, and about $200,000 
in the increase on the finest silks. There will be about $150,000 
additional from an increased duty on cigar labels and embossed 
paper and ornamental things of luxury made from paper. There 
will be $2,000,000 additional growing out of the increased tariff 
on ostrich feathers, imported ornaments, hat ornamentations, 
and articles of personal adornment which only the rich can buy 
and use. On all these articles, which do not enter at all into 
common consumption and which are wholly a matter of luxury, 
there will be an additional revenue of $15,000,000, without any 
burden whatever upon the average consumer, or what Lincoln 
called the “ plain people.” 

In the new tariff there have been 500 reductions of rates, 
covering thousands of articles. The increases have been about 
100—almost entirely, as I have said, in articles of luxury. In 
agricultural implements, like wagons, mowers, binders, harrows, 
rakes, plows, cultivators, thrashers, and drills, there has been a 
uniform reduction of 25 per cent. In red and white lead for 
paint, in varnishes, glazed brick, earthenware and china in 
common use, and common window glass, there has been a reduc- 
tion of from 10 to 83 per cent. Bar iron used by blacksmiths 
has been reduced 50 per cent, and so have steel rails, while on 
steel beams and girders for buildings, hoop and bar iron, barb 
wire for fences, bolts and nuts, knives and forks for table use, 
spikes and nails, horseshoes, muleshoes, tacks, brads, saws, 
screws, sewing machines, typewriters, all of which are neces- 
sary for house-building, business and domestic purposes, the 
duties have been reduced from 12 to 50 per cent. 

Ollcloths and linoleums for floors have been reduced from 9 
to 38 per cent, and oilcloths for tables, and so forth, 40 per cent. 
The duties on bituminous coal have been reduced 33 per cent; 
print paper, 87 per cent; hats and bonnets, 20 per cent; boots 
and shoes, 40 per cent; sole leather and belting, 75 per cent; 
leather for shoe uppers, 25 per cent; gloves for ordinary use, 
30 per cent; harness, saddles, and so forth, 55 per cent. In ad- 
dition, we have let in Philippine and Porto Rican sugar free 
and retained the 20 per cent advantage for Cuban sugar, In 
lumber necessary for cheap houses there has been a reduction 
of 50 per cent on part and from 30 to 37 per cent on the rest. 
Fence posts have been made free, and laths haye been reduced 
20 per cent. It will be seen here that in everything which en- 
ters into the life of the farm and the building of a home and 
to its furniture there has been a very marked reduction from 
the duties in the Dingley bill. Petroleum and all its products 
have been made free. 

Summing up the whole matter, the tariff under the new Payne 
law has been decreased from the Dingley rate on imported goods 
valued in round numbers at $5,000,000,000, while the tariff has 
been increased on goods, other than liquors and luxuries, valued 
at only $241,000,000 in round numbers. If manufacturers, mid- 
dlemen, wholesalers, and retailers do not absorb these reduc- 
tions in the tariff, these articles in common use should be much 
cheaper to the consumer. Now, what will be the effect upon 
the consumer? The National Clothiers’ Association says that it 
must add $3 to $12 suits and $5 to $20 suits because of the in- 
crease in the cost of cloth on account of the tariff, There has 


not been a penny’s increase in this tariff, either in wool or in 


the cloth. The cloth in a $12 suit costs $3, and the duty on the 
wool would be 75 cents. The cost of the cloth in a $20 suit is 
$5, and the duty on the wool is $1.25. As there has been no 
increase this year in wages, rentals, buttons, thread, and other 
things which make up a suit of clothes, it is evident that if an 
advance is made it must be an additional profit to the manufac- 
turers and retailers of ready-made clothes. The reduction on 
boots and shoes will amount to from 30 to 50 cents a pair to 
the manufacturer. 

Of the $15,000,000 of additional revenue gained from the in- 
crease of tariff duties upon liquors and luxuries, about one-half 
is lost again in the reduction of the tariff from the present 
rate upon the necessaries of life. But when we add to the addi- 
tional revenue upon these articles the nearly $10,000,000 more 
which is to come from tobacco, and from $25,000,000 to $30,- 
000,000 which is to come from the corporation tax, and the still 
additional income which will come from prosperity and greater 
purchasing powers, our revenues will be in excess of expendi- 
tures and the Government on “ Easy street.” . 

If we are to retain the protective system, with its underlying 
principle of maintaining American industries and the American 
standard of wages and employment for American workingmen, 
and have markets for our ever-increasing productive power, 
this Taft-Payne-Aldrich law is the fairest, the most equitable, 
and the most beneficent tariff bill which has been passed in our 
history. It will have had fifteen months of operation before a 
general election, and in that time will have demonstrated its value, 
There has been an increase in the cost of living during the last 
ten years. The same thing is true in all highly organized indus- 
trial countries. There has been little increase in the cost of cloth- 
ing or rentals, and none in transportation. The increase has been 
mainly in the cost of food, which makes up so large a propor- 
tion of the expense of a family averaging five or more members, 
Wheat was selling at the time of the enactment of the Mc- 
Kinley bill at 65 cents a bushel. It now brings $1.20 at the 
farmers’ doors. Corn was selling then at 15 cents a bushel 
and it is now bringing 65 cents. Beef on the hoof was then 
selling below the cost of production—I think about 4 cents a 
pound—and now it is selling at 74 cents. These are the prin- 
cipal articles which enter into the food of the family. Tariff 
people believe that this increase is due to the enormous advance 
in the demand because of the purchasing power of the American 
people from remunerative employment due to protection. 

If, as the statistics apparently prove, there were 3,000,000 out 
of employment, and with little or no purchasing power for them- 
selves and their families, in 1896 and 1897, and they have been 
reemployed and employment found for all those who had work 
at that time and 7,650,000 additional, it will at once be seen 
where this greater demand has given higher prices to the 
farmer, though his cost of production has not been increased 
at all. So far as the farmer is concerned in this tariff, while 
reductions haye been made, as I have cited, in almost every- 
thing which he uses, the tariff on his wheat, corn, oats, rye, 
beans, onions, potatoes, flaxseed, butter, cheese, poultry, cattle, 
horses, sheep, milk, eggs, and hay has remained the same as in 
the Dingley bill, except the slight raise in some of these products. 

Democratic objectors to the tariff complain that the sched- 
ules are not reduced to the old-fashioned Democratice doctrine 
of tariff for revenue only; at the same time, in the articles 
in which their own States are interested, they have generally 
demanded the highest duties known in the bill, claiming, how- 
ever, that it is not for protection, but for revenue—as pine- 
apples, for instance, at 128 per cent increase. The Republican 
insurgents admit that there has been a reduction downward in 
the tariff duties from the rates in the McKinley bill, but they 
complain that it has not gone far enough in articles which are 
produced in other States than their own, but in the articles in 
which their States are interested it has gone too far. 

They complain still further that during the five months the 
bill was under consideration they were not able to under- 
stand all its provisions, nor had time to inform themselyes 
in regard to the justice or the injustice of the schedules in the 
bill. They denounce the Republican majority which supported 
the Finance Committee in its conclusions, the conference re- 
port, and perfected bill, and are specially hostile to, and critical 
of, this law, which meets the judgment of eight-tenths of the 
Republicans of the House of Representatives, eight-tenths of 
the Republicans of the Senate, and has the emphatic approval 
of President Taft, who did so much to bring about the con- 
clusions which were asked for and expected by the American 
people. The difficulty with the insurgent Senators is that while 
they had a case, or thought they had, when shouting so long 
and so loudly for revision downward, after the Chief Executive 
of the United States secured such radical reductions and then 
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set his seal of approval upon the law as revising downward ac- 
cording to party pledges and popular expectation, they must 
necessarily, while still opposing the measure, include President 
Taft in their criticism and denunciation. 

We of the majority, marching under the leadership of our 
President, have no explanations to make, because we know the 
beneficent results which have already been experienced and be- 
lieve that greater will follow. The operations of the new tariff 
law will be the most eloquent speech which could be delivered 
in its behalf and in justification of our votes. But our in- 
surgent friends must explain and, so long as their critical atti- 
tude is unchanged, keep on explaining why they are more 
intelligent, more virtuous, and more public spirited than the 
official leader of their party and the great majority of their 
political associates in the two Houses of Congress. 

The difference between my insurgent friends and the major- 
ity is that, while they were the largest contributors to the 
9,776,000 words in the tariff speeches in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp and contributed hardly a line to the tariff law, we who 
supported the bill stayed in the kitchen with the cook and 
know exactly not only the ingredients, but the amount of each 
and the time required for perfection in the cooking of a cake 
which will be enjoyed this Christmas by the whole American 
people, and the cake will be larger and richer with each recur- 
ring anniversary. 

With the passage of the new tariff bill, we enter upon a 
period of prosperity unknown in the history of this or any other 
country. From results gathered by careful examinations all 
over the country, there will be an increase in the production of 
winter wheat, spring wheat, corn, oats, barley, and rye in 1909 
over 1908, in round numbers, of one thousand one hundred and 
sixty-nine millions of bushels, or 27 per cent, and that 27 per 
cent increase is in comparison with a normal year. There will 


be an increase in the hay crop in the same period of over three 
and a half millions of tons. The following summary of crop 
reports, not including cotton, will give some idea of the situa- 
tion: 
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. When we take into consideration the prices which this enor- 
mous product of five thousand five hundred millions of bushels 
is bringing, which will all be additional riches from the soil, the 
imagination is appalled at the new wealth which is to come to 
the country. To absorb and pay for this vast production the 
mills must be running, the factories on full time, the mines 
opened, and the transportation companies crowded with freight. 
This tariff is the efficient instrument to bring about these results. 

I have been a close student of industrial conditions in the 
United States and other countries for more than fifty years. 
I have read with much interest the alarming opinions given by 
able men in regard to future conditions in the United States on 
food and fuel supplies. There seems to be a consensus of judg- 
ment among these gentlemen that unless very radical measures 
are taken by the Government, the States, and the people gen- 
erally our situation at the end of the next fifty years will be 
deplorable. My investigations, observations, and experience 
lead me to opposite conclusions. The country was never so 
prosperous in every way as it is to-day, and we will be able to 
meet the needs of an increasing population in the future as we 
have steadily done in the past. The greatest fear of these 
writers is the exhaustion of our natural resources, the 
wastefulness of our agriculture, and the end of our coal and 
iron. The anthracite coal deposits will undoubtedly be used 
up within the next sixty to seventy-five years, but there is no 
limit to the bituminous. The enormous resources of Alaska 
have not yet been touched, and mining has only scratched great 
veins in many of the States and Territories. While the pessi- 
mist says that our coal will last only one hundred years, I read 
recently a very complete analysis of our possibilities from sci- 
entific geologists and coal experts which put the limit at three 
thousand years. If it is only a thousand we need not worry. 

If our forests had been destroyed at the rate of timber cut- 
ting prior to fifteen years ago, the predictions of the alarmists 
would haye been realized, but the present policy of conserya- 


tion can not be reversed. Reforestization will be conducted 
on a large scale, and in the older sections of the country there 
is a care of trees never known before, and interest with 
education concerning them is constantly growing. Germany 
and Switzerland find their wood supply sufficient for their 
needs because of scientific conservation and cutting. With an 
adaptation of the methods which have proven successful in 
these old countries by our own Forest Service, the danger which 
was seriously threatening us twenty years ago has been 
averted. We have to-day more merchantable timber, propor- 
tionate to the population, than either Germany or Switzerland 
or France. We not only have entered upon, but have developed 
an intelligent forest service. It is fiercely fought by lumbermen, 
who wish to make all there can be in a single generation, and 
by politicians in the States where the forest reserves are 
mainly located, but the fact that these forests are among the 
best, the most productive, and the most beneficent assets of the 
whole people of the United States is becoming so well under- 
stood that no administration and no party can survive an at- 
tempt to inyade these rights. 

Now, as to the food supply. The same fears have been com- 
mon in Great Britain and on the Continent for three hundred 
years, but each generation has found the means to live better 
than its predecessor. Invention and machinery applied to 
manufactures not only saved agricultural England from star- 
vation when its farmers failed to produce enough to feed one- 
tenth of the population, but it drew from other countries a bet- 
ter and more yaried food supply than the people had ever 
known before, and enabled the artisans to live upon a higher 
scale of comfort than their brethren who worked in the field. 

Soon after the Franco-Prussian war Bismarck, in a conver- 
sation with a friend of mine, said that the peril of Germany 
was the German cradle; that the increase in population was 
much more rapid than the possibilities for employment or the 
production of food; that there would be a most perilous con- 
gestion unless territories could be won for colonization. That 
view was entertained by most of the statesmen and political 
economists of Germany at that time. Germany, under this 
belief, annexed a large portion of the continent of Africa and 
put the Monroe doctrine in imminent danger by encroachment 
upon American territory in South America. The present Em- 
peror developed another policy. It was to stimulate manufac- 
tures, intensify agriculture, and promote by every species of 
government aid foreign commerce. The result has been that 
in thirty years Germany, with more than double her popula- 
tion, is supporting them better than at any previous period in 
her history. 

The wastefulness of our people is simply a weakness of our 
common human nature. Very few of us will work except under 
the spur of necessity. It is a rare man or woman who loves 
work for its own sake. Few of us will endure continuing 
hardships or privations to accumulate property. Live to-day 
and let to-morrow care for itself is the general practice. When 
our transportation system by rail and water became perfected, 
it brought about the following results: We had an enormous 
area of unoccupied productive land belonging to the Govern- 
ment. To earn a living, educate the children, and pay taxes 
upon a farm in the older States which cost from $60 to $100 
an acre became difficult. Conditions which would have been 
luxurious for a farmer in Europe called for unaccustomed work 
and privations from us. The sons and daughters of the farmers 
found that they could move cheaply to new lands, upon which, 
with less exertion, they could raise more than their fathers did 
on the old homestead, while their interest charge was on $1.60 
an acre instead of $100, and their taxes proportionately less, 

The sons also found that they could get their products to 
market from their practically free farms almost as cheaply as 
their fathers could in the older States. There was no spur 
of necessity to learn or to practice scientific agriculture, be- 
cause the opportunities for emigration and settlement could be 
endlessly repeated. 

Free land is now practically exhausted; therefore, say our 
pessimistic philosophers, the perils of failure of occupation and 
of food supply are imminent. Modern history demonstrates 
that, given the conditions of a free people, each generation finds 
means for taking care of itself. In other words, improved 
methods rarely precede their necessity, but accompanying the 
narrowing of free acreage has come the enlargement of the 
work of the Agricultural Department at Washington, the es- 
tablishment of experiment stations by the States, and the dis- 
tribution of agricultural schools and colleges all over the 
country. 

A friend of mine, a railroad man, looking forward to retire- 
ment from the hard work of his profession, bought a farm in 
Iowa. The ancestor of the owner received it from the Govern- 
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ment at a dollar and sixty cents an acre. He had his own 
living and that of his family out of the farm, and with its pro- 
ceeds brought up, educated, and started in life his children. 
The son who took the farm for his portion repeated the same 
thing, only he had to work harder and had to replenish the 
exhaustion of the soil. The grandson did the same thing, but 
neither lived so freely nor had so much leisure as his father 
or his grandfather; but while he had to work harder he also 
worked far more intelligently than either. He made up his 
mind to retire, and sold his farm for considerably over $100 
an acre. The magazine writer on railroads would call this in- 
crement on the land an outrageous watering of the stock if it 
had come to a pioneer in railway construction. Now, the rail- 
road man who was brought up on the farm and went from the 
plow to the train dispatcher's office, and from there to the 
presidency of a great system, will apply to that farm the scien- 
tific methods which are at the convenience of every farmer of 
the country from the Agricultural Department and the agri- 
cultural stations and make it produce twice as much as it ever 
did before. If the owner had remained in possession, increasing 
taxes and their burdens would have stimulated him to do the 
same thing. 

In the philosophy of life an enormous majority of people re- 
quire the spur of necessity before they acquire habits of indus- 
try or their ambition is aroused. We as yet, happily, have 
not felt the prick of the spur to any appreciable extent. 

I was through the West in 1894 when from overproduction 
and other causes all the products of the farm were selling for 
less than cost. Now the farmers are richer than ever in our 
experience, with fewer mortgages and more money in the banks, 
because industrial conditions create a demand which is re- 
sponded to in prices. 

In going through France this summer I was impressed more 
than ever before with the Frenchman’s utilization of every foot 
of ground. There is no idle soll. The French farmer is the 
banker of Europe. He has loaned to Russia a thousand mil- 
lions of dollars and enormous sums have come from his stock- 
ings and gone into government and municipal securities and 
promotions in Algeria and the French colonies. Start from 
New York and ride by. daylight to Washington, and then by 
daylight again on to Jacksonville, Fla., and so on to Key West, 
and one will see idle land and agricultural opportunities enough 
to support, under proper care and cultivation, a population as 
large as that of the Middle States. The reason that Jand is not 
occupied and made as productive as the farms of France is be- 
cause no necessity has yet arisen. No demand has come from 
the market which would induce the immigrant to settle, work, 
study, and economize, Belgium is the most thickly populated 
country in the world. Her agriculture is infinitesimal in pro- 
portion to her needs, and yet her food supply is sufficient to her 
wants. Our farmers are getting more and more away from the 
hand-to-mouth methods which were sufficient for their fathers, 
and we will progress in making the partially abandoned farms 
productive and better ones more productive as there is a paying 
demand for their products. But we must remember that there 
is in Canada an area of wheat lands developed by railways 
almost as large as the wheat lands of the United States. The 
process which I have mentioned that carried the sons of our 
farmers to our own government lands is carrying them rapidly 
across the border to the Canadian fields. 

We have not as yet an intelligent comprehension of the future 
productive possibilities of South America. The Argentine Re- 
public, with an area one-third as large as the United States 
and enormously productive, has a population of only about 
seven millions of people, but is rivaling us in supplying 
Great Britain with wheat and beef. Brazil, with an area as 
large as the United States and a population of about twenty 
millions, possesses agricultural opportunities sufficient to be- 
come the granary almost of the world. South and Central 
America haye an area possessing enormous productive power 
more than twice as large as the United States, and their re- 
sources have not yet attracted immigration to any considerable 
extent. Mexico, with an area of one-third of the United States, 
and capable of producing everything grown in the temperate 
and tropical zones, has a population of only fifteen millions. 
American capital and enterprise, having the assurance of a 
stable government under Diaz, are building a network of rail- 
ways through the country which will enormously stimulate im- 
migration and production. 

These suggestions of Mexico, South America, and Canada are 
the reserves of food supply when the United States becomes, 
like Great Britain, more a workshop than a farm. But our 
alarmists leave out of account in their fearsome calculations 
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the progress of science and the effect of its discoveries upon 
our agricultural development. When natural supplies for re- 
cuperation and reclamation of the soil were becoming scarce 
and too dear for profitable application science discovered 
the possibilities of producing marketable nitrogen in unlimited 
quantities from the air. We are as yet in the infancy of electrical 
transmission, but there are stored in the Sierras, the Rockies, 
the Alleghenies, the White and the Green mountains limitless 
water powers for the creation of dlectrieity. Every year the 
extent to which it can be productively and practically trans- 
mitted is extended. It is now within the bounds of practical 
application to largely supersede the use of coal for manufactur- 
ing, house heating and housekeeping, and the operation of rail- 
ways and steamships. 

The Reclamation Service of the United States is, by storage 
reseryoirs and the distribution of water through ditches, mak- 
ing the great American desert which was the bugaboo of our 
youth the garden of the country. Four millions of acres of 
reclaimed desert, making families rich on 40 acres in the farm, 
because of the productiveness of the soil under scientific cul- 
tivation, make every one of those farms a stimulating univer- 
sity and agricultural school for the farmers of the whole country. 
Sixty million additional acres will soon be offered to the 
people. The increase of domestic demand has, up to date, 
been so much greater year by year than the proportionate 
output of the farms that if continued for a few years we would 
change from one of the largest exporting nations to an import- 
ing nation of food products. Yet scientific farming and new 
areas of desert, made fertile by the Reclamation Service, and 
other areas made profitable by the suggestions of the Agricul- 
tural Department and the experiment stations of the States, 
will stimulate production to such an extent as to postpone in- 
definitely the period when the United States will cease to be 
self-sustaining in its own supply of food. Information has come 
to me of what one man accomplished who bought a farm which 
had been practically abandoned in northern New York, near the 
Canadian line, After he had put his farm in productive condi- 
tion he raised last year 354 bushels of potatoes to the acre, 50 
bushels of shelled corn, 35 tons of beets, and 4 tons of hay. 
This production equals any on the best farm in the fertile West. 
If the same processes were extended over the State, New York 
would resume her old place as foremost in agriculture among the 
States. This experiment can be indefinitely repeated. Equally 
intelligent operations in the old as well as the new States will 
keep us in the lead as a food-exporting nation and present op- 
portunities of feeding five hundred millions of people when 
our population has reached that figure. Reckless cutting of 
timber off the Appalachian Mountains is destroying our supply 
of hard wood, and, by floods and erosions caused by denuding 
the hills, carrying $30,000,000 worth of farms into the rivers 
and ocean every year. Ten millions of dollars, the price of a 
battle ship, would make a forest reserve of these mountains 
and save these farms. A bill to accomplish this has passed the 
Senate three times and has always been defeated in the House of 
Representatives becanse, apparently, farms were so cheap and 
plenty as yet that tlie House of Representatives saw no neces- 
sity of appropriating $10,000,000 to purchase the forests and 
then administer them under scientific conditions where they 
would support themselyes and thus saye $30,000,000 worth of 
farms a year. 

Some two and a half millions of new acreage goes under 
cultivation this year. Our farms will add in the coming year 
to the wealth of the country in the neighborhood of nine thou- 
sand millions of dollars. There is now on deposit in the banks 
of the United States in round numbers thirteen thousand six 
hundred millions of dollars, belonging to 25,000,000 of deposit- 
ors. Of these, 6,000,000 are depositors in the sayings banks, 
with fifteen hundred millions to their credit. Uncle Sam on 
this Christmas can smoke his pipe in peace and, while serenely 
surveying the future, felicitate himself and congratulate the 
people upon the happy conditions of the present and our bril- 
liant prospects for the future. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River,“ approved January 9, 
1909; and 
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H. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the ap- 
propriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to be 
zp ied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) to pay the of- 
ficers and employees of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tiyes their respective salaries for the month of December, 1909, 
on the 20th day of said month, and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

REPRESSION OF TRADE IN WHITE WOMEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
214), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate: 
In answer to the following resolution— 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested — 


publle interest, as 
what action, if any, has been ta der the treaty ratified March 1, 


1905, for the repression of the trade in white women, and what pro- 
vision has been made for the carrying out of said treaty, 
I beg to transmit a letter from the Secretary of State and 
correspondence between him and the Department of Commerce 
and Labor on the subject. 

Wa. H. TAFT. 


THE Warte House, December 20, 1909. 
AFFAIRS IN AUSTRIA-HUNGARY IN 1848 AND 1849. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
215), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
printed: 5 
To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 7th instant, 
requesting the President— ; 
to tianumit $9 (the Meiate, AS rane wade during the Soars 1008 and 
1849, In regard to affairs in Austria-Hungary, 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, 
from which it appears that copies of the papers referred to 
were transmitted to the Senate by the President of the United 
States on March 28, 1850 (S. Ex. Doc. No. 43, 31st Cong. 
Ist sess.), in compliance with a resolution of the Senate dated 
March 22, 1850. 

Wa. H. Tart. 


THE Warre House, December 20, 1909. 

HOUSE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

II. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved Jan- 
uary 9, 1909. 

H. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the 
appropriation made for the improvement of essee River 
to be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals 
Canal. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After twenty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, December 21, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Dæecutire nominations cpt by the Senate December 20, 


AMBASSADORS, 
. Robert Bacon, of New York, lately Secretary of State, to be 
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to France, vice Henry White, resigned. 
Richard C. Kerens, of Missouri, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
‘Austria-Hungary, vice Charles S. Francis, resigned. 


Henry Lane Wilson, of Washington, now envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary to Belgium, to be ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Mexico, vice David E. Thompson, resigned. 

MINISTERS. 


Wiliam James Calhoun, of Illinois, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of Amer- 
ica to China, vice Wiliam Woodville Rockhill, appointed am- 
bassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia. 

Charles Page Bryan, of Illinois, now enyoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Portugal, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Belgium, vice Henry Lane Wilson, nominated to be ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Mexico, 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, now secretary of the 
legation at Peking, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States of America to Chile, vice 
Thomas C. Dawson. 

Henry T. Gage, of California, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Portugal, vice Charles Page Bryan, nominated to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Belgium. 

R. S. Reynolds Hitt, of Illinois, now secretary of the embassy 
at Berlin, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States of America to Panama, vice Her- 
bert G. Squiers, resigned. 

John B. Jackson, of New Jersey, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Persia, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of Amer- 
ica to Cuba, vice Edwin V. Morgan, nominated to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Paraguay and 
Uruguay. 

Fenton R. McCreery, of Michigan, now minister resident and 
consul-general to the Dominican Republic, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Honduras, vice Philip M. Brown, nominated to be 
secretary of the embassy at Mexico. 

Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, now enyoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Cuba, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of Amer- 
ica to Paraguay and Uruguay, vice Edward C. O’Brien, re- 
signed. 

Charles W. Russell, of the District of Columbia, now Assist- 
ant Attorney-General of the United States, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Persia, vice John B. Jackson, nominated to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Cuba. 

Laurits S. Swenson, of Minnesota, formerly envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary to Denmark, to be envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America to Switzerland, vice Brutus J. Clay, resigned. 


MINISTER AND ConsUL-GENERAL. 


Horace G. Knowles, of Delaware, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Nicaragua, to be minister resi- 
dent and consul-general of the United States of America to the 
Dominican Republic, vice Fenton R. McCreery, nominated to 
be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Hon- 
duras. 

AGENT AND CONSUL-GENEBAL. 


Peter Augustus Jay, of Rhode Island, now secretary of the 
embassy at Tokyo, to be agent and consul-general of the United 
States of America at Cairo, Egypt, vice Lewis M. Iddings, 
resigned. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 


Philip M. Brown, of Massachusetts, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Honduras, to be secretary of 
the embassy of the United States of America at Mexico, vice 
James G. Bailey. 

Henry L. Janes, of Wisconsin, now secretary of the embassy 
at Rio de Janeiro, to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
States of America at Constantinople, Turkey, vice Lewis Ein- 
stein, nominated to be secretary of the legation at Peking. 

Irwin B. Laughlin, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Paris, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at Berlin, Germany, vice R. 8. 
Reynolds Hitt, nominated to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Panama. 

Hoffman Philip, of New York, now minister resident and 
consul-general to Abyssinia, to be secretary of the embassy of 
the United States of America at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, vice 
Henry L. Janes, nominated to be secretary of the embassy at 
Constantinople, 
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Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, now secretary of 
the embassy at St. Petersburg, to be secretary of the embassy 
of the United States of America at Tokyo, Japan, vice Peter 
are Jay, nominated to be agent and consul-general at 

iro. 

George Post Wheeler, of Washington, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Tokyo, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at St. Petersburg, Russia, vice Mont- 
gomery Schuyler, jr., nominated to be secretary of the em- 
bassy at Tokyo. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 


Lewis Einstein, of New York, now secretary of the embassy 
at Constantinople, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States of America at Peking, China, vice Henry P. Fletcher, 
nominated to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary to Chile. 

Balkam Schoyer, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary of 
the embassy at Rio de Janeiro, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States of America at Bogota, Colombia, vice 
Paxton Hibben, nominated to be secretary of the legation to 
the Netherlands and Luxemburg. 

Charles Dunning White, of New Jersey, now secretary of the 
legation to the Netherlands and Luxemburg, to be secretary 
of the legation of the United States of America at Christiania, 
Norway, vice M. Marshall Langhorne, nominated to be second 
secretary of the embassy at Rio de Janeiro. 

M. Marshall Langhorne, of Virginia, now secretary of the 
legation at Christiania, to be second secretary of the embassy 
of the United States of America at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, vice 
Balkam Schoyer, nominated to be secretary of the legation at 
Bogota. 

` Paxton Hibben, of Indiana, now secretary of the legation at 
Bogota, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
of America to the Netherlands and Luxemburg, vice Charles 
D. White, nominated to be secretary of the legation at Chris- 
tiania. 

NAVAL OFFICER or CUSTOMS, 


James O. Lyford, of New Hampshire, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State 
of Massachusetts, (Reappointment.) 


SURVEYOR or Customs. 


John F. Vivian, of Colorado, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Denver, in the State of Colorado, in place of Win- 
field S. Boynton, deceased. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Joseph E. Morrison, of Arizona, to be United States attorney 
for the Territory of Arizona, vice J. L. B. Alexander, term 
expired. 

Robert T. Devlin, of California, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of California. A reappointment, his 
term having expired March 7, 1909. 

Marion Erwin, of Georgia, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Georgia. A reappointment, his term 
having expired December 18, 1909. 

William E. Trautmann, of Illinois, to be United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of Illinois. A reappointment, his 
term haying expired December 18, 1909. 

William A. Northcott, of Ilinois, to be United States attorney 
for the southern district of Illinois. A reappointment, his term 
having expired December 18, 1909. 

Robert T. Whitehouse, of Maine, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Maine. A reappointment, his term expiring 
January 15, 1910. 

Asa P. French, of Massachusetts, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Massachusetts, A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 8, 1910. 

Arba S. Van Valkenburgh, of Missouri, to be United States 
attorney for the western district of Missouri. A reappointment, 
his term having expired December 11, 1909. 

Ernest F. Cochran, of South Carolina, to be United States 
attorney for the district of South Carolina. A reappointment, 
his term expiring January 31, 1910. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Pope M. Long, of Alabama, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Alabama. A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 13, 1910. 

Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of Georgia. A reappointment, his term 
having expired December 17, 1909. 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be United States marshal for 
the eastern district of Illinois. A reappointment, his term 
haying expired December 18, 1909. 


William Henkel, of New York, to be United States marshal 
for the southern district of New York. A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 16, 1910. 

Creighton M. Foraker, of New Mexico, to be United States 
marshal for the Territory of New Mexico. A reappointment, 
his term having expired December 18, 1909. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Manuel Martinez, of Folsom, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Clayton, N. Mex., vice George W. Detamore, term 
expired. 

Frederick Muller, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Santa Fe, N. Mex, his term expiring January 
12, 1910. (Reappointment.) 

Frank W. N. Cockburn, of North Dakota, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak., his term having expired. 
(Reappointment. ) 

John C. Ardrey, of Portland, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Portland, Oreg., vice George W. Bibee, term ex- 
pired. 

Oliver R. W. Robinson, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Los Angeles, Cal., his term expiring January 25, 
1910. (Reappointment.) 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John J. White, of Jackson, Miss., to be register of the land 
office at Jackson, Miss., vice Lucius Q. C. Lamar, term expired. 

Stephen Carpenter, of Helena, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Helena, Mont., vice Frank D. Miracle, resigned. 

Edward W. Fox, of Clayton, N. Mex., to be register of the land 
office at Clayton, N. Mex., his term haying expired December 
19, 1909. (Reappointment.) 

Manuel R. Otero, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to be register of 
the land office at Santa Fe, N. Mex., his term expiring January 
29, 1910. (Reappointment. ) 

Frank Buren, of California, to be register of the land office 
at Los Angeles, Cal., vice Frank C. Prescott, term expired, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


First Lieut. John E. Morris, Tenth Infantry, to be captain 
from November 4, 1909, vice Capt. Will H. Point, Sixth Infantry, 
detailed as commissary on that date. 

First Lieut. William B. Gracie, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be captain from November 16, 1909, vice Capt. Edward N. Jones, 
jr., Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lawrence P. Butler, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from December 1, 1909, vice Capt. Dwight E. Holley, 
Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Paul C, Galleher, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
captain from December 1, 1909, vice Capt. Arthur Johnson, Thir- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Claude S. Fries, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be 
captain from December 1, 1909, vice Capt. Richard P. Rifen- 
berick, jr., Fifteenth Infantry, retired from active service on 
that date. 

Second Lieut. Reuben C. Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from November 4, 1909, vice First Lieut, John E. 
Morris, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Moore, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from November 16, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
William B. Gracie, Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Clark Lynn, Second Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from December 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. James R. 
Goodale, Twenty-second Infantry, retired from active service 
on that date. 

Second Lieut. C. Stockmar Bendel, Seventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. Law- 
rence P. Butler, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Boyers, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. Paul 
C. Galleher, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Burt W. Phillips, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. Claude 
S. Fries, Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Ben W. Hodges to be a captain in the navy from 
the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Moses L. Wood, retired. 

Commander William L. Rodgers to be a captain in the navy 
from the 4th day of December, 1909, vice Capt. Hugo Oster- 
haus, promoted. 

Lieut. Orin G. Murfin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Archibald H. Davis, promoted. 
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Lieut. Arthur St. C. Smith to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the 25th day of October, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Marcus L. Miller, promoted. 

Ensign Clarence E. Wood to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clarence E. Wood to be a lieutenant 
in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

Passed Asst. Surg. John M. Brister to be a surgeon in the 
navy from the 5th day of January, 1909, vice Surg. John M, 
Edgar, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Kate Bell to be postmaster at Clovis, Cal., in place of James 
G. Ferguson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 


Harvey S. Clark, jr., to be postmaster at Lodi, Cal., in place 
of Harvey S. Clark, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1910. 

William W. James to be postmaster at Monterey, Cal., in 
place of William W. James. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 15, 1910. 

William Mullen to be postmaster at Mendocino, Cal., in place 
55 rai Mullen. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

1910. 

Samuel L. Smith to be postmaster at Nordhoff, Cal, in place 
of Samuel L. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1910. 

CONNECTICUT. 


Willard Baker to be postmaster at Sharon, Conn., in place of 
Willard Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired December 11, 

Thomas W. Beaumont to be postmaster at Cromwell, Conn., 
in place of Thomas W. Beaumont. Incumbent's commission 
expires January 15, 1910. 

Frederick L. Gaylord to be postmaster at Ansonia, Conn., in 
place of Frederick L. Gaylord. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires January 24, 1910. 

Charles S. Hall to be postmaster at Wallingford, Conn., in 
place of Charles S. Hall. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1910. 

George H. Jackson to be postmaster at New Milford, Conn., 
in place of George H. Jackson. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires January 15, 1910. 

Joseph Morton to be postmaster at Saugatuck, Conn., in place 
of Arthur B. Jelliffe, resigned. 

Wilson M. Reynolds to be 9 at Newton, Conn., in 
place of Wilson M. Reynolds. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

GEORGIA. 

Annie Ard to be postmaster at Lumpkin, Ga., in place of 
Annie Ard. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 
1909. 

Lena Brimberry to be postmaster at Camilla, Ga., in place of 
Lena Brimberry. Incumbent's commission expires January 25, 
1910. 

Willie A. Sheats to be postmaster at Monroe, Ga., in place of 
Willie A. Sheats. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1910. 

John T. Stilwell to be postmaster at Montezuma, Ga., in place 
of John T. Stilwell. Incumbent's commission expires January 
25, 1910. 

ILLINOIS. 

Jacob A. Bohrer to be postmaster at Bloomington, III., in 
place of Jacob A. Bohrer. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

Robert G. Boyd to be postmaster at Glenellyn, III., in place 
of Robert G. Boyd. Incumbent's commission expired December 
16, 1909. 

Harlow E. Chadwick to be postmaster at Ashton, III., in place 
of Harlow E. Chadwick. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 10, 1910. 

Russell W. Folts to be postmaster at Atlanta, III., in place of 
Russell W. Folts. Incumbent’s commission expires’ January 23, 
1910. 

William R. Jewell to be postmaster at Danville, Ill., in place 
of William R. Jewell. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 10, 1910. 

Arthur Merrill to be postmaster at Avon, Ill, in place of 
Arthur Merrill. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1910. 

Calvin F. Randolph to be postmaster at Danvers, III., in place 
of Calvin F. Randolph. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 


John C. Sachs to be postmaster at Lena, III., in place of 
George S. Roush, deceased. 

Homer S. Sanford to be postmaster at Chatsworth, IN., in 
place of Homer S. Sanford. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

James A. White to be postmaster at Murphysboro, III., in 
place of James A. White. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

INDIANA. 


John W. Emison to be postmaster at Vincennes, Ind., in place 
gi oon W. Emison. Incumbent's commission expired December 
16, 1909. 

Marion W. Kinder to be postmaster at Tipton, Ind., in place 
of Marvin W. Pershing. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

William Miller to be postmaster at Nappanee, Ind., in place 
oe William Miller. Incumbent's commission expired December 

Fremont M. Neal to be postmaster at Jonesboro, Ind., in 
place of Fremont M. Neal. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

Archer R. Orr to be postmaster at Carlisle, Ind., in place of 
8 R. Orr. Incumbent's commission expired December 16, 

Taylor Reagan to be postmaster at Plainfield, Ind., in place of 
Taylor Reagan. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 

KANSAS. 

Thomas C. Babb to be postmaster at Fredonia, Kans., in 
place of Thomas C. Babb. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

James M. Goff to be postmaster at Walnut, Kans., in place of 
a M. Goff. Incumbent’s commission expires January 10, 
1910. 

Robert I. Hillman to be postmaster at Peru, Kans., in place 
of Robert I. Hillman. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

Alpheus K. Rodgers to be postmaster at Topeka, Kans., in 
place of Alpheus K. Rodgers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

John H. Vaughn to be postmaster at Garnett, Kans., in place 
of John H. Vaughn. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1910. 

LOUISIANA. 

Arthur A. Boudreaux to be postmaster at Thibodaux, La., in 
place of Arthur A. Boudreaux. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 12, 1909. 

MAINE. 

John F. Davis to be postmaster at Bridgton, Me., in place 
of John F. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

Edward Hħrding to be postmaster at Gorham, Me., in place 
of Edward Harding. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 

G. Raymond Joy to be postmaster at Bar Harbor, Me., in 
place of William Fennelly. Incumbents commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Frank A. Knight to be postmaster at North Berwick, Me., in 
place of Frank A. Knight. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

MARYLAND. 

Alfred W. Thompson to be postmaster at Ridgely, Md., in 
place of Alfred W. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 19, 1909. 

Gustavus B. Timanus to be postmaster at Laurel, Md., in 
place of Gustavus B. Timanus. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 19, 1909. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


J. Wentworth Earle to be postmaster at Cohasset, Mass., in 
place of Abbie H. Souther, deceased. 

Henry B. Hildreth to be postmaster at Townsend, Mass., in 
place of Henry B. Hildreth. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Francis Norwood to be postmaster at Beverly, Mass., in place 
of Francis Norwood. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 20, 1909. 

MICHIGAN. 

Clarence M. Becraft to be postmaster at Watervliet, Mich., in 
place of William C. Spreen. Incumbents commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Henry W. Coburn to be postmaster at Escanaba, Mich. in 
place of Henry W. Coburn. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1910. 
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Alfred Cruse to be postmaster at Iron Mountain, Mich., in 
place of Alfred Cruse. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 

Eric Ericson to be postmaster at Republic, Mich., in place of 
pan Ericson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 

Charles K. Farmer to be postmaster at Benton Harbor, Mich., 
in place of John T. Owens. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1910, 

Shelby C. Field to be postmaster at Sparta, Mich., in place of 
ee Bs Field. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

re N 

Benjamin B. Gorman to be postmaster at Coldwater, Mich., 
in place of Benjamin B. Gorman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 23, 1910. 

William L. Holland to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Mich., in 
place of Fred A. Woodruff. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Calvin E. Houk to be postmaster at Ironwood, Mich., in place 
aa E. Houk. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

1, 1910. 

James H. Hudson to be postmaster at Merrill, Mich., in place 
of James H. Hudson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1910. 

Leroy C. Hunter to be postmaster at Saranac, Mich., in place 
of Leroy C. Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1910. 

Toss Leighton to be postmaster at Newberry, Mich., in place 
of Ross Leighton. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
15, 1910. 

Otto H. Mueller to be postmaster at Rockland, Mich., in place 
of Otto H. Mueller. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

MISSOURI. 


William T. Lessley to be postmaster at Glasgow, Mo., in place 
of William T. Lessley. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

Robert C. Rhodes to be postmaster at Seymour, Mo., in place 
of Robert C. Rhodes. Incumbents commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

` NEBRASKA. 

John H. Davis to be postmaster at Rushville, Nebr., in place 
of James N. Brooks, resigned. 

NEW HAMPSHIBE, 

George L. Crockett to be postmaster at Whitefield, N. H., in 
place of George L. Crockett. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

Fred P. Dearth to be postmaster at Woodsville, N. H., in 
place of Fred P. Dearth. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Peter C. Brown to be postmaster at Spring Lake Beach, 
N. J., in place of Peter C. Brown. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires January 81, 1910. 

NEW YORK. 

Joshua D. Corson, jr., to be postmaster at Milliken, N. X. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Marshall H. Dean to be postmaster at Roscoe, N. Y., in place 
of William W. Gregory. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 13, 1909. 

George F. Monahan to be postmaster at Ransomville, N. Y. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Henry F. Snyder to be postmaster at Albany, N. Y., in place 
of James B. McEwan, resigned. 

Henry P. Tuthill to be postmaster at Mattituck, N. Y., in 
place of Henry P. Tuthill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

Abram R. Wyckoff to be postmaster at Geneva, N. Y., in place 
of Abram R. Wyckoff. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 23, 1910. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Heenan Hughes to be postmaster at Graham, N. C., in place 
of — H. Holt. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
15, ý 

W. P. Ragan to be postmaster at High Point, N. C., in place 
of William E. Snow. Incumbents commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Lyman Brandt to be postmaster at Park River, N. Dak., in 
place of Lyman Brandt. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

William H. Bush to be postmaster at Oakes, N. Dak., in place 
of William H. Bush. Incumbents commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 


C. I. Hutchinson to be postmaster at La Moure, N. Dak., in 


place of Emil O. Ellison. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 18, 1908. 

Henry T. Nelson to be postmaster at Courtenay, N. Dak., in 
place of Henry T. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

OHIO, 


Rupert R. Beetham to be postmaster at Cadiz, Ohio, in place 
of Rupert R. Beetham. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 18, 1910. 

Alexander Y. Henderson to be postmaster at Maynard, Ohio, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Alpheus L. Stevens to be postmaster at Cambridge, Ohio, in 
place of James R. Barr. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu 
ary 18, 1910. 

OKLAHOMA, 


Bruce McKinley to be postmaster at Eufaula, Okla., in place 
a Bruca McKinley. Incumbents commission expires January 
John C. Morphis to be postmaster at Cleveland, Okla., in 
place of John C. Morphis. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 
OREGON, 


Walter F. Baker to be postmaster at Tillamook, Oreg., in 
place of Abel W. Severance. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1909. 

Harvey S. Buck to be postmaster at Sumpter, Oreg., in place 
+5 A S. Buck. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

Arthur Wheelhouse to be postmaster at Arlington, Oreg., in 
place of Arthur Wheelhouse. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1909. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Charles A. Gaul to be postmaster at Wernersville, Pa., in 
place of Cyrus B. Smith, deceased. 

Harry B. Klingensmith to be postmaster at Ellsworth, Pa., 
in place of Harry B. Klingensmith. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 19, 1909. 

Albert J. Matson to be at Delta, Pa., in place of 
12 19 J. Matson. Incumbent's commission expired December 

1909. 

Edgar Matthews to be postmaster at Royersford, Pa., in 
place of Addison Eppehimer, deceased. 

Frank B. Moorhead to be postmaster at Volant, Pa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William J. Murray to be postmaster at Girard, Pa., in place 
of Harry H. Nichols. Incumbent's commission expired March 
1, 1909. 

Annie H. Washburn to be postmaster at Wyncote, Pa., in 
place of George E. Washburn, removed. 

Howard Weiss to be postmaster at Siegfried, Pa., in place of 
Alfred P. Laubach. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
15, 1909. 

BHODE ISLAND. 


Edgar E. Matteson to be postmaster at Apponaug, R. I., in 
place of Edgar E. Matteson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


William H. Doherty to be postmaster at Lemmon, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1909. 

Linville Miles to be postmaster at Langford, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Alexander W. Paulson to be postmaster at Carthage, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Charles L. Smith to be postmaster at Andover, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Howard Squires to be postmaster at White Rock, S. Dak, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William Toomey to be postmaster at Gettysburg, S. Dak., in 
place of William Toomey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

UTAH. 


George W. Bryan to be postmaster at Mercur, Utah, in place 
of George W. Bryan. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

VERMONT. 


Trescott A. Chase to be postmaster at Bradford, Vt., in place 
of Trescott A. Chase. Incumbent's commission expires January 
80, 1910. 

WISCONSIN. 

Dean J. Hotchkiss to be postmaster at Foxlake, Wis. in 
place of Dean J. Hotchkiss. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 2, 1908. 
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Edward Charles Rehfeld to be postmaster at Horicon, Wis., 
in place of Lydia Chapman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

Charles E. Wood to be postmaster at Mukwonago, Wis., in 
place of Charles E. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 


WYOMING. 
Perry L. Smith to be postmaster at Rawlins, Wyo., in place 
A 3 L. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires January 
1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations 9 by the Senate December 20, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Horace H. Lurton to be associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 
MARSHAL OF THE UNITED STATES COURT FOR CHINA. 
Daniel Allen Wilson, jr., to be marshal of the United States 
court for China. 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Lee McClung to be Treasurer of the United States. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
1 venge B. Robberts to be register of the land office at Law- 
on, a. 
Ae Buren to be register of the land office at Los Angeles, 
GOVERNOR oF New MEXICO. 
William J. Mills to be governor of New Mexico. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
O. R. W. Robinson to be receiver of public moneys at Los 
Angeles, Cal. 
J. C. Ardrey to be receiver of public moneys at Portland, 


Oreg. 
CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 
James O. Lyford to be naval officer of customs at Boston, 


Mass. 
John F. Vivian to be surveyor of customs at Denver, Colo. 
PoOSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
E. A. William, at Arkansas City, Ark, 
CONNECTICUT, 
George B. French, at Ivoryton, Conn. 
GEORGIA, 
Adam J. Branan, at Unadilla, Ga. 
Max L. James, at Fort Valley, Ga. 
Thomas M. Kimball, at Tallapoosa, Ga. 
ILLINOIS. 
Elmer E. Adams, at Winnetka, III. 
William J. Franklin, at Madison, III. 
William L. Frye, at Dixon, III. 
William H. Gilliam, at Vienna, III. 
W. R. Jewell, at Danville, III. 
Sidney B. Miller, at Cairo, Ill. 
Walter Stickney, at Warren, Ill. 
Daniel A. Williams, at Antioch, III. 
IOWA. 
Charles E. Anderson, at Moville, Iowa. 
Albert S. Burnett, at Valley Junction, Iowa, 
Andy J. Cleveland, at Pleasantville, Iowa. 
Frank C. Downey, at Dexter, Iowa. 
Hal C. Fuller, at Lehigh, Iowa. 
Joel E. Johnson, at Marathon, Iowa. 
Warren C. Spurgin, at Panora, Iowa. 


B. F. Thomas, at Traer, Iowa. 
KANSAS. 

James T. Miller, at Altoona, Kans. 
MICHIGAN. 


Charles H. Castle, at Armada, Mich. 

George W. Dafoe, at Brown City, Mich. 

Thomas E. Dawson, at Sandusky, Mich. 
MISSOURI. 

Henry L. Brown, at Ava, Mo. 

Robert G. Crow, at Caruthersville, Mo, 

Francis M. Harrington, at Kirksville, Mo. 

Clyde M. Hudson, at Hale, Mo. 


Z. Tipton Jennings, at Granby, Mo. 
Thomas A. Shelton, at Puxico, Mo. 
Theodore Walther, at De Soto, Mo. 


NEBRASKA, 


W. W. Cole, at Neligh, Nebr. 
Robert R. Douglas, at Clarks, Nebr. 


NEVADA. 
Edward R. Collins, at Goldfield, Nev. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Charles L. Bemis, at Marlboro, N. H. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Wilson D. Gill, at Paulsboro, N. J. 
NEW YORK. 
Eben Adams, at New Rochelle, N. Y. 
M. H. Dean, at Roscoe, N. Y. 
Adam N. Finucan, at Pittsford, N. X. 
Thomas Liddle, at Amsterdam, N. Y. 
William E. Mills, at Rose Hill, N. Y. 
Charles H. Sackett, at Avon, N. Y. 
Henry W. Shaver, at Sodus, N. Y. 
Otto W. P. Westervelt, at Piermont, N. I. 
Willis G. C. Wood, at Whitehall, N. Y. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
James F. Teague, at Bryson City, N. C. 
OHIO. 
Charles W. Brainerd, at Mantua, Ohio, 
Jeremiah Davidson, at Ironton, Ohio, 
Betsey Erskine, at Lowellville, Ohio. 
John C. Jones, at Sylvania, Ohio. 
Walter J. King, at Camden, Ohio. 
James H. Maple, at Amsterdam, Ohio. 
Lewis T. Marrott, at Hudson, Ohio. 
Charles A. Murphy, at East Palestine, Ohio. 
Charles L. Thompson, at Georgetown, Ohio, 
David B. Wilson, at Corning, Ohio, 7 
OKLAHOMA, 


Andrew J. Eaton, at Shattuck, Okla. 

William J. Forbes, at Grove, Okla. 

Frank W. Hungate, at Hydro, Okla. 

John B. Jones, at Lehigh, Okla. 

F. A. Parkinson, at Lawton, Okla. 

E. D. Pritchard, at Erick, Okla. 

Spencer E. Rowley, at Kiowa, Okla, 
OREGON. 

Chester G. Coad, at Dallas, Oreg. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Richard L. Ashhurst, at Philadelphia, Pa, 

David Dalton, at Sharon Hill, Pa. 

John G. Duncan, at Leechburg, Pa. 

Oliver E. Mayhew, at Export, Pa. 

Robert M. Swisher, at Mount Jewett, Pa. 

J. Clayton Whitby. at Rosemont, Pa. 
TEXAS. 


Harry H. Barkham, at Plano, Tex. 
Thomas F. Calhoon, at Liberty, Tex. 
Gerald W. Calrow, at Boerne, Tex. 
George W. Cash, at Hubbard, Tex. 
Richard T. Polk, at Killeen, Tex. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 20, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and 


approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 84. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th 
day of said month. à 

The message also announced that the Vice-President had 
appointed Mr. Smrmons and Mr. GALLINGER members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the Senate, as provided 
for in the act of February 16, 1889, entitled “An act to au- 
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thorize and provide for the disposition of useless papers in the 
executive departments,” for the disposition of useless papers 
in the Treasury Department. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled joint resolution of the following title, when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 84. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
5 salaries for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th 

day of said month. 


COLBERT AND BEE TREE SHOALS CANAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on the 
unanimous-consent calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) 3 a portion of the A rope: 
ation made for the Improvement of Tennessee River to be a 
work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 


5 ste. pon pi the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
tS ded balance of appropriations heretofore 
—.— for the it. 5 — 


ot 3 River between ‘Secretary vot 
Tenn., and Riverton, Ala., may, in the discretion of be pre 


War, be applied to Work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals 
the purpose of opening said canal to navigation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I wish the gentleman would make some explanation of 
the resolution. I wish to call his attention and that of the 
House to the character of the report which accompanies this 
resolution. I suppose that the reports of committees are in- 
tended to give information. Bills upon this unanimous-consent 
calendar certainly should have a report accompanying them 
from which Members should be able to obtain information. The 
report of the committee on this bill says: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, ha had under considera- 
tion the recommendation for the Improvement ‘the Colbert and Bee 
Tree Shoals Canal for the purpose of opening said canal to navigation, 
report the accompanying joint resolution. 

I do not know that I shall object to this particular resolution, 
but I wish to give notice now that hereafter unless the re- 
ports furnish information so that Members can make them- 
selyes familiar with what is proposed to be done under the bills 
put upon this calendar, I shall object to their consideration. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will say in 
reply to my colleague [Mr. Frrzcrratp] that the absence of in- 
formation in the report occurred because it was in the nature 
of a rush order. The gentlemen interested in the project ex- 
pected to ask unanimous consent a week ago, and no time inter- 
vened to set out the reasons for its passage. It is a very incom- 
plete report, and would not have appeared except for the reasons 
stated. 

The purpose of the resolution is simply to transfer from the 
general maintenance fund of the Tennessee River $15,000, or so 
much thereof as may be needed, for the completion of the lock 
in the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal on the Tennessee 
River, in order that it may at once be opened to navigation. 
The engineers made the proper estimate for the lock, and this 
transfer would have been unnecessary had the bill of 1907 not 
provided that the cost of certain surveys on the Tennessee 
River should be taken from this fund. The engineers knew 
nothing of that legislation; but it cut down the amount of the 
appropriation, and we are making it up by transferring this 
amount. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
any part of this $15,000 to be taken for appropriations for work 
below Florence? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Not at all 

Mr. SIMS. It does not affect the lower Tennessee? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. It does not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? What is the maintenance fund for the Tennessee River, 
and how much is it? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I can not give the exact 
amount. 

Mr. MANN. This amounts, then, practically to an appro- 
priation out of the Treasury? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. No; it means a transfer 
from another fund to this specific work. 

Mr. MANN. Does the general maintenance fund need the 
money? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. It will by and by. 

Mr. MANN. Then when it needs the money we will have to 
appropriate for the general maintenance fund? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Yes. 


Mr. MANN. So that, after all, it means that this money is 
to be appropriated out of the Treasury? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. In the end, yes. The act 
which passed in 1907, instead of making a distinct appropria- 
tion for certain surveys, provided that the amount for such 
Surveys be taken from the appropriation for the Colbert and 
22 Tree Shoals Canal. That amount must be made up some 

e. 

Mr. MANN. Then we get into the trouble about having to 

violate the rule which prohibits an appropriation being used 


for one purpose that is appropriated for another purpose. 


Now, the proposition is to do the same thing again. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. The gentleman may put 
it in that way. : 

Mr. MANN. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. It seemed wise at that 
time that the appropriation for surveys should be taken out of 
the fund for the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal, That is 
all I can say about it. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Then, will the gentleman say this? 
question in good faith. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Oh, the gentleman always 
assumes to act in good faith, and I am sure there is no reason 
to doubt he is doing so in this case. 

Mr. MANN. I was assuming that I would get information 
from the gentleman from New York by asking the question; 
but I think it necessary to say that I acted in good faith in 
asking the question, for he has not furnished me the informa- 
tion necessary to pass a bill by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I never discounted the 
sincerity of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I have observed that when a gentleman wants 
to get an appropriation for something which is of very doubtful 
necessity, instead of trying to get an appropriation out of the 
Treasury, he endeavors to get it out of some other appropria- 
tion already made. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
bill? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; all sorts of bills. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Then, your inquiry should 
be addressed to the members of the other appropriation com- 
mittees, as it has not been done by the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MANN. As I have said, my inquiry of the gentleman 
was, if in his information, as chairman of the committee, it is 
necessary to use this money at this place at this time, regard- 
less of what may be needed for other purposes of the fund? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will answer the gentle- 
man as frankly and sincerely as he professes to ask the ques- 
tion. If this lock and canal are to be opened now for nayiga- 
tion, I will say yes; but if it is not to be opened for about a 
year, no; because later we can make this appropriation directly 
in the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MANN. Then what is the necessity of opening this lock 
at once? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Because navigation waits 
its completion. There is another reason, I will say to the gentle- 
man. The contractors, having their plant ready, can now com- 
plete it cheaper than in a year from now. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman a moment ago to 
say that it could be opened for navigation at once. How mach 
tonnage is there on the Tennessee River? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I can not state precisely 
the tonnage on the Tennessee River at this point, but I will 
yield three minutes to the gentleman from Alabama for that 
purpose. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I can answer the gentleman with refer- 
ence to that. 

The SPEAKER. This whole proceeding is by unanimous con- 
sent. The proposition is to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union from the consideration 
of this joint resolution and consider the same in the House at 
this time. The conversation that has passed between Members 
of the House is itself in the nature of unanimous consent. 
Without objection, the gentleman from Alabama may proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to give some 
additional facts in reply to some of the questions propounded 
to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
First, I will answer the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
who desired to know the amount and value of freight trans- 
ported on that portion of the Tennessee River with which 
Colbert and Bee Tree Canal is chiefiy connected. The Federal 
Government has appropriated to the Tennessee River from 
Riverton to Paducah, Ky., where the river empties into the 
Ohio, approximately $345,000, a river stretch of 220 miles, In 


I ask the 


In the river and harbor 
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the calendar year 1908 that portion of the Tennessee River 
transported $10,000,000 worth of freight, which cost the Govern- 
ment 34 cents for every dollar appropriated in the last thirty 
years. Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal is at the head of 
this splendid stretch of the river of 220 miles, and, as I say, the 
Government has appropriated 34 cents for every dollar used on 
that portion of the river. If we open the canal, as this joint 
resolution proposes, the trade of the three cities of Florence, 
Sheffield, and Tuscumbia will add not less than 3,000,000 tons 
to the traffic of the river. 

In the next place, this is a mere transfer. My attention was 
first called to it by the chief engineer of the Tennessee and 
Cumberland River about one month ago. I went to work upon 
it at once with the chief engineer of the War Department, Gen- 
eral Marshall, and I have received a letter from him this morn- 
ing. 

It is an emergency matter. Every river and harbor bill 
passed since I haye been a Member of Congress has made provi- 
sion for what is known as the “ channel fund,” to clean out the 
bars between Chattanooga and Riverton. That fund is not ex- 
hausted, by any means. The joint resolution means merely to 
borrow from the unused channel fund to meet the emergency at 
Colbert Shoals. This Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal is 
but a few miles down the river from the three cities of Shef- 
field, Tuscumbia, and Florence. Assurance has been given time 
and time again that this canal would be open for trade by the 
ist of January this year. For some reason there has been dis- 
appointment. Recently, within the last month, Major Harts, 
the chief engineer, notified me that he lacked the sum of $4,000 
to complete it, and if he did not have it that important canal, 
with the three cities lying at the head of it, would be deprived 
of traffic and trade for the next twelve months, just because of 
the lack of the small sum of $4,000. 

This is certainly an emergency, and the amount needed is 
simply borrowed from the “channel” fund appropriated by 
the Government to remove the sand bars between Chattanooga 
and Riverton and appropriated for the purpose of the speedy 
opening of this canal, so that the people of that section may not 
lose two or three million dollars of trade by delaying the open- 
ing of the canal for quite one year or more. I hope and trust 
that the joint resolution will not be opposed. The Government 
has spent on Colyert Shoals Canal over $2,000,000. It is folly 
to postpone its opening for even one hour for the want of a few 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ji 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENDING TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI 
RIVER. 


The next bill on the unanimous-consent calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 14565) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act 
to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of St. Louis shall have authority to 
construct the bridge mentioned in the act entitled “An act to amend an 
act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation o under the 
laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved January 9, 1909, under and subject to the limita- 
tions and restrictions mentioned in the act entitled “An act to authorize 
the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved June 25, 1906, if the actual construction of the bridge therein 
authorized commenced within one year from the approval of 
this act and completed within three years from same date, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order 
that this bill is not properly on the calendar. The rule provides 
that after a bill which has been favorably reported shall have 
been three days on the calendar, notice can be filed with the 
Clerk placing it on the unanimous-consent calendar. It appears 
that this bill was reported to the House on the 17th of December. 
It could not have been on the calendar until the 18th, and under 
no construction conceivable can three days have elapsed after 
which notice could have been filed. 

I have no objection to this particular bill, but I think that it 
is of some importance that this question be determined prop- 
erly. The object of the rule is to give Members an opportunity 
to ascertain what the bills for which unanimous consent was to 
be asked purported to do. If bills can be reported late on Fri- 
day and placed on the unanimous-consent calendar on Monday, 
with possibly no opportunity to obtain copies of the bill and re- 
port on Saturday, the object of the rule will be destroyed, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It all depends upon the question whether 
Sunday is to be counted as a dies non or a business day. This 
bill was reported on Friday noon. If, according to the rules, 
you count Friday as one day, Saturday two, and Sunday three, 
Monday will be the fourth day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Sunday is a dies non in a legislative 


body. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I understand a ruling has been made by a 
previous Speaker of the House to the effect that during the last 
three days of the session Sunday may be counted as a business 
day, and it was upon that ruling that the action of the Clerk 
was based in placing this bill upon the unanimous-consent 
calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in the practice of the 
House Sunday is dies non. At any rate the precedent cited 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] would not 
apply, because we are not now within the three last days of 
the session. The time at which the holiday recess commences 
has never been considered and can not be considered as the 
end of the session of Congress. I think it is of much impor- 
tance that the practice be properly established. I have no ob- 
jection to this bill extending the charter of this bridge com- 
pany, but I wish to have an opportunity, and I know other 
Members wish to have an opportunity, to examine thoroughly 
the bills that are to come up by unanimous ¢onsent, This rule 
was designed to give Members that opportunity, and if bills 
can be reported on Friday and put upon the calendar on Mon- 
day, it will destroy the effect of the rule. Under the rule pro- 
viding for the call of committees, a bill must be reported pre- 
vious to the day on which the committees are called. It is 
true the rule provides that the bills must be preyiously re- 
ported, but my understanding of the practice is that a bill does 
not go upon any calendar of the House until it is printed, and 
is never considered upon the calendar the day on which it is 
reported, but is placed upon the calendar the following day 
when it is in print. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how the 
Chair is going to decide this point of order, but I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] that I may make a brief statement as to the 
merits of this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
bill if the Chair wishes to submit a request for unanimous con- 
sent. I have no objection to that course, but I have objection 
to the bill being placed on this calendar in violation of the rule. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to impress 
upon the gentleman from New York the urgent necessity for 
action being taken by the House on this bill at this time. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand the charter 
of this company expires on January 9. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the charter expires on 
January 8, and the next unanimous-consent day would be 
January 9. Consequently the charter for this great bridge, 
upon which immense work has been done for three years by 
the people of St. Louis, it being a municipal undertaking, will 
have elapsed by the time Congress will have an opportunity to 
legislate upon it. I therefore appeal to the gentleman to with- 
hold his point of order at this time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the impor- 
tance of this case, under the statement made by the gentleman, 
the Speaker could submit a request for unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me it might be well 
to have a ruling upon the matter, because if it should be ruled 
that this bill is not properly upon the unanimous-consent cal- 
endar to-day, it is very easy to recognize gentlemen to move 
to suspend the rules, as this is suspension day. I call the 
attention of the Chair, however, to the rule, as I understand 
it, requiring three days to elapse from the time when a bill 
has been reported. Whether that includes Sunday or not I 
do not wish to express an opinion. If it means three calendar 
days, I suppose it means Sunday. Is not the construction of 
the rule in reference to a privileged resolution that it shall be 
reported within seven days, and that the seven days include a 
Sunday, and not seven days exclusive of Sunday? If it should 
be held that it means three legislative days, and then if the 
House should adjourn over so that there was no meeting of the 
House upon a Saturday, that day would be excluded, and I 
think that is clearly not the intention of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The rule to which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr, Mann] refers, as to a privileged resolution of 
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inquiry, is different from this, in that it specifies the time limit 
as one week. The Chair has some little difficulty in construing 
this rule. The Chair would have no difficulty about the Sunday 
proposition, because the Chair finds a precedent. The Chair 
will read from Hinds’ Precedents, volume 5, section 6733: 

6733, In computing the days of the session Sunday has not always 
been treated as a dies non.—On Friday, August 11, 1848 (when the 
House was to adjourn finally on Monday, August 14), the House passed 
the bill making appropriations for rivers and harbors. 

The bill having been passed, the Speaker said that he entertained 
doubts as to whether this bill (it being an original bill of this House) 
could be sent to the Senate this day without a suspension of the pn 
rule which provided that no bill or ting in either House should be 
sent to the other on the three last days of the session, and asked the 
direction of the House. 

Thereupon it was— 

Ordered, That the Clerk request the concurrence of the Senate in 
the said bill. 

In that case Sunday was counted as a day, so that it appeared 
that Sunday is a dies non so far as any action is concerned, yet 
in cases where no action is required either by the House or by a 
committee, it has not always been considered as a dies non, but 
rather that it might be counted as one of a given number of 
days 

But there arises another question. The House Calendar, in 
point of fact, has heretofore been printed once in, say, three 
days. In the House Calendar which was printed on Friday, 
the 17th of December, this bill does not appear. The question 
in the construction of the rule is as to what the calendar is. Is 
it a package of bills in the box or the printed list of the bills 
in the box? The Chair would be inclined to hold that the bill 
ought to be on the printed calendar, but as that calendar is pub- 
lished only once in three days, such a holding would in future, 
in the judgment of the Chair, make inconvenience. Therefore, 
it seems to the Chair that the order to print the whole calendar 
should be so that we would have a daily calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that on the call of committees a bill must be 
actually upon the printed calendar, and the rule provides that 
it must be upon the calendar; and the Chair has repeatedly 
held that a bill must be on the printed calendar in order to 
comply with that rule. This rule is that a bill shall have been 
three days upon the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to hold, with a unani- 
mous-consent calendar to be called twice a month, and with 
a calendar Wednesday, that the better practice would be that 
the bill should be upon the printed calendar for three days, but 
in the opinion of the Chair the House ought to order the cal- 
endar printed every day. Therefore the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

However, as this is suspension day, and as this bill has not 
had an opportunity for consideration under the unanimous-con- 
sent procedure, the Chair will recognize the gentleman, if he 
desires to be recognized, to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, then I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] No second being de- 
manded, the question is on suspending the rules and passing 
the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
fayor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


CONTROL OF WATER POWER, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may address the House for thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the House for thirty min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I shall avail myself of the 
courtesy of the House to discuss for a few moments the much- 
mooted question of federal versus local control of power deyel- 
opment, particularly as it relates to nonnavigable streams. 

For some time past there has been much agitation in certain 
quarters for action by the Federal Government looking to the 
control of the use of water power where the utilization of such 
power requires the use of lands which are still a part of the 
public domain. This agitation seems to have been the out- 
growth of the policy which the Forestry Bureau has been at- 
tempting to fix and establish relative to rights of way for water- 
power development within the forest reserves, 

Starting out with the declaration that it had the legal right 
to impose charges for the “use” of water taken from non- 
navigable streams in forest reserves, the Fo Bureau 
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takes the position that it has full authority to control the con- 
ditions under which such water shall be utilized for power or 
irrigation and to levy such charges as the bureau sees fit for 
the conservation“ of water, as they term it. 

Coincident with the claim and assertion by the Forest Service 
of authority to control and charge for the use of water by 
reason of the government ownership of the lands through which 
it flows, there has been the assertion of the right of the Fed- 
eral Government to collect toll for the development of water 
power on navigable streams, based on the control of the Federal 
Government over such streams for the purpose of navigation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield for this question? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood him to say the Forestry Service 
had maintained that the Government had the right to charge 
for the use of water. The Chief of the Forestry Service has 
repeatedly stated before the Committee on Agriculture that he 
never did maintain such a proposition and has never made any 
charge for the use of water. 

Mr. MONDELL, Well, of course some statements are subject 
to various constructions. The fact is in some instances the 
Forestry Bureau did at one time demand pay for the use of 
water, and in a certain report of the Chief of the Forestry 
Bureau the total possible development of water for power and 
for irrigation was reported to the House by him as an asset 
of the Federal Government. The report was in detail and estt- 
mated the value of such water at an enormous total. If the 
bureau then held that it had no right or authority to charge 
for the use of water, why was the demand made and why did 
the chief of the bureau report to the House as a vast asset of 
the Government the possible utilization of all streams flowing 
within forest reserves? Now, it is true that the bureau has 
shifted its position, and instead of demanding and levying 
charges for the use of water it levies a charge for the conser- 
vation of water. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the point I desired to bring out, because 
I feared if the gentleman’s statement was allowed to stand 
without qualification it might give a wrong impression of the 
position now occupied by the bureau. 

Mr. MONDELL. I tried fairly to state their present position. 
The difference between a charge for conservation and a charge 
for use is the difference between tweedledee and tweedledum. 
If I had the time, I would like to go into that phase of the 
question and call attention to the fact that power development 
often conserves the water much more than the Forestry Service 
can possibly do, and, therefore, rather than the Forestry Service 
charging a conservation fee, they should, in order to be entirely 
fair—if they are in the business of adjusting benefits—make a 
payment to those who shall conserve water by impounding it in 
enormous reservoirs for power purposes, thus regulating the 
flow of the stream its entire length. 

I shall limit my discussion to that phase of the questions 
referred to which relate to the claim of authority for federal 
control over the use of water from nonnavigable streams for 
power development and other purposes, and the proposition to 
use the ownership of lands by the Federal Government as the 
excuse and the means for the assertion of that control. 

It is not necessary or essential for the purposes of this dis- 
cussion to point out at this time the source of the agitation 
for the so-called “ conservation of power sites.” One is tempted 
to do so, however, as an enlightening example of the growing 
influence of certain government bureaus in the creation of a 
superficial public sentiment. 

“ POWER-SITES ” LAND WITHDRAWALS. 


The first official action in the direction referred to was taken 
on January 7, 1909, and between that time and February 27, 
1909, 3,673,189 acres of the public domain, according to the 
recent report of the Secretary of the Interior, was reserved for 
“the conservation of water resources.” It developed that in 
these hurried withdrawals from all forms of entry or disposition 
much land was withdrawn which did not contain power sites, 
thus denying the rights of entrymen under the laws and retard- 
ing development without accomplishing the ends sought. The 
restoration of such lands to entry in April of this year was the 
cause of much heated and exaggerated talk and of careless, if 
not deliberate, misstatement. 

From May to November of this year 603,355 acres of land 
were withdrawn from entry, which cover all known power sites 
on public lands, and these lands remain reserved at this time. 
Of course there is no authority of law fer all these withdrawals 
of public land from appropriate entry, but as powerful govern- 
ment bureaus have willed it, and have built up a certain noisy 
and vociferous sentiment in favor of it, I suppose we should be 


gradually shifted its position until, as I understand it, it now | thankful the case is no worse than it is. 
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Until very recently we have been lacking in official recom- 
mendation or suggestion of what should be done with the public 


lands which have been so withdrawn, though we have not lacked 
in advice on the subject from unofficial sources. In fact it is 
very remarkable how the necessity for federal control over the 
waters of nonnavigable streams used for power purposes has 
suddenly and simultaneously appealed to so many magazine 
writers of a certain class. 

We have, however, in the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, an official 
expression of views on the subject of federal control of the use 
of water, and, in order that the views of the Secretary may be 
fully understood, I shall quote the same in full: 

Power sites.—In anticipation of new legislation by Congress to 
vent the acquisition of t power 888 — The public FAN by private ag 
sons or corporations with the view of monopolizing or adversely con- 
trolling them the public interest, there have been temporarily 
withdrawn from all forms of entry approximately 603,355 acres, cover- 
ing all locations known to power flities on unappropri- 
ated lands outside of national forests. Without such withdrawals these 


sites would be enterable under e laws, and their paten would 
leave the General Government powerless to impose any limitations as 


by it itations imposed the disposal 
y iim upo e 
upon the public lands, the waters of the streams 
— — in their pa tay gee en and beneficial use. I would there- 
‘ore advise that Co 
thorize the classification of all lands capable of being used for water- 
power development, and to direct their „ through this depart- 
ment, under substantially the following conditions: 
ae si —9 title to — 3 eng ed in the Ry moots - 3 
ment, an y an easement gran ‘or the purpose o pice ae Mees 
transmitting electrical power for private and public use, and for the 
sto: of waters for power, irrigation, and other uses; 
z t such easement be granted for a limited period, with a maxi- 
mum of at least thirty years, and the option of renewal for stated 
m gees terms; 


show good 


to operate the plant; and 
7. That all books and accounts shall always be subject to the inspec- 
tion of the department. 


REVOLUTIONARY CHARACTER OF PROPOSAL, 


I think I am justified in saying that whatever our various 
opinions may be as to the wisdom, justice, propriety, or neces- 
sity of legislation such as that proposed herein, all those who 
are familiar with our land legislation and the decisions of the 
courts with regard to our public domain must admit that it is 
the most revolutionary and startling proposition relating to 
federal control of local affairs, through the ownership of public 
lands, ever presented to Congress. 

It is so startling and so revolutionary that I must of neces- 
sity speak of it earnestly and emphatically, and in doing so 
I desire to have it understood that I speak with due respect 
to the very able and efficient Secretary who made this rec- 
ommendation and for the views of all those in official or private 
life who honestly agree with him. All those who have been 
demanding federal control of power development owe the Secre- 
tary a debt of gratitude for having put their demand in concrete 
form. 

STATES’ CONTROL OF NONNAVIGABLE STREAMS. 


Let it be called to mind and not lost sight of in this discus- 
sion that the Federal Government has no constitutional right 
to in any way control the use or disposition of waters flowing 
in nonnavigable streams within the States. The Secretary of 
the Interior is a good lawyer and has not overlooked this fact, 
for in the third paragraph of his suggestions he provides that 
before the easement over the public lands which he proposes 
shall be granted there shall be a “transfer to the United States 
of the necessary water rights to permit of the estimated power 
development being made.” : 

What does this mean? It means that it is now, for the first 
time, seriously proposed in an official recommendation that the 
Federal Government shall use its ownership of lands in certain 
Western States to coerce the citizens of such States who may 


desire to develop water power to become the instruments of 
an attempted transfer of a portion of the States’ sovereignty. 

Or, to put it another way, that certain Western States of the 
Union shall, as the price of the opportunity for the development 
of their resources, be denied that “equal footing” with the 
— States of the Union guaranteed them by their organic 

ws. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will it interrupt the gentleman 
to ask him a question just on that point? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman asserts that 
Congress has no power to interfere with or regulate the use of 
water in nonnavigable streams within States. Now, does the 
gentleman assert that with reference to the power of Congress 
over the water upon its own domain? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know what the gentleman refers 
to as “its own domain.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I mean over its own lands. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes, I do. The Supreme Court in the so- 
called “Alabama case,” with which the gentleman is doubtless 
familiar, clearly settled the question that the Federal Govern- 
ment is simply a proprietor in its ownership of the public lands 
and has no more rights by reason of that ownership than Jones, 
Smith, or Brown. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. In the States, that is true. 

Mr. MONDELL. And if the States have asserted the theory 
and law of appropriation, the Federal Government as a land- 
owner stands in the same position as an individual, and I shall 
point out a little later that Congress has in the 
reclamation act the right of the State to control the use of 
water even on lands owned by the Government, and provided 
that in carrying out that law the Secretary of the Interior 
should proceed in accordance with state and territorial law 
just as any individual would do. That act does not invoke in 
any way the sovereignty of the Federal Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not think the gentleman 
and I are going to differ a great deal as to the legal right of 
Congress to interfere with the State to regutate water on its 
nonnavigable streams. 

Mr. MONDELL. Having clearly in mind the fact admitted 
by the Secretary, that the States are sovereign in control of 
the waters of nonnavigable streams within their borders, this 
is what the Secretary proposes: 

PERMANENT FEDERAL LANDLORDISM. 

First. That the Federal Government shall retain title to all 
lands which may any time in the future be utilized to any 
extent whatever for the development of water power or for 
the storage of water for power, irrigation, or other purposes, 
or to carry flumes, ditches, or transmission lines. This is 
certainly a startling suggestion. If every tract of public land 
that might possibly be used, to a greater or less degree, some- 
time between now and the crack of doom for some of the pur- 
poses enumerated were withdrawn from entry, we would not 
be greatly troubled with the disposition of the few remaining 
tag ends of the public domain. 

Second. The Secretary proposes the granting of easements or 
rights to use the public lands for a limited period only, on con- 
dition that the citizen who holds from the State a right to the 
beneficial use of a certain definite amount of water shall at- 
tempt to surrender to the Federal Government the right which 
the State has granted him. This proposition is evidently 
made on the theory that the party who has acquired from the 
State certain limited rights to the use of water for specific 
beneficial purposes can transfer to the United States not only 
the limited rights he has obtained, but also a portion of the 
State's sovereignty. 

The Secretary’s report relates to water used for irrigation 
purposes, as well as water used for power development, and 
if put into practice it would result in endless confusion 
and confiict between the States and the National Government 
and in the determination of the rights of individual users of 
water. But serious as this phase of the question is, inasmuch 
as the main object sought seems to be the control of power 
development, I shall confine my remarks largely to that branch 


of the subject. 
PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 

But we have advanced even further than an official recom- 
mendation in the matter of federal interference with state 
control of the water of streams. The gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. Mann] has introduced a bill (H. R. 13834) in which, with 
becoming modesty, he kindly relieves the Committee on the 
Public Lands of any jurisdiction over the subject-matter and 
proposes to regulate the building of dams for any purpose 
whatseever on nonnavigable as well as navigable streams. 
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The portion which deals with nonnavigable streams is as 
follows: 


Sec. 7. That in the case of construction of a dam or accessory works 
across or in any nonnavigable waters, which waters or the land adjoin- 
ing the same shall belong to the United States and be under the juris- 
diction of the Department of Agriculture, then and in such case the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall exercise as to such case all the powers 
and authority hereby granted and imposed upon the Secretary of War 
and Chief of Engineers as to the construction and maintenance of dams 
over navigable waters of the United States, and no dam shall be here- 
after constructed upon the nonnavigable waters referred to in this 
section without express authority from the Secretary of iculture ; 
and every such dam shall be subject to all the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That in the case of construction of a dam or accessory works 
across or in any nonnavigable waters, which waters or the land ad- 
joining the same shall belong to the United States and shall not be 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of Agriculture, then in such 
case the Secretary of the Interior shall exercise as to such case all the 

owers and authority hereby granted and imposed upon the Secretary of 
ar and Chief of Engineers as to the construction and maintenance of 
dams over navigable waters of the United States, and no dam shall be 
hereafter constructed upon the nonnavigable waters referred to in this 
section without express authority from the Secretary of the Interior; 
and every such dam shall be subject to all the provisions of this act. 


AN IMPORTANT OVERSIGHT. 


This bill is by long odds eyen more extraordinary than the 
proposals of the Secretary, for in framing it the gentleman 
from Illinois seems to have entirely overlooked a fact which I 
trust I shall not be considered impertinent in referring to in 
this day of paternalistic federalism, to wit: That this is a Gov- 
ernment in which the people reserved certain powers to them- 
selves, to be exercised through state governments, and that 
Wyoming and Oregon, while not so far east as Illinois and 
New York, are nevertheless States of the Union and not fed- 
eral provinces. [Applause.] 

The gentleman plays no favorites, and invites three separate 
departments of the Government—War, Interior, and Agricul- 
ture—into the work of supervising the building of dams 
throughout the country. The only work of this character in the 
public-land States which is not placed under federal jurisdic- 
tion is the building of beaver dams, Quite likely this is an 
oversight. [Laughter.] 

Farmers in the public-land States who desired to build an 
earth dam, even on their own land, to develop power to do 
the family washing or to irrigate a tract of their own meadow, 
would be obliged to get permission from the Secretary of the 
Interior to do so, and build according to his plans and specifica- 
tions after paying for the privilege. 

The best answer I know of to a legislative proposal of this 
kind is contained in the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
case of Withers v. Buckley (20 How., 84), as follows: 

Clearly Congress could exact of the new State the surrender of no 
attribute inherent in her character as a sovereign independent State 
or indispensable to her equality with her sister States, necessarily 
implied and aranteed by the very nature of the federal compact. 
Obviously, and it may be said, primarily, among the incidents of that 
equality is the right to make improvements in the rivers, water 
courses, and highways situated within the State. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will it interfere with the gentleman’s argu- 
ment if at this point I ask a question or two, in order to clarify 
my mind? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the House will grant me time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am quite sure the House will. I would 
like to ask the gentleman this question in reference to the 
Mann bill, to which he referred some time ago and which I 
read some time ago. Is it not true that that bill relates to 
water power upon nonnavigable streams which flow over the 
lands of the public domain; in other words, they are lands 
owned by the United States? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says, “ which flow over the 
public domain; in other words, they are lands owned by the 
United States.” The gentleman does not expect me to admit 
that “flowing over the public domain” and “owned by the 
United States” are synonymous expressions? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And upon the banks, when the land is still 
controlled or in possession or ownership of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think if there were a 40-acre tract at the 
head of a stream 500 miles long, the Mann bill would control. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would the Mann bill prevent a man who 
owns his own land, or a.stream that flows over it, from build- 
ing a dam that would run his churn? There is nothing in the 
Mann bill that could be so construed, is there? > 

Mr. MONDELL. I think so. The Mann bill says: 

In the case of construction of a dam or accessory works across or in 
any nonnavigable waters, which waters, or the land adjoining the same, 
belong to the United States. 

That is the first proposition, You can not find a nonnavigable 
stream in any of the new public-land States that does not some- 
where along its borders flow over or have “adjoining” it some 
public land. In the first place, most of the streams rise in the 


forest reserves, and therefore they originate on the public land. 
I do not know what the gentleman from Illinois intended when 
he wrote “ which waters shall belong to the United States,” for 
I know of no such waters. If he meant waters which originate 
on public lands, then he would include practically all the 
streams in the intermontane and Pacific Coast States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. You construe that bill to mean that if a 
stream 500 miles flows through any portion of the public 
domain the Government could control the water power on it 
throughont its entire length without regard to whether it had 
ceded to a private individual and patented to him the lands 
along its banks? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not intend to construe the bill. I 
merely read it to the gentleman, and I take it for what it says. 
It does not need construction. If it does not include streams 
which, somewhere along their course, flow over public land, 
where are you going to draw the line? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would construe it so. 

Mr. MONDELL. Among other things, it provides that if the 
dam is to be built for the irrigation of land owned by the 
Government, the entryman, in order to irrigate that land, even 
though he built the dam on his own land, would have to get 
the consent of the Secretary of the Interior. If it were the 
intention of the gentleman from Illinois to simply provide that 
no dam could be built on government land or partly on gov- 
ernment land, without permission of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, or Interior, that could have been said in few words. 
In fact, it is not necessary to have any such new provision of 
law, for such has been the law for years, and the various right- 
of-way acts provide fully how the right to occupy the public 
lands for reservoir and like purposes can be acquired. No one 
claims any right to use the public land for any such purpose 
without permission. What we contend is that the Federal 
Government can not, by reason of its ownership of the public 
lands, impose conditions on the use of public lands for the de- 
velopment of industries as shall impair the State’s sovereignty 
or the equality of its citizens. 

RESERVED POWERS OF THE PEOPLE INVOLVED. 

In declaring my unalterable opposition to these and all other 
schemes of federal control, direct or indirect, over the waters 
of nonnavigable streams within the boundaries of a State, I 
desire to have my position clearly understood. This is not 
merely a question of public land policy. It goes far beyond 
any question of policy and involves an important principle gov- 
erning our national life, that of the powers reserved to the 
people and exercised by them through their state government. 

One of the most able statesmen of this generation, in a speech 
delivered some time ago, sounded what I assume he intended 
to be a trumpet call to the States to bestir themselyes in the 
matter of necessary legislation clearly within their power, lest 
the pressure of public opinion would compel the Congress to 
encroach upon the rights and powers of the States in fields 
neglected by them. 

This speech was widely misunderstood as a threat of federal 
interference with the powers and prerogatives of the States. 
Quite recently this same gentleman made a speech in which he 
called attention to the danger of overloading the National Goy- 
ernment by extending its control in all directions to such an 
extent that the federal machinery would soon become ineffective 
and fall by the dead weight of its cumbrous bureaucracy. Evi- 
dently this sage advice has not been heeded by those who are 
bent on hurrying the country forward on this latest scheme of 
federal usurpation. 

The subject it is now proposed to turn over to federal bureau- 
cratic control is not only one confessedly falling within the 
reserved powers of the people, but the proposed raping of the 
rights of the people on behalf of federal bureaus has not even 
the poor excuse that the people in the States affected have not 
asserted and exercised control over the subject-matter, for the 
States whose reserved rights are now assailed have not only 
asserted the right of their people to full control over the use of 
water, but they are the only States in the Union that have 
done so. 

We have heard a good deal of late from one source and 
another about “retaining public control” of western water 
powers, as though they were not now in “ public” control. 

What is proposed by these overenthusiastic conservation- 
ists is not the retention of these resources in public control, 
but the wresting of them from public control of the people in 
the States and placing them in the control of a federal bureau. 

We have heard much talk of conserving these resources “ for 
the people.” Who are the people—the government employees 
in the federal bureaus, the officials of the Federal Government, 
the national machinery as a whole? That is not my under- 
standing of the matter. Unless my education is all wrong, 
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“the people” whose interests should be conserved are those 
sovereign people located within the States who have delegated 
a portion of their sovereignty to the Federal Government, but 
who have retained the major portion of their sovereignty, in- 
cluding complete control over the nonnavigable waters within 
the States. 

“The people” now have and hold these resources. They are 
managing and controlling them through state laws. The move- 
ment for federal control is an attempt to take from them and 
give to the bureaus. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am sorry to take the gentleman’s time, 
but I am really interested in his remarks, not in any antago- 
nistie spirit. I am not controverting the statement of the gen- 
tleman in this about “we” being the people of Wyoming and 
Ohio and not of the District of Columbia or the United States, 
but what I want to understand is this: I know the decision in 
the Alabama case, and I do not think it is in conflict with the 
proposition I now put, and that is this: The United States, 
being the owner of the land on both banks of a stream, has 
exactly the same right to grant or limit the use and prescribe 
rules under which this water shall be used as a private owner, 
no matter whether in a State or Territory or wherever it may 
be. I would like to know if the gentleman controverts that 
proposition; and if so, why? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not at all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Mann bill simply provides that in mak- 
ing a grant of public domain Congress shall make certain pro- 
visions with reference to the water. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not controvert the gentleman’s state- 
ment, and I do not see how anyone could. But the gentleman 
must remember this—that the private owner of land has no 
authority to in any way control the use and disposition of the 
water that passes over his land in States that have set up the 
rule of appropriation. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has recognized that. There is no question about it, There is 
no such thing in my State and other Western States as the 
common-law rule of riparian rights. If the gentleman should 
settle upon a tract of government land in that region that had 
a spring rising upon it, and acquire title thereto, his ownership 
of that land would not, in itself, give him control over the 
waters of that spring. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That only proves the truth of the gentle- 
man’s statement, that he is no lawyer; because there is not a 
lawyer within the sound of my voice that does not know per- 
fectly well that the owner of land on both sides of a non- 
navigable stream has absolute control of the water, not for the 
purpose of reducing it in amount, not for taking it away from 
the man that lives below, but for his own individual, legitimate 
uses. 

Mr. MONDELL. The very statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio illustrates one of the difficulties of getting even the 
genesis of a statement relating to the western country in the 
minds of very good lawyers from this side of the Father of 
Waters. The gentleman is a good lawyer in Ohio, but he would, 
I fear, fail on some points of law in Wyoming. The gentleman 
does not seem to understand that the far Western States have 
all abrogated, or greatly modified, the common-law rule of 
riparian rights and established, in whole or in part, the law of 
appropriation. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That was following a decision in 
California forty years ago. 

Mr. MONDELL. The Supreme Court has recognized the right 
of the State to regulate the diversion and use of water. In the 
case of a spring such as I have referred to, before the owner of 
the land could obtain any legal right to the use of its waters, 
as against any other claimant, he must apply to the state au- 
thorities for the right to use it at a certain, definite place, for 
a specific, beneficial purpose. Why, the control of the State is 
asserted absolutely and not denied by anyone, and every process 
and procedure from initiation of the right to the fixing of its 
limitations are, at all times, under the supervision of the 
sovereign people of the sovereign States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is certainly a very material change 
from the common law, which I was not aware of. 

Mr. MONDELL. I realize that the gentleman, good lawyer 
as he is, has not had his attention called to that fundamental 
difference between the law as practiced in the irrigation States 
and that of the nonirrigation States. Now that the gentleman 
understands that there is no such thing as riparian rights to 
water in these Western States, he will realize that the Federal 
Government as a proprietor is in the same position as other 
proprietors; that is, without any right to the use of water ex- 
cept as obtained through state laws. 

While the Federal Government owns the public domain as a 
proprietor, and not as a sovereign, it is of course true that by 


reason of its sovereignty it does not, in all respects, sustain the 
same relation to the State as does the ordinary proprietor. As 
a sovereign its property can not be condemned or taxed. But 
while the sovereignty of the Federal Government can not be 
lessened or shortened because of its proprietorship, neither can 
the sovereignty of the State be infringed upon through that 
proprietorship. 
LIMITED TO WESTERN STATES. 

Amid the yellow-tinted din and fury with which the demand 
for federal control of water powers has been vociferated; amid 
the noise and exaggeration of truths half told, and truths not 
told at all, with which the whole controversy has been cycloned 
upon the Nation, I fear that certain rather important matters 
have been lost sight of. There has been much nerve-racking 
and blood-chilling talk of the imminent danger and awful con- 
Sequences of an impending western water power trust, not 
formed, but in the process of formation.” 

And yet in all this bedlam of assertion I have not heard a 
whisper as to the necessity of controlling water-power trusts 
either “formed” or “forming” over the eastern two-thirds of 
the United States, though I have noted that some writers on 
the subject so little understand our Government that they fail 
to appreciate the profound difference between the assertion of 
state and federal control. 

This proposal of federal control of water power through the 
agency of land ownership can only seriously affect a few 
States, namely, Wyoming, Montana, Oregon, Washington, Cali- 
fornia, Utah, Colorado, Idaho, and Nevada, and the Territories 
of Arizona and New Mexico, as they constitute the only por- 
tions of the United States where there is any considerable 
amount of public land which could control power sites. The 
federal paternalists seem content to leave the balance of the 
Sana SE the Union to their unhappy fates of monopolistic 
contro 

FOREIGN MISSIONARY WORK. 


The entire agitation, so far as the eastern press which has 
been most active in promulgating it is concerned, has been in 
the nature of foreign missionary work for the salvation of the 
benighted “heathen” of the West. Is New England burdened 
with a power trust? Are the States of New York and Penn- 
Sylvania in the clutches of such a trust? Has such a trust been 
formed and is it operating to the great detriment of all the 
people of the States east of the one hundredth meridian? I do 
not recall ever having heard that stated. And yet if the West, 
with unlimited coal and oil, phenomenal opportunity for water- 
power development, and effective state control of the use of 
water, is in danger of water-power monopoly, how sad is the 
situation of the eastern portion of our country with less 
widely distributed stores of fuel, vastly greater demand for 
power, much less opportunity for water-power development, and 
less effective state control over the use of water. 

Not only would the national control in question be limited to 
a few public land States, but to a portion only of the power 
projects in such States, for the title to the major portion of 
the lands bordering the streams outside of forest reserves, and 
therefore those most likely to be utilized in the development of 
water power and for irrigation, has long since passed into 
private ownership, and therefore, except as Uncle Sam might 
blackmail projects by reason of the use of some fragment of 
the remaining public lands for right of way for canals and 
transmission lines, most of the power development of even the 
States mentioned would still be free from federal control. 

But I do not propose to rest my argument against the 
startling policies proposed on the ground that they affect only 
a limited portion of the irrigation and power development in 
a few of the States of the Union. I simply refer to that very 
interesting feature of the situation to emphasize the fact that 
if a water-power monopoly is as menacing and imminent as 
certain gentlemen imagine and only the Federal Government 
ean control it, and the plan of control proposed only affects 
portions of a few of the States of the Union, then the other 
States of the Union, with their comparatively limited oppor- 
tunity for water-power development and their vast industries, 
are indeed in a desperate and deplorable condition and ought 
right now to be surrendering their sovereignty and fleeing to 
the protecting arms of the federal bureaucracy. 

I base my opposition to the whole plan of federal control 
over the diversion and use of water from nonuavigable streams, 
first, on the ground that it is a matter entirely beyond and 
outside the authority of the Federal Government; and, second, 
because it is as unnecessary as it is oppressive and unjust to 
the States. 

STATE CONTROL RECOGNIZED. 

That the Federal Government owns the public lands as a 

proprietor and not as a sovereign, and that such ownership 
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by the Federal Government can not be used to establish regu- 
lation and control over the waters within a State, has not only 
been settled in principle by numerous Supreme Court decisions, 
but is self-evident, else the people of the public-land States 
would not be secure in the enjoyment of equality of sovereignty 
and opportunity with the people of the other States, which is 
their right. 

This is not the first time we have had to meet a demand for 
federal control over the use and distribution of water within 
the Western States. When the national reclamation law was 
being framed the question arose and was presented and pressed 
in a variety of forms, but Congress and President Roosevelt 
indorsed the view of those who stood for a full recognition of 
the right of the States to control in the appropriation and dis- 
tribution of water, and that doctrine was written in section 8 
of the act. as follows: 

Sec. 8. That nothin; 


tended to affect or to any say Deters with the laws of any State 
or Territory relating to the control, app 


act, shall proceed in conformity with such laws, 
shall in any way affect any right of any State 


AS TO “ SQUANDERING " WATER POWER. 


There has been much loose talk about the Government “ giv- 
ing away power of incalculable value” and “ squandering the 
water power on the public domain.” It would be as sane and 
sensible to talk about the National Government having given 
away the bracing air and cloudless skies of that western re- 
gion because it formerly owned all the land there. The Fed- 
eral Government never had any water power on the nonnavi- 
gable streams of the country to give away. ‘They are the prop- 
erty of the people of the States, which it is now proposed to 
turn over to a federal bureaucracy to manage and control by, 
for, and on behalf of the bureaucracy. 

Not only is the right to control the use of the water of non- 
navigable streams one of the reserved rights of the people, but 
the people, through their state governments, are vastly better 
able to handle the matter in the interest of all concerned than 
the National Government. The clamor of a phantom power 
trust, “not formed, but in the process of formation,” is a 
eren ture of an excited imagination, but if it had real form and 
substance now, or in the future, the States are infinitely better 
able to cope with such a combination than the Federal Gov- 
ernment by reason of their complete control over the use of 
water within their borders and their exclusive jurisdiction 
over their own domestic corporations, 

VAST OPPORTUNITY FOR POWER DEVELOPMENT. 


The intermontane and Pacific Coast States, which are the 
States that would be affected by the proposed Federal control 
over water-power sites, through the ownership of public lands, 
are less in danger of the establishment of water-power monopo- 
lies than any States in the Union by reason of the almost un- 
limited possibilities for water-power development in the region. 

According to government estimates, the Pacific Northwest 
has water-power possibilities equal to one-third that of the en- 
tire United States. Not only have these States vast oppor- 
tunities for water-power development, but as there shall be a 
demand for this water power, it can be developed more cheaply 
than in other portions of the country by reason of the fact that 
the rivers rising in the high mountains have a total fall of 
from 3,000 to 8,000 feet, thus affording numberless opportuni- 
ties for cheap power development. Every power development 
conserves and regulates the flow of water for the benefit of 
every other power development on the same stream, so that 
through the improvement of transportation facilities, making 
sites more accessible, and the continual conservation and 
stendying of the flow, each successive development becomes 
relatively cheaper. 

In a recent government report it is given as the opinion of 
the government experts that 66,000,000 horsepower is a fair 
and conservative estimate of the ultimate development of 
water power in the United States. Of this the public-land 
States to which I have referred are capable of a development 
of at least 33,000,000 horsepower, or practically one-half of the 
possible development of the entire country, as the same report 
estimates the possible development of the Pacific Coast States 
alone at 24,000,000 horsepower. 

When we take into consideration the fact that the present 
water-power development of the entire country amounts to less 
than 6,000,000 horsepower we shall have some idea of the tre- 
mendous possibilities of this region in which lurid magazine 
writers and alarmed “conservationists” conjure up the phan- 
tom of a water-power monopoly. And when, in addition to 
those possibilities of water-power development, we look to the 


inexhaustible store of coal and oil in these western States and 
Territories the phantom of a water-power monopoly becomes 
indescribably grotesque and ridiculous. 

ENORMOUS COAL SUPPLY. 

Take, for example, the State of Wyoming. According to re- 
cent estimates of the Geological Survey the coal measures of 
Wyoming contain 424,000,000,000 tons of coal. The entire out- 
put of the United States last year was approximately 400,000,000 
tons, so that Wyoming alone could supply the entire Union, at 
the present rate of consumption, for over one thousand years. 
When this supply was exhausted Colorado could fill the national 
coal bin for nine hundred years. The States of Montana, Wyo- 
ming, Utah, Colorado, Idaho, Oregon, California, and Washing- 
ton, and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, according 
to the latest government report, contain coal enough to supply 
the nation, at the present rate of consumption, over three thou- 
sand seven hundred and twenty-two years, and this could be 
done without encroaching upon the thousand years’ supply of 
2 lignites or the limitless deposits of high-grade coal in 

aska. s 

Mr. MADDEN. Wil the gentleman yield for a question? I 
wish to know what the basis of the calculation is. 

Mr. MONDELL. The known area and the known thickness 
of the veins. 

Mr. MADDEN. From which the gentleman reaches the con- 
clusion that it will last for three thousand seven hundred and 
twenty-two years? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have reached that conclusion by the very 
simple mathematical proposition of dividing the number of tons 
which the Government estimates is in the soil by the number of 
tons we are using per annum. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does that take into account the probable 
increase in the population in the next three thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-two years? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have stated my case very clearly, that 
if Wyoming, way off there in the mountains, should be called 
upon to supply our present 90,000,000 people—let us put it in 
that way—with all the coal that they need, that State could 
supply the coal for one thousand years. That is perhaps a little 
clearer than the other way of putting it. If all those western 
States were called upon to supply 90,000,000 people, Ohio, 
Illinois, V West Virginia, and others having exhausted 
their supply and haying no coal at all, no oil, no gas, then that 
western supply would last 90,000,000 people for three thousand 
seven hundred and twenty-two years. After that North Dakota 
could supply that number of people for another one thousand 
and twenty-two years, and then Alaska, according to the latest 
estimate, could supply us for another thousand and thirty or 
forty or fifty years. 

OIL AND GAS. 


No one knows or can possibly estimate the ultimate oil and 
gas supply of that great region. California has already devel- 
oped one of the greatest fuel-oil fields in the world. Wyoming 
is destined to be second to no State in the Union in her oil pro- 
duction, and official and unofficial opinions alike credit this re- 
gion with the certainty of phenomenal production of fuel oil 
and gas. 

Whatever else may be our opinion of those who have at- 
tempted to conjure up in this region—richer than any part of 
the world in possibilities of water power development; in stores 
of fuel—the phantom of a threatening power trust, we can 
certainly give them credit for a superb imagination. The 
combination that could control power over that region would 
be so gigantic that by comparison the Standard Oil and steel 
trusts would look like the ragged remnants of a bankrupt 
peanut stand. [Laughter.] 

Of course the recital of these stupendous facts will not have 
the slightest effect upon the ardor with which certain people 
will pursue their plans for the federalizing of the West. So 
long as they can get any considerable number of really well- 
meaning people to accept, without questioning their assertion, 
that to filch from the people control over their local develop- 
ment and domestic corporations and lodge the same with the 
federal bureaus is conserving “for the benefit of the whole 
people” their frenzied propaganda will be carried forward 
with sublime disregard for anything so inconsequential, from 
their standpoint, as mere facts. 

STATE CONTROL THS MOST EFFECTIVE. 


But supposing that the States to be affected by these pro- 
posals did not contain the most enormous stores of coal and 
oil in the world. Suppose their industries, present and pros- 
pective, were entirely dependent upon the development of wa- 
ter power, and the opportunities for water-power development 
were limited instead of being unlimited; were fully developed 
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instead of being developed to the extent of less than 5 per cent. 
What then? Why, even then there would not be the thread of 
an argument for the proposed federal control: First, because 
under our system of government it is impossible because un- 
constitutional; second, because if it were constitutional it 
would be unwise, harmful, and unnecessary by reason of the 
fact that the people of these States have clearly and definitely 
assumed and do now exercise full and complete control over 
the use and distribution of water, and can manage their do- 
mestic affairs better than they can be managed for them. 
[Applause.] 
WYOMING WATER ADMINISTRATION. 

Take my own State of Wyoming, for instance. Not a drop 
of water can be turned from its natural course in that State, or 
diverted for any use or purpose whatsoever, except by permis- 
sion of the people of the State, as provided by the state laws. 
The constitution of the State declares the waters of the State 
to be the property of the State. The only right that any one 
may acquire to any of the waters flowing through the State is 
the right to use, at a definite point, and for a specific beneficial 
purpose, a portion of the waters of the State. No corporation, 
except it be organized under state laws, can secure any rights. 
With nonuse the right ceases. Any attempt to utilize the water 
at another place, or for a different purpose than for which the 
right to use was granted, terminates the right. The control of 
the people of the State, through their splendid and active admin- 
istrative machinery, is complete, absolute, continuous. 

Up to this time our people have not considered it necessary to 
limit the duration of the right to use water for beneficial pur- 
poses, because they have realized that so long as the control of 
the State is absolute and unquestioned it is comparatively imma- 
terial whether or no the right to use water for a beneficial pur- 
pose, under state control, is limited in time. I am inclined to 
the view that it would be wise to fix a time limit on the use of 
water for power purposes, but that is the affair of the people 
of the State, to be settled by them. 

It may be that some of the public land States have not pro- 
vided for the complete control of the use of waters within their 
borders. It is possible that in none of them the laws are per- 
fect. The fact remains, however, that nowhere, except in the 
people, to be exercised through state agencies, rests sovereignty 
and control over the nonnavigable waters of a State, and the 
people of these western States have not only realized that fact, 
but have clearly and definitely asserted that control by modify- 
ing, or entirely abrogating the rule of riparian rights, substi- 
tuting therefor the law of appropriation, and setting up admin- 
istrative machinery for the regulation and control of the use 
of water. 

THE MOVEMENT FOR FEDERAL CONTROL. 

This clamor for federal control over water and water power 
is but one phase of a general movement in the direction of 
filching away the reserved powers of the people and lodging 
them in federal bureaus. Sugar coated with an appropriation, 
or the hope or promise of the expenditure of federal cash, it 
seduces some of the most ardent States’ rights advocates. Ad- 
vanced with the extraordinary argument that to take authority 
from the people locally and lodge it with a federal bureau is 
“saving” something for “all the people“ and from the in- 
terests,” and backed by the demand of a certain section of the 
press, inspired by socialistic government bureaus, the propa- 
ganda has much infiuence with some legislators. 

I care not what others do or think touching these matters. 
For myself, I am still a believer in our dual form of government; 
still wedded to the belief that the people are better qualified 
to manage their own affairs than federal departments are -to 
manage them for them. [Applause.] But whether I held these 
views or no, if I were as fearful of the ability of the people to 
govern themselyes and attend to their own affairs as some 
seem to be, I hold no credentials authorizing me to aid and 
assist in a programme which has for its purpose federal inter- 
ference with the reserved rights and powers of the people who 
sent me here. I can not forget, and I shall not forget, that the 
people of my State have said in their organic act— 

The water of all natural streams * * * within the boundaries 
of the State are the property of the State— 
and that Congress has ratified that declaration. 

I should be false to my oath and recreant to my duty should 
I favor these policies which are in violation of that declara- 
tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may be permitted to address the House for five minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the Members 
of the House that I have introduced a resolution, which I hope 


will be reported favorably, in view of the charges that have 
been made, not against me specifically, but against the entire 
Congress of the United States and against unnamed Members 
of this The American Flag, published at Cleveland, 
Ohio, in the interests of ship subsidy and of legislation of that 
kind, has broadly charged that Members of the House have 
been bribed to oppose that measure. That charge has been 
echoed by a rather prominent paper in the State of Texas, the 
Texas Farmer, and both the American Flag and the Texas 
Farmer, I think, have been sent to every Member of this body. 
If anyone has been neglected, it is an oversight, I think. I 
have not any idea that any Member of Congress has been bribed, 
either for or against the ship-subsidy proposition, but I be- 
lieve that the newspapers of the country owe a duty to the 
people to keep their sheets clean of foul insinuations and 
charges that are unwarranted by the facts, and that Congress 
owes it to itself when it is so bespattered by any publications 
claiming to be responsible to set in motion some form of inves- 
tigation that shall set at rest charges that are calculated to 
leave a- stain upon this body, when they are made broadcast 
and go unchallenged before the country. I promised my Texas 
paper that I would introduce this resolution, to which I was 
challenged by it, and that every Member of this body who was 
opposed to any form of ship subsidy would vote for its adop- 
tion in order that we might know the truth. 

I believe that every Member of this body who is in favor 
of the ship-subsidy legislation will be glad to let it be known 
what evidence, if any, of fact there is under these aspersions 
and charges. If they are baseless, if they are fabrics of the 
imagination, they ought to be thrown to the winds; they ought 
to be stamped as untrue, and the public ought to know the 
irresponsible source of these foul charges. All over this coun- 
try they are being scattered broadcast through the little organ 
that heads the propoganda for the establishment of ship sub- 
sidies in this country, and also through its minor organs. Now, 
while I have no fear that any Member of Congress will be be- 
smirched by an investigation, I do believe that money has been 
expended in buying and corrupting the public press of this 
country to advocate a measure under the guise of patriotic 
devotion to the flag. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the devotion to the flag that spells itself in 
dollars and cents, and the advocacy of which means the con- 
version of papers all over this country from former opposition 
to present support of that policy, I think, is worthy of inves- 
tigation by this body, and I hope we will get a chance to cre- 
ate a committee to investigate the whole matter and let the 
country know what there is in these charges of bribery and 
corruption. And if any money has been spent to buy news- 
papers, Congressmen, or lobbyists to favor or oppose this sub- 
sidy legislation, the country ought to know it. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I be 
permitted to address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I did not have the pleasure or the 
honor of listening to this speech of the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. MonpELL], excepting at the latter part of it, but I 
have heard his views upon the subject so often in regard to the 
western country that I fully appreciate his position. I did not 
hear the gentleman’s reference to a bill which I have intro- 
duced in this House, but if the statements of other gentlemen 
to me as to the statements of the gentleman from Wyoming are 
correct, either the gentleman from Wyoming has not read the 
bill or else he is incapable of fully appreciating its language. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I made no statement 
in regard to the gentleman’s bill to which he will take excep- 
tion when he reads my remarks in the Recorp. I think that 
my statement in regard to the intent and purpose and scope of 
his bill will not be denied as being his intent by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there is no question of personal 
controversy between the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoN- 
DELL] and myself. I simply arise to state the purpose of that 
bill, so far as it relates to anything that the gentleman has 
said. The bill that I introduced, to which the gentleman re- 
ferred, proceeds upon the basis that the Government can give 
or refuse to give consent for the construction of dams, first, 
across navigable streams in the United States, where every- 
body admits that the States have no authority to give the 
right to construct a dam across the stream, and, second, across 
streams where the Government owns the public land on one or 
both sides of the stream. If the gentleman contends that as 
to the construction of a dam across a stream in a forest reser- 
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vation the Government has no control over the right to con- 
struct the dam, then the gentleman and I are as far apart as 
the two poles on that proposition. If he contends that where 
the Government owns public land on one side of a nonnavigable 
stream, the State, without the consent of the Federal Govern- 
ment, can authorize a construction of a dam contrary to the 
law of the United States, then the gentleman and I are as far 
apart as the two poles, and those are the only propositions in 
the bill which I have presented. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the language of the bill which was quoted 
by the gentleman from Wyoming—— 

Mr. MANN. Which was not quoted, or which was misquoted, 
probably not intentionally. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course I do not think the language in 
any manner capable of the construction given to it by the gen- 
2 from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. The language is as 

ollows : 

That in the case of construction of a dam or accessory works across 
or in any nonnavigable waters, which waters or the land adjoining the 
same shall belong to the United States and be under the jurisdiction 
of the Department of Agriculture— 

And so forth. 

In other words, it is a sine qua non so far as this bill goes, 
that the land shall belong to the United States, and the water. 
The bill does not undertake to say when they do or do not 
belong. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman from Wyoming is so 
strong in feeling on this point that he ought not to be blamed 
eyen for misunderstanding a bill introduced by somebody else. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I did not misunder- 
stand the gentleman's bill, dnd there is no reference in the bill 
to the ownership of the Federal Government to the land on one 
side or both sides of the stream. The bill refers to waters be- 
longing to the Government. I do not know what waters belong 
to the Federal Government. I do not know that the Federal 
Government owns the waters. ? 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps there is no reference to land 

Mr. MONDELL. It says the dam shall be on land owned 
by the Government. 

Mr. MANN. It says “that in case of the erection of a dam 
or accessory works across or in any nonnavigable waters, which 
waters or the land adjoining the same shall belong to the United 
States,” and be under the jurisdiction of tbe Department of 
Agriculture in one case and the Department of the Interior in 
the other case. 

Mr. MONDELL. The land adjoining the dam or water at 
some point. 

Mr. MANN. Very likely the land adjoining the water where 
the dam is constructed. 

Mr. MONDELL. The bill does not say that. 

Mr. MANN. The bill does say that. Anybody on earth ex- 
cept the gentleman from Wyoming can see that, but the gentle- 
man from Wyoming is so constructed and so wrought up over 
this subject that any bill offered by any Member of Congress 
east -of the Rocky Mountains is a red rag to the bull from 
Wyoming. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Wyoming is very 
earnest, but not at all wrought up, because he realizes this 
House is not going to pass an unconstitutional bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan and Mr. WILSON of Pennsyl- 
vania rose. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must recognize the gentleman 
who is in charge of the District of Columbia bill to call up that 
bill. If the gentleman from Michigan desires to give way—— 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
say to the gentleman from P. Ivania that it will consume 
but very little time to finish this bill, and the committee has 
patiently waited until now. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. But it will not take more 
than a minute to ask my unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that when the consideration of the District 
bill has been concluded it will be time for him then to ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the gentleman state 
what he wants, and then we may be glad to yield him the de- 
sired time. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the sub- 
ject of American citizenship for Porto Rico. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, section 7 of the 
act temporarily to provide revenue and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes, provides that the inhabitants 
continuing to reside therein, who were Spanish subjects on the 
1ith day of April, 1899, and those residing in Porto Rico and 
their children born subsequent thereto shall be deemed and held 
to be citizens of Porto Rico, and as such entitled to the protec- 
tion of the United States. By providing this form of civil gov- 
ernment for Porto Rico we made its inhabitants citizens thereof, 
but did not make them citizens of the United States. 

As Porto Rico has no standing amongst the nations of the 
earth, it has placed its inhabitants in the peculiar situation of 
being a people without a country, and if any of its inhabitants 
migrate to the United States they can not become citizens of our 
country, because they have no formal allegiance to forswear. 
When traveling or trading abroad they have not the advantage 
or assistance of our consular service, because they are not citi- 
zens of the United States, not being taken over by the United 
States Government. They lost their Spanish citizenship without 
gaining citizenship in any other recognized country, and the 
result has been injurious to the progress of Porto Rico and the 
advancement of the Porto Ricans. The reactionary element 
amongst the residents of that island are using the plea of no 
citizenship as a means of fomenting discontent with the United 
States Government. By amending section 7 of the act referred 
to, so as to make the residents of Porto Rico citizens of the 
United States, this element of discontent would be removed and 
the foundation laid for greater material, mental, and moral 
progress of the entire population of that island. Several bills 
have been introduced with that object in view; one of them 
should be enacted into law. The view point of the common 
people of Porto Rico has been clearly and definitely expressed 
in the following letters addressed by the Free Federation of 
Labor of Porto Rico to the President and to the Secretary of 


Agriculture : 
FREE FEDERATION OF LABOR, Porro RICO, 
AFFILIATED WITH THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., November 27, 1909. 


Sm: We, as the authorized and directed representatives of the 
Federation of Labor of Porto Rico, have the honor to submit peiin] 
ORNI om labos delegation from Porto Ri Presi 

0 a r de on m co ti z 
dent Roosevelt atuntlarty as follows herein. President — 
fsed Mr. Samuel gy pies 
elega 
his power, to cause a change for the better for the Penone of the popu- 


esta 
om gph 8 t in Porto Rico in eae 
men, women, and c are at presen ico 
and social deplorable conditions. 8 ts 
and een 
who are woi 
ireen e man who works. The koflers hay 
e v 
infiuence, and § oath 


The power of the Porto Rican workers to insist upon fair and rea- 
sonable conditions of labor is now and has been for decades, and may 
for a continue to be, far less than that of the workmen of 
the United States or of the countries of western Europe. It is not 
resent conditions and without the benef f - 


poe, under t of p 

ve eg as zs t ms people of ge country will ms ani 85 in 
more favorable terms of employment and more reasonable con 

labor without the interven 0 — — 


tion in some — A of governmental authority. 
The demands of the people for better tions of labor are and will 
be opposa by the interests of those who insist that the workers are 
of a low just as their demands for education may be opposed on 
the ground that their work must remain unskilled. 

You, Mr. President, have in your hands the destinies of the poor and 
humble people of Porto Rico, and if he are going to raise the standard 
of the workers from the conditions of serf you must recommend heartliy 
and sincerely to the representatives you have appointed for Porto Rico 
that they shall protect and prosecute the work of true Americanization 
by giving the opportunity for education to the entire population of the 
island and through the intervention of governmental authority secure 
more humane and civilized conditions for the laborers. 

We do not ask at this time self-government for our island, because 
we are convinced that those 


Americans. e have a t deal of reactionary and anti-American 
8 to the education received from our old Spanish masters. 
e ve assembly of Porto Rico, dominated by the Unionist 


rty, has committed itself 
tter the condition of the wor 


island to the 1 ture. 
opportunity to u its resources and encroaching power to the detri- 
ment and 2 of the labor interests, the needs and problems of which 
are ignored contemptuously treated. 

We are of the opinion that until a much larger portion of the people 
of Porto Rico know how to read and write the executive council should 
be appointed by the President of the United sin ro without any re- 
strictions whatsoever, and that the present form of constituting the 
council should be continued. 
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We believe that if the present system of the council is changed it 
would be delivering the island to the reaction of monarchial and clerical 
origin. This is the element in whose hands the fatal ignorance of the 

ple has put the power of the greater majority of the voters of the 
land, and for this reason the educational, economic, and political 
interests of the island would re ess. 

The existing system of the council is not democratic, but in practice 
it has made the island pro; with intensity, and it should continue 
its work under the control of honest and competent Americans and 
the President of the United States until in 


have absolutely acquired the customs and —— . 
erican Nation. 
chil 


ee Agta of an education on account of 
ture has failed to 


Only one boy or 
it is important 
finence 


Rican wor 
schools. A large 


lives. 

The insular administration in Porto Rico is engaging in public work 
an important amount of convict labor without profit to the people, 
and to the detriment of many hundreds of laborers who are depriv: 
thereby of the opportunity of earning an honest li 

The eral commercial prospect of the island is The 2 
fruits, and tobacco business is in a 3 condition, but we nd 
that the money goes out from the island, omg usually sent to apun 
France, and Germany, where, as a rule, most of the absentee landlords 
reside, leaving the workers of the country in misery and need. 

The declaration of free trade with the United e ype ome — in- 
eco us- 


ou, 
the better, for the benefit of the population of the island, by directing 


fficials there to give more attention to the aspirations of the 
ath people, to the end that new methods in harmony with Ameri- 
can principles and ideas may be ed. 


establish 
island be utilized merely or primarily as a means 
of providing opportunities for investment and commercial exploitation 
f s; if the policy of educating the ple be held up 
on account of its and al uselessness; if the standard of 
living of the people be not raised, the condition of sea et no of Porto 
Rico laboring class after one hundred or two hund years will be 
no better than it was in the year 1898, when the sovereignty of Spain 
gave way to the dominion of the United States of America. 
Now permit us to present to you the following resolutions, to which 
we ask you to give your favorable consideration : 
1. That American citizenship be granted to the people of Porto 


a da e. 
hone And baying such power in your hands, you, as President of the 
United States, recommend to the 5 of Porto Rico to cause the 
introduction of bills in the executive council of Porto Rico tending to 
the enactment of the following acts by the executive council and insu- 


lature : 
1 to protect the agricultural laberer working in sugar and 
others from the mercilessness of trusts—sugar factories—that is to 
say: 
ct providing for a thorough inspection of factories, shops, gov- 
REE phiidings.-and all kinds of establishments, for the purpose of 
improving the sanitary conditions thereof; 
he establishment of a branch of the Labor Bureau in Porto Rico 
for the benefit of the people of the island; and 
The enactment of a law 8 the employment of children 
under the age of 14 years factories, workshops, and like estab- 
hments. 
W for your favorable consideration of the above, we remain, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
SANTIAGO IGLESIAS, 
ABRAHAM PENA. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. TAFT 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


ERER FEDERATION OF LABOR, PORTO RICO, 
AFFILIATED WITH THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
> Washington, D. C.,.November 27, 1909. 


Sır: We submit to you the following suggestion: 

We believe that it would be a good measure, as important as men- 
tioned in our general petition, to establish a department of agricul- 
tural commerce and labor, with the same wer and prestige as the 
other government departments, which should have the control of all 
questions which relate to labor, commerce, and agriculture, taking as 
a basis the department in Washington and carrying out its labors with 
the same purpose on behalf of toe producing classes in Porto Rico. 

We have not any office or offic in the government of Porto Rico 
that has the duties of taking care of labor affairs as a bureau of sta- 
tistics and to benefit in many ways the conditions of the workers of 
the island, preparing semiannual reports to the governor, and trans- 
mittiug to the legislature statistical details relating to all depart- 


ments of labor and industrial pursuits in the island; to the subjects 
of 8 strik and other labor difficulties; to trade unions 
and other labor organizations and their effect upon relation of labor 
and capital; to matters relating to the commercial, industrial, social, 


educational, moral, and sanitary conditions 8 within the dif- 
ferent producing districts in Porto Rico; and the exploitation of such 
other subjects as will tend to 


a the permanent prosperity of 
the respective industries in this It should also be the duty of 
the department to cause to be enforced all laws regulating the em- 
ployment of children, minors, and women; all laws established for the 
psn be of ct, wo age and limbs of operators in workshops and 

ctories, on railroa and other places, and all laws enacted for the 
2 of the working classes now in force or that may hereafter 

enac 

The necessity of the encouragement of culture in Porto Rico was 
realized as early as 1544 by the bishop, and he called the government’s 
attention to the matter. A government loan was made in 1546 for 
the erection of two sugar-cane mills. Other loans followed, but re- 
strictions and monopolies counteracted what little was accomplished. 
Abbab gives agricultural statistics of the island in 1776, and the com- 
888 large capital in stock and produce at a time when it was 
said of the agricultural population: They scarcely know what im- 
lements are; they do not plow; they look on all manual labor as 
cerading.” is one of the earliest proofs of the great natural resources 
0 e soil, 

The agricultural wealth of Porto Rico in 1830 was valued at about 


and. 


their nature, can not 

market, therefore their 
consumption ; oe can not be ex- 
pana in any considerable quantity because of economical 

8 

e royal decree of November 25, 1897, [oR i wy for a secretary of 
agriculture, industry, and commerce. Certainly that was a step in the 
right direction, but still trade had to be carried on in Spanish vessels. 
the mother country was a long way off, export duties were charged, and 
ae was only one steamer a month between the island and 

pain. 

On the whole, these conditions have been very much improved by 
free trade with a near market and some local legislative encourage- 
ment, but there remains much more to be done. ‘The per capita wealth 
of the island to-day is only $200. : 

Section 134 of the Political Code of Porto Rico provides for “A 
chief of agriculture and mines, which shall have charge of all matters 
relating to agriculture and related industries, mines, and minerals” 
in the Department of the Interior, but the attentions of that bureau 
have been devoted to clerical work rather than to a study and stimula- 
tion of agriculture and industry. 

An act of the legislative 5 approved March 10, 1904, author- 
izes “agriculturists to contract e bz products and 
agricultural implements,” but it does little good to allow a farmer to 
borrow money when he has no one to borrow it from. The banks on 
the island will advance money only on large plantations, and practi- 
cally all of these are in the hands of the very wealthy and of corpo; 
rations. The restrictions on corporations imposed by the Foraker Act 
have not accomplished their purpose. The small planter must borrow 
money from the same corporation that sets the price on his produce, 
and that is little better than working for wages, even where such 
wages average less than 50 cents a day. The sugar-cane and tobacco 
industry tell Sage the same story, and the plight of the coffee 
grower is sadder still. 

While the production and manufacture of sugar cane and ‘tobacco 
have developed rapidly with the introduction of capital and modern 
methods, the production of coffee, the crop best adapted to the capac- 
ity and ability of the poor farmer, is on the wane. ‘Thousands upon 
thousands of small landholders in the Southern States get their pro- 
visions and supplies from their merchants on credit or borrow mone 
from the bank to run them through the year and pay it back wit 
their first bales of cotton. Imagine what those farmers would do if 
such credit should cease, and at the same time it should become possi- 
ble for some fore country to produce cotton much cheaper. Imagine 
the results of such a thing and 4 will be able to appreciate the cof- 
fee producer's condition in the island to-day. Porto Rican coffee can 
not compete with Brazil's coffee in the American market, and high 
tariffs keep It out of Europe. 

An act of the legislative assembly, approved September 18, 1908, 
provides for “The construction of an irrigation system,” situated ap- 
proximately between the Patillas and Portuguese rivers, in the south- 
ern part of the island, and for a $200,000 Appropriation to begin such 
work. The same session authorized a $3,000,000 bond issue to provide 
funds for the proposed system of irrigation. The system is now under 
construction and portends much good. The southern part of the 
island is subject to drouths. The irrigation open will water about 
25,000 acres of land now cultivated and over 5,000 acres now largely 
arid. This is almost the only substantial assistance the insular gov- 
ernment has giyen the Porto Rican farmer in a period of nine years— 
that, too, in a country where agriculture is and of necessity shall al- 
ways be the source of natural wealth. The island's mineral resources 
have been about exhausted. ‘There are no prospects for manufacturing 
other than the making of cigars, cigarettes, sugar, and a few hats, 
There are no coal mines to feed factories,’ but better conditions of 
climate and soil will not be found in the Tropics. The large amount 
of sugar cane and tobacco now produced and the rapid development 
of the production of 1 in the last few years bear witness to 
tbis fact. Only four-fifths of the island is under cultivation, and the 
capacity of even that part has hardly been tested. Yet all this and 
the extremely low wages paid for day labor have not made the neces- 
sities of life cheap. The poor man has only one substantial food that 
is cheap, and that is fruit. 
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Other such schools should be established. Methods of improv- 


ment. 
ing fruits and fighting plant disease should be carefully studied. If an 
intelligent and prosperous middle class is to be established, the condi- 
tion of the day laborer and the farm hand must be improved. 

An attempt was made during the last session of the legislature to 
establish a Board of agriculture and forestry. Much better and more 
efficient would be a department of agriculture, commerce, and labor, that 
would deyote its time to the study of this all-important matter; that 
would encourage the small farmer, Improve methods of transportation, 
and help the poorly paid laborer in the pursuit of happiness. 

Hoping for your favorable consideration of the above, we remain, 


V tfull ours, 
R SANTIAGO IGLESIAS, 
ABRAHAM PENA. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. TAFT, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 


(H. R. 14464) making appropriations for the District of Co- 


lumbia. 
The motion was agreed to, 
` Accordingly, the House resolyed itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 14464, the, District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it will be re- 
membered that when the committee rose it was with the under- 
standing that the Committee on Appropriations would be given 
time to further complete the bill by an inspection of certain 
streets recommended for improvement. With that in view, I ask 
unanimous consent to return to page 29 of the bill and insert, 
after line 25, the following, which I send to the Clerk’s desk: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not neces- 
sary to ask unanimous consent in order for the gentleman from 
Michigan to offer his amendment. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a ft i z 
ONdrtheast? Rhode Island avenue, Lincoln road to Fourth street, 


grade, $10,000; 
“ Northwest: Otis street, Thirteenth to Fourteenth streets, 25 feet. 


Thirteenth to Holmead streets, 30 feet. Thirteenth to Fourteenth 
streets, grade and improve, $5,400; 
“ Northeast: Twenty-fourth street, Rhode Island avenue to Irving 
street, grade and improve, $1,900; 
— 8 Ninth street, Monroe to Newton streets, grade and im- 
rove, $1, ; 
=e 8928 800 Monroe street, Thirteenth to Fifteenth street, grade and 
rove, $3, N 
R Northwest: Varnum street, Georgia avenue to Eighth street, grade 


and improve, $2, > 
“Northwest: Third street and Marlboro place, north of Shepherd 


treet, de and improve, $2,600; 
eens Northeast : Deen street, Rhode Island avenue to Lawrence 


É d d im e, $2,300; 

ve Northeast S Evar FOT Twentieth to Twenty-second streets, 
er Northwest: Quincy street, between Fifth and Seventh streets, građe 
and improve, $2,900; 

5 Norther $ Colorado avenue, Fourteenth street to A road, grade 
ann Northeast: Kearney street, Thirteenth to Eighteenth streets de, 
rovided the land necessary to open this street 18 first dedicated to the 
istrict of Columbia without cost, $4,700; and 

“ Northwest: Kennedy street, from Fourteenth street to Sixteenth 
street, grade and improve, provided the land necessary to open this 
street within the limits named be first dedicated to the District of 
Columbia without cost, 85,600.“ 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I move the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? What 
is the total amount now? Seventy-five thousand dollars? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Is the total reduced from $75,000 to $50,500? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to in- 
sert the following amendment on page 30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


4505 08.80 30, line 5, strike out $75,000 and insert in lieu thereof 
„ 900 le 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MUR- 
PHY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


xLV——18 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding a new section to be known as follows: 

“Sec. 8. That hereafter the Vice-President, Members, and Delegates 
to Congress shall have the 8 of sending free through the mails 
as under their frank any labels bearing their frank whi are to be 
used for mailing seeds, public documents, or matter upon official or 
departmental business.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the amendment. It seems to me that the District 
appropriation bill is no place in which to enact legislation like 
that. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will ask the gentleman-not to make 
the point of order yet. Will the gentleman permit me a word? 

Mr. MURPHY. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The mailing lists required by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, Mr. Chairman, should have been 
out before this time, so that Members could haye gotten their 
seeds home by planting season. But the Post-Office Department 
put an embargo upon these slips and refused to let them go 
through the mails, as they have heretofore gone. Therefore it 
has caught a great many Members napping, and it is something 
new on the part of the department and altogether out of place, 
in my opinion. I refer to the slip marked, say, to “ Mr. John 
Jones, Jonesville, Ga.” and which also contains the words 
“vegetable seeds,” with the frank above, that goes over to the 
Department of Agriculture and is put upon the packages by 
the clerks employed for that purpose and the seeds shipped 
from there. It is as much entitled to go through the mails as 
the seeds are entitled to go through. That is the purpose, I 
presume, of the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzexnarp] will not insist upon his point 
of order for this reason, that this amendment is as much in 
order, so far as the rules are concerned, on this bill as on any 
other bill. It would not be in order on the post-office appro- 
priation bill, neither would it be in order on the agricultural 
appropriation bill, and the only way to get it there would be 
by an independent bill. Several of the Members of Congress 
have had their seed labels held up. I for one, and you can 
not even send a public-document label through the mails now 
without paying the Post-Office Department or sending it by 
express. And I believe the law covers it now, and I believe 
under the law it ought to go through, but the Assistant 
Attorney-General of the Post-Office Department has ruled 
otherwise, and I presume every Member of Congress has re- 
ceived a circular from the Chief of the Bureau of Plant In- 
dustry to that effect. It is merely to remedy that, in order that 
we may send public-document franks and seed franks through 
the mails, as it was intended they should be. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is such an incongruity to put this on 
a bill making appropriations for the District of Columbia that 
it seems almost ridiculous. Moreover, adopting this amend- 
ment would not be the slightest benefit to the gentleman and 
others who are in his predicament. This bill will not become 
a law until some time in February, probably, if then, and by 
that time the seeds will all be sent out. It seems to me we 
ought to at least keep these appropriation bills as free from 
legislation that has no relation to the subjects in them as pos- 
sible. If everybody has finished his remarks on the amend- 
ment, I shall insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposes legislation upon 
an appropriation bill, in plain violation of section 2 of Rule 
cent The Chair is therefore compelled to sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill with sundry amendments 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
14464, the District appropriation bill, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. x 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. MACON. Before the gentleman moves the previous 
question, I would like to ask if it is his purpose to have the 
Clerk correct the totals in some of those items? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I make no objection, and that 
will be understood. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk is authorized 
to correct the totals, and, without objection, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 
Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? If not, the 
vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed 
to in gross, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Garpner of Michigan, a motion to recon- 
eee the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE TEXAS CATTLE RAISERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp resolutions of the 
Texas Cattle Raisers’ Association relating to oleomargarine, 
and also to terminal charges on cattle shipments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to haye printed in 
the Recorp resolutions of the Texas Cattle Raisers’ Associa- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires leave to extend his 
remarks, I have no objection. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Then I ask to have such leave. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks leave to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. , 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have asked unani- 
mous consent to present to the House at this time a resolution 
adopted by the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas on Decem- 
ber 14, 1909, for the reason that the tax on the manufacture and 
sale of colored oleomargarine under what is known as the“ Grout 
bill” has materially injured the business of cattle and cotton 
raising. This tax is so exorbitant that it is practically pro- 
hibitory. It prevents the manufacture and sale of colored oleo- 
margarine and other similar manufactured articles made from 
the fat of cattle and other fats, and also from cotton-seed oil. It 
is a well established and indisputable fact that oleomargarine 
is a pure and healthful food, whether colored or not. Ordinary 
butter is also colored in the same way and by the same color- 
ing matter as oleomargarine, yet the Grout law does not apply 
to butter; and the reason is that the dairymen of the United 
States combined together to pass this bill, and did actually 
pass it, for the sole purpose of destroying the oleomargarine 
industry. They have fully succeeded in their nefarious 
design. 

In doing this they have also succeeded in greatly injuring the 
cattle and cotton raising industry. I submit that this law is 
undemocratic, unrepublican, and unjust, and should be repealed 
at once, for the reasons suggested by the following resolutions, 
viz: 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE CATTLE 

: RAISERS’ ASSOCIATION OF TEXAS, DECEMBER 14, 1909. 


Whereas the present law enacted by Congress and commonly known 
as the “ Grout bill” imposes a prohibítory tax on the — and 
sale of colored oleomargarine and similar manufactured articles made 
from oleo oil, cotton oil, and other fats; and 

Whereas such discrimination is 2 unwarranted and is an undue 
embargo on the raisers of beef, in that it reduces the value of every 
animal on that account and deprives the public who wish to buy it of 
the wholesome and nutritious article of food; and 

Whereas we believe it to be entirely within the province of Con- 
gress to 1 prevent all fraud in the matter of the sale ot 
colored oleomargarine as butter; and 

Whereas it is an unjust discrimination against the cattle raisers 
interested to place this prohibitory tax on colored oleomargarine or 
other semblance of butter made from oleo oil, cotton-seed oil, and other 
nutritious and nondeleterious substances, whereby the value of every 
beef animal produced is reduced below what the ordinary commercial 
condition would be Now, therefore be it 

Resolved by the executive committee of the Cattle Raisers’ Associa- 
tion of Texas, at its quarterly mec at Fort Worth, Ter-, on Decem- 
der 14, 1909, That we upon our ators and Members of Congress 
the repeal or amendment of the laws of the United States which impose 
this prohibitory tax, and in substitution thereof pass legislation which 
will insure the cattle raisers in their rights to free commerce in the 
products of cattle under such regulations as shall prohibit the substi- 
tution of oleomargarine for butter, and protect alike the dairy interests 
of the country and the raisers of beef a fair and equal opportunity 
= 2 —— market of the United States and foreign countries; and 

‘urther 

Resolved, That the secretary of this association be directed to trans- 
mit te each of our Senators and Members of Congress copies of this 
resolution, with the request that they take such steps as may be neces- 
sary in the premises. 


Mr. Speaker, the cattle and cotton raisers of the United 
States are to a man opposed to this Grout law, and through 
these resolutions are voicing their true sentiments. Congress 


can not afford to longer sit idly by and permit this discrimi- 
native, unjust law to disgrace our statutes, 

Mr. Speaker, this House can not afford to condone a wrong; 
and if it is not wrong for one lawful industry—the dairy in- 
dustry in this instance—to destroy another Jawful industry— 
the oleomargarine industry—then we must under such a code of 
morals repeal the golden rule “Do unto others as you would 
have others do unto you,” and substitute the robber’s plea 
that Might makes right,” and also change the golden rule so 
as to read, “Do the other fellow before he does you.” This 
dairymen’s law (the Grout law) will not let the manufacturers 
of oleomargarine color their oleo, yet the creameries color their 
own butter. 

This combination of dairymen have, by the passage of the 
Grout law, driven oleo out of the market and raised the price 
of creamery butter from 30 to 100 per cent, thus forming, by 
this law, the butter trust, one of the worst trusts now fleecing 
the people. Many labor unions have been fighting and reso- 
luting against this outrageous law ever since its enactment 
took away from them the oleomargarine, that was their substi- 
tute for and competitor with butter, and kept its price in due 
bounds. Congress must very soon listen to these laboring mil- 
lions and restore to them the food they have deprived them of 
so unjustly, and at the same time restore to the cattlemen and 
the cotton raisers the market for their product so unjustly 
taken from them by this Grout law. 

Mr. Speaker, the cattle raisers of Texas by another resolu- 
tion desire to secure legislation to prevent railroads from 
charging unreasonable rates, as terminal charges on cattle 
shipped to Chicago. Their resolutions are as follows, viz: 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE CATTLE 
RAISERS’ ASSOCIATION OF TEXAS, DECEMBER 14, 1909. 
Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States has recently held 
that in the case of the Interstate Commerce Commission v. A. B. Stick- 
ney et al. that the Interstate Commerce Commission is without power 
to regulate the amount of terminal charges imposed on the shipments 
of live stock for terminal service where the railroads have already re- 
wine in the through rates in whole or in part compensation for such 
ces; 
Whereas as a result of this decision It is Mocs habg that the law is 


and the commission is compelled to consider the same separa ; and 
thereof 11 . 


the roads ente cago, 
oe a are | without any practicable remedy under the present 


WI a 

Whereas we believe it to be impracticable for the commission to 
correct unlawful and unjust terminal ch which are im in 
addition to the through rates of freight by the adjustment of the 
through rates from the various points of shipment upon an equitable 
and fair basis in connection with the terminal charges, in that ship- 
pers are thereby left remediless unless the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shall be given the absolute discretion to make a correction of 
unjust terminal and other special charges in such way as to do justice 
according to its 1 acting separately in such terminal charges 
or in connection with the through rate as it may deem equitable and 
fair: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the executive committee of the Cattle Raisers’ Associa- 
tion of Texas, at its regular conor meeting at Fort Worth, Tev., on 
December 14, 1909, That we respectfully request the Senators and Con- 

from Texas, and those from other States interested, to secure 

such amendment to the act to regulate commerce as to give to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission full power and discretion to change, 
modify, correct, or abolish the termi and special charges, and to so 
adjust the same in connection with the through rates or otherwise as 
to protect shippers against the imposition of unjust and unreasonable 
cha „ and which will insure to the shipper one charge for the one 
service of shipment from point of origin to point of destination and 
for delivery at point of destination. Be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of this association be directed to for- 
ward a copy of this resolution to our Senators and Members of Con- 
pa and to each of the Senators and Members of Congress of other 

ve-stock-shipping States, and to live-stock a re ge throughout 
the country, with the request that such action taken as may seem 
proper to obtain relief in the premises. 


Mr. Speaker, I hope that the Interstate Commerce Committee 
of this House will so amend the interstate-commerce act, known 
as the “ Hepburn bill,” as to fully authorize the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to change, modify, and control, or, if neces- 
sary, abolish, all terminal charges on shipments of cattle into 
Chicago or elsewhere, so that the shippers of live stock to mar- 
ket may be fully protected against the imposition of unjust and 
unreasonable terminal charges. On December 10, 1907, the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission ordered certain railroads to re- 
duce their terminal charges from $2 to $1 per car. The railroad 
companies appealed to the courts and secured a restraining order 
to prevent the commission from putting into effect their said or- 
der, and at the October term, 1909, the Supreme Court rendered 
an opinion in effect sustaining the railroads’ contention; hence 
the necessity for the legislation requested by the resolutions of 
the cattlemen herewith presented by me. I sincerely hope that 
the committee will take up this matter at an early date and 
correct by an adequate law the evils complained of in the res- 


— 
— 
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olutions, The decision of the court referred to by me and 
which renders this legislation necessary is as follows, viz: 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


No, 251.—OCTOBER Term, 1909. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission, 
appellant, A 


V. 
Alpheus B. Stickney and Charles H. F. 
mith, receixers of the Chicago Great 

Western Railway Company et al. 

[November 29, 1909.] 

On December 10, 1907, the Interstate Commerce Commission entered 
an order requiring certain railroads running into Chicago to cease and 
desist from making a terminal charge of $2 per car for the transporta- 
tion of live stock beyond the tracks of said railroads in „and 
for delivery thereof at the Union Stock Yards, and 8 em to 
establish and put in force for said services a charge of $1 per car. 

this order was postponed 15 the commission until May 
15, . On May 7, 1908, the appellees filed this bill in the circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Minnesota, to restrain the 


ppeal from the circuit court 
of the United States for the 
trict of Minnesota. 


that the companies were making delivery at a charge 
actual cost; that therefore the reduction of the charge by the commis- 
sion to $1 per car was unreasonable, oppressive, and unlawful. A hear- 
ing was had before three judges of the eighth circuit and a restrainin 
order entered as prayed for by the railroad companies, from whi 
order an appeal was taken to this court. 

Mr. Justice Brewer delivered the opinion of the court. 

The controversy as to this terminal charge has been of long duration. 
A history of it antecedent to the present litigation is to be found in 
menne Commerce Commission v. C., B. & Q. R. R. Company (186 

It is well to understand the precise question which is presented in 
this case. That question is the validity of the terminal Santee of $2 

r car. The report of the commission opens with this statement: 
‘The subject of this complaint is the so-called ‘terminal charge’ of 


$2 per car imposed by the defendants for the delivery of carloads of 
live stock at the Union Stock Yards in Chicago,” and its order was in 
terms that the railroad companies 


x uired to cease and desist on or before the Ist day of February, 
1908, from exacting for the delivery of live stock at the Union Stock 
Yards, in Chicago, III., with res; to shipments of live stock trans- 
ported by them from points outside of that State, their present terminal 
charge of $2 per car. 

“It is further ordered that said defendants be, and they are hereby, 
notified and required to establish and put In force on or before the ist 
day of February, 1908, and apply thereafter during a period of not less 
than two years, for the delivery of live stock at the Union Stock Yards, 
in said Chicago, with respect to shipments of live stock transported b 
them from points outside the State of Illinois, a t arge whi 
shall not exceed $1 per car, if any terminal charge is maintained by 

em?” 


The sixth section of the act known as the“ Hepburn Act” (an act 
to amend the interstate-commerce a on June 29, 1906, 34 
Stat., 584) requires carriers to file with the commission and print and 
keep open to inspection schedules showing, among other things, “ sepa- 
rately all terminal charges * * * and any rules or regulations 
which in anywise change, affect, or determine any part or the aggre te 
of such aforesaid rates.“ By section 15 the commission is authorized 
and required, upon a complaint, to inquire and determine what would be 
a just and reasonable rate or rates, charge or charges. This, of 
course, includes all charges, and the carrier is entitled to have a find- 
ing that any particular charge is unreasonable and unjust before it is 
required to ange such charge. For services that it may render or 
procure to be rendered off its own line, or outside the mere matter of 
transportation over its line, it may saree and receive compensation. 
(Southern Railway Co. v. St. Louis Hay Co., 214 U. S., 297.) If the 
terminal charge be in and of itself just and reasonable, it can not be 
condemned or the carrier required to change it on the ground that it, 
taken with prior charges of transportation over the lines of the carrier 
or of connecting carriers, makes the total e to the shipper unrea- 
sonable. That which mast be corrected and condemned is not the just and 
reasonable terminal charge, but those gins charges which must of them- 
selves be unreasonable in order to make the aggregate of the charge from 
the point of shipment to that of delivery unreasonable and unjust. In 
order to avail itself of the benefit of this rule the carrier must sepa- 
rately state its terminal or other special charge complained of, for if 
many matters are lumped in a single charge, it is impossible for either 
shipper or commission to determine how much of the lump charge is 
for the terminal or special services. The carrier is under no obliga- 
tions to charge for terminal services. Business interests may j y 
it in 1 any such charge, and it will be considered to have 
waived it unless it makes plain to both shipper and commission that 
it is insisting upon it. In the case in 186 United States supra, we 
sustained the decree of the lower court, restraining the reduction of 
the terminal charge from $2 to $1 as to all stock shipped to Chicago, 
although the commission had stated that there had been a reduction of 
the through rate from certain points by from $10 to $15, in reference 
to which reduction and its effect upon the order of the commission we 
said, speaking by Mr. Justice White, after quoting from the report of 
the commission (pp. 338, 339) : 

* In other words, it was held that the rate, which was unjust and 
unreasonable solely because of the $1 excess, continued to be unjust 
and unreasonable after this rate had been reduced by from $10 to $15. 
This was based, not upon a finding of fact—as of course it could 
not have been so based—but rested alone on the ruling by the com- 
mission that it could not consider the reduction in the through rate, 
but must confine its attention to the 9 terminal rate, since that alone 
was the subject-matter of the complaint. But, as we have previously 
shown, the commission, in considering the terminal rate, had expressly 
found that it was less than the cost of service, and was therefore in- 
trinsically just and reasonable, and could only be treated as unjust 
and unreasonable by considering the ‘circumstances of the case '—that 
is, the through rate and the fact that a terminal charge was included 
in it, which, when added to the $2 charge, caused the terminal charge 
as a whole to be unreasonable. Having therefore decided that the $2 


terminal charge could only be held to be unjust and unreasonable by 
combining it with the charge embraced in the through rate, neces- 


sarily the through rate was entitled to be taken into consideration if 
the previous conclusions of the commission were well founded. It can 
not be in reason said that the inherent reasonableness of the ter- 
minal rate, separate! 338 irrelevant because its reasonable- 
ness is to be etermined by co: ering the through rate and the ter- 
minal charge contained in it, and ye 
rate is demonstrated, by considerin; e through rate as reduced, it be 
then held that the throu rate should not considered. In other 
words, two absolutely conflicting propositions can not at the same time 
be ad As the 8 was that both the terminal charge of $2 
when separately considered were just 


when the reasonableness of the 


Yards. We quote 
road Company: 

“The live-stock station and stock yards of this company in Chica 
are located at Mayfair, and the rates named herein ADDY ont to live 
stock intended for delivery at or received and transported from the 
stock yards of the company at Mayfair, in Chicago. 

Upon all live stock consigned to or from the Union Stock Yards in 
Chicago or industries located on the Union Stock Yards Railway, or the 
Indiana State Line Railway, and transported and delivered to or re- 
ceived and transported from said Union Stock Yards or said industries 
located on said Union Stock Yards Railway or the Indiana State Line 
Railway aforesaid, a ch of $2 per car will be made for the spe- 
cial and separate service of cheep ing such cars to said Union Stock 
Yards or to said industries on said Union Stock Yards Railway or the 
Indiana State Line Railway from this company’s own rails or of trans- 
porting such cars from Union Stock Yards, or said industries on 
said Union Stock Yards Railway or the Indiana State Line Railway to 
this company's own rails.” 

The others are 
* and Santa 


Corwith, re pe w 
isr Stock Yards at Chicago or at industries located on the Union 


agent should ascertain definitely at which point the shipper desires 
e filled out 

so as to show the correct destination and rate, as 
and amendments.” provided by the tariff 
er, it is shown by the affidavits that the am — 
minal charge is not entered upon the general frei I te 


after some discussion, when testimony was bein 
ted th 
Pit 1 it elearl 
s not clearly 
looking entirely to the cost of service and 
including as a rt of that cost the trackage charge paid the Union 
Stock Yards and Transit Company and the unloading charge paid that 
same company, the amount of t terminal, if under the circum- 
stances A 45 * nŠ is popen opone tne charge is reasonable. If 
any m cation o e presen necessary, thi 
modified to that extent.” sf Nr Sat teas 
And in the excerpt put into the margin in the opinion of this 
is a statement of the actual and estimated expense to the different 
railroads for making such delivery, which makes it quite clear that 
the charge was a reasonable one. This finding as to the reasonableness 
of the charge was repeated again by the commission, 
In ao report 1 wwe pee oe said: A 
“The original case not show the cost of making delivery o 
kinds of carload freight at this market, but the resent 8 
that the average cost to one defendant, the ‘Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway 8 of delivering all kinds of carloa freight, 
including live stock, is $5.40 per car, while the cost of delivering live 
stock is not far from $2 per car. The testimony further indicates 
that the average cost of delivering all kinds of carload freight does 
not differ much in the case of the Santa Fe from that in the case of the 


‘other defendants, although it does appear that several of the defendants 


are at greater nse than $2 per car in making delivery of | 

at the stock yards. We think it fairly appears upon this 8 

the total cost to these defendants of delivering live stock at the Union 

Stock Yards, including the trackage charge, is not much, if any, above 

eae halt the average cost of handling all carload freight in the city of 
cago.” 

Under those circumstances it seems im 
sion that, considered of and by itself, the 
car was reasonable, If any 2 is wro: 
from the place of shipment to the Union Stock Yards it 
necessarily to follow that the wrong was done in the prior charges 
for transportation, and, as we have already stated, should. be corrected 
Le A proper proceedings against the companies guilty of that wrong, 
otherwise injustice will be done. If this charge, reasonable in itself, 
be reduced the Union Stock Yards Company will suffer loss, while the 
real wrongdoers will escape. It may be that it is more convenient for 
the commission to strike at the terminal charge, but the convenience 
of commission or court is not the measure of justice. 

We are unable to find any error in the conclusions of the trial judges, 
and their order is, therefore, affirmed. 

True copy. 
Test: ERIN SPT 
Clerk Supreme Court United States. 
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DAILY CALENDAR. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the proper administration of 
the new rule relative to unanimous consent would seem to re- 
quire the printing of a daily calendar. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the order I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That hereafter the calendars be printed daily. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the order was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
detailed statement of expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 
421)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment of receipts and expenditures of the fund collected on ac- 
count of the sewer at Fort Monroe, Va. (H. Doc. No. 422)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for books of reference (H. Doc. 
No. 423)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

4, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for site of the Kosciusko statue (H. Doc. 
No. 424)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for restoration of Weather Bureau 
station at Sand Key, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 425)—to the Committee 
on Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
a draft of legislation relating to leaves of absence of employees 
in navy-yards, gun factories, naval stations, and arsenals (H. 
Doc. No. 426)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Suwanee River, Florida (H. Doc. No. 427)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14579) to amend section 12 of an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to 
purchasers of Indian lands under any law now existing or 
hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 
1908, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 45), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 4089) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River and to establish it as a post-road, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 46), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were di ed 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15557) for the relief of Thomas D. Meares, 
administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased—Committee on 


Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 15706) granting a pension to Robert A. Burns— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15832) granting a pension to Claudia D. Blake- 
man—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15872) granting a pension to Richard D. Pow- 
ers—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7628) for the relief of W. S. Adams—Committee 
Fe ae PRON ABA LEERE 30 SEG SORTER OL PORE 

A bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief of William Spears—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9609) to grant to John Rivett privilege to make 
commutation of his homestead entry—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. 10103) appropriating $300 to the heirs of How- 
ard Newman, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10221) for the relief of the Louisiana State 
Bank—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10223) for the benefit of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 16007) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Newark, in the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 16008) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of Contentnea Creek, in the State 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 16009) to regulate traflic in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: A bill (H. R. 16010) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Burlington, Alamance County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16011) to incorporate the 
American National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16012) providing for an in- 
creased rate of pension on account of total and permanent 
helplessness and dependence—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16013) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Saco, in 
the State of Maine—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 5 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16014) to es- 
tablish a system of ocean mail carriages to and from foreign 
countries and to promote the commerce of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 16015) for the erection of a 
school building and the purchase of live stock at and for the 
Bismarck Indian School, at Bismarck, N. Dak.—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16016) providing 
for the establishing of a weather-bureau station at Browns- 
ville, Tex.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16017) ex- 
tending the benefits of the general pension laws to the members 
of the Twentieth, Twenty-sixth, Twenty-seventh, Twenty-eighth, 
Twenty-ninth, Thirtieth, Thirty-first, and Thirty-third regi- 
ments; the several batteries of artillery; the several troops of 
cavalry; the several independent companies which comprised 
the Pennsylvania Volunteer Militia, otherwise known as the 
“Emergency Men,” who were called into service by the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, officered by United States 
officers, and sworn into the service of the United States for an 
indefinite period, the same as if they had been in the service of 
the United States for a period of ninety days or more; repealing 
so much of the general pension laws as makes it necessary for 
soldiers to have been in the service for a period of ninety days 


1909. 


or more before being entitled to a pension so far as it affects 
the soldiers herein set forth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 16018) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Columbia River and the Celilo 
Canal by the Oregon Trunk Railway—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 16019) concerning baggage 
and excess baggage carried by common carriers in the District 
of Columbia and Territories and common carriers while engaged 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, 
and prescribing the duties of such common carriers in reference 
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing the 
punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16020) to promote the safety of travelers 
on railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in the 
interstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day or 
passenger coaches, mail cars, chair, smoking, and combination 
cars, and tourist sleepers, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 16021) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Piqua, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 16022) to pay railway postal 
clerks actual and necessary traveling expenses while on duty, 
not to exceed $1 per day—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 16023) to establish a fish 
hatchery in Windham or New London counties, Conn.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 16024) for the relief of gaug- 
ers, storekeeper-gaugers, and storekeepers—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16025) to extend the 
privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise with- 
out appraisement to the city of Dallas, in the State of Texas— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16026) prescribing the manner in which 
injunctions and temporary restraining orders may be issued— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16027) limiting the power of circuit and 
district courts of the United States and the judges. thereof to 
issue injunctions and restraining orders against state laws and 
state officers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16028) to provide for the investigation of 
controversies affecting interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16029) to authorize the enlargement of 
the public building at Dallas, Tex., and to authorize the pur- 
chase of the necessary ground therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16030) to prohibit dealing in future con- 
tracts on agricultural products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16031) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 16032) for the relief of the 
Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black River band of Chippewa In- 
dians, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 16033) for an ap- 
propriation for the purchase of a site upon which to erect a 
public building at Niles, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16034) for an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of a site upon which to erect a public building at Con- 
neaut, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16035) to create in the 
War Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a 
roll designated as The civil war volunteers’ retired list,“ to 
authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving 
officers and enlisted men who served in the Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps of the United States in the civil war, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts (by request): A Dill 
(H. R. 16036) to amend the immigration act of February 20, 
1907—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16037) to amend section 
810 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 16038) providing for the rais- 
ing of the United States battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor, 
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and to provide for the interment of the bodies therein—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 16089) con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment in claims of the Tonkawa tribe of In- 
RRT Papan the United States—to the Committee on Indian 

‘a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16040) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Ponca tribe of Indians against the United States—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16041) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Pawnee tribe of Indians against the United States—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16042) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Osage tribe of Indians against the United States—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16043) to provide 
for a system of parks in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 189) authorizing 
the Speaker of the House to appoint a committee of six Mem- 
bers of the House to investigate increased cost of living, ete.— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution (H. Res. 190) providing for 
funeral expenses of A. C. Hilligoss, an employee of the House, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ADAIR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) authorizing 
the President of the United States to restore order, maintain 
peace, and protect life and property in Nicaragua—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 97) authorizing the occupancy of reservation No. 68, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., as a site for an erection of a 
pedestal of a statue in honor of the late Rey. Dennis J. Stafford, 
D. D.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) for 
the relief of Lafayette L. McKnight—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 16044) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Frank Uhl—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16045) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kreiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16046) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos K. Shade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16047) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Fordyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16048) to correct the military record of 
John Cole—to the Committe on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16049) to correct the military record of 
John M. Bassler—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16050) for the relief of Charles R. Van 
Houten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 16051) for the relief of 
Robert Bilsborough—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 16052) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Smith—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bil (H. R. 16053) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph W. Armstrong—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16054) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Sipes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16055) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Bomar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 16056) granting an increase 
of pension to Minna Hildebrand—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16057) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos J. Loranger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16058) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 16059) granting an in- 
one of pension to William Fales—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16060) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16061) granting an increase of pension to 
Coleman Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 16062) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ripley C. Whitcomb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16063) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 16064) granting a pension 
to Frank J. Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16065) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander Abshear—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16066) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 16067) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Botkin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16068) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin P. Broberg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16069) granting a pension to Cyrus R. 
Manion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 16070) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hope Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 16071) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Merchant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 16072) granting an increase 
of pension to Monroe Ebi—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16073) granting a pension to Mary Anna 
Yohum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16074) for the relief of Andrew Wurster— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 16075) granting an increase of 
pension to Sidney D. Frost—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16076) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 16077) 
granting an increase of pension to Martin Lawler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16078) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 16079) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Patrick Burke—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 16080) granting a pension to 
Mary S. Houghtaling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 16081) granting a pension to 
John M. Yount—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 16082) granting a pension 
to Lodemia Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16083) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio W. Magowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16084) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Shields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16085) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David T. Hayton, Company F, Fourteenth U. S. In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 16086) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Ickes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16087) granting 
a pension to James K. Rainey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 16088) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Horner—to the Committee. on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16089) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Mullen—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16090) granting a pension to Samuel Sig- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16091) granting a pension to Lizzie M. 
O’Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16092) granting a pension to William H. 
Ship—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16093) granting a pension to Wells 
Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16094) granting a pension to Isaac Place— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16095) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis W. Avaut—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16096) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Alexander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 16097) granting an increase of 
paton to David W. Magee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 16098) for the relief of W. C. 
Eller—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16099) for the relief of F. E. A. Roberts, 
administratrix of G. M. Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16100) to complete the military record of 
Benjamin F. Buckner and Ninevah T. Buckner—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16101) completing the military record of 
Wiley Henson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 16102) granting an increase 


of pension to Warren D. Stafford—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. A 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 16103) granting a pension 
to W. W. Oglesby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16104) to provide for the payment of 
James Edward Elkins, who rendered service to the Territory of 
Oregon in the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 16105) granting an increase 
of pension to Allen L. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16106) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred D. Collier—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16107) 
granting an increase of pension to William K. Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16108) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellan Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16109) granting a pension to Caroline Rog- 
genbau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 16110) granting a pension 
to Isaac Gipson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16111) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Sowards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16112) for the relief of J. C. Creed, of 
Winchester, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 16113) granting a pen- 
sion to Alonzo H. Wimbush—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16114) for the relief of Laura Barrett, 
administratrix of the estate of Simeon S. Barrett, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 16115) for the relief of John 
P. Hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 16116) granting a pen- 
sion to Angeline Bronner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16117) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward N. Durning—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16118) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16119) 
for the relief of Racine Boat Manufacturing Company, of Mus- 
kegon, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16120) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Moses Blunk—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16121) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kraft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16122) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16123) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16124) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Meglemre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16125) granting a pension to Jerome De 
Vriendt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 16126) granting an increase 
of pension to Marcus Crossman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16127) granting an increase of pension to 
Antoine Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16128) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16129) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Mayo—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16130) granting an increase of pension to 
John Larock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 279 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16131) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederic H. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16132) granting a pension to Daniel 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16133) for the relief of Samuel L. Barn- 
hart—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16134) for the 
relief of Pete Jelovac—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 16135) 
granting a pension to Alfred T. Feay—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 16136) granting 
an increase of pension to William Erwin, alias Foster—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 16137) granting a pen- 
sion to E. C. Hoxie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16138) granting a 
pension to Joseph H. Holman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 16139) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles J. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16140) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter Lattimer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16141) granting an increase of pension to 
John Daleus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16142) granting a pension 
to Caroline A. Erben—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16143) for the adjudication 
by the Court of Claims of the claim of Henry A. V. Post indi- 
vidually and as liquidating partner of the firm of Clark, Post & 
Martin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16144) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Martha A. Hynes—to the Com- |- 


mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16145) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Ludwig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 16146) for the relief of Francis 
A. Carlson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 16147) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Sanders—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16148) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Stonebraker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16149) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Tobias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16150) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R, 16151) granting a pen- 
sion to John Young—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 16152) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint John Gibbon captain 
and quartermaster in the army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16153) granting 
an increase of pension to John T, Wright—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16154) granting an increase of pension 
to Israel Sturges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16155) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 16156) granting an increase of 
pension to George B. Sheffield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16157) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Swisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16158) granting a pension to Sophronia J. 
Pierson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16159) granting a pension to Melvina- 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 16160) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Hickey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16161) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 16162) granting an increase 
of pension to Simon P. Dotson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16163) granting an increase of pension to 
James Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16164) granting an increase of pension to 
F. M. Kaylor—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16165) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16166) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16167) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16168) granting a pension to Nathan C. 
Castle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16169) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of W. Comer, alias George W. Pierce— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16170) to authorize and direct the Presi- 
dent of the United States to place upon the retired list of the 
United States Navy late Midshipman John Benton Ewald with 
the rank of ensign—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 16171) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Schiesl—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16172) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marcus M. Tuttle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 16173) for 
ae 85 of Mrs. Thomas S. Ferral—to the Committee on War 

a 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16174) granting an increase of pension to. 


Eli S. Sauble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 16175) granting an 
increase of pension to John B. Cason—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16176) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Nimmo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 16177) granting an 
increase of pension to Adolphus C. Bower—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16178) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel A. Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16179) granting an increase of pension to 
John Timms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16180) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Harper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 16181) granting an increase 
of pension to Dora K. Flaherty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16182) granting a pension to James H. 
Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 16183) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann L. Nobles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16184) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John P. Miller—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16185) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Brimegin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16186) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Zeller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16187) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16188) granting an increase of pension to 
David Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16189) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas E. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16190) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Strunk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16191) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16192) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Pfoutz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16193) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Livingston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16194) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Caton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16195) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Chilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16196) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnston R. Lambright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16197) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard D. Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16198) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Conser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16199) granting a pension to Paulina L. 
Klepper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16200) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Brace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16201) to correct the military record of 
John H. Smith, alias Henry H. Smith—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16202) to correct the military record of 
George P. Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16203) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie M. Huntington—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16204) for 
the relief of the estate of T. J. Semmes, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of C. C. Johnson and 12 other 
citizens of South Carolina, for reimbursement of the depositors 
of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of board of 
trustees of Chamber of Commerce of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring 
fostering of the United States marine, as advised by the Presi- 
dent—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Dr. James H. Shannon and 390 
others, citizens of Saco, Me., for a public building and other 
offices in Saco, York County, Me.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of B. F. Kurtz and others, 
favoring Sherwood's dollar pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Emma Boyle (H. R. 15466)—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of August Wentz Post, No. 1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Davenport, Iowa, favoring 
the National Tribune pension act—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mark Matthews, of Clinton, Iowa, for amend- 
ment of pension law so as to pension all widows of soldiers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petition of G. W. Graff and 65 
others, of Ripley County, Ind., against legislation in reference 
to the observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Association of Licensed Au- 
tomobile Manufacturers, favoring amendment of section 38 of 
the federal corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of California State Fed- 
eration of Labor, favoring eight-hour law for postal service— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing participation of United States in the Italian exposition— 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce for 
subtreasury building in San Francisco—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of California State Federation of Labor, re- 
garding distribution of work on boilers at Mare Island Navy- 
Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of California State Federation of Labor, favor- 
ing annual leave for employees in the postal service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce and 
Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific Coast, favoring exten- 
sion of coastwise shipping laws to Canal Zone and Philippines— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of national headquarters of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring restoration to pension 
status of the First Battalion of Mountaineers, California Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John S. Woods—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of the city of New Orleans, the 
Board of Trade of said city, and other associations of New 
Orleans, praying for legislation to encourage the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries for the protection 
and defense of the trade and commerce thereof, also for the 
establishment of the necessary fortified naval base—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Illinois State Grange, against ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 


Also, petition of J. Z. Smith, of Winnebago, III., against any 
amendment to the oleo law—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of La Salle County (III.) Medical Society, for 
a national department of health at Washington, D. C.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. Horner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of L. W. Avant and John H. Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tarpon, Tex., against enactment 
of legislation in reference to the observance of Sunday in the 
stata Na of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of 56 citizens of Somerville 
County, 56 citizens of Bosque County, 22 citizens of Coleman 
County, 29 citizens of McCulloch County, 19 citizens of Lime- 
stone County, 9 citizens of Coryell County, 20 citizens of Leon 
County, 3 citizens of McLennan County, 3 citizens of Comanche 
County, 1 citizen of Smith County, and 1 citizen of Hamilton 
County, all in the State of Texas, against the destruction of 
silver dollars and greenbacks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. HAMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam C. Maxey, previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of St. Johns, S. Dak., 
against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of Oregon Commandery of the 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, 
against the acceptance of the statue of R. E. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of A. D. Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
bills for relief of Frederick M. Brown and James H. Thomas 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of business men of Waukee, 
Polk County; Winterset, Earlham, Lacona, and Indianola, 
against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of Harney Post, 
No. 28, Department of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, favoring the National Tribune pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco and Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific 
Coast, for extension of our coastwise laws to the Canal Zone 
and the Philippines—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, for 
a subtreasury building in San Francisco—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, for 
participation by the United States Government in the Italian 
exposition—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. 

Also, petition of J. K. Mansfield Post, No. 75, Department 
of California, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of Catherine S. A. Miller—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Calvin Tobias, Albert Sanders, George W. Mitchell, and Joseph 
H. Stonebraker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of John Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of Larimer County 
Medical Society, regarding sanitary management of the Canal 
Zone—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Rhode Island State Fed- 
eration of Women’s Clubs, against granting water rights in the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley to San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of M. D. 
Meriweather—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of A. M. Newell 
and others, against enactment of legislation in reference to the 
observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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Tuespay, December 21, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 

DISASTERS IN MINING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 16th instant, certain information 
relative to disasters in mining and the causes of mine explo- 
sions (S. Doc. No. 226), which was referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the twenty-third annual 
report of the commission (S. Doc. No. 148), which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 14464) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the following privileged resolution. 
The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That Mr. MCCUMBER be spror to fill the- vacancy on 
the Committee on Public Lands; and that Mr. Crawrorp be appointed 
to fill the vacancy on the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—L. R. GLAVIS. 


Mr. FLINT. I send to the desk a resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California, out 
of order, asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a 
resolution, which will be read, in the absence of objection. 

The resolution (S. Res. 112) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: ‘ 

Senate resolution 112, 

Whereas L. R. Glavis, then chief of a field division of the General 
Land Office, in the Department of the Interior, in the month of 
August, 1909, laid before the President certain charges against the 
conduct of the Interior 1 and particularly affecting the action 
of the Secretary of the Interlor, the Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the Chief 
of the Field Service of the said General Land Office, having particular 
reference to proceedings regarding certain coal-land claims in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska; and 

Whereas the President thereafter directed the dismissal from the 
service of the said L. R. Glavis upon the ground that the charges 
made by him were not sustained, and that he had been guilty of mis- 
representation and suppression of material facts in formulating said 
charges: Therefore be it 5 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in 
his opinion not incompatible with the public interests, to transmit to 
Congress any reports, statements, papers, or documents upon which 
he acted in reaching his conclusions with reference to the d charges, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, in connection with the resolution 
which has just been passed, I desire to state that various 
charges bave been made in the public press and in the maga- 
zines of the country reflecting upon the present Secretary of 
the Interior and his conduct of that office. These charges have 
been very persistent and, if true, they would show that that 
official is not worthy to hold the office. 

The Secretary of the Interior is very anxious that the fullest 
investigation of the charges should be made and invites the 
investigation. He does not ask for any whitewash, but he 
believes and asks that the people of the country should have 
the facts and all the facts. The people of this country want to 
be fair, they want to be just, and if they have the facts their 
judgment will be just and fair. 

I have had several conversations with the Secretary of the 
Interior with reference to this matter, and I ask to have read 
from the clerk’s desk a letter which I received from him this 
morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 21, 1909. 


My Dear Senator: Any investigation by Congress of the Interior 
Department or of any of its officers should be sufficiently broad and 


far-reaching to put at rest the suspicions, criticisms, and representa- 
tions of corrupt or improper practices heretofore char; against the 
present administration thereof; and, furthermore, su inv: tion 


inspiration of these charges and involve in part the common a 
tration of the public domain. 

The best interests of the Interior Department require a broad and 
thoroughgoing investigation, and I assure you it can not be made too 
broad in its scope to suit me and those under me, who have likewise 
suffered indignities, unjust censure, and deliberate misrepresentation of 
facts that are plain upon the records. 

I therefore court the widest and fullest inquiry by Congress into 
these matters, and since you have stated to me your desire to ald me 
in establishing before Congress and the country the injustice of the 
attacks which have been made and reiterated from time to time, I 
shall hope that there will be no delay in the offering of a proper reso- 
lution of investigation. 

The investigation called for by House resolution No. 142, to make 
a full and complete investigation of the conduct of the General Land 
Office of the Department of the Interior during recent rs ‘relative 
to coal lands and other publie do in the Territory of Alaska, etc., 
is entirely ton a iad to accomplish a full and impartial investigation 


such as I d 4 
Very truly, yours, R. A. BALLINGER, 
Secretary. 


Hon. WESLEY L. JONES, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. JONES. The present Secretary of the Interior has been 
an honored citizen of our State for a great many years. His 
personal character has never been impeached nor questioned, 
and the public administration of duties that have been placed 
upon him has never been impeached or questioned. The peo- 
ple of our State believe in him. They may not agree with his 
judgment on all occasions nor upon all subjects, but they be- 
lieve that he is honest and actuated by honest and lofty mo- 
tives, and that he has administered the office he now holds with 
honesty and with a sincere purpose to serve the interests of 
the people of the country. 

He hopes that there will be the most thorough and rigid 
investigation that can possibly be made. I desire to state that, 
unless some other Senator should introduce a resolution of this 
character, I shall introduce one on the reassembling of Con- 
gress at the close of the holiday recess. In my judgment, the 
resolution should provide for an investigation by a joint com- 
mittee of the House and the Senate, a committee that the 
country will have confidence in, and whose judgment they will 
believe is fair and impartial, one that will present the facts 
and its conclusions without fear or favor. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of J. W. Holliday Post, No. 
12, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of W. H. L. Wallace Post, 
No. 66, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of El Dorado, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Sedgwick Post, No. 17, 
Department of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Santa Ana, Cal., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that the United States be properly 
represented at the international exposition to be held at Rome- 
Torino in 1911, which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dustrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
extend the coastwise shipping laws to the Panama Canal Zone 
and the Philippine Islands, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of a subtreasury building at that city, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Colusa County, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $400,000 
be made for the improvement of the San Joaquin and Sacra- 
mento rivers in that State, which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. FRYE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Commerce, without amendment, the bill (II. R. 14565) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the city of 
Si. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of the State 


of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved January 9, 1909, and I ask for its present considera- 
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tion. It is identical with the Senate bill which the Senate 
passed yesterday. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
peeta as in Comittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the votes by which the bill (S. 4225) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize 
the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved January 9, 1909, was ordered to a third 
reading and passed be reconsidered, and that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
indefinitely postponed. 

INDIAN LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. CLAPP. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I report 
favorably the resolution (S. Res. 106) submitted by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLETTE] on the 20th instant, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Senate resolution 106. 

Resolved, That Senate resolution No. 263, Sixtieth Congress, second 
session, be modified in so far as it uests the ry of the Interior 
to suspend the making or approval of contracts for the cutting of 
timber of Wisconsin Indians to the extent that it Is the sense of the 
Senate that contracts for the cutting of such burned timber on the Bad 
River and Lac Court d'Oreilles reservations as will become valueless jf 
left standi should be approved in cases where the cutting is to be 
done by or for the author contractor. 

Mr. KEAN. This is a report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a report from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and a request is made for its present consid- 
eration. Is there objection? , 

Mr. BURTON. Not desiring to object, I think some explana- 
tion of the purport of the resolution should be made. ‘The 
object certainly does not clearly appear from the reading. 

Mr. CLAPP. About a year ago, I think it was, the Senate 
passed a resolution providing for an investigation of Indian 
affairs in the State of Wisconsin, and the resolution contained 
a request that all allotments should cease and that contracts 
should be postponed until the further action of the Senate. 

There is quite a large amount of burnt timber there, which 
will be destroyed by worms if not cut very soon after it is 
burned, The object of the resolution is simply to withdraw 
the contracts for burnt timber from the operation of the former 
resolution, leaving the department free to go on as to burnt 
timber, as they would have gone on had the former resolution 
not been passed by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does it belong to the Forestry Service? 

Mr. CLAPP. It belongs to the Indian Office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to. 
REPORT FROM BANKS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. On behalf of the National Monetary Commis- 
sion, I present a special report from the banks of the United States. 
I move that it be printed as a public document (S. Doc. No. 225). 

The motion was agreed to. 

LOUISA L, DAVIS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution (S. Res. 110) submitted yesterday by him- 
self, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Senate resolution 110. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he fs hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Louisa L. Da widow of Benjamin F. 
Davis, late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as focluding funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


MARY R. CHURCH. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution (S. Res. 111) submitted yesterday by him- 
self, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Senate resolution 111. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay to Mary R. Church, daughter of Alonzo W. 
Church, late clerk to superintendent of document room of the United 


States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was re- 
ceiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered 
* funeral expenses and all other allowances, = 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution (S. Res. 100) submitted by Mr. Derew on the 16th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 100. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, 
and the same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time 
to time, as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on 
bills or other matters pen before said committee, and have 
same printed for the use of the committee, and that the necessary ex- 
penses be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent j Anadir of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 4566) to amend an act entitled “An act relating 
to rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other 
public lands” (31 Stats., 790), approved February 15, 1901; to 
the Committee on Territories, 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 4567) to amend section 2763 of the Revised Stat- 
utes and for the better enforcement of the navigation laws; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 4568) to regulate the judicial procedure of the 
courts of the United States; ; 

A bill (S. 4569) to diminish the expense of proceedings on 
appeal and writs of error in United States courts; and 

A bill (S. 4570) to authorize the appointment of stenog- 
raphers in the courts of the United States and to fix their 
duties and compensation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4571) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Gilbert (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4572) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Snidemiller (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 4573) to adjust and equalize retirements, rank, 
and pay of veterans of the civil war who may be serving as 
brigadier-generals on the active list of the army January 1, 
1910; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4574) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Colorado City, in 
the State of Colorado; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4575) granting an increase of pension to Anna B. 
Heckelmann; and 

A bill (S. 4576) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Milby (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 4577) to acquire a site for a federal building in 
the city of Winchester, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4578) granting an increase of pension to Silas W. 
Morrison (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: 

A bill (S. 4579) to change date of assembling of Congress; 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 4580) granting a pension to Catherine J. Stephen- 


son; and 

A bill (S. 4581) granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pelton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 4582) to require candidates in elections of presi- 
dential and vice-presidential electors, Members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and committees in charge of their 
candidacy and campaign to file a statement of contributions re- 
ceived and of expenditures incurred in such campaign; to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 4583) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Morrow; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 4584) granting an increase of pension to James 
Crooks; to the Committee on ons. 
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By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 4585) to complete the record of John B. Milton, 
captain, U. S. Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4586) for the relief of the heirs of Rear-Admiral 
Henry Glass, U. S. Navy, retired; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4587) granting a pension to Annie Treacy; 

A bill (S. 4588) granting a pension to John W. Connors; and 

A bill (S. 4589) granting a pension to J. A. Mead; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 4590) granting a pension to Herschel Spainhour ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 4591) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Christie (with accompanying papers) ; 

x A bill (S. 4592) granting an increase of pension to Rufus P. 
tokely ; 

A bill (S. 4593) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Elliott (with accompanying papers) ; peaa 

A bill (S. 4594) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
T. Dearborn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4595) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
E. Pellett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4596) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Frankhouse (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4597) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Carman (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4598) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Carl (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 4599) granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Mann (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4600) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 4601) to correct the military record of Harry 
Sharff, alias Herman Shofrensky, alias Herman Schofrensky ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4602) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Pearl; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: 

A bill (S. 4603) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Heap (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 4604) granting a pension to Susan T. Sailor (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4605) to correct the military record of Anthony 
Fisher (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4606) to correct the military record of William H. 
Fields; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 4607) granting a pension to Mrs. Wesley S. Page; 

A bill (S. 4608) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Shelton; 

A bill (S. 4609) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Shephard; 

A bill (S. 4610) granting an increase of pension to William 
Harmon, sr.; and 

A bill (S. 4611) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Hibbites (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 4612) granting an increase of pension to Maurice 
Crimmings (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4613) granting a pension to Henry Le Marsh (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4614) granting an increase of pension to Edwin F. 
Briggs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4615) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Luther (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4616) granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Greenwood (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JAMES CARROLL. 


On motion of Mr. Curtis, it was 


Ordered, That James Carroll have leave to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate his petition and papers in connection with bill 8. 1669, 
cas bins Congress, first session, there having been no adverse report 

ereon. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


H. R. 14464. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the Government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes, was 
inves phi by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
p ons, 


TENNESSEE RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask that the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 83) authorizing a portion of the appropriations 
made for the improvement of Tennessee River to be applied to 
work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal, and that the 
joint resolution be put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


House joint resolution 83. 
That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
be 1 of the unexpended balance of appropetations heretofore 
made for the improvement of Tennessee River between Chattan 
Tenn., and Riverton, Ala., may, in the discretion of the Secretary o 
War, be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal for 
the purpose of opening said canal to navigation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask if the joint resolution has been to 
a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is that the Committee 
on Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. That is a very unusual motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have examined the matter per- 
sonally, but not before the committee. It is rather important 
that the transfer of the money shall be made. It involves no 
additional appropriation, but transfers it from one portion of 
the river to another. I do not myself personally see any objec- 
tion to the joint resolution, and therefore I do not interpose 
any objection to the action requested. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not intend to object, and I have no 
doubt it is a meritorious proposition, but a motion to dis- 
charge a committee is rather an unusual one. I am glad to 
have had the statement from the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I will say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that I conferred with the chairman of the committee be- 
fore making the motion. The joint resolution simply author- 
izes the transfer of the appropriation from one part of the 
river to another, because they have recently completed a lock 
and dam below Sheffield, the lowest one on the river, and un- 
less the transfer is made the appropriation is absolutely, use- 
less. The river can not be used unless the appropriation is 
transferred from one branch of it to the other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
it is not necessary to discharge the Committee on Commerce. 
It is a House joint resolution, and all he bas to do is to ask 
unanimous consent that it be put on its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has already been referred. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. It has been referred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, it has been referred. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask simply to discharge the committee, 
because the reference slipped through at the close of yester- 
day's proceedings without my knowledge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama that the Committee on Com- 
merce be discharged from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. - s 

AFFAIRS IN AUSTRIA-HUNGARY IN 1848 AND 1849. 


Mr. LODGE. Yesterday the President of the United States 
transmitted to the Senate, in response to its resolution of the 
7th instant, a letter from the Secretary of State relative to 
the reports of Ambrose Dudley Mann, made during the years 
1848 and 1849, in regard to affairs in Austria-Hungary, and 
stating that the papers referred to had been transmitted to the 
Senate by the President of the United States March 28, 1850. 
I ask that the injunction of secrecy be removed from the pa- 
pers, and that they be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 


Resolced, ete. 


the Senator from Massachusetts will be granted, and the pa- 
pers will be ordered printed as a Senate document. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. GORE. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 
; The concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 18) was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 18. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of entatives concurring), 
That a joint special committee consisting of eight Members of cock 
Il be selected, which committee shall vested with power 
ged with the duty of a thorough avae tion of the 
the De the Interior 
and the Bureau of Forestry of the Departmen wh His with re- 
spect to stone and timber lands, coal lands, and o mineral lands, 
water-power sites, railway rights of wara 0 nar ublie domain gener- 
ally in the States and 3 of States, embracing 
Alaska, and to report its . — to the ere 8 of Congress 
and said committee is a a: do all acts and things necessary 
and proper to carr carey the rovisions of this resolution into effect. 
3 That the following Members of the Senate shall be mem- 
2 e t special committee, to wit: Senators NELSON, DOLLI- 
VER, 24 — RISTOW, ROOT, TILLMAN, Sroxn, and OWEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the con- 
current resolution goes over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When it is taken up, F shall move to refer 
it to the Committee on Public Lands. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 
o'clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the ad- 
journment being, under the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses, until Tuesday, January 4, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 21, 1909. 
NAVAL OFFICER or CUSTOMS. 


George Stone, of California, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, in 
place of John P. Irish, whose term of office has expired. 


AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Howard C. Shober, of South Dakota, to be Auditor for the 
Interior Department in place of Robert S. Person, resigned. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Charles H. West, of Mississippi for appointment as member 
of the Mississippi River Commission provided for by the act 
of Congress approved June 28, 1879, entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a ‘ Mississippi River Commission’ for 
the improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, 
near its mouth, to its headwaters,” vice Henry B. Richardson, 
of Louisiana, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ABM. 


First Lieut. William G. Doane, Ninth Infantry, to be captain 
from December 18, 1909, vice Capt. Arthur B. Foster, Nine- 
teenth Infantry, who died on that date. 

Second Lieut. Ben F. Ristine, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 16, 1909, vice First Lieut. Kurtz 
Eppley, Eighth Infantry, honorably discharged on that date. 

Second Lieut. George R. Guild, Thirtieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from December 18, 1909, vice First Lieut. William G. 
Doane, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 


PENSION AGENT. 


William Rule, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent at 
Knoxville, his term haying expired. (Reappointment.) 
Sunvxron- GENERAL. 


Thomas Hull, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be surveyor-general 
of Utah, his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 
POSTMASTER. 
Hugh L. McKee to be postmaster at Atlanta, Ga., in place of 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Bæeeutive nominations 9 by the Senate December 21, 
1909. 


AUDITOR. 
Howard ©. Shober to be Auditor for the Interior Department. 
AMBASSADORS. 

Robert Bacon to be ambassador extraordinary and plenipo- 
tentiary to France, 

Richard C. Kerens to be ambassador extraordinary and pleni- 
potentiary to Austria-Hungary. 

Henry Lane Wilson to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary to Mexico. 

MINISTERS. 

Charles Page Bryan to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Belgium. 

William James Calhoun to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to China. 

Henry P. Fletcher to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Chile. 

Henry T. Gage to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary to Portugal. 

R. S. Reynolds Hitt to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Panama, 

John B. Jackson to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary to Cuba. 

Fenton R. McCreery to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Honduras. 

Edwin V. Morgan to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Paraguay and Uruguay. 

Charles W. Russell to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Persia. 

Laurits S. Swenson to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Switzerland. 


MINISTER AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Horace G. Knowles to be minister resident and consul-general 
to the Dominican Republic. 


AGENT AND CoNSUL-GENERAL. 
Peter Augustus Jay to be agent and consul-general at Cairo, 


SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 


Philip M. Brown to be secretary of the embassy at Mexico. 

Henry L. Janes to be secretary of the embassy at Constanti- 
nople, Turkey. 

M. Marshall Langhorne to be second secretary of the embassy 
at Rio đe Janeiro, Brazil. 
8 B. Laughlin to be secretary of the embassy at Berlin, 

ermany. 

Hoffman Philip to be secretary of the embassy at Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil. 

Montgomery Schuyler, jr., to be secretary of the embassy at 
Tokyo, Japan. 

George Post Wheeler to be secretary of the embassy at St. 
Petersburg, Russia. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 


Lewis Einstein to be secretary of the legation at Peking, 
China. 

Paxton Hibben to be secretary of the legation to the Nether- 
lands and Luxemburg. 

Balkam Schoyer to 
Colombia. 

Charles Dunning White to be secretary of the legation at 
Christiania, Norway. 

i RECEIVERS OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

Frank W. N. Cockburn to be receiver of public moneys at 
Devils Lake, N. Dak. 

Manuel Martinez to be receiver of public moneys at Clayton, 
N. Mex. 

Frederick Muller to be receiver of public moneys at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex. 


be secretary of the legation at Bogota, 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Stephen Carpenter to be register of the land office at Helena, 
Mont. 


‘ont. 

Edward W. Fox to be register of the land office at Clayton, 
N. Mex. 

Manuel R, Otero to be register of the land office at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAYY. 

Boatswains Harry C. Gunn and John C. Rickertts to be chief 

boatswains in the navy. 


1909. 


Gunner Gotthilf C. Layer to be a chief gunner in the navy. 

Lloyd W. Williams, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps. 

Capt. Reginald F. Nicholson to be Chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation in the Department of the Navy. 

Commander William R. Rush to be a captain in the navy. 

Commander Harry McL. P. Huse to be a captain in the navy. 

Ensign Christopher R. P. Rodgers to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade) in the navy. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Christopher R. P. Rodgers to be a 
lieutenant in the navy. 

Medical Inspector Howard E. Ames to be a medical director 
in the navy. 

Surg. Oliver D. Norton to be medical inspector in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. Thomas G. Foster to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the navy. 

Asst. Surg. John Flint to be a passed assistant surgeon in the 


navy. 
Machinist Joseph E. Venable to be a chief machinist in the 
navy. 
8 Capt. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in the Marine 
‘orps. 
Second Lieut. Ralph S. Keyser to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps. 
Second Lieut. Julian P. Wilcox to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps. 
Second Lieut. Ross S. Kingsbury to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps. 
Lieut. Col. James E. Mahoney to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps. 
aoe Lewis C. Lucas to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
rps. 
Capt. Robert H. Dunlap to be a major in the Marine Corps. 
The following-named citizens to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps: 
Charles D. Barrett, 
Rolland E. Brumbaugh, 
George C. De Neale, 
Oliver Floyd, 
Gerald A. Johnson, 
Selden B. Kennedy, 
Paul J. Levering, 
Roy D. Lowell, 
William M. Mellvain, 
Edmond H, Morse, 
Robert P. Peirce, 
Harry Schmidt, 
Robert S. Simons, 
Harry L. Smith, 
Albert R. Sutherland, 
Miles R. Thacher, 6 
Earl C. Long, 
Daniel M. Gardner, and 
Marion B, Humphrey. 
8 First Lieut, Nelson P. Vulte to be captain in the Marine 
lorps. 
Commander Harry S. Knapp to be a captain in the navy. 
Commander Ben W. Hodges to be a captain in the navy. 
Commander William L. Rodgers to be a captain in the navy. 
Lieut. Orin G. Murfin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
Lieut. Arthur St. C. Smith to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy. 
Ensign Clarence E, Wood to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the navy. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clarence E. Wood to be a lieutenant 
in the navy. 
Passed Asst. Surg. John M. Brister to be a surgeon in the 
navy. 
z POSTMASTERS. 


CALIFORNIA, 


Kate Bell, at Clovis, Cal. 
Harvey S. Clark, jr., at Lodi, Cal. 
William W. James, at Monterey, Cal. 
William Mullen, at Mendocino, Cal. 
Samuel L. Smith, at Nordhoff, Cal. 
ILLINOIS, 
John S. Albin, at Heyworth, III. 
James V. Aldrich, at Richmond, III. 
Jacob A. Bohrer, at Bloomington, III. 


Harry Bower, at Albion, III. 
Robert G. Boyd, at Glenellyn, III. 
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Harlow E. Chadwick, at Ashton, III. 
Edward H. Cook, at Huntley, Ill. 
Russell W. Folts, at Atlanta, IN. 
Reuben E. Hall, at Wyanet, III. 
James N. Kelly, at Steger, III. 

Arthur Merrill, at Avon, III. 

Leonard M. Nash, at Oneida, III. 
Calvin F. Randolph, at Danvers, Ill. 
John C. Sachs, at Lena, III. 

Homer S. Sanford, at Chatsworth, III. 
John Straley, at Atkinson, Ill. 

James A. White, at Murphysboro, Ill 


KANSAS, 


Thomas C. Babb, at Fredonia, Kans. 

James M. Goff, at Walnut, Kans. 

Robert I. Hillman, at Peru, Kans. 

Alpheus K. Rodgers, at Topeka, Kans, 

John H. Vaughn, at Garnett, Kans. 
KENTUCKY. 

James G. Pruett, at Campbellsville, Ky. 

MAINE. 


John F. Davis, at Bridgton, Me. 

Edward Harding, at Gorham, Me. 

G. Raymond Joy, at Bar Harbor, Me. 

Frank A. Knight, at North Berwick, Me. 
MARYLAND. 


Alfred W. Thompson, at Ridgely, Md. 
Gustavus B. Timanus, at Laurel, Md. 


MICHIGAN, 


Clarence M. Becraft, at Watervliet, Mich, 
Henry W. Coburn, at Escanaba, Mich. 
Alfred Cruse, at Iron Mountain, Mich. 
Eric’ Ericson, at Republic, Mich. 

Charles K. Farmer, at Benton Harbor, Mich. 
Shelby C. Field, at Sparta, Mich. 
Benjamin B. Gorman, at Coldwater, Mich. 
William L. Holland, at St. Joseph, Mich, 
Calvin E. Houk, at Ironwood, Mich. 

James H. Hudson, at Merrill, Mich. 

Leroy C. Hunter, at Saranac, Mich. 

Ross Leighton, at Newberry, Mich. 

Otto H. Mueller, at Rockland, Mich. 


MISSOURI. 


Wiliam T. Lessley, at Glasgow, Mo. 
Robert C. Rhodes, at Seymour, Mo. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Peter C. Brown, at Spring Lake Beach, N. J. 
NEW YORK. 
Emerson W. Addis, at Brewster, N. X. 
Charles A. Brooks, at Marathon, N. Y. 
Joshua D. Corson, jr., at Milliken, N. Y. 
Robert R. McLane, at St. Regis Falls, N. Y. 
George F. Monahan, at Ransomville, N. X. 
William B. Mooers, at Plattsburg, N. Y. 
Sylvester Pearsall, at Lynbrook, N. X. 
David M. Pratt, at Elmira, N. X. 
Harry H. Pratt, at Corning, N. Y. 
George F. Rising, at Hoosick Falls, N. IL. 
Nathan L. Rowe, at South Dayton, N. Y. 
Horace Selleck, at Holland, N. Y. 
Charles J. Shults, at Cherry Creek, N. ¥. 
Henry F. Snyder, at Albany, N. Y. 
Allen C. Stewart, at Endicott, N. Y. 
Henry P. Tuthill, at Mattituck, N. Y. 
Abram R. Wyckoff, at Geneva, N. Y. 
OHIO. 
W. R. Haptonstal, at Middleport, Ohio. 
OREGON. 
Walter F. Baker, at Tillamook, Oreg. 
Harvey S. Buck, at Sumpter, Oreg. 
Arthur Wheelhouse, at Arlington, Oreg. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Hugh J. Evans, at Mount Carmel, Pa. 
Charles A. Gaul, at Wernersville, Pa. 
Howard Weiss, at Siegfried, Pa. 
PORTO RICO. 
Fernando Callejo, at Manati, P. R. 
Manuel S. Pacheco, at Fajardo, P. R. 
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RHODE ISLAND. 
Edgar E. Matteson, at Apponaug, R. I. 


TENNESSEE. 
Joe D. Dodson, at Kenton, Tenn. 
Ulysses S. Rose, at Crossyille, Tenn. 
George M. Steele, at Obion, Tenn. 
UTAH. 

George W. Bryan, at Mercur, Utah. 

* WISCONSIN. `~ 
Dean J. Hotchkiss, at Foxlake, Wis. 
Edward Charles Rehfeld, at Horicon, Wis. 
Charles E. Wood, at Mukwonago, Wis. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate December 21, 
1909. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Robert T. Whitehouse, of Maine, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 21, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
Hon. Alexander McDowell, -its Clerk, who directed the reading 
of the following communication: 

WASHINGTON, December 21, 1909. 

I hereby designate Hon. JOHN DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, as Speaker 
pro tempore for this day. 

J. G. Cannon, Speaker. 


Mr. DALZELL assumed the chair. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry 
N. Couden, D. D.: 

Our Father in heayen, we bless and hallow Thy name, that 
Thou hast not left us without a witness, but that Thou hast 
spoken to us in signs and tokens manifold. : 

We lack but open eye and ear 

To find the Orient’s marvels here; 
The still, small voice of autumn’s hush, 

Yon the maple wood, the burning bush. 

And especially do we thank Thee for the Light of Heaven 
which came into the world nineteen hundred years ago in the 
Babe born in Bethlehem, whose advent was heralded by the 
angelic host, singing: 

Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward 
men. 


A light which has been shining brighter and brighter as the 
centuries come and go, filling the hearts of men with larger 
hope and nobler aspirations. Grant, O Most Merciful Father, 
that the time may speedily come when all men shall know Thee 
and worship Thee as Father and recognize in every man a 
brother, that peace and harmony may reign supreme in all the 
earth, and Thy will be done. 

And now, O Father, as we separate for the holiday season, 
fill our hearts, we beseech Thee, with the spirit of the Christ, 
that we may make our homes joyous and glad and strengthen 
the ties of affection, not forgetting the poor and deserving, that 
we may make our own hearts happy in fulfilling the law and 
the prophets; and bring us together again at the appointed time 
without the loss of any, in health and strength, that we may 
prosecute the work Thou hast given us to do with new zeal 
and energy. And honor and glory and praise be Thine, through 
Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 

roved. 

1 WHITE-SLAVE TRAFFIC, MINORITY VIEWS. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
minority may have five legislative days in which to file views 
on the bill H. R. 12315—the white-slave traffic bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. STURGISS, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
papers in the case of Edgar Travis, Sixtieth Congress, no ad- 
yerse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. TOU VELLE, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
papers in the case of John M. Laughlin, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the ref- 
erence of bill (H. R. 5272) for the relief of the Bridgeport 
National Bank be changed from the Committee on Finance to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks unanimous consent that the reference of the bill to which 
he refers may be changed to the Committee on Claims. It isa 
private bill and was inadvertently referred to the Committee 
on Finance. There is no such committee, and the gentleman 
asks leave to have it referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MACON. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to know what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 5272) for the relief of the B rt al A 
Bridgeport, Ohio. ) e Bridgeport National Bank, 


Mr. MACON. Itis a private claim, is it? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

MINORITY VIEWS ON PANAMA CANAL ZONE BILL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the views of the minority upon the bill H. R. 12316, to pro- 
vide for the government of the Canal Zone, may be now filed. 
There is no objection made by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. No; there can be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the House, under the concurrent resolution 
previously adopted, adjourned until January 4, 1910. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for reimbursement to 
the State of Idaho (H. Doc. No. 428)—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the San Juan Military Park 
(H. Doc. No. 429)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the Department of Jus- 
tice (H. Doc. No. 480)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
copy of a report of a special committee, a recommendation of 
the establishment of a national park at Niagara Falls (H. Doc. 
No. 431)—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting the annual report of the commission 
(H. Doc. No. 148)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12315) to regulate and prevent the transportation in interstate 
and foreign commerce of alien women and girls for immoral 
purposes, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 47), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. YOUNG of New York, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12438) to amend sections 7 and 8 of the act of May 29, 1908, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of a portion 
of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River and 


— 


1909. 


Standing Rock Indian reservations, in the States of South Da- 
kota and North Dakota, and making appropriation and pro- 
vision to carry the same into effect,” reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 48), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10918) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Edward H. Bergmann—Committee on 
8 discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

aims. 

_A bill (H. R. 11008) granting a pension to Frank E. Lau- 
rence Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11004) for the relief of J. Howard Mitchell— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 16205) to amend section 
2763 of the Revised Statutes, and for the better enforcement of 
the navigation laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 16206) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Portland, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16207) to increase the limit of cost for 
purchase of a site and erection of a post-office building at El- 
wood, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16208) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Ludington, Mich., 
and the establishment of a Weather Bureau station—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16209) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Rochester, in the State of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 16210) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Aurora, Nebr.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. a. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 16211) to increase the 
pensions of those who have lost one eye or have become totally 
blind in one eye from causes occurring in the military or naval 
service of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. ee?) to amend the pro- 
vision in the act of March 3, 1885, limiting the compensation 
of storekeepers and storekeepers and gaugers—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 16218) to 
amend an act entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs 
Reservation, in Arkansas ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16214) to amend 
section 4787 of the Revised Statutes, and acts relating thereto— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 16215) directing the Secretary 
of War to cause a survey and examination to be made of the 
outer harbor and breakwater at Milwaukee, Wis., with a view 
to the improvement of said harbor for navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16216) providing 
for the removal of the remains of Gen. Zebulan Montgomery 
Pike from the military cemetery at Madison Barracks, Sacketts 
Harbor, N. Y., to Pikes Peak, Colorado, and placing a suitable 
memorial statue to his memory—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 16217) for 
the purchase of a site for a public building in the city of 
Oneida, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16218) for the purchase of additional land 
and the erection of a public building at Syracuse, N. ¥.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16219) to detach 
the county of Grundy, in the State of Missouri, from the western 
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and attach it to the eastern judicial district of said State—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 16220) admitting free to the 
United States mails labels bearing certain franks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 16221) for the establish- 
ment of telephone service between the life-saving station at 
Two Rivers, Wis., and the light-house at Twin River Point, 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 16222) for the erection 
of a replica of the statue of General Yon Steuben—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 16223) ex- 
tending the time for certain homesteaders to establish residence 
upon their lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16224) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Newton, in the State of New Jersey—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16225) to amend an act of Congress ap- 
proved August 13, 1888, entitled “An act to amend an act of 
Congress approved March 8, 1875, entitled ‘An act to determine 
the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and 
to regulate the removal of causes from the state courts, and for 
other purposes, and to further regulate the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and for other purposes — 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16226) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Hacken- 
sack, in the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16227) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Passaic, in 
the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16228) to pro- 
mote competition and to prevent discrimination in trade—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 16229) providing for the 
coinage of certain memorial half dollars for the benefit of the 
Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
99) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for 
the election of Senators of the United States—to the Committee 
a Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 

gress. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 16230) 
for the relief of John Gibson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bil (H. R. 16231) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCLAY: A bill (H. R. 16232) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George F. Derr—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 16233) granting an increase 
of pension to Hezekiah W. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 16234) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to place the name of George D. Arnold on the 
rolls of Company E, Fifteenth Maine Volunteers, and issue him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 16235) granting a pension to 
Lidda Rusmisael—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 16286) granting a pension to 
William A. Hickey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 16237) for the relief of Patrick 
Powers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 16288) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Chapman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16239) granting an increase of pension to 
William. Henslick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16240) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah J. O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16241) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George A. Crisel—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16242) granting a 
pension to Isaac R. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 16243) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Evyans—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 16244) for the relief of 
James F. Gorman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16245) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16246) granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Denton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16247) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 16248) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Darrin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 16249) granting an increase 
of pension to William F, Severn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16250) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16251) grant- 
ing a penson to Oscar B. Holden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16252) granting a pension to George W. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 16253) granting an increase 
of pension to Ansil T. Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16254) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16255) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Mooney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16256) granting an increase of pension to 
Amasa W. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16257) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Gifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16258) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy S. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16250) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine M. B. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16260) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16261) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Varble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16262) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Blackledge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16263) granting a pension to Amanda 
Sexton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16264) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16265) granting a pension to A. N. Day— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16266) granting a pension to B. F. War- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 16267) granting an increase 
of pension to Horace W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 16268) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Thomas Seals—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16269) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16270) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 16271) granting a 
pension to Anna Jones Banks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16272) granting an 
increase of pension to Perry G. Russell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16273) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16274) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Yount—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 16275) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Pickle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. n bill (H. R. 16276) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against William Woodward—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16277) granting arrears of pension to 
Elizabeth S. Wakefield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16278) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marion Farris—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16279) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 16280) to correct the military record of 
Jesse W. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16281) referring to the United States 
Court of Claims the claim of Elizabeth Craddock, widow of 
Samuel Craddock, for supplies furnished the United States Army 
during the civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 16282) granting an increase of 
pension to Lyman M. Sherwood—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16283) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bailey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16284) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 16285) granting a pension 
to William T. McGowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 16286) for the relief of 
the descendants of John and Charles Harper—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 16287) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 16288) 
granting an increase of pension to Ariel H. Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16289) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16290) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clarence S. Sawtell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16291) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman H. James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16292) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Lorance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16293) granting restoration of pension to 
Amelia Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 16294) for the relief of Levi 
J. Billings—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 16295) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16296) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. orthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 16297) to correct the mili- 
tary record of N. G. Monroe—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16298) to correct the military record of 
Aaron S. Winner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16299) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Beneway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 16300) granting an increase 
of pension to Delanson Fenner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16301) granting an increase of pension to 
James Corby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16302) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram E. Hahn. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 16303) granting an increase 
of pension to James Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16304) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. McClanahan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16305) to grant 
public lands to certain towns in the State of Colorado for 
public park purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 16306) granting an increase 
of pension to James Mackall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 16307) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabella Layerty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16308) granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna Gloster —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 16309) for the relief of 
Augustus B. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WOODYARD: A Dill (H. R. 16310) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah A. Bryan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of 41 citizens of Camanche, 
Iowa, favoring National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of C. A. Andress Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Mendota, III., for National Tribune 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Braceville, Ill., against 
passage of proposed parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Electrochemical Society, of 
South Bethlehem, Pa., favoring the conservation of our na- 
tional resources—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Samuel F. 
Smith and William F. Severns—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of many citizens 
of Michigan, against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance in 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of Boston Marine Society, for a 
light-ship near Peaked Hill Bars, Cape Cod, Massachusetts— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign. Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition against legislation in refer- 
ence to the observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Jessup—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Perth, N. Dak., 
against parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
W. Newton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of San Jose Chamber of Commerce and board 
of supervisors of city of San Francisco, for appropriation of 
$400,000 for improvement of California rivers—Sacramento and 
San Joaquin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Jose Chamber of Commerce, for an ap- 
propriation of $85,000 for enlargement of post-office building 
in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for extension of coastwise shipping laws to Panama Canal Zone 
and Philippines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring participation of the United States in Italian exposi- 
tion—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for an appropriation for a subtreasury building in San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of association for the improve- 
ment of the lower Connecticut Riyer—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John C. Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Ogden Lodge, No. 28, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, against the annual tax of 2 
per cent on net incomes of corporations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEH: Papers to accompany bills for relief of heirs of 
Jane Rodgers and trustees of First Baptist Church—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Elias Ripper and James Lambkin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Rochester and sev- 
eral towns in Monroe County, N. Y., protesting against H. J. 
Res. 17, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States so that it shall contain a recognition of God and 
shall begin with the words “ In the name of God to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of Mrs. Mattie B. 
Turner, of Bryant, Colo., against a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE, 


TUESDAY, January J, 1910. 


WILIAM O. BRADLEY, a Senator from the State of Kentucky, 
appeared in his seat to-day. ` 

The Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Our Heavenly Father, Who art making all 
things new, as we enter upon the labors of the new year grant 
unto us, we pray Thee, a new apprehension of Thy divine 
majesty and a renewed sense of our dependence upon Thee. 
For the tasks that await us Thy strength alone can prepare us; 
and in our fresh sorrow Thy grace alone is sufficient for us. 

Make us glad in Thy salvation, we pray Thee, according to 
the days wherein Thou hast afflicted us, and illuminate with 
Thy presence the days wherein we have seen trouble; that Thy 
work may appear unto Thy seryants and Thy glory upon their 
children, And so may our God, who hath loved us and given us 
eternal comfort and good hope through grace, comfort our 
hearts and establish them in every good word and work, And 
unto Thee, Our Father, Who art the God of all grace and com- 
fort, be glory and praise on earth and in Heaven, now and for- 
ever more. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, December 21, 
1909, was read and approved. 


DEATH OF SENATOR ANSELM JOSEPH M LAURIN. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to announce 
to the Senate the death of AxsETAT Josera McLAURIN, a Sena- 
tor in this body from the State of Mississippi, who died at his 
home at Brandon, Miss., on the evening of the 22d of Decem- 
ber last. At some future time I shall ask the Senate to stop 
its usual business and set aside a day that proper tribute of re- 
spect may be paid to his life, character, and public services, 
I now offer the following resolutions, and ask for their adop- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lutions. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Senate resolution 113. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. ANSELM JOSEPH MCLAURIN, late a Senator from the 
State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Mississippi. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the distinguished dead, I move that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 5, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 4, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Once more, Almighty God, our heavenly Father, in the dis- 
pensation of Thy providence are we brought face to face with a 
new year. The past is gone, with its joys and sorrows, hopes 
and disappointments, victories and defeats, leaving us the richer, 
if we are wise, by its experiences. Help us, we beseech Thee, 
with open hearts, clear conceptions, noble aspirations, and high 
ideals to go forward with faith and confidence to whatsoever 
Thou hast in store for us, that we may use the talents, few or 
many, which Thou hast bestowed upon us, that they may in- 
crease to our good and add somewhat to the public weal, seek- 
ing ever to find the best that is in ourselyes and the best that 
is in our fellow-men; that we may lend a helping hand to 
others and glorify Thy holy name, in Christ Jesus our Lord. 
Amen. 

The Journal of Tuesday, December 21, 1909, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, one of its 


clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 


ment bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 
H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organ- 
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ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909. 
H. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the 
appropriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to 
be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 
Senate resolution 113. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 1 sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. ANSELM Josera McLaurix, late a Senator from the 
State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill and joint resolution of the following titles, when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909. 

H. J. Res. 88. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the 
appropriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to 
be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (H. R. 15464) for 
the relief of Austin T. Dickerman was changed from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. Stur, for one week, on account of important business. 
ma Mr. Srmons, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 

y. 

To Mr. Jounson of South Carolina, five days, on account of 
sickness, 

To Mr. McMorran, for ten days. 

To Mr. GL of Maryland, thirty days, on account of sickness. 


INCREASED COST OF LIVING. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, Speaker, in the absence of more im- 
portant business, I ask unanimous consent to address the House 
for thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for thirty minutes, Is there 
objection? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I want to say 
that as there is nothing else for the House to do except to listen 
to the gentleman, I will make no objection. I suppose that 
Members will have to.hear the speech pretty soon if they do not 
hear it to-day. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, early in this first regular 
session of the Sixty-first Congress and before the House enters 
upon the further consideration of the appropriation bills, I beg 
the attention of the House to certain facts and conditions in 
regard to the food supply of the country; facts and conditions 
to which the President has so earnestly referred in the con- 
cluding paragraph of his message. 

But before saying what I desire to say directly upon that 
subject, I ask the House to consider whether our whole method 
of making appropriations can not be and should not be im- 
proved. Without in the least arrogating to myself any superior 
wisdom upon the subject, I ask if it be not true that our general 
course of procedure in making appropriations is radically de- 
fective? I submit that no opportunity is given this House to 
consider the different needs of the nation in their relative im- 
portance to one another; that we have no opportunity to say 
that the income of the Government shall be apportioned to dif- 
ferent objects according to the importance of these objects as 
this House itself may deem just, expedient, and wise. 

If the House of Representatives is losing any of its preroga- 
tive of control over the public purse, is not this largely the 
fault of this House, and have we not substantially lost it by 
falling into a routine course of procedure that is fatal to real 
control of our national expenditure? 

What man of common prudence would proceed as we do in 
spending his income? Even were he resolved to spend it all 
and more, nevertheless he would certainly consult his own 
taste as to how it should be spent. He would hardly appro- 
priate all of his income to certain defined and predestined ob- 
jects, and so leave nothing to meet any of the needs sure to 
arise from monih to month and from day to day. In other 


words, would he not take some account of the relative im- 
portance to himself of the different objects upon which his in- 
come might be expended? 

Now, consider for a moment how we proceed here. There 
are certain fundamental and inevitable needs of the Govern- 
ment which must be provided for, such as the army, the navy, 
pensions, the courts, the civil and legislative lists, the Panama 
Canal, Indian affairs, and others. But how do we do it? Do 
we at any time or in any manner consider the relative im- 
portance of these and of other objects of public expenditures? 
For instance, in deciding upon one battle ship or two or four 
are we given the opportunity to consider the relative importance 
of improving the post-roads of the country? Are we at any 
time given the opportunity to say whether it is relatively more 
advisable to spend ten millions of the Government’s money upon 
the fortification of Pearl Harbor, or to spend the same amount, 
or a part of this amount, upon extending the canalization of the 
Ohio River, or the establishing of 100 new agricultural experi- 
ment stations over the country? 

Take as an example the military appropriation bill. Our 
Committee on Military Affairs receives from the War Depart- 
ment, through the Secretary of the Treasury and the Book of 
Estimates, an estimate of the probable expense of that great 
department for the ensuing fiscal year. That department, with 
an eye solely to the needs of the army, its development along 
modern lines, the need for coast and other defenses, and so 
forth, presses Congress for large and ever larger sums to meet 
what it, wisely enough, considers to be the growing demands of 
the Nation and modern science for military defense and offense. 
These estimates go to our committee and the bill is framed along 
these lines and presented to the House. 

After some hours or some days of what we term “ general 
debate,” not a tithe of which is usually germane to the bill or 
any item of it, the bill, in Committee of the Whole, is con- 
sidered by paragraphs. Every amendment, every vote relates 
simply and alone to whether more or less shall be appropri- 
ated to this or that item; whether powder shall cost 2 cents 
per pound more or less; whether $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 shall 
be spent next year at Subig Bay or somewhere else;. whether 
the pay of men in the ranks shall be increased a dollar a 
month or of the officers $50 a month, until finally the bill 
is agreed upon, reported to the House, and passed; and the 
same process is gone through with every one of these regular 
formal appropriation bills. They have and must of necessity 
have, under our rules, precedence over all other business. The 
consequence is that it is only after all these appropriation bills 
have become laws, and substantially the whole of the income 
of the country is spent, that new measures, other objects of 
national expenditure, yes, of national progress and peaceful 
aggrandizement, can be even so much as considered. And then, 
when Members plead for appropriations for objects which they 
feel to be demanded not only by the people, but by a just 
appreciation of existing conditions, we are met by the stern 
and unanswerable argument that appropriations 
already made equal or exceed the estimated revenues of the 
Government, and we are threatened with a deficit. 

Where—and I would repeat it again—where under this 
method of procedure is there any opportunity offered to this 
House to weigh and consider the relative importance of differ- 
ent objects, to the furtherance of which its Members, or a 
majority of them, might desire to make appropriations? The 
very plan we follow fetters and controls us. The House has 
literally no practical method or device by which it can, in ad- 
yance, or, indeed, at any time during any session of the House, 
apportion in any degree the resources of the Nation to what 
the House itself may consider the highest needs of the Nation. 

The Senate, apprehending the utter unwisdom of this sort of 
helpless submission to estimates and routine, has undertaken 
to devise a plan of escape, a plan which seems inadequate, but 
which nevertheless is a movement in the right direction. At 
the last session, the extra session of the present Congress, the 
Senate provided for a new and immensely important committee, 
known as its Committee on Public Expenditures.” The reso- 
lution creating the new committee defines its duties substan- 
tially as follows: The application of business principles to the 
conduct of the Government; the investigation of the annual 
revenues and expenditures of the Government; the method of 
expenditure, and that it shall make report thereof to the Senate. 
Would it not have been well to have added to the duties of this 
committee some method by which the Senate could survey the 
whole field of national effort and make some sort of relative 
apportionment of the income of the Government to the different 
portions of that field? 

This action on the part of the Senate renders it, I submit, 
imperative on the part of the House, that we shall in some 
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way, whether by a committee or otherwise, devise some plan 
to shake off the shackles of routine and prearranged estimates 
which now give us substantially no opportunity to discuss the 
relative importance of this or that object of national expendi- 
ture. 0 

As a matter of congressional history, I believe it is true that 
at one time the Committees on Ways and Means and on Appro- 
priations together constituted what was known as a “ committee 
on the budget,” and filled some such place and performed some 
such functions as indicated above. But, however that may be, 
there certainly is now no such committee of the House, and sub- 
stantially no opportunity in the House for us to take any wide 
view of our national necessities and our national revenues and 
apportion one to the other. 

That we should raise, and that we should continue to raise, 
revenue by general Jaws, unchanged from year to year, and 
without any regard to proposed expenditures is, under our sys- 
tem, perhaps unayoidable; but that we should expend the whole 
of the vast sums so raised without any regard to what we our- 
selves may deem expedient ought not to be longer endured. 

However worthy or unworthy these suggestions may be of the 
serious consideration of the House, they are but preliminary to 
an appeal which I desire to make before any of the great ap- 
propriation bills are passed; an appeal to Congress to give the 
most careful and earnest consideration to the past and present 
condition, and the probable future condition of the food supply 
of the country, especially as this supply must be obtained from 
the farms of the country, and to consider whether it be not 
possible to meet in some way or to some extent the conditions 
that confront us. 

It is not in any sense as an alarmist that I call attention to 
a fact known more or less accurately to every Member of the 
House, indeed to every head of every family throughout the 
land, that the prices of food products, especially of the products 
deriyed from the farms of the country, have risen and are ris- 
ing out of all proportion to any increase in wages or salaries, 
and to an extent that is bringing actual suffering to many mil- 
lions of our people. 

Great crops usually bring low prices, but to-day, in spite of 
the most abundant crops perhaps the country has ever known, 
the prices of corn, wheat, and other cereals remain exceedingly 
high. The explanation lies very largely in the fact that our 
food supply, raised upon our farms, has not kept pace, rela- 
tively, with our increase in population. 

What is true of all farm products is especially true of the 
great meat staples of the country. The production of cattle, 
hogs, and sheep is in nowise keeping pace with the increase in 
our population. Cattle of the best grade to-day are selling in 
the Chicago market at $9.25 per hundred pounds on the hoof, 
a price unknown within the memory of most of us here, and 
hogs are selling at $8.50. It is certainly in no selfish spirit 
that I cail attention to these prices, for if I can be said to have 
any business since I became a Member of Congress, it is that 
of a feeder of cattle and hogs. But when buyers come to the 
farm and offer the present prices for fattened cattle and hogs, 
I confess that like the boy in the picture, I am “ashamed to 
take the money.” So widely is this information common to the 
people and so much has been said, and well said, about it in 
the magazines, notably a recent article in World’s Work, by 
Mr. J. J. Hill, concerning the falling production of wheat, that 
figures to substantiate it are hardly necessary. At the same 
time some of them relating to our meat supply are interesting 
and striking, and with the favor of the House, I want to call 
attention very briefly and very generally to a few of them. 

Between the census years of 1880, when the population of the 
United States was 50,189,209, to 1900, when the number was 
found to be 76,303,387, the population of the country had in- 
creased 26,114,178, or just about 52 per cent. During that time, 
according to the same authority, the neat cattle of the country, 
other than dairy cows, had increased from 27,232,413 in 1880 to 
85,268,195 in 1900, an increase of 8,035,782, or just about 293 
per cent, thus failing to keep pace with the population by 224 
per cent. 

The milch cows of the country, ultimately used, of course, 
for food, increased from 12,027,000 in 1880 to 16,292,360 in 1900, 
an increase of 4,265,360, or 85 per cent, 17 per cent less than the 
increase in population. 

The hogs in 1880 numbered 49,772,670, and in 1900 they were 
enumerated at 62,868,041, an increase of 13,095,371, or an in- 
crease of 26 per cent, just one-half of the increase in population. 

The sheep in 1880 numbered 42,192,274, and in 1900 they had 
actually fallen to 39,852,967, an actual decrease of over 5 per 
0 or in actual numbers 2,339,107 less than twenty years 
before. 


These figures, as reliable probably as any that are obtainable, 
certainly indicate a condition in our meat supply which, if it 
has continued to the present time, is of startling significance. 
But what was true of the meat supply of the country was sub- 
stantially true of all the rest of the farm products of the coun- 
try, with perhaps two or three exceptions. Notably among 
these exceptions are rice, comparatively little being cultivated 
in 1880, and barley, but little used as food, the production of 
which increased in the twenty-year period under consideration 
by about 172 per cent. 

During these twenty years the acreage of corn increased but 
334 per cent, the acreage of wheat only 11.8 per cent, the acre- 
age of buckwheat actually decreased 224 per cent, and the acre- 
age of potatoes increased 41 per cent. 

In spite of the fact that during these twenty years millions 
of acres of the public domain were taken up as homesteads, 
the cultivated acreage of all of the farm lands of the country 
increased during these twenty years only 454 per cent, and the 
average yield per acre of most of the cultivated land decreased, 
so that Germany to-day produces substantially twice as much 
wheat to the acre as we do and Belgium two and a half times 
as much. 

What is true of the twenty years beginning in the census year 
1880 and ending with the census year of 1900, a period of twenty 
years, is substantially true of the period since the last federal 
census. The population is estimated to have increased about 20 
per cent, but with this increase in population the acreage of 
neither corn, wheat, oats, nor potatoes has kept pace, according 
to calculations made by the Bureau of Statistics. The esti- 
mated number of cattle in the country other than milch cows 
has in no year except 1907 actually equaled the census number 
of 1900. In 1906 the estimated number was three and a half 
million less than in 1900. In 1907 it was, as I have said, about 
980,000 more. In 1908 the number of cattle was more than a 
million less than in 1900, and in 1909 the difference will prob- 
ably reach a million and a half. The figures as to hogs are 
even more startling. The number of hogs in the country, as 
estimated by the Bureau of Statistics, has in no year since the 
census year of 1900 anything like equaled the number that year, 
As against sixty-two and a half million in 1900, the country was 
estimated to contain in 1905 only forty-seven and a half million, 
fifty-two million in 1906, fifty-four and a half million in 1907, 
fifty-six million in 1908, and fifty-four million in 1909. The 
figures from the Cincinnati Price Current, the reports and esti- 
mates of which are recognized as authority throughout the 
country, tell substantially the same story. The number of 
cattle slaughtered at the four principal markets of the country 
have not materially increased since 1900, and the same may be 
said as well of the slaughter of hogs. 

During the same period up to 1906 the exports of beef and 
beef cattle and of hogs and of pork products enormously in- 
creased, but have rapidly fallen since that year. 

Secretary Wilson, in his report for 1909, just issued, at page 
18, in commenting upon the situation, says: 

Since 1900 cattle have probably hardly increased absolutely, while 
population has gained nearly 20 per cent. 

In this connection, however, I desire to point out one circum- 
stance which seems to me of special and somewhat sinister 
significance. From tables compiled especially for me from the 
reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry I find that the num- 
ber of calves received at all of the places in the country where 
cattle are slaughtered and where government inspection is main- 
tained has shown a steady and remarkable increase for all the 
years covered by this report—that is, from 1900 to 1906. 

In 1900 all of the calves received at all of these slaughtering 
points reached a total of 991,321, while in 1906 the number had 
increased to 2,257,012, or the enormous increase of 230 per cent. 
The reasons why this increase in the slaughter of calves strikes 
me as sinister are two. In the first place, I submit that the 
food product of calves may fairly be classed among the luxuries 
of life. Sweetbreads, calf’s liver, loin of veal, and veal cutlet 
do not often appear upon the table of the poor; so it seems to me 
that this enormous increase in the slaughter of calves, in the 
face of no substantial increase in the slaughter of cattle and 
hogs, is a somewhat significant commentary upon the growing 
luxury of those who can afford luxuries. In the second place, 
the increase in the slaughter of calves obviously serves to lessen 
the supply of beef. 

In concluding this brief analysis, let me again refer to the 
illuminating report recently made by Secretary Wilson upon 
this whole subject, a work that adds to the great and ever- 
growing obligation which not only the farmers but the con- 
sumers of this country owe to this splendid public servant, 
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On page 32 of this report, after a careful comparison of the 
relative increase in cost of living between our farm products 
and all other commodities, he concludes: 

It is apparent that there has been a tendency of animals and crops 
of the farm to increase in value per unit at a faster rate than all 
commodities have Increased. 

And again on page 33: 

In wholesale trade, therefore, farm products exceed all other classes 
of commodities in relative increase of price since 1896. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, what are we going to do about it? It is no longer a ques- 
tion of the prosperity of the farmer. Any man who has owned 
a decent farm for the last five years and has not made money 
upon it would seem to have nobody to blame but himself. 
When—in my district—I leave the fertile Scioto Valley, in 
which I was born and live, and go over onto Sunday Creek 
and Monday Creek and the other streams of the Hocking Valley 


among the coal miners, I do not talk to them about the pros- í 


perity of the farmer. It is not in behalf of the farmer alone, 
therefore, that I plead so much as in behalf of the man 
who works for wages, the man who makes from $6 to $12 a 
week, with a family to support; the man who buys less corn 
meal to-day for 20 cents than he bought five years ago for 10; 
the man who has to pay 25 cents a pound to-day for bacon for 
his breakfast or beef for his dinner or, generally, has to go 
without. 

Twenty-five years ago I walked through the Rhine Valley 
and talked to the men who worked in the fields and vine- 
yards and upon the roads, trying to find out something of their 
life and means of subsistence, and I remember well how strange 
and sad it seemed to me to then learn that meat upon the table 
of most of them was reserved for a Sunday luxury. If the 
signs of the times do not fail—if some improvement is not made 
in the production of our farm lands, in the increase of our farm 
products, both animal and vegetable—the time may come when 
similar conditions will exist among us. I am ready to take into 
account all that may be said about the settlement of the range 
lands this side of the Rockies, or of the tendency of our people 
to eat, perhaps, more of cereals and less of meat; but, after all, 
Anglo-Saxon men and women from time immemorial have been 
eaters of meat and should continue to be. 
` What are we going to do about it? Nothing radical, for there 
is no panacea surely for this condition which confronts us. But 
that there are things we may do and ought to do seems to be 
apparent. The public lands of the country are largely taken up. 
“The lure of the land,” about which something interesting, but 
rather fanciful, was written in a recent magazine, can no longer 
be satisfled in this country out of the public domain. The tide 
of immigration is turning backward. Lands to-day are cheaper, 
relatively cheaper according to their actual value, in New York 
than they are in Illinois, Iowa, and Nebraska. The old lands 
of the Eastern States can and must be made more productive. 
Just the other day, as I sat with Secretary Wilson in his office 
talking over this subject, he told me of an instance in the State 
of New York within 6 miles of Ithaca, the seat of the great 
agricultural institution of New York, where land had been 
recently sold for $2 an acre. He told me of an actual case 
there of a man upon a poor, worn-out hill farm on which he had 
raised the year before only 20 bushels of potatoes to the acre, 
and, as the man himself said, none of them large enough for 
market. This farmer was induced by an agent of the Agricul- 
tural Department to try an experiment with his land. The man 
confessed that he had had no new seed except such as was 
raised upon the land itself within his recollection. He was sup- 
plied with seed potatoes at the Government’s expense, and 
thereby induced to cultivate a few acres of potatoes strictly 
according to methods indicated to him by the government em- 
ployee. 

The result was, as Secretary Wilson assured me to be within 
his personal knowledge, that, without the use of any fertilizer 
whatever and simply by improved seed and methods of cultiva- 
tion, the same land that had produced but 20 bushels to the 
acre produced more than 200 bushels to the acre of excellent 
potatoes. Whether there be the slightest exaggeration in this 
story or not it is certainly indicative of what may be done 
throughout the country and of what I know is being done to 
some extent right in my own community at home. 

There is doubtless much ignorance concerning the scientific 
management of their lands prevalent among the farmers in 
many parts of the country. Nor is this remarkable. Where 
have they been able in the past to obtain any real education 
along the lines of their business? How many of them have the 
ordinary agricultural colleges of the country reached in the 
past? Ninety-two per cent of all of the children of this country 
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that go to school neyer get beyond the primary grades. Sub- 
stantially one-half of all of the school children of the country 
are in the schools of the country villages and the cross-roads. 
It is estimated that 94 per cent of these children never go to 
school beyond the primary grades. They are the sons and 
daughters of small farmers, of tenants, and of farm laborers. 
Many or most of them look forward necessarily to a life in the 
country and to work on the farm; and yet, from the time they 
are taught their A B C’s until after five or six years of school- 
ing they quit the primary schools and go to work, not one of 
them, either boy or girl, has received a particle of education 
especially designed to fit him or her for life in the country. 
Nothing has been taught the girls instructing them in the matter 
of housekeeping and farm life. No one has taught them how to 
make the home and dooryard and their life in the country more 
attractive. Not a thing taught the boys about the nature of 
soils or improved methods of cultivation. In other words, they 
leave school as ignorant as when they enter, so far as what 
they have learned there is concerned, of all that pertains to the 
life upon which they are about to enter and which they are to 
pursue. 

This whole question resolves itself into the problem of keep- 
ing enterprising, intelligent, progressive men and women in the 
country and on the farms. Yet when we plead here for a great 
and widespread extension of the work of that branch of the 
Agricultural Department known as the “ Office of Roads,” when 
we plead for a great multiplication of experiment stations, and 
for more general activity along all the lines pursued in the 
Agricultural Department which have proven locally so effica- 
cious, we are met by the insistence that the revenues of the 
Government have been otherwise expended and do not permit 
increased appropriations for these purposes. 

Those in the House who are profoundly interested in this 
question and who believe that battle ships and coast defenses 
and increased armaments and “all the pomp and panoply of 
glorious war” are not more important than the bread and meat 
that feed the men who toil turn to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and ask the members of that committee to stand firm and 
to demand money for these purposes with both hands. Let the 
Appropriation Committee and the Committee on Military and 
Naval Affairs and all the other committees of the House deal- 
ing with appropriations understand that if the Committee on 
Agriculture comes into the House seeking very greatly increased 
appropriations for demonstrative and experimental road work 
all over the country, for the improvement of the post-roads of 
the country under the Constitution; if they come asking for 
experiment stations and government farms and instructors in 
every congressional district; if they come asking increased ap- 
propriations for education strictly along agricultural lines; if 
they come with any intelligent plans by which country and 
farm life can be made more attractive to enterprising, intelli- 
gent men and women, the productiveness of the land enhanced, 
and the food supply of the country increased, they will meet 
with the hearty approbation and be sustained by the over- 
whelming majority of this House. 

We already know that under the leadership of the President 
the various departments have cut down their total estimates this 
year by over $40,000,000; but the time is not ripe for any de- 
crease in the Department of Agriculture; rather let every other 
department yield something in the present crisis to the various 
bureaus of that department. 

England is in the midst of a political struggle of tremendous 
import. I believe and hope that struggle will end in the triumph 
of the Liberal party and the realization of a scheme of taxation 
the most essentially democratic the world has ever seen. In 
his great speech supporting his epoch-making bill the chancellor 
of the exchequer, the son of an obscure Welsh clergyman, Mr, 
Lloyd George, used this language: 

Can the whole subject of further social reform be postponed until 
the increasing demands made upon the national exchequer by the 
pone of armaments have ceased? * * + Is it fair, is it just, is 
t humane, is it honorable, is it safe to subject such a multitude of our 
poor fellow-countrymen and countrywomen to continued endurance of 

hese miseries until the nations have learned enough wisdom not to 
squander their resources on huge machines for the destruction of 
human life? 

With propriety the same question may be asked of us. In 
face of the fact that food production upon the farms in this 
country is rapidly falling behind the proportionate increase in 
our population, what has Congress doné? 

In a powerful speech delivered by Mr. Tawney, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, at Chicago last May, en- 
titled The Cost of Armed Peace,” I find the following para- 
graph concerning the revenues of the current fiscal year: 

Therefore we have expended this fiscal year on account of preparation 
for war 41 per cent of all our revenues, and on account of wars past 31 
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per cent of all our revenues, or a total expenditure of 72 per cent of 
null the revenues thus far collected during the current fiscal year on 
account of wars it is said we are preparing to ayoid and wars which 
we have had in the past. 

Last year Congress appropriated to the army and to the 
navy and to military pensions a total of $385,000,000, or 673 
per cent of our total revenue, and we appropriated to our great 
Department of Agriculture $13,000,000, or about 2 per cent of 
our revenues! I am not criticising the wisdom of any item of 
these appropriations, certainly not that of pensions to our 
soldiers and sailors, but I do submit that the daily bread and 
meat of the men and women who toil, of the very soldiers and 
soldiers’ widows and children, dependent upon their little pen- 
sions, are at least as important as coast defenses and battle 
ships. Let no one imagine that this is but an appeal to the 
voters of my district or of any district or any State. So far 
as it is an appeal, it is to our Committee on Agriculture, that 
they demand a greater share of the public revenues, to be spent 
in an earnest, widespread, and generous effort to improve con- 
ditions, so justly alarming; an appeal to this House to see 
to it that it has some real and potent influence in determining 
the relative importance of the various objects to which we 
shall make appropriations, and to demand, if need be, by a 
struggle all along the line, that enough shall be left, when other 
objects are provided for, to inaugurate upon a new scale of 
generosity and true statesmanship a new crusade against the 
further impoverishment of our soil, against the further im- 
pairment of our natural resources, against the steady, sad, and 
threatening increase in the price of the necessaries of life. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, no greater responsibility rests 
upon Members of Congress than the duty imposed upon them of 
appropriating the revenues derived from taxes collected from 
the people to pay government expenses. Our first duty is to fix 
our expenses at the lowest possible figure consistent with the 
necessities for good government. Our second duty is to provide 
a means of raising the necessary revenue to meet our expendi- 
tures. Our third duty is to keep our appropriations within the 
revenue collected. In the performance of these duties Congress 
has made a miserable failure. Expenses have been allowed to 
pile up almost beyond calculation, and as yet no means have 
been provided to raise revenue sufficient to meet the expenses, 
and there is still a large deficit in the Government Treasury 
amounting to many millions of dollars, 

I feel that I would not be true to the interests of the 300,000 
people I represent if I did not raise my voice in protest against 
the continuance of this reign of extravagance that has per- 
meated every branch of our Government. Our expenditures 
have grown with marvelous rapidity until we are now expend- 
ing over a billion dollars a year, while only a few years ago half 
that amount was sufficient to meet all our annual expenses. Is 
it any wonder there comes from all parts of the country a uni- 
versal demand for retrenchment and reform? Have our con- 
stituents not a right to demand relief from the excessive 
burdens of taxation unnecessarily imposed upon them? For 
years Congress has been creating an enormous debt upon the 
people, and unless extravagance is stopped direct taxation may 
be necessary. 

To show how appropriations have increased, I call your at- 
tention to the fact that in 1890 the total appropriations for all 
purposes were only $340,000,000. From that time on they in- 
creased with leaps and bounds, and in the year 1900 they 
amounted to the enormous sum of $600,000,000. From that time 
on, year after year, they have increased beyond all reason, until 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, they amounted to the 
tremendous sum of $1,044,014,298.23. But you say it is natural 
that expenditures should increase in view of the fact that our 
population has increased, and that the greater the population 
the greater the expenditures. This is true, but it is also true 
that the increase in expenditures has not been in proportion to 
the increase in our population, Take the year 1890, when our 
total expenses were $340,000,000, the population was 62,947,714, 
and the per capita cost of administering government affairs 
was therefore less than $6. In 1900 the aggregate appropria- 
tions were $600,000,000 and the population at that time was 
75,094,575, Therefore the per capita cost of running the Gov- 
ernment was $8, an increase of 25 per cent over the year 1890. 
In 1910 the appropriations as fixed by the estimates of the 
various departments will amount to the sum of $1,103,387,508.01, 
and with a population according to the census estimates of 
about 89,000,000, the per capita cost of maintaining the Govern- 


ment will be $12.40, an increase of more than 50 per cent over 
1900 and more than 100 per cent over 1890. In other words, 
the population has increased about 40 per cent since 1890 and 
the expenditures have increased more than 100 per cent. Ex- 
travagance and waste permeate everywhere through the fed- 
eral service, and Congress has been voting away the people's 
money until we have reached a point where the revenues are 
not sufficient to meet our enormous expenditures, and as a 
result we are facing a deficit in the Government Treasury, and 
the new tariff bill is inadequate to make good this deficit. 

Mr. Speaker, two years ago, during the first session of the 
Sixtieth Congress, I did all I could to check the extravagance 
and wasteful expenditure of the people’s money. During that 
session, and over my protest, you created 10,682 new offices, and 
the raise of salaries, together with the salaries of the new offi- 
cers, amounted to the gigantic sum of $21,183,250. In other 
words, you increased the salary expense of the Government this 
amount, and while you were doing so I asserted that such ex- 
travagance would bankrupt the Government Treasury; but I 
was met with the argument that this was a rich and powerful 
nation, with unlimited resources, and that our revenues would 
be ample and sufiicient to meet and justify such expenditures. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I again call the attention of the House to 
the fact that my prediction came true, and in less than one 
year following my statement there was a deficit in the Govern- 
ment Treasury amounting to nearly $100,000,000, and notwith- 
standing this fact, one year ago, during the second session of 
the Sixtieth Congress, you again added to the government salary 
account by creating 3,877 new offices and again raised salaries 
until the salaries of the new officers, together with the raise of 
salaries, amounted to the sum of §$7,S07,039.50. Is it any 
wonder the people are groaning under the burdens of taxation 
you are piling upon them and have exhausted their patience in 
waiting for relief? Extravagance ramifies through every de- 
partment of government service in Washington, and there is 
a great opportunity for retrenchment all along the line. 

Let us look for one moment into the cost of maintaining the 
executive department of our Government. In what I shall say 
about this department do not understand that I am criticising 
the President, for I am not. He is accepting and using nothing, 
so far as I know, that he is not legally entitled to, but I con- 
tend the expenses of that department are beyond all reason and 
should be greatly reduced. The following statement of appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, shows the 
enormous expense attached to the White House: 


Salary and allowances of the President, taken from the appropriation 
bills for 1909. 


Traveling expenses 
For vehicles, stables, etc _- 
For additional improvements to White House. 
For furnishings, peries, e 

For care of 5 

Fuel for Whi 


Total for executive department for one year 829, 420 


Now, Mr. Speaker, deduct from the above total the sum of 
$40,000 used for building the addition to the White House, 
which will not be an annual expense in the future, and you have 
the sum of $289,420 it costs annually to maintain this depart- 
ment. No nation in the world appropriates half this amount 
for the use of its chief executive, and it is a serious object les- 
son to the other departments of our Government for the Execu- 
tive Department to set such an example. Let us analyze briefly 
some of the appropriations for this department: To begin with. 
the President's salary should not have been increased from 
$50,000 to $75,000 a year. Remember this salary is practically 
net income to the President, as he is furnished by the Govern- 
ment with everything he uses except what he eats and wears, 
and a portion of that is given him. A President with practi- 
cally no expense, who could not and would not save from an 
income of $50,000 a year a sufficient sum to live in ease the 
balance of his days, in my judgment, does not have sufficient 
business capacity to direct the affairs of this great Nation, 
Hence, I say it was a great mistake to lay an additional burden 
upon the people by increasing the President’s salary from 
$50,000 to $75,000 per year. Then take the item of $35,000 a 
year for horses, vehicles, and so forth, and let us see, if we can, 
how this yast sum is expended. As I understand, President 
Taft prefers an automobile to horses and carriages and has 
discarded horses altogether and uses an automobile. 
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I saw an advertisement in a newspaper some time ago saying 
that the President had bought a new “ White steamer” auto- 
mobile, and that the manufacturers were prepared to furnish 
duplicates of the President’s machine for $4,000. As we all 
know, the President does not use this machine in touring the 
country, but uses it occasionally on the asphalt streets of Wash- 
ington, and with such use the cost of maintenance would not 
exceed $500 per year; but suppose it should reach $1,000 per 
year, this would make the automobile and repairs cost $5,000, 
I would then ask, Mr. Speaker, what is done each year with the 
balance of the appropriation, amounting to $30,000? Then take 
the cost of keeping up the greenhouse. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I want it kept up and maintained in excellent condition, 
and I want the President to have all the flowers he can pos- 
sibly use, and I am willing to vote for an appropriation suffi- 
cient to do this, but it does not require an expert accountant 
nor a great statesman nor a business man of wide experience to 
know that an appropriation of $9,000 is about three times too 
much for this purpose. More than $3,000 could not possibly be 
expended in caring for the greenhouse unless it was absolutely 
wasted. Mr. Speaker, I have gone over the expenditures of the 
Executive Department very carefully, and I am willing to risk 
my reputation as a practical business man when I make the 
statement that the appropriations for this department can be 
reduced at least $75,000 per year without depriving the Presi- 
dent of any of the comforts or luxuries which properly belong 
to the White House. 


We should not forget that these expenses are kept up by taxes 
collected from the people, and that the major portion of it is 
paid by men who earn their bread by the sweat of their faces. 
Under our system of indirect taxation the common laborer who 
earns $1.50 per day and who supports a family of four or five 
pays more toward running the expenses of the Government than 
the millionaire, who is too proud to raise a family and has no 
children to feed and clothe. This is an outrage, but since it is 
true, we should see that our expenses are reduced to the min- 
imum in order that the plain people may have a chance to live. 
Just think of it! A laboring man earning the average wage of 
$1.50 per day would have to work every working day in the year 
for twenty years to earn enough money to keep the President in 
flowers for a single year, and if he began when he was 25 years 
of age and would live to be 100 years old and worked every 
working day during the seventy-five years, he would not receive 
enough wages to keep the President in automobiles for a single 
year. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is true of the executive department 
is also true of all the other branches of the government service. 
There are thousands of government employees in Washington 
to-day, in the various departments, who are objects of pity. 
While it is true they are on the pay roll at handsome salaries, 
it is also true they have practically nothing to do, and I think 
the most miserable man in the world is the idle man. There- 
fore I say they are objects of pity, as well as the men who are 
taxed to death to keep up this useless expense. All the depart- 
ments are crowded with incompetents—that is, men who have 
grown old and are no longer able to do the work; but, of course, 
there is a sentimental objection to putting them out and 
putting competents in their places. Now the proposition is ad- 
vanced to retire them on a pension, but I can not see the justice 
in doing so. They have held positions for many years at a 
salary possibly greater than they could have earned elsewhere, 
and if they have neglected laying aside a part of their earnings 
for a rainy day, that is no fault of the Government and is no 
argument in favor of placing them on a pension list. While I 
sympathize with them, I also have sympathy for the poor people 
of the country who have received less wages than government 
employees and who have been excessively taxed in years gone 
by to pay the salaries of those who failed to save a portion of 
their earnings. 

Mr. Speaker, no business institution of our country would last 
thirty days if it were run on the same basis and with the same 
methods used in the conduct of governmental affairs. Under 
the proper system our departments could be run for one-half 
what they are costing to-day. The salary force should be re- 
duced to the needs of the departments, incompetents should be 
weeded out, and men should not be given places because they 
were ward politicians and had rendered some service to the 
party in power. Usually the dumping ground for those who 
have rendered political service has been in the detective service. 
Just a few years ago a few hundred men were employed in the 
government detective service, but now the number on the pay 
roll runs into the thousands. Recently our appropriation bills, 
as shown by the distinguished head of the Appropriation Com- 


mittee [Mr. Tawney], has carried allowances for detective serv- 
ice as follows: 

Appropriations for government detectives. 
Post-office detectives 


ction detectives 
detectives 


Pure- 


Total appropriation for deteetives 7, 126, 000 


Think of it, Mr. Speaker, $7,126,000 of the people's money 
Spent in the detective service, and outside of the benefits de- 
rived from the meat and pure-food inspectors, the balance of the 
service amounts to but very little. Over a million dollars paid 
to the post-office detectives each year, and we have no record of 
their having discovered or detected anything that resulted in 
any great benefit to the Government. Under civil-service rules 
a postmaster is not permitted to take active part in politics, yet 
everybody knows his appointment was probably due to his activ- 
ity in politics and he was recommended for the place because 
the Congressman naming him believed he could render valuable 
political service when the time came for his reelection. But 
notwithstanding this common knowledge, no post-office detective 
has yet ever been able to detect a single postmaster who takes 
any part in politics. So far as I am concerned I do not care 
how much part a postmaster takes in politics, but I do not want 
to see a million dollars of the people's money absolutely wasted. 
We have been paying $200,000 a year to custom-fraud detectives, 
but they failed to detect the sugar trust robbing the Government 
of nearly $3,000,000, and had it not been for some of the em- 
ployees of the sugar trust we would know nothing about it now. 
We are paying $500,000 a year to government land detectives, 
and all they have ever sayed the Government would not buy 
enough land at $2 per acre to bury a mule. It seems to me the 
biggest joke of all is the fact that we pay $250,000 a year to 
the antitrust detectives, and up to this time they have not been 
able to discover a single trust. Then we pay $380,000 a year to 
pension detectives, who seldom ever detect anything of impor- 
tance to the Pension Bureau. How much better it would be to 
pay this yast sum of money to the ex-soldiers in the way of in- 
creased pensions. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, the enormous expense of the detective force 
is an outrage and a burden on the people and should be re- 
formed. There are single bureaus voted more money each year 
than it used to take to run the Government. The Forestry 
Bureau alone is spending $4,000,000 a year, and insists on larger 
appropriations, If the appropriation of $4,000,000 a year for 
this bureau should be continued and it makes the same progress 
in the future it has made in the past, it will not grow enough 
timber in the next one hundred years to make a wooden leg 
for a lame duck. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the cost of our army and 
navy. A few years ago we were appropriating $24,000,000 a 
year for the nayy, but during the past few years it has in- 
creased until last year we appropriated the enormous sum of 
$136,935,199, and the army appropriations jumped from $24,- 
206,471 in 1891 to $101,197,470 in 1909. This shows that in a 
time of profound peace the Government is expending on the 
army and navy about six times as much as it expended but a 
few years ago. I believe, Mr. Speaker, there is more extraya- 
gance and waste in the army and navy than in any other de- 
partments of our Goyernment. It is enough to bankrupt any 
government in the world to spend $238,132,699 each year for 
the maintenance of its army and navy, and that too in a time 
of peace. I agree with my staunch Republican friend on the 
other side of the House [Mr. Tawney], who has said: 

If political influence could be eliminated from consideration the 
problem of reducing the expenses of the army and navy would be 
greatly simplified. he cloven hoof of politics is in evidence in the 
establishment and maintainance of navy-yards and army posts for the 
political benefit of Senators and Representatives without regard to: the 
needs of the public service. 

I believe Mr. Tawney is right and Congress should at once 
proceed to abolish all army posts established for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the appropriations for all purposes 
can be reduced at least $100,000,000 a year without impairing 
any part of our government service. Believing this, I shall 
vote against any and all appropriations during this session of 
Congress which I believe to be excessive and beyond what is 
actually required for the needs of Government. What we want 
is a business administration of public affairs, and the question 
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of appropriations is a business proposition that deserves and 
needs the consideration of business men, 
I think sometimes what we need in Congress to-day is a few 


more practical business men and a few less lawyers. I know it 
is important that we have good lawyers in the House, and I am 
sure you are all good lawyers, but about nine times out of ten, 
unfortunately, a good lawyer is a poor business man. However, 
Jet that be as it may, it is our duty to work together for the 
most economical administration of governmental affairs con- 
sistent with good service. 

Let us not forget that we are spending the people’s money, 
taken from them by indirect taxation, and the cost of govern- 
ment at this time is $12.40 for every man, woman, and child in 
the country. Remember there are millions of men in the United 
States to-day who are supporting a family of five on an average 
wage of $9 per week and are now compelled to give up $62 of 
their earnings each year for the support of the Government. 
This is a tremendous burden on all those who work for wages, 
especially at a time when the cost of living is soaring higher 
and higher and the average man is having a hard time to make 
both ends meet. Let us make their burdens lighter by eliminat- 
ing graft, extravagance, and waste in the administration of 
governmental affairs, and when this is done our appropriations 
will be greatly reduced. [Loud applause.] 

DEATH OF SENATOR M'LAURIN. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, the House has been advised by 
a resolution of the Senate, communicated to this body, of the 
recent death of Hon. ANSELM JOSEPH McLaurin, late a Senator 
from the State of Mississippi. At a future time 1 shall ask 
that a day be set aside in order that the House may pay 
proper tribute to his memory. In the meantime I offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 191. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ANSELM JOSEPH McLaurin, a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased Senator. 

3 That as a er mark of respect the House do now 
adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tions. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending legislation affecting the selection of the site for the 
public building at Ansonia, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 463)—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to 
be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
statement of operations in the Washington-Alaska cable and 
telegraph system (H. Doc. No. 464)—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
report on the extension, etc., of the military and cable system of 
Alaska (H. Doc. No. 465)—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
an estimate to supply deficiencies in appropriations for public 
buildings (H. Doc. No. 450)—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for Treasury Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1910 (H. Doc. No. 433)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the assistant treasurer at New 
York, submitting recommendation of estimates of appropria- 
tion for employees (H. Doc. No. 452)—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, 
submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for expenses 
in the Bureau of Chemistry (H. Doc. No. 451)—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a recom- 
mendation for amendment of estimate for incidental expenses, 
Isthmian Canal (H. Doc. No. 453)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Rainy River, Minnesota (H. Doc. No. 455)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
report of expenditures and fabrication of war material at 
Springfield and Rock Island arsenals (H. Doc. No. 462)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting statement of the detailed expenses of the Reyenue-Cut- 
ter Service (H. Doc. No. 460)—to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Public Printer, transmitting a report of 
the expenditures for travel of officers and employees of his office 
for the fiscal year 1908-9 (H. Doc. No. 461)—to the Committee 
on Printing and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriations to pay awards of the 
Spanish Treaty Claims Commission (H. Doc. No. 486)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for employ- 
ment of district agents, Five Civilized Tribes (H. Doc. No. 
435)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed.’ . 

15. & letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims 
(H. Doc. No. 437) —to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, re- 
questing that provision be incorporated in the urgent deficiency 
bill modifying certain legislation in sundry civil bill of 1909 
(H. Doc. No. 447)—to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting a recommendation as to paving the streets adjacent 
to the Creek national capitol at Okmulgee, Okla. (H. Doc. No. 
459)—to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

18. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of State sub- 
mitting explanations as to an estimate of appropriation for 
foreign intercourse (H. Doc. No. 458)—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a recommendation as to the delegation of authority to 
sign certain papers (H. Doc. No. 457)—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department and ordered to be 
printed. 

20. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of im- 
provements of Young Doctor, on Waada Island, Washington 
(H. Doc. No. 456)—to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copies of franchises granted by the executive council of Porto 
Rico (H. Doc. No. 469)—to the Committee on Insular Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
a recommendation for relief of John W. Stockett (H. Doc. No. 
467)—to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
recommendation of authorization of repairs to certain naval 
vessels (H. Doc. No. 471)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for rifles for the Marine Corps 
(H. Doc. No. 470)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Pearl River, Mississippi (H. Doc. No. 468)—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

26. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for laborer in 
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office of Secretary of the Navy (H. Doc. No, 434)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting estimate of appropriation for Military Academy (H. 
Doc. No, 438)—to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting items for inclusion in the general deficiency bill 
(H. Doc. No. 448)—to the Committee on Appropriaions and or- 
dered to be printed. 

29, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the War Department, fiscal 
year 1910 (H. Doc. No. 479)—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

80. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for reimbursement of 
money erroneously charged John Sullivan (H. Doc. No. 444)— 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

31. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the Marine Corps, fiscal 
year 1910 (H. Doc. No. 442)—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

82. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for improvement and 
extension of the heating system of the department to the Pen- 
sion Office (H. Doc. No. 443) —to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

83, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for completion of fence 
on the bison range, Montana (H. Doc. No. 440)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Librarian of Congress sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for additional assistants 
(H. Doc. No. 441)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

35. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for relief of Maj. 
Henry G. Cole (H. Doc. No. 446)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

36. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for installation of an 
ice machine in the department (H. Doc. No. 489)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

37. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an item for inclusion in the general deficiency bill 
(H. Doe. No, 454)—to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

38. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriations for inclusion in the de- 
ficiency bill (H. Doc. No. 449)—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

89. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
reports as to delinquencies in rendering accounts or payment of 
balances by officers in the department (H. Doc. No. 466)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

40. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Henry J. Kinzel against The United States (H. Doc. No. 473) — 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

41. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of John B. Harrelson, administrator of estate of Nathan E. Har- 
relson, against The United States (H. Doc. No. 472)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported 
in lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 16311) granting pensions and in- 


erease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil | 


war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 49), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 548) granting an increase of pension to Chaun- 
cey R. Lathrop—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4638) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael J. Meehan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 8603) granting an increase of pension to Bert 
O. Brown—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9442) granting a pension to Elbert W. Mc- 
Laughlin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12097) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
B. R. Tubbs—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13932) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Dolan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16091) granting a pension to Lizzie M. O’Sulli- 
yan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. j ; 

A bill (H. R. 16125) granting a pension to Jerome De 
Vriendt—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1164) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pitcher and Alex Hayford and Samuel Otis and George B. Fer- 
gusson—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12628) for the relief of John Pinion—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

A bill (H. R. 14078) for the relief of George W. Leonard— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14293) for the relief of Thomas J. Hooper, ad- 
ministrator of James Hooper, deceased—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 14806) for the relief of Arren Bray—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15083) for the relief of Thomas W. Jordan— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15990) for the relief of George D. Blakey—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 14249) granting an increase of pension to Mi- 
nerya I. Sikes—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

A bill (H. R. 15455) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Franklin—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15535) for the reinstatement of Lieut. Col. 
Constantine Marrast Perkins to the active list of the Marine 
Corps—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 15923) granting a pension to Mary Kleiber—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-- 


rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 16311) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sallors—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. MANN: A Dill (H. R. 16312) to amend acts entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
acts amendatory thereof, and “An act to further regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the States,” approved 
February 19, 1903, and acts amendatory thereof, to create a 
bureau of transportation, make additional regulations of inter- 
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state and foreign commerce, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 16313) to prevent depositing 
in the United States mails advertisements to procure divorces— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16314) prescribing rates of postage on 
advertisements of fortune tellers, palmists, clairvoyants, and 
spiritualists, and providing punishment for violations thereof— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16315) to amend the act approved April 
28, 1904, in relation to the United States mails—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16816) to prohibit the exposing of certain 
deadly weapons by dealers therein in the District of Columbia 
in such manner that they may be exposed to the public view 
from the exterior of the building or buildings in which such 
weapons are located, and providing a penalty—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 16317) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad siding to the United States navy-yard, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16318) for 
the relief of the Kentucky drafted men—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 16319) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Attleboro, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16320) providing for a site for a public 
building at Provincetown, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 16321) for the erection of a 
public building at Morris, III.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 16322) to pro- 
vide local rates of postage on parcels on rural routes emanat- 
ing from the same post-office or station—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16323) to rectify 
the boundary line of Rock Creek Park—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16324) to authorize the extension of Park 
place NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 16825) to provide for the extension of 
Kenyon street from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street, 
and for the extension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street 
to Irving street, in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16326) to authorize the extension of Far- 
ragut street NW. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch 
road, and Iowa avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth 
streets—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16327) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to accept donations of money and 
land for the establishment of a branch library in the District 
of Columbia, to establish a commission to supervise the erec- 
tion of a branch library building in said District, and to pro- 
vide for the suitable maintenance of said branch—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16328) for the extension of Franklin 
street NE. from its present eastern terminus east of Twenty- 
fourth street to the Bladensburg road—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16329) to provide for the extension of 
Newton place NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia 
avenue, and to connect Newton place in Gass subdivision with 
Newton place in Whitney Close subdivision—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16330) to authorize the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia to adopt the system of designating land 
in the District of Columbia now in force in the office of the 
assessor of said District—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16331) to acquire land in the vicinity of 
the Connecticut Avenue Bridge for the extension of certain 
streets—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16332) to provide for the condemnation 
of streets or parts of streets under the plan for the permanent 
system of highways for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16333) to prohibit the unauthorized sale 
or exhibition of insignia of the Metropolitan police department 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16334) for the widening of Sixteenth 
street NW. at Piney Branch, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16335) regulating the purchase, sale, loan, 
exchange, gift, borrowing, or receiving deadly or dangerous 
weapons in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16336) authorizing certain changes in the 
plan for the permanent system of highways for that portion of 
the District of Columbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north 
of Klingle road, east of Connecticut avenue, and south of Elli- 
cott street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16337) prohibiting corporations to do busi- 
ness in the District of Columbia under a name similar to an- 
other corporation doing business therein—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16338) to amend an act entitled “An act 
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to aban- 
don or willfully neglect to provide for the support and mainte- 
nance by any person of his wife or of his or her minor children 
in destitute or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 
1906—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 16339) to authorize the 
State of Oregon to select lieu school lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16340) for the relief of 
registers and receivers of the United States land offices in the 
State of Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 16841) for the purchase 
of a site and erection of a post-office building in the city of 
Newcastle, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 16342) to amend section 
876 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16343) to authorize the recovery of the 
value of unlawful rebates and discriminations, and penalty 
therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16344) to revise and amend the United 
States statutes relating to the commitment of United States 
prisoners to reformatories of States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16345) for the establishment of a naval 
volunteer force of seamen and for the government of the 
same—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16346) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved January 21, 1903—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16347) to provide for a national military 
park commission—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16348) for the encouragement of the mer- 
chant marine of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16349) to allow the sale of fermented malt 
or fruit beverages on army transports and in post exchanges 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of War—t? 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16350) to authorize the President to con- 
fer brevet rank on certain officers of the United States Army 
for gallant services in the war with Spain and subsequent in- 
surrections in the Philippines—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16351) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Orange, N. J.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16352) to amend section 653 of the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia relative to assessment life 
insurance companies or associations—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 16353) for the construction of 
an interstate inland waterway, and appropriating $300,000 
therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16354) to 
provide for the distribution of the reports of the United States 
circuit courts of appeals and of the United States circuit and 
district courts to certain officers of the United States, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16355) to provide for 
the purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a public 
building for the United States post-office at Ennis, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 16356) to authorize 
additional aids to navigation in the Light-House Establish- 
ment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 16357) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building at Buffalo, Wyo.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16358) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Basin, Wyo.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 16359) authorizing a 
survey of Bayou Grosse Tete, in Louisiana—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 16360) to 
regulate corporations engaging in interstate and foreign com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TALBOT: A bill (H. R. 16361) to incorporate the 
East Washington Suburban Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16362) 
to promote the American merchant marine in foreign trade 
and the national defense, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 16363) to promote the erec- 
tion of a memorial in conjunction with a Perry’s Victory Cen- 
tennial and Exposition on Put in Bay Island during the year 
1913, in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the battle of Lake Erie—to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16364) to amend in part 
section 658 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16365) to provide for the giving of bail 
in certain cases in the United States courts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 16366) to establish a life-saving 
station at or near Sea Gate, New York Harbor, New York—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16367) to repeal section 
860 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 16368) granting pensions 
to certain persons on account of military and naval service 
rendered to the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 16369) for the purchase of a 
site for a federal building for the United States post-office at 
Glendive, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

‘ Also, a bill (H. R. 16370) for the purchase of a site for a fed- 

eral building for the United States post-office and land office at 
Kalispell, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16371) appropriating money for the es- 
tablishment of additional mine rescue and experiment sta- 
tions—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16372) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved 
March 3, 1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 16373) for the erection of a 
public building at North Attleboro, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 16374) to provide for 
the purchase of ground for and the erection of a public building 
for an immigration station, on a site to be selected for said sta- 
tion, in the city of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 16375) to refund the cotton 
tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16376) to prohibit the collection of a rey- 
enue tax, or the granting of other authority permitting or 
authorizing the sale or giving away of foreign or domestic dis- 
tilled spirits, intoxicating liquors, wines, or any compound 
thereof in any district or territory of any of the several States 
or Territories of the United States of America where the sale 
or giving away of such foreign or domestic distilled spirits, 
intoxicating liquors, wines, or any compound thereof are pro- 
hibited by the laws of said States or Territories, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16377) providing for the use of $3,000,000 
of the money that would otherwise become a part of the recla- 
mation fund for the drainage of certain lands in Arkansas and 
Missouri, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16378) to prevent the use of the mails, the 
telegraph or telephone lines, and the railroads, by any company, 
corporation, etc., for purposes of interstate or foreign com- 
merce where the aggregate value represented by their stocks, 
bonds, etc., exceeds the aggregate physical value of the property 


and the reasonable value of the business, privilege, or franchise 
that they are issued to represent the value of, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16379) fixing the date for the assembling 
of the Congress—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 16880) authorizing the con- 
struction of necessary improvements at the Yerba Buena light- 
house depot, California—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16381) to permit shipments to the island 
of Guam on vessels of the United States Army transport serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 16382) to amend the act 
of February 19, 1909, providing for homestead entries of 320 
acres in the States of Colorado, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, and the Territories of Ari- 
zona and New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16383) providing for second homestead 
entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 16384) making appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Missouri River from the mouth 
of Kaw River, in the State of Kansas, to the northwest corner 
5 the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16385) to extend the pro- 
visions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, to the surviving officers and enlisted men 
of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth regiments of Kansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 16386) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Conrad Weiser—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 16387) to purchase a painting 
of the battle of Gettysburg—to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16388) to 
authorize the Monongahela Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Monongahela River between Fayette and 
Greene counties, Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolution (H. Res. 192) amending the 
rules of the House—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 100) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States respecting the 
succession to the Presidency in certain cases—to the Committee 


on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 


Congress. é 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Concurrent resolution (H. C. 
Res. 27) providing for an investigation of the increase of prices 
of commodities, including the increased cost of liying—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Memorial of the legislature of Connecticut 
concerning protection of American citizens in foreign coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

33 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 16389) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16390) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Webber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16391) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William R. Hendricks—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16392) granting an increase of pension to 
B. F. Lockhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16393) granting a pension to John W. 
Hart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16394) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16395) granting a pension to C. H. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16396) for the relief of Thomas 
Kennedy, executor of the estate of Margaret Kennedy, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 16397) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Baker Woodruff—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 


1910. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16398) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16399) granting an increase of pension to 
Erwin M. Harley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16400) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16401) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gessner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16402) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert B. Cayalier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16403) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16404) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Tozzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16405) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. Hamilton, jr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16406) granting a pension to Estella 
Rearick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16407) to correct the military record of 
Charles Beach—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 16408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. O’Connor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 16409) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Cunningham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16410) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael S. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 16411) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William L. Jordan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16412) granting a pension to Sylvanus 
Bridget—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 16413) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Sondag—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16414) granting a pension to Henry S. 
Weir—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 16415) granting a pension to 
Lewis R. Montague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16416) granting a pension to Robert T. 
Parkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 16417) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. O’Donnell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16418) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sylvester Ruark—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16419) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Kibby—to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16420) granting an increase of pension to 
Comadore P. McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16421) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Brammer—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16422) granting an increase of pension to 
William McGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16423) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also,-a bill (H, R. 16424) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Karrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16425) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16426) granting an increase of pension to 
John Clinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16427) granting an increase of pension to 
Alwilda Wheeler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16428) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Haywood—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16429) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie M. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16430) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Reiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16431) granting an increase of pension to 
John Travis, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16432) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16433) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16434) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16435) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16436) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Fultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16437) granting an increase of pension to 
George Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16488) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Dysard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16439) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16440) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16441) granting an increase of pension to 
McCager S. Gee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16442) granting an increase of pension to 
George Mauley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16443) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16444) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16445) granting a pension to Edward 
Shields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16446) granting a pension to Amanda J. 
Kemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16447) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16448) granting a pension to David H. 
Teager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16449) granting a pension to W. M. At- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16450) granting a pension to James 
Shannon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16451) granting a pension to William 
Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16452) granting a pension to William 
Pigg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16453) granting a pension to Nancy 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 16454) granting a pension to Lorenso D. 
McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16455) granting a pension to Elza Ball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16456) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16457) granting a pension to Eliza Flana- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. / 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16458) granting a pension to G. 8. 
Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16459) granting a pension to R. T. Himes— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16460) granting a pension to Albert 
Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16461) granting a pension to Emma 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16462) granting a pension to William F. 
Mobley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 16463) granting a pension to Carolina 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16464) granting a pension to F. M. Me- 
Comis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16465) granting a pension to Stephen Me- 
Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16466) granting a pension to Andrew E. 
York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16467) granting a pension to William 
Brumfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16468) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16469) granting a pension to Sallie 
Stamper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16470) granting a pension to James 
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16471) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Johns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16472) granting an honorable discharge to 
Dudley O. Bravard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16473) granting an honorable discharge to 
Henry C. Prater—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16474) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Dickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16475) granting an honorable discharge to 
George W. Morrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16476) granting an honorable discharge to 
William C. Holbrook—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16477) granting an honorable discharge to 
Duncan Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16478) granting an honorable discharge to 
Samuel Watson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16479) granting an honorable discharge to 
John D. Higgins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16480) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas H. Stapleton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16481) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16482) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Kincaid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16483) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas Bramble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16484) granting an honorable discharge to 
Edward Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16485) granting an honorable discharge to 
W. W. Utterback—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 16486) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Pollock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 16487) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin G. Ashcraft—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16488) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Hildreth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16489) granting an honorable discharge to 
George D. Hooker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16490) to correct the military record of 
George H. English—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16491) to carry out findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Alexander Bradshaw—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 16492) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William A. Finch—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 16493) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Blains—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16494) granting a pension to Richard 
Can—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 16495) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16496) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHBAD: A bill (H. R. 16497) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16498) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16499) for the relief of Adam Zarn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16500) granting a pension 
to Albert B. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16501) granting a pension to James L. 
Canaday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16502) granting a pension to George R. 
Bathe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16503) granting a pension to Paschal Y. 
Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16504) granting a pension to Sarah G. 
Bloxom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16505) granting a pension to Abraham 
Mann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16506) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16507) granting an increase of pension to 
David D. Clements—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16508) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16509) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Croll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16510) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Hubbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16511) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen P. Hulgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16512) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16513) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16514) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16515) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16516) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Farrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16517) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvis Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome E. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16519) granting an increase of pension to 
Chauncey Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16520) granting an increase of pension-to 
Osmer C. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16521) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert B. Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16522) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16523) granting an increase of pension to 
prelate C. Showalter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16524) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16525) for the relief of Benjamin Day— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16526) for the relief of C. E. Moore—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16527) for the relief of William T. 
Grady—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16528) for the relief of Samuel T. King— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 16529) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16530) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter M. Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16531) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16532) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Burnside—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16533) to correct the military record of 
Jacob Hafner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16534) for the relief of John Neidigh—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 16535) for the relief of George 
Gorham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16536) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
Ann Inskeep, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16537) granting a pension to Horace E. 
Bradley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 16538) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse T. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16539) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin E. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16540) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank M. Olson—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 16541) granting a pension to 
Letitia Bongartz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16542) for the relief of the Schwarzschild 
& Sulzberger Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 16543) granting an increase of 
pension to William McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16544) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. McAnally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16545) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Elwood Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16546) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul E. Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16547) granting an increase of pension to 
T. J. Darrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16548) granting an increase of pension to 
William Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16549) granting a pension to George W. 
Slay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16550) granting a pension to Robert O. 
Moultrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16551) granting a pension to Ophelia Mc- 
Kay—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16552) granting a pension to M. F. Loyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16553) granting a pension to William P. 
Gooch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16554) granting a pension to R. D. Flem- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16555) granting a pension to James 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16556) granting a pension to Lucy A. 
Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16557) granting a pension to Isaac Bray— 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16558) removing charge of desertion from 
record of Nicholas Meyer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 16559) granting an increase 
of pension to David Garey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16560) correcting the army record of An- 
drew B. Ritter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 16561) granting an increase 
of pension to Horace G. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16562) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 16563) granting an increase 
of pension to Wiley Whicher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16564) granting a pension to L. Place 
Bostwick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 16565) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Leroy Reed—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16566) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Wygant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16567) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Vandermark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16568) granting an increase of pension to 
Seymour Eldredge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16569) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilmot Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16570) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Bixby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16571) for the relief of Levi T. Safford, 
passed assistant engineer, U. S. Navy, retired—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 16572) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha A. Higginbotham—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16573) granting an increase of pension to 
Pharis Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16574) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Agee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16575) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16576) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Trosper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16577) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16578) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Creech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16579) granting an increase of pension to 
John Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16580) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira G. Copass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16581) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Whitaker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16582) granting an increase of pension to 
David Coffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16583) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Woodall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16584) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Coomer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16585) granting an increase of pension to 
John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16586) granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16587) granting an increase of pension to 
Green A. Settle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16588) granting an increase of pension to 
D. Witt C. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16589) granting an increase of pension to 
Crockett Hounchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16590) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16591) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16592) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16593) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter S. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16594) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16595) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dungan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16596) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16597) granting a pension to William 
Reynolds, guardian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16598) granting a pension to Emily 
Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16599) granting a pension to John R. 
Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16600) granting a pension to Wiliam G. 
Patton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16601) granting a pension to George 
Troutman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16602) granting a pension to Lemuel 
Coomer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16603) granting a pension to Robert L, 
Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16604) granting a pension to George W. 
Claunch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 16605) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca J. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16606) for the relief of Peter Whistler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 16607) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sanford Downs—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16608) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16609) granting a pension to Ella L. 
Grenell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16610) granting a pension to Sate L. 
Brundage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 16611) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Hickman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16612) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Cartright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16613) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16614) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16615) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Bennie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16616) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16617) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Smothers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16618) granting a pension to George Kid- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16619) granting a pension to M. M. Ma- 
haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16620) granting a pension to Edmon 
Boydston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16621) granting a pension to Frances 
Brasel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16622) granting a pension to William W. 
Hixson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16623) to correct the military records of 
Mat Grubb, John Simpson, William Stroud, Abe Broom, Jeff 
Phillips, and Adam Phillips—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 16624) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of 
James M. Willbur, deceased, with the United States and to pay 
the heirs or legal representatives of the said Willbur, deceased, 
such sum of money as he may be justly and equitably entitled 
to—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16625) granting a pension to Margaret H. 
Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 16626) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert J. Simonds—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 16627) granting an increase 
of pension to Christian P. Bechtel—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 16628) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert D. Burns—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16629) granting a pension to Hattie M. 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16630) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 16631) to refund legacy taxes illegally 
collected—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16632) granting an 
increase of pension to Hirsch Richardson, alias Ford C. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 16633) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Johnathan M. Crooks—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16634) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Klingensmith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16635) granting a pension to 
J. P. Akin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16636) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Gonsolla—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16637) granting an increase of pension to 
John Travis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16638) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 16639) granting an increase 
of pension to Louis Brandt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16640) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Lockwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16641) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16642) granting an increase of pension to 
Betsy A. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16643) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16644) to provide for the payment of cer- 
tain volunteers who rendered service to the Territory of Oregon 
in the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 16645) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Chapman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16646) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie A. McNear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16647) granting an increase of pension to 
Humphrey Gallivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 16648) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James M. Brown—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: A bill (H. R. 16649) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles M. Brookover—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16650) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16651) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16652) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Allender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16653) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh M. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16654) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wiper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16655) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur W. Racey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16656) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. C. Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16657) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Allman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16658) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma C. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16659) granting an increase of pension to 
Sabathiel Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16660) for the relief of Matthew Augen- 
stine, Daniel Owen, and others—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16661) to correct the military record of 
George Vansickle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16662) to correct the military record of 
John W. Mercer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16663) to correct the military record of 
William H. Hootsell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 16664) for the relief of former 
occupants of the present military reservation at Point San Jose 
in the city of San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled “An 
act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands 
and improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court 
of Claims,” approved February 10, 1893—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16665) authorizing the appointment of 
Maj. W. R. Parnell, brevet colonel, U. S. Army, retired, to the 
rank and grade of brigadier-general on the retired list of the 
army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 16666) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Bateman—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 16667) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi Boswell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 16668) granting an 
increase of pension to Joel M. Whitley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16669) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Boye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 16670) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver Vanasdal—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16671) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel R. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 16672) granting an increase of 
pension to John Becker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16673) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Lansing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16674) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Dominick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16675) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16676) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16677) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Vedder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16678) granting a pension to Emilie 
Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16679) granting a pension to John Tully— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16680) granting a pension to Sarah H. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 16681) granting a pension to Nancy Gal- 
lagher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16682) for the relief of Charles Wouters— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16683) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Busick—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16684) granting an honorable discharge 
to James Ovens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 16685) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jeremiah Book—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 16686) for the relief of the es- 
tate of John Tittle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 16687) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Henri Hart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16688) granting an increase of pension to 
William Belz—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16689) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 16690) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joshua B. Hartzog—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16691) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeddie E. Rabidoux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 16692) granting a pension 
to Carrie C. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 16693) for the relief of 
the heirs of Lucy M. Fisher, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 16694) granting a pen- 
sion to Hattie L. Clemons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16695) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine E. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 16696) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel R. Mahar—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16697) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Hust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 16698) for the relief of the 
North American Transportation and Trading Company—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 16699) granting an increase of 
pension to Sewall P. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16700) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther L, Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16701) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Spencer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16702) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Weatherby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16703) granting a pension to Harriet 
Pringle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16704) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Alexander B. Stevenson and to 
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 16705) for the ‘relief of 
Mary Beal—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 16706) granting 
an increase of pension to James Callahan—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16707) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon Herrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16708) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Shank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16709) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfred R. Tomlinson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16710) to correct the military record of 
Edgar B. Strang—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16711) granting 
an increase of pension to William F, Gadd—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16712) granting an increase of pension to 
Isham M. Tabor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16713) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon F. Brayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16714) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret H. Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16715) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn H. Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16716) granting a pension to Richard H. 
Landrum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16717) granting an increase of pension to 
Renard Napper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16718) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie D. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16719) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16720) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Crosby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 16721) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16722) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Bradbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16723) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Manchester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 16724) granting a pension to 
Washington Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 16725) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob A. Stewart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16726) granting an increase of pension to 
James ©, Cave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 16727) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Patterson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16728) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Maule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16729) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. Routh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16730) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16731) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ammon Rook—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16732) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the county court of Phelps 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16733) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Jane S. Bishop, executrix of 
E. W. Bishop, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16784) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Samuel A, Shelton, administrator 
of Henry Bennett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16735) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Amanda M. Livesay, adminis- 
tratrix of John W. Livesay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 16736) granting an increase of 
pension to C. H. Woodburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16737) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus G. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16738) granting a pension to Martin W. 
Sewall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 16739) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael J. Meehan—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16740) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Kent—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16741) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Frank J. Stinchfield—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 16742) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter J. Files—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY W. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16743) for the 
relief of F. J. Margwarth—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 16744) granting an increase 
of pension to Mortimer O. Rowe—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16745) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert F. Aylesworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16746) granting an increase of pension to 
James Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16747) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin R. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16748) granting a pension to Emma O. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 16749) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos W. Van Fleet—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16750) granting an increase of pension to 
Nettie Amey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16751) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16752) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Uptegrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16753) granting an increase of pension to 
Franc Stark Hungerford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16754) granting an increase of pension to 
Weston Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16755) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16756) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Demorest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 16757) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Bartron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16758) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16759) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Jane Burroughs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16760) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16761) granting an increase of pension to 
Davis Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16762) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16763) granting an increase of pension to 
William Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16764) granting an increase of pension to 
John Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16765) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hatch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16766) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahlon Bostwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 16767) granting an increase 
of pension to James L. Strain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 16768) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth P. Bell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16769) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter W. Fredricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16770) for the relief of the heirs of Felix 
J. Guidry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16771) for the relief of heirs of J. Casimir 
Le Blanc—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16772) for the relief of the heirs of Ro- 
dolphe Chachere—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16773) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
D. Guidry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16774) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre 
Goudeau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16775) for the relief of the heirs of Felix 
Dejean—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 16776) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis M, Sealey—to the Committee on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16777) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Bushong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16778) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16779) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16780) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16781) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis B. Farr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16782) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16783) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius Fox—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 7 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16784) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Robertson—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16785) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Stufflebeau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16786) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver H. Rosenbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16787) granting a pension to Hallie Tur- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 16788) granting a pension to 
James A. Rector—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16789) granting a pension to Joseph 
Becker—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, à bill (H. R. 16790) granting an increase of pension to 
lewis Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16791) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrack M. Sellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16792) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen M. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16793) for the relief of John W. Clark— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 16794) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph I. Mahar—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16795) granting an increase of pension to 
Giles Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16796) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Ruth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16797) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Hinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16798) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna J. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16799) granting a pension to James D. 
Boshart, alias Buzzard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16800) granting a pension to John W. 
Scott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16801) for the relief of C. G. Hardeman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 16802) granting an increase 
of pension to George Jefferies—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16803) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16804) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16805) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob G. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16806) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16807) granting a pension to James Bel- 
lamy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16808) granting a pension to Lewis 
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16809) granting a pension to Ann E. 
Nedro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16810) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph Swisher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16811) granting 
an increase of pension to Abram G. Anderson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 16812) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert V. Horton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 16813) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. May—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16814) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin S. Bean—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16815) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Clover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16816) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Stark—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16817) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Hester—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16818) granting 
3 pension to Mrs. W. J. Chrisman—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 16819) granting a pen- 
— to-Lizzie H. Craigie—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16820) granting a pension to Philip J. 
Hesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16821) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 16822) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phendeus H. Potter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16823) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16824) for the relief of Daniel H. Wiggin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 16825) granting an increase 
or pension to John H. Kite—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16826) granting a pension to Effie Flynn 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16827) placing John W. Saville, passed 
assistant engineer, U. S. Navy, on the retired list with an ad- 
vanced rank—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16828) granting 
2 pension to Peter Connell to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16829) granting a pension to Frank C. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16830) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16831) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Daugherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16832) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank G. Sayre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16833) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewellyn F. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16834) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Hiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16835) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16836) authorizing the appointment of 
Michael J. Hogarty, captain, U. S. Army, retired, to the rank 
and grade of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16837) to grant public lands to certain 
towns in the State of Colorado for public-park purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 16838) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin Loosley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16839) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16840) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Luke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16841) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Cravens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16842) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Graff—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16843) granting a pension to Mrs. George 
A. Lampley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 16844) 
granting a pension to Mary Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 16845) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel McClennan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16846) granting an increase of pension to 
James Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16847) granting a pension to Sarah L, 
Fluck—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 16848) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary F. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16849) granting an increase of pension to 
George Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16850) granting an increase of pensiaa to 
George H. Follett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16851) for the relief of D. C. Owings—to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16852) transferring Commander William 
Wilmot White from the retired to the active list of the navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 16853) for the relief of 
heirs or estate of Edward Hatkinson, Ascension Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16854) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Moses McWaters, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16855) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Turner Merritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16856) for the relief of Mary E. Barrow— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16857) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis Vaugnat, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16858) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Mrs. E. J. Penny, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16859) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
H. Pierce, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16860) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
R. J. Packer and Mrs. R. V. Packer, deceased, late of East 
Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16861) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
George W. Hackett, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16862) for the relief of James Goodwin, 
of East Baton Rouge Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16863) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
Robert B. and Leonora J. Kennedy, of East Feliciana Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16864) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Henry J. Heard, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16865) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing against the military record of Oliver Jackson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16866) for the relief of Leonise Gonzales, 
administratrix of the estate of Lawrence Montero, deceased—- 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16867) for the relief of the heirs of the 
estate of Charles and Palmyra Barre, deceased, late of Donald- 
sonville, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16868) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Jean Marie Heriard, deceased, late of Ascension Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 16869) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Love—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16870) granting 
a pension to Katherine Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of William R. Hendricks—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. Paxton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Liberty Post, No. 150, Department of Mis- 
souri, Grand Army of the Republic, for amendment to the 
McCumber pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Patrick Deneen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. S. Thomas and 10 others, of Breckenridge; 
Bailey & Sons and 9 others, of Gallatin; Anderson, Giddings & 
Co. and 6 others, of Hamilton; England Tile Company and 8 
others, merchants of Polk County; and W. C. Paul and 4 others, 
merchants of Kingston, all in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on s 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Working- 
men’s Federation of the State of New York, favoring the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Loyal Legion of the United 
States, Ohio Commandery, favoring yolunteer retired list—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Alaska Territorial Club, favoring self-goy- 
ernment for Alaska—to the Committee on Territories, 


xLY——20 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


305 


Also, petition of Farmers’ Institute, Farmer, Ohio, against 
any change in the oleomargarine law, and several other recom- 
mendations—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Hiram Louden Post, No. 155, of Montpelier, 
and Scott Post, No. 100, of Van Wert, Department of Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, for the National Tribune pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John T. Glynn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Mary A. O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Pomona Grange, No. 4, Patrons 
of Husbandry, for amendment to Constitution securing to 
women the right to vote—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Patrons of Husban- 
dry, of Wallingford, Pa., against legislation to pension govern- 
ment employees—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bills for relief of John 
T. Tucker, John W. Martin, A. M. Walson, G. B. Wood, and 
James H. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Nashville, Tenn., favor- 
ing ship subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Manufacturers’ Association of 
New York, for amendment of section 38 of the Payne tariff law 
relative to corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Huguenot Yacht Club, of New Rochelle, 
N. X., favoring modification of marine-inspection bill (H. R. 
6865) —to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Republic, Kans., fayoring the National Tribune pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of W. T, Dunmore, relative to dismissal of six 
cadets from the Military Academy at West Point—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Petition in relation to war claims of the heirs 
of Mary Ann Inkeep, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of National Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring pension for C. E. Skinner and the First Bat- 
talion of California Mountaineer Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Postmasters’ Association of New York, favor- 
ing increase of clerk hire—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. H. Cole—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Huguenot Yacht Club, of New York, for 
amendment to H. R. 6865—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Studebaker Brothers, of New York, for in- 
crease of appropriation for the Yellowstone National Park—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Workingman’s Federation of New York, fa- 
yoring eight-hour bill and pilotage bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens, praying for proper admin- 
istration of the Kongo—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John M. Bruce and Horace G. Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Corn Belt Meat-Producers’ 
Association, against change in authority of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, x 

Also, petition of Robert Anderson Post, No. 68, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Waterloo, Iowa, for the National Tribune 
pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of H. F. Hall and 25 
others, of Humboldt County, Cal., protesting against legislation 
in reference to the observance of Sunday in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the 
United States, Commandery of California, for a volunteer offi- 
cers’ retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Board of Trade, indorsing the 
United States taking part in the Italian exposition of 1911—to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Napa Chamber of Commerce, and Board of Supervisors of Te- 
hama County, all in the State of California, for appropriation 
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of $400,000 for the San Joaquin and Sacramento rivers—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Napa (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, for 
ocean mail service (H. R. 2694)—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. f 

Also, petition of Merchants Exchange of Oakland, Cal., for 
enlarging public building at Oakland—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Santa Cruz (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
for legislation to restore to the United States its fair share of 
commerce—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of California horticulturists, regarding mer- 
chant marine and other matters—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Mary J. Gallager, Sarah Owen, William P. Hickmann, 
Samuel Cartright, Homer Stevens, Nicholas Gage, Martin 
Smith, and James B. Smothers—to the Comm ttee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Albert L. Ar- 
baugh and Matt Grubb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Wil- 
liam Gilbert and Henry Ickes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. H. 
Cole—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Huguenot Yacht Club, of New York, for 
amendment of H. R. 6865—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Merchant Marine League, favoring legisla- 
tion for the reestablishment of a merchant marine—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of American Electrochemical Association, of 
South Bethlehem, Pa., favoring conservation of the water power 
of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Bartleson Post, No. 6, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Joliet, III., favoring amendments of 
acts of June 27, 1890, February 6, 1907, and other acts increas- 
ing soldiers’ pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 21 retail merchants of Mendota, Ill., protest- 
ing against passage of proposed parcels-post law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Box Manufac- 
turers, of Chicago, III., in favor of certain amendments to the 
corporation-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Ford C. Richardson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of National Grand Army of the 
Republic, for pensioning the California Volunteer Mountaineers, 
First Battalion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Con- 
rad F. Korthanke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Jessup— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of O. A. Martin, 
W. S. Owen, and James C. Haden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of residents of Glasgow, Slater, Odessa, Sweet 
Springs, Warsaw, Cole Camp, Sedalia, Concordia, and Marshall, 
all in the State of Missouri, against a parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas New- 
berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of horticulturists of Watsonville, 
Cal., for parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Federated Trades Council of Santa Clara 
County, and San Francisco Labor Council, favoring the Pinchot 
conservation policy—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Napa (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing H. R. 2694—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of San Francisco, favoring 
the United States Government taking part in the Italian ex- 
position of 1911—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions. 

Also, memorial of legislature of California and Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, for appropriation of $400,000 for 
improvement of Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Wheaton Camp, No. 8, Spanish War Vet- 
erans, for an appropriation to raise the Maine—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, petition of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Mines, 
against legislation proposed by the Secretary of the Interior 
8 to oil and gas fields—to the Committee on the Public 

D 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of farmers of 
New Egypt, N. J., relative to amendment of interstate commerce 
act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Ohmer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of heirs of Julia F. Kelley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of John Brown Post, No. 504, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Summerfield, Ohio, for the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Phil H. Sheridan Post, No. 328, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of McConnellsville, Ohio, favoring the Sher- 
wood pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of San Francisco Labor Council, in 
favor of conseryation of public utilities—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Pacific Coast Steamship Company, in favor 
of restoration of jetties at the entrance of the Humboldt Bar, 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the State Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of California, in favor of an amendment to the interstate trans- 
portation laws that will permit the issuing of free transporta- 
tion to members of boards of railroad commissioners—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of M. L. O’Laughlin and 25 others and W. C. 
Weber and 24 others, all residents of San Francisco, against 
H. J. Res. 17—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of American Shipmasters’ Association of the 
Pacific Coast, favoring extension of coastwise shipping laws to 
Philippine Islands and the Canal Zone—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition by the Chamber of Com- 
merce, Berkeley, Cal., favoring the passage of H. R. 2694, “An 
act to provide for ocean mail service between the United States 
and foreign ports, and to promote commerce ”—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. KENDALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John W. Bakeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of residents of Hanover, Pa., for 
an amendment to the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Manchester Grange, No. 1374, Patrons Hus- 
bandry, against removal of tax of 10 per cent on oleomarga- 
rine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of residents of Arendtsville, Pa., favoring H. R. 
10762, reduction in postal rates—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob Klepper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 40, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of York and Adams counties, favoring the parcels-post 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of citizens of Rock Falls, Fulton, 
Morrison, Albany, Savanna, Mount Carroll, Lanark, Milledge- 
ville, Franklin Grove, Chadwick, Ashton, Rochelle, Tampico, 
Dixon, and Prophetstown, III., against a parcels-post law—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jeddie 
E. Rabidoux—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joshua Hartzog— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hubbard Lake Grange, No. 902, for a na- 
tional highway commission and an appropriation for high- 
ways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCREDIE: Petition of citizens of the State of Wash- 
ington, against enactment of legislation in reference to the ob- 
servance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of residents of New Boston, 
Viola, Aledo, New Windsor, and Alexis, in the fourteenth dis- 
trict of Illinois, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill, against 
report of engineers to discontinue appropriation for White Lake 
Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary Beal—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. MURPHY: Paper to accompany bills for relief of 
T. M. Laughlin, F. M. Kittrell, A. J. Langworthy, Charles M. 
Skinner, Henry Shireman, and Elias Rippee—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 35, Department of Nebraska, for the National Tribune 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Thomas G. Massey, Samuel Noble, Thomas J. Sedy, and Harvey 
C. Munger—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY W. PALMER: Petition of Metal Trades 
Council No. 1, of Hazleton, Pa., favoring H. R. 15441—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: Petition of citizens of Whitman 
County, Wash., against enactment of legislation in reference to 
the observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Stevens Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Seattle, Wash., favoring National Tribune pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of city of Vancouver, Wash., for improvement 
of the road through the United States Military Reservation at 
Vancouver—to the Committee on the Public Lands.. 

Also, petition of Kings County (Wash.) Homeopathic Medical 
Society, favoring amendment to the pure-food act—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of residents of Stanwood, Wash., for an appro- 
priation of $15,000 for improvement of the Stillaguamish 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. POU: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Minson 
Barefoot, heir of Handy Barefoot—to the Committee on War 
Claims. s 

By Mr. PRAY: Petitions of 5 merchants of Belgrade and 19 
merchants of Glendine, all in the State of Montana, against a 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of the city of Bozeman, Mont., pro- 
testing against legislation in reference to the observance of 
Sunday in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bills for relief of P. W. 
Frederick, Elizabeth P. Bell, and Chester J. Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of W. C. Melvey & Sons, against par- 
cels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., for 
pension legislation in behalf of the Kansas State Militia—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Giles 
Holt, Joseph J. Mahon, Anna J. Thompson, William F. Hinkle, 
and Henry C. Ruth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Reformers Conclave, representing 21 na- 
tional and international organizations devoted to reform, as 
follows: Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Anti-Saloon 
League, International Reform Bureau, National Temperance 
Society, National Prohibition Society, Scientific Temperance 
Federation, National Prohibition Committee, Young People’s 
Christian Temperance Union, Good Templars, Sons of Temper- 
ance, Rechabites, American Society for Study of Alcohol and 
other Narcotics, Inter-Church Temperance Federation, Interna- 
tional Sunday School Association (Temperance, Department), 
Blue Button Army, Twentieth Century Pledge Signing Crusade, 
Church Temperance Society, Lord’s Day Alliance, Purity Fed- 
eration, Vigilance Committee, National Federation of Churches, 
Social Service Commission, Christian Endeavor (Citizenship De- 
partment), Young Men's Christian Association, Young Women's 
Christian Association, Volunteers of America, and the Salvation 
Army, for passage of the Sims bill (H. R. 2160) to prevent nulli- 
fication of state antigambling laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Newell 
Graham—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Ouray, 
Colo., against Senate bill 404, Sabbath observance in District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Mary Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
heirs of Edward Hatkinson, Moses McWaters, and Turner Mer- 
ritt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of W. B. Horton and 43 other 
residents of Hatfield, Pa., and vicinity, against reduction of tax 
on uncolored oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, January 5, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. A 


SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I send up to be read by the Sec- 
retary the certificate of the governor of Mississippi appointing 
Hon. James Gorvon a Senator from that State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the cre- 
dentials. 

The credentials of JAMES Gorpon, appointed by the governor 
of the State of Mississippi a Senator from that State to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the death of Anselm Joseph McLaurin 
in the term beginning March 4, 1907, were read and ordered to 
be filed. 

Mr. MONEY. Colonel Gorpon is present, and I ask that he 
be now sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will pre- 
sent himself at the desk to take the oath of office. 

Mr. Gordon was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Money, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


SPRINGFIELD ( MASS.) ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND (ILL.) ARSENAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
statements submitted by the Chief of Ordnance, United States 
Army, of the expenditures, and of arms, components of arms, 
and appendages fabricated, altered, and repaired during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, at the Springfield Armory, 
Springfield, Mass., and at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, 
III. (H. Doc. No. 462), which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on, Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANCHISES OF PORTO RICO, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmittng, pursuant 
to law, copies of franchises granted by the executive council of 
Porto Rico (H. Doc. 469), which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Railway 
Company for the year ended December 31, 1909 (H. Doc. 475), 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. WINDSOR V. UNITED STATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of John A. Windsor, administrator of Zacha- 
riah L. Windsor, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. 245), 
which cause was referred to the Court of Claims by the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the United States Senate under the act of 
March 3, 1883, known as the “ Bowman Act,” which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

Grant Wyand, executor of the estate of Frederick Wyand, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 240); 

The trustees of the First Baptist Church of Decatur, Ala., v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 227); 

William G. Jell v. United States (S. Doc. No. 239); 

William T. Jordan v. United States (S. Doc. No. 238); 

Ignac Rosinski v. United States (S. Doc. No. 237) ; 

John D. Cash v. United States (S. Doc. No. 236) ; 

Leslie E. Drake v. United States (S. Doc. No. 235); 

Peter Jarrett v. United States (S. Doc. No. 234); 

David Scurry v. United States (S. Doc. No. 233); 

Timothy C. Harrington v. United States (S. Doc. No. 232) ; 

Joseph O. Drennen v. United States (S. Doc. No. 231); 

John J. Rodgers v. United States (S. Doc. No. 230) ; 

Rudolph L. Johns v. United States (S. Doc. No. 229); 

Silas A. Bryant v. United States (S. Doc. No. 228); 
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John McGill, administrator of Abner Johnson Leavenworth, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 246) ; 

Joseph G. C. Schenck and Sarah Crane, children of James F. 
Schenck, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 244) ; 

Mary K. S. Brakeley, only child of Watson Smith, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 247); 

Lott Norton v. United States (S. Doc. No. 241); 

James ©, Anderson, administrator of the estate of Thomas C, 
Hawley, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 242); and 

Edward B. Murphy v. United States (S. Doc. No. 243). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolutions 
on the death of Hon. ANSELM JOSEPH MCLAURIN, late a Senator 
from the State of Mississippi. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909; 
and 


H. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the 
appropriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to 
be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Military 
Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to create a 
volunteer retired list in the War and Navy departments for the 
surviving officers of the civil war, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. R. Foreman, of Seibert, 
Col, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
sale of rellnquishments to homesteaders for debt, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a letter from the secretary of the Founda- 
tion for the Promotion of Industrial Peace, of Washington, 
D. C., inclosing a copy of the by-laws adopted by the industrial- 
peace committee relative to the promotion of the discussion of 
industrial problems between employers and employees, which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the American Shipmasters’ 
Association of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to extend the coastwise shipping 
laws to the Panama Canal Zone and the insular possessions of 
the United States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Marine Engineers’ Bene- 
ficial Association of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, remon- 
strating against the suspension of the coastwise shipping laws 
as applied to passenger traffic between the United States and the 
Hawalian Islands, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Springfield, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
the District of Columbia and a petition of the Lincoln Park 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the reclamation of 
the Anacostia flats, in the District of Columbia, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Hast Washington Citi- 
zens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, remonstrating 
against the existing condition of the garbage station in square 
7389, on New Jersey avenue SE., in the District of Columbia, 
and praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
prompt relief from such conditions, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. I present a petition from the temperance 
conference, representing 21 national and international organiza- 
tions devoted wholly or partly to temperance reform. The peti- 
tion is very short, and I ask that it lie on the table and be 
printed in the Recorp with the names of the organizations at- 
tached thereto. 


There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed in the Recorp with the names of the 
organizations attached thereto, as follows: 

United States Senate: y 

The temperance conference, representing 21 national and international 
organizations devoted wholly or partly to temperance reform, whose 
names are hereto attached, hereby earnestly petition your honorable 
body to pass the McCumber bill 2846) to forbid the sale of liquors 
2 and buildings used by United States Government. 


WILBUR F. CRAFTS, 
Chairman of the Committee of Management. 
Christian Sige oko Union, Anti-Saloon 
mal Tem- 
Selen- 
National Prohibition 


Woman's 


Union, Good the ees i 


zenshi Department), e 
tion, Young Women's Christian Association, Volun- 
teers of America, and Salvation Army. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hunt- 
ington, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “rural parcels-post bill,“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the city council of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the construction of a 30-foot dam across the 
Mississippi River between that city and St. Paul, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Lewis O. Conklin Post, 
No. 627, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Port Jefferson, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Society Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the con- 
struction of a military highway between Yorktown, Va., and 
Jamestown, Va., by the way of Williamsburg, Va., which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Licensed 
Automobile Manufacturers of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the 
adoption of a certain amendment of section 38 of the so-called 
“corporation-tax law,” providing for a method of ascertaining 
the basis of taxation, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Licensed 
Automobile Manufacturers of Buffalo, N. X., praying for a 
modification of the interrogatories in the general schedule of 
the census of manufacturers of 1910, so that manufacturers 
may furnish the information from their records as ordinarily 
kept and without undue disclosures of legitimate business 
secrets, which was referred to the Committee on the Census, 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of 
Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, praying for enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in that Terri- 
tory, which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of the Spokane branch of the 
American Mining Congress, of Spokane, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to conserve the water, water powers, 
timber, and coal of the Western States and Territories, which 
was referred to the Committee on Conservation of Natural 
Resources. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of the Reformers’ Con- 
clave of the United States, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of M. Edgar Richards Post, 
No. 595, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pottstown, Pa., and a petition of Captain George A. 
Gribbs Post, No. 276, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Greensburg, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the so-called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 507, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pineville, Pa., and a petition of Manchester 
Grange, No. 1874, Patrons of Husbandry, of Emigsville, Pa., 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the present 
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oleomargarine law to prohibit the fraudulent sale of imitation 
butters, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Susquehanna County Pomona 
Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Husbandry, of Richardville, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post” and 
“postal sayings banks” bills, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Montrose, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
3836) to amend an act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers and officers, who served in the civil war and the war 
with Mexico, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE preseted a petition of Joseph Hooker Post, No. 86, 
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lincoln, 
Me., and a petition of Hannibal Hamlin Post, No. 165, Depart- 
ment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bangor, Me., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ National Tribune 
pension bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Hamlin, of Bangor, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
salaries of United States commissioners in the matter of the 
hearing of the claims of the wages of sailors, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 3209) granting a pension to Lizzie E. Small, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of A. L, Mason Post, De- 
partment of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Crab 
Orchard, Nebr., and a petition of John A. Dix Post, No. 52, 
Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Blair, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National 
Tribune pension bill,” which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lincoln, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
permit the city and county of San Francisco to exchange lands 
for reservoir sites in the Lake Eleanor and the Hetch Hetchy 
valleys, in the Yosemite National Park, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of the Federation of Nebraska 
Retailers, of Tilden, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3297) granting an increase of pension to George Beaumont, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3295) granting a pension to Christa A. Hoge, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3294) granting a pension to Agnes H. V. Swetland, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3298) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Robinson, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PENROSE presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 2758) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Buchanan, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 3036) 
granting an increase of pension to Archibald K. Eddowes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of Phil Harry Post, No. 98, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fre- 
donia, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National 
Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. ROOT presented a petition of sundry colored citizens of 
New York City and Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the lynching of colored citizens of the 
United States, which was referred to the Comn ttee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the Truckee-Carson water 
users of the State of Nevada, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to require homesteaders to add annual improvements to 
their farm units of at least $200 valuation, which was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the paper trade con- 
ference of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation prohibiting the printing of certain matter 
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on stamped envelopes and the sale thereof, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Wheaton Camp, No. 8, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of San Jose, Cal., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the raising of the wreck 
of the U. S. battle ship Maine and the burial of members of 
the crew who lost their lives at the time the vessel was wrecked, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chambers of Commerce 
of Napa, San Francisco, and Stockton, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying that an appropriation of $400,000 be made for 
the rectification and improvement of the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin rivers in that State, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Mines of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the disposal of the oil and asphaltum lands 
of the country, which was referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

He also presented a petition of the Federated Trades Council 
of Santa Clara County, of San Jose, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to preserve for the people their rightful 
interests in coal lands and power sites, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Military Order of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States Commandery, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing 
the establishment of a volunteer. retired list, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the California 
State Fruit Growers’ Convention, praying that a line of 
steamers be established by the Government on the Pacific Ocean 
to connect with the Panama Railroad, and through it with the 
government-owned line of steamers on the Atlantic Ocean, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Napa, Cal., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend the act of March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to 
provide for ocean mail service between the United States and 
foreign ports, and to promote commerce,” which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Marine Engi- 
neers’ Beneficial Association, of Honolulu, Hawaii, remonstrat- 
ing against the suspension of the coastwise shipping laws as 
applied to that Territory, which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chambers of Commerce of 
Berkeley, Santa Cruz, and Stockton, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
present law providing for an ocean mail service between the 
United States and foreign ports, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4040) to grant certain 
lands to the city of Cheyenne, Wyo., reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report (No. 34) thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1983) to grant 
certain lands to the city of Cheyenne, Wyo., to report it ad- 
versely and to ask that the bill be postponed indefinitely, as the 
muane of the bill is included in Senate bill 4040, just reported 

y me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3373) for the survey and allotment of 
lands now embraced within the limits of the Crow Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all 
surplus lands after allotment, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, which was agreed to. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and 
Kentucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn. (Report No. 35) ; 
and 

A bill (S. 4016) to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by oA tr Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company (Report 
No. ° : 
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Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was refered the bill (S. 621) to amend sections 2325 and 
2326 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 32) thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2065) to authorize the sale of dead, 
down, and injured timber in Alpena and Roscommon counties, 
Mich., reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 33) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2779) for the relief of S. W. Langhorne and H. S. 
Howell, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, which was 
agreed to, 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4617) to acquire land in the vicinity of the Con- 
necticut Avenue Bridge for the extension of certain streets 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4618) regulating the purchase, sale, loan, exchange, 
gift, borrowing, or receiving of deadly or dangerous weapons in 
the District of Columbia (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4619) to authorize the extension of Farragut street 
NW., from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and Iowa 
avenue NW., between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4620) to provide for the condemnation of streets 
or parts of streets under the plan for the permanent system of 
highways for the District of Columbia (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4621) to provide for the extension of Kenyon street 
from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street, and for the 
extension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street to Irving 
street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4622) to prohibit the unauthorized sale or exhibi- 
tion of insignia of the Metropolitan police department of the 
District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4623) prohibiting corporations to do business in 
the District of Columbia under a name similar to another cor- 
poration doing business therein (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4624) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for the 
establishment of a branch library in the District of Columbia, 
to establish a commission to supervise the erection of a branch 
library building in said District, and to provide for the suitable 
maintenance of said branch (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4625) for the extension of Newton place NW. from 
New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect New- 
ton place in Gass’s subdivision with Newton place in Whitney 
Close subdivision (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4626) for the widening of Sixteenth street NW. at 
Piney Branch, and for other purposes (with accompanying 

pers) ; 

A bill (S. 4627) authorizing certain changes in the plan for 
the permanent system of highways for that portion of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north of 
Klingle road, east of Connecticut avenue, and south of Ellicott 
street NW. (with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 4628) for the extension of Franklin street NE. 
from its present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street 
to the Bladensburg road (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4629) to authorize the surveyor of the District of 
Columbia to adopt the system of designating land in the District 
of Columbia now in force in the office of the assessor of said 
District (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4630) to authorize the extension of Park place 
NW. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4631) to amend section 555 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4632) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 4633) for the relief of Horatio McIntire (with an 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4634) granting an increase of pension to Frank W. 
Richards; 

A bill (S. 4635) Sand an increase of pension to Lucinda 
A. Hoyt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4636) granting a pension to Martha J. Bussell 


(with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 4637) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Moulton (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4638) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Saunders (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 4639) concerning tonnage duties on vessels entering 
otherwise than by sea; 

A bill (S. 4640) to provide for the construction of a reyenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Alaska to replace the revenue 
cutter Rush; and 

A bill (S. 4641) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Maine to replace the revenue 
cutter Woodbury; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4642) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A. Thorne (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4643) granting a pension to Elvira E. Chase (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4644) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Billington (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4645) granting a pension to Carrie McManus (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4646) granting a pension to James H. Deforest 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4647) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
3 (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 4648) for the purchase of a site and erection thereon 
of a public building at Linton, Ind.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4649) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Snurpus (with accompanying papers) ; 
as ae (S. 4650) granting an increase of pension to John 

elds; 

A bill (S. 4651) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 4652) granting a pension to George W. Clain; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 4653) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
allot all the remaining unallotted lands within the Makah In- 
dian Reservation, and to provide for the conservation and the 
on of timber on such reservation; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4654) to prevent trespassers or intruders from en- 
tering the Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of Wash- 
ington; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4655) to create two additional judicial circuits and 
ordain and establish courts therein; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 4656) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
the liability of common carriers by railroad to their employees 
in certain cases,” approved April 22, 1908; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4657) granting an increase of pension to E. W. 
Thomas; 

A bill (S. 4658) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4659) granting a pension to William W. Maltman; 

A bill (S. 4660) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
T. Warren; 

A bill (8. 4661) granting an increase of pension to William 
55 Wheeler; and 

A bill (S. 4662) granting an increase of pension to Max 
Lenz (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 4663) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Ensign ; 

A bill (S. 4664) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
E. Brown; 

A bill (S. 4665) granting an increase of pension to Virgil A. 
Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 4666) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
F. Stevens (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 4667) to provide for United States surgeons, im- 
migrant inspectors, and matrons on vessels carrying immigrant 
or emigrant passengers between ports of the United States and 
foreign ports; to the Committee on Immigration. 

A bill (S. 4668) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
J. Stockwell (with an accompanying paper); and 
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A bill (S. 4669) granting an increase of pension to Ellen E. 
Brock (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, CRANE: 

A bill (S. 4670) for the relief of those who contributed to 
the ransom of Miss Ellen M. Stone; to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

A bill (S. 4671) to amend the military record of Aaron 
Cornish; and 

A bill (S. 4672) to correct the military record of William 
Keyes; to the Committee on Military 

A bill (S. 4673) granting an increase of pension to Eliza C. 
Noble; and 

A bill (S. 4674) granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 
Barnard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: 

A bill (S. 4675) to cooperate with the States in encouraging 
instruction in agriculture, the trades and industries, and home 
economics in secondary schools; in preparing teachers for those 
yocational subjects in State normal schools; and to appropriate 
money therefor and to regulate its expenditure; and 

A bill (S. 4676) to provide for an increased annual appropria- 
tion for the support of colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
established under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1862, and regulating the expenditure thereof, and mak- 
ing appropriation to enable the Department of Agriculture to 
investigate, demonstrate, and report upon methods of extension 
work; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 4677) granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Richardson (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 4678) to adjust the claims of certain settlers in 
Sherman County, Oreg. (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 4679) for the allowance of certain claims for in- 
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, as 
reported by the Court of Claims; and 

A bill (S. 4680) for the allowance of certain claims for in- 
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, as 
reported by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 4681) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Roth; 

A bill (S. 4682) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Strait (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4683) granting an increase of pension to C. H. 
Owen (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4684) granting an increase of — to David B. 
McLain (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: 

A bill (S. 4685) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


Reeder 

A bill (S. 4686) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
P. Payne; and 

A bill (S. 4687) granting pensions to soldiers, sailors, and 
certain militiamen who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing pensions for widows and minor 
children; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 4688) for the relief of Christian Christensen; to the 
Committee on 

A bill (S. 4689) to correct the military record of George 
Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 4690) for the relief of Capt. George W. Brown; 
and 

A bill (S. 4691) granting an honorable discharge to Daniel 
Booth (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4692) for the relief of George W. Wicks (with an 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

A bill (S. 4693) granting a pension to Jessie W. Sterling; 

A bill (S. 4694) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Allison; 
A bill (S. 4695) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
©. Deering; 


A bill (S. 4696) granting an increase of pension to Manford 
ott ; 


oe bill (S. 4697) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 

ice; 

Sena bill = 4698) granting an increase of pension to Webster 
. Smith 
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A bill (S. 4699) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Starr; 

A bill (S. 4700) granting an increase of pension to James 
Stephenson (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4701) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Swift (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4702) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Underwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4703) to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office at Fort Collins, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 4704) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
and further extend the benefits of the act approved February 
8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians on the various reservations and to ex- 
tend the protection of the laws of the United States over the 
Indians, and for other purposes’” (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4705) granting an increase of pension to Ida L. 
caon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4706) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Pratt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4707) granting an increase of pension to Benj. F. 
Spencer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4708) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Halestein (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4709) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Postlethwait (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4710) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 
Howard (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 4711) changing the name of the St. Johns collection 
district, in the State of Florida, to the Jacksonville collection 
district; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4712) for the relief of Sarah E. Callahan; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4713) to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to 
hear and adjudge the claims for accrued and unpaid interest on 
those judgments heretofore rendered by the courts of the United 
States for claims arising and provided for under the treaty 
of 1819 between the United States and Spain, and for other 
purposes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. The purpose is to provide for the adjudica- 
tion of the claims, and the matter involved is mainly a legal 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in the absence of objection. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 4714) to provide for the development and utiliza- 
tion of water power sites on the public domain, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 4715) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Goldstein; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

125 bill (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
oyd; 

A bill (S. 4717) granting an increase of pension to David 
Price; 

2 — bul (S. 4718) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. 


A bill (S. 4719) applying the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1890, to the men of the Mississippi River Ram Fleet and Marine 
Brigade, their widows and minor children; and 

A bill (S. 4720) granting a pension to Amelia Walker; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4721) to correct the military record of James 
Dundore and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4722) referring the claim of William S. McCollam 
to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 4723) granting a pension to Mary Bradford Crown- 
inshield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 4724) to authorize, empower, and require the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to ascertain and determine the 
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value in money of the property and franchises of every common 
carrier in the United States used in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 4725) for the establishment of a fog-signal sta- 
tion at or near the light station on Boon Island, Maine; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 4726) for the relief of Bull Snake and Old Coyote, 
Crow Indians; and 

A bill (S. 4727) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. 
Cummins (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4728) to rsmove the charge of desertion standing 
against the military record of Minor Berry (with accompanying 
papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 4729) for the relief of Edward C. Andre; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 4780) granting an increase of pension to Emily L. 
Compton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 4731) granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Loomis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 4732) granting an increase of pension to Edward D. 
Le Compte; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 4733) providing for the classification, care, and dis- 
posal of the public lands of the United States; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4734) granting an increase of pension to Edwin N. 
Josselyn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 4735) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; to the Committee on 
Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 4736) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Reither, alias Charles Debeau (with accompanying papers) ; 
and 

A bill (S. 4737) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Brobst (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 4738) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Baker, jr. (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4739) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Morrison (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 4740) to repeal a portion of section 429 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (S. 4741) to amend the act of January 25, 1895, as 
amended by the act of March 3, 1901, relative to the adminis- 
tration of oaths; 

A bill (S. 4742) to provide for the award of congressional 
medals of honor to officers of the naval service; 

A bill (S. 4743) to provide for the examination for promotion 
of certain warrant officers before a board in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy; 

A bill (S. 4744) to provide that officers of the United States 
Navy who, under authority of law, perform engineering duty 
on shore only be made additional numbers; 

A bill (S. 4745) to equalize the pay and allowances of as- 
sistant surgeons and acting assistant surgeons in the United 
States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 4746) to extend certain provisions of section 3 
of the act of October 1, 1890, to officers of the United States 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4747) granting a pension to Nettie Sommers; and 

A -bill (S. 4748) granting a pension to Charles Kuhn; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 4749) for the relief of Levi T. Safford, passed as- 
1 engineer, U. S. Navy, retired; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 4750) granting a pension to William C. Manning; 

A bill (S. 4751) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Nolana; 

A cili (S. 4752) granting an increase of pension to Edwin M. 
Thorne; 


A 2u (S. 4753) granting an increase of pension to John D, 


: A il (S. 4754) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
er 
es bill (S. 4755) granting an increase of pension to Horace 

0 on; 
Ta bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Phineas 

yde; 

A pill (S. 4757) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Parkhurst; 

A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Morgan ; 

A bill (S. 4759) granting an increase of pension to John N, 
Wheeler ; 

A bill (S. 4760) granting a pension to Ira S. Rathbun; 
F bill (S. 4761) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


Day 
A ‘bin (S. 4762) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


hy 

A bill (S. 4763) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Williams; 
sae 8 (S. 4764) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

ack; 

A bill (S. 4765) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Brown; and 

A bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Cahill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 4767) for the relief of John Geabhart Abbott; to 
the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 4768) for the relief of certain settlers 
on public lands; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 4769) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amount due William Johnson and pay the same 
out of the fund known as “ For the relief and civilization of the 
Chippewa Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4770) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Schrofer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4771) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Lee (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4772) granting a pension to Lydia M. Harris; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4773) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
James; 

A bill (S. 4774) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Eckert; 

A bill (S. 4775) granting a pension to Matthew Fuller; 

A bill (S. 4776) granting a pension to Sarah A. Dickery; and 

A bill (S. 4777) grating a pension to Margaret Dever (with 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 4778) to reimburse W. B. Graham, late postmaster 
at Ely, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance; to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 4779) to correct the military record of William F, 

ick; and 

A bill (S. 4780) for the relief of the heirs of George A. Arm- 
strong; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4781) to reimburse Ella M. Collins, late postmaster 
at Goldfield, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance 
and supplies; to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 4782) granting an increase of pension to W. S. 
Eberman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4783) for the relief of B. Klucny; and 

A bill (S. 4784) for the relief of Chris Deiss; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4785) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Nevada; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 4787) granting an increase of pension to M. Belle 
Houk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4788) to acquire a site for a public building at 
Martin, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; and 

A bill (S. 4789) for the relief of C. G. Hardeman (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 4790) providing for the purchase of a site for a 
public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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A bill (S. 4791) for the recognition of the military service 
of the officers and enlisted men of certain Pennsylvania military 
organizations; 

A bill (S. 4792) to grant an honorable discharge to John 
Flaherty ; 

A bill (S. 4793) for the relief of Thomas H. Reed; 

A bill (S. 4794) to correct the military record of Patrick F. 
McDermott; 

A bill (S. 4795) to correct the military record of William B. 
Wesner; 


A pill (S. 4796) to correct the military record of William S.“ 


Russell; 

A bill (S. 4797) to correct the military record of Jacob Met- 
zinger; 

A bill (S. 4798) to grant an honorable discharge to Samuel 
Ruth; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4799) for the relief of Matthew H. Elder; 

A bill (S. 4800) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Columbia National 
Bank, of Columbia, Pa.; è 

A bill (S. 4801) for the relief of Calvin Nelson; 

A bill (S. 4802) for the relief of Laura A. Wagner; 

A bill (S. 4803) for the relief of J. Howard Mitchell; to th 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4804) authorizing the President to nominate Lieut. 
Samuel Lindsey Graham, now on the retired list, to be a com- 
mander on the retired list of the navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4805) to amend the act of March 2, 1903, increasing 
the pensions of those who have lost limbs or been totally dis- 
abled in them in the military or naval service of the United 
States; 7 

A bill (S. 4806) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors con- 
fined in so-called confederate prisons; 

A bill (S. 4807) granting a pension to John Fredericks; 

A bill (S. 4808) granting a pension to James A. Stine; 

A bill (S. 4809) granting a pension to Mary A. Dunkle; 

A bill (S. 4810) granting a pension to Rebecca Dull; 

A bill (S. 4811) granting a pension to Lena Roedelsheimer ; 

A bill (S. 4812) granting a pension to William H. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 4813) granting a pension to Emma A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 4814) granting a pension to Marion L. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 4815) granting a pension to Anna M. Reed; 

A bill (S. 4816) granting a pension to Annie Given Penrose; 

A bill (S. 4817) granting a pension to Jacob Peter; 

A bill (S. 4818) granting a pension to William W. Hersh- 
berger; 

A bill (S. 4819) granting a pension to Catherine Allison; 

A bill (S. 4820) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Larkins; 

A bill (S. 4821) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Fetter; 

A bill (S. 4822) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Atwater; 

A bill (S. 4823) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Wehr: 

A bill (S. 4824) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Guire; 

A bill (S. 4825) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Douglas; 

A bill (S. 4826) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kinsel ; 

A bill (S. 4827) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 
Keith; 

A bill (S. 4828) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sherwood; 

A bill (S. 4829) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Swaney; 

A bill (S. 4830) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. MePherran: 

A bill (S. 4831) granting an increase of pension to Ira Hess; 

A bill (S. 4832) granting an increase of pension to Theobald 
M. Fields; 

A bill (S. 4833) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
Conser ; 

A bill (S. 4834) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
M 


A bill (S. 4835) granting an increase of pension to Reid Me- 

mA Pili (S. 4836) granting an increase of pension to William 

1 (S. 4837) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 

A (S. 4838) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
; 


A bill (S. 4839) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Patterson ; 
ape (S. 4840) granting a pension to Margaret Crawford 


A bill (S. 4841) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
Holcomb; 

A bill (S. 4842) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Fiscus; 

A bill (S. 4843) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Jordan; 
5 bill (S. 4844) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

elton ; 

A bill (S. 4845) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Postlewait; 
as bill (S. 4846) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Miller ; 
4 = bill (S. 4847) granting an increase of pension to George M. 

ordan; 
8 (S. 4848) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

ylor; 
A bill (S. 4849) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
C. Wilson; 
8 (S. 4850) granting an increase of pension to John T. 

uff; 
8 8 (S. 4851) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Nail; 

A bill (S. 4852) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Parsons; 

A bill (S. 4853) providing an old-age pension for honorably 
discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, regulars or volunteers; 

A bill (S. 4854) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Pluck (with accompanying papers) ; 
135 bill (S. 4855) granting au increase of pension to John G. 

yers; 
5 A bill (S. 4856) granting an increase of pension to James R. 

ram ; 

A bill (S. 4857) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
M. Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 4858) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Cleary (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4859) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Burritt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4860) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
L. Fitzpatrick; and 

A bill (S. 4861) granting an increase of pension to George 
Schwartz (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: 

A bill (S. 4862) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Moore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4863) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
S. Potter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4864) granting an increase of pension to Whipple 
B. Bradley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4865) granting a pension to Sarah Adams (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4866) granting a pension to Julia Walke (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4867) granting an increase of pension to Byron C. 
Barrows (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4868) granting an increase of pension to Ellen G, 
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4869) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. 
Curran (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4870) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Schuler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4871) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Place (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. 
Wickson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4873) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. La Rose (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4874) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Schmidt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4875) granting a pension to Octavus Wood (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4876) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Weaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 3 

A bill (S. 4877) granting a pension to Jobn J. Duke (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4878) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Morrison Scott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4879) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Madden (with accompanying papers); and 


314 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


A bill (S. 4880) granting an increase of pension to Pauline 
Suing Bloom (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 4881) granting a pension to James M. Talbott (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4882) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Connor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4883) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
Power (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4884) granting a pension to Esta A. Makepeace 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4885) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Bivins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4886) granting a pension to Frank Lucas (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4887) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Parker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4888) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Green; 

A bill (S. 4889) granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
Hicks; and 

A bill (S. 4890) to restore the pension of James D. Brog- 
den; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4891) to extend the time for the commencement 
and completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas River 
at or near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyandotte, 
State of Kansas; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4892) for the relief of Miss Lou Jahn; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: r 

A bill (S. 4893) granting an increase of pension to Frank N. 
Blackstone; 

A bill (S. 4894) granting an increase of pension to George 
Carpenter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4895) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
F. Cushman ; 

A bill (S. 4896) granting an increase of pension to Jason L. 
Doten (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 4897) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Jordan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4898) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lang; 

A bill (S. 4899) granting a pension to Isaac S. Nickerson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4900) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Powers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4901) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
M. Richardson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4902) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 
Sawyer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4903) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Wentworth (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4904) granting an increase of pension to James 
J. C. White (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4905) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
F. Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 4906) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Phillips {with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4907) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4908) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Thayer (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4909) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. 
Rhodes (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 4910) for the relief of Jarrett T. 
Richards; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4911) authorizing the President to retire certain 
officers of the army upon the grade of brigadier-general; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4912) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the Pacific coast to replace the revenue 
cutter Perry; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. GORE: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 4913) for the relief of Sallie E. 
Barnes, administratrix of Joseph Barnes, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 4914) for the relief of the estate of 
William Le Blanc, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4915) for the relief of the heirs of Overton Love; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 4916) for the relief of the heirs of 
Edmond Manes; and 


A bill (S. 4917) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of Isaac Apler, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4918) granting a pension to William H. Arvin (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4919) granting an increase of pension to James T, 
Barnhart (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4920) granting an increase of pension to Isador 
Firnberg (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4921) granting a pension to John R. Green (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4922) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hornaday (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4923) granting a pension to John M. Hall (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4924) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Allendorph (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4925) granting a pension to James Young (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4926) granting an increase of pension to Allen N. 
Perry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4927) granting a pension to Joseph R. Paradise 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4928) granting a pension to Jasper F. M. Harris 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 4929) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
Duff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 55) authorizing the postpone- 
ment of the Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and 
Demography; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) authorizing the President 
of the United States to invite the States to participate in the 
Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and Demography; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. JONES. I introduce a joint resolution, and I ask that 
it be read at the desk. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 57) authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the Interior Department, its several bureaus, officers, 
and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry in the Agricul- 
tural Department, its officers and employees, by a special com- 
mittee of the Senate and House of Representatives, was read 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length as fol- 
lows: 

Senate joint resolution 57. 


Resolved, ctc., That a special committee of 12 Members be appointed, 
6 of whom shall be E Soa by the President of the Senate from 
the Members of that y, and 6 of whom shall be designated by 
aker of the House of . from the Members of 

—— dy, which committee is he 
ea 


ther investigation touching said Interior Departmen its bureau 
officers, and employees, and of said Bureau of Forestry, its officers Sa 
employees as it may deem desirable. Said committee hereby em- 


wri 
5 8 a stenographer to 
Fetved by the committee, 


to keep a record of its proceedings, and 
to employ such assistance, 


legal, and otherwise, as may be deemed 
necessary. All the cost and expenses of said investigation shall be 
one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from 

e 5 fund of the House of Representatives. All mapa by 
said committee shall be open to the public. The committee shall re- 
all the evidence taken, and their findings and con- 


In case of disobedience to a subpena this committee may invoke the 
aid of the court of ap s of the District of Columbia or any of the 
circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction of which 
be carried on by said committee in requiring the at- 
testimony of witnesses and the production of books. 
papers, and documents under the provisions of this resolution. And 
the court of 8 of the District of Columbia, and any of the cir- 
cult courts of United States within the jurisdiction of which the 


any inquiry may 
tendance and 


authority of. this resolution, issue an order requiring such person to 
appear, ‘ore said commi and produce books and papers if so 
0 g the matter in question, and any 


The claim 


may t the person giving 
such witness from testifying; but such evidence or testimony shall not 
be used against such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. President, every public official should invite 
the closest scrutiny of his official acts. The various departments 
and bureaus of the Government are organized to do its business 
in the interests of the people. Every official is but the servant 
and agent of the people to act for them under and within the 
limits of the law. The efficiency of public service depends much 
upon the confidence of the people in the honesty and integrity 
of their servants and agents. It is a sad commentary upon the 
state of public opinion that the moment a man accepts a public 
office he becomes a scoundrel in the eyes of many of our people 
and his previous life of honesty and rectitude is no warrant of 
official integrity. His acts are misconstrued and his motives 
questioned. Insinuations and innuendoes are freely made under 
the guise of the public welfare, but in reality to foster some 
private interest. Popular views are taken advantage of to dis- 
credit an official who, after investigating all phases of a subject, 
may reach a decision at variance with some private interest. 
Many do not stop to think how seldom have government officials 
gone astray compared with their opportunities and temptations 
for wrongdoing. In the hundred and twenty-five years of our 
national life few of the men in high positions have been actu- 
ated by other than the highest and most patriotic motives. This 
should cause our people to hesitate to accept charges of base 
conduct against their public servants without investigation and 
proof, 

The press and magazines of the country for several months 
have been filled with charges against the present Secretary of 
the Interior and his conduct of the office he holds. These 
charges range from petty insinuations and innuendoes to direct 
charges of malfeasance and misconduct in office, which, if true, 
show that he has most unworthily discharged his trust. A 
moment’s thought should cause an honest and fair-minded man 
to hesitate to accept such charges against a man whose whole 
life heretofore has been one of the highest rectitude and against 
whom no dishonorable charge has ever been made in either 
private or public life. Such a man is the present Secretary of 
the Interior. He is over 50 years of age, an honored graduate 
of Williams College, and a lawyer of distinction. He came to 
our State in 1889 and has lived there ever since. He was a 
superior judge for four years and mayor of the city of Seattle, 
and his administration of that office has been a model for his 
successors. He accepted the office of Commissioner of the 
General Land Office at the urgent solicitation of President 
Roosevelt and of Secretary Garfield, who knew personally his 
sterling character and exceptional ability. He did not seek that 
office. He accepted his present position only upon the earnest 
solicitation of the President. He did not seek it. It meant 
nothing to him but hard work and poor pay. He gave up a 
large and lucrative law practice simply at the call of patriotic 
duty. Is it possible that he at once became the scoundrel and 
archenemy of the people that he has been depicted in the public 
press? I can not believe it. If he has used his high office to 
advance special interests, if he has sacrificed the people for 
private or personal gain, let it be shown. If, on the other hand, 
the people have been deceived and he has been unjustly accused, 
that should be shown, not only that justice may be done him, 
but that the confidence of the public in the honesty and integrity 
of its public servants may be restored and strengthened and 
the animus of the attacks disclosed. 

Much has been said regarding his views on the conservation 
of our natural resources. This I shall not discuss at this time. 
I believe that it will be shown that his purposes and objects are 
substantially the same as those of the most radical conserva- 
tionist, and the main difference is but one of methods. As- 
suredly there is room for an honest difference of opinion as to 
how our great natural resources can best be conserved. I may 
agree with some of the views of those who criticise the policies, 
the methods, and proposals of the Secretary, but that he is 
honest and patriotic in his views I have not the slightest doubt. 
One thing is sure, we have had several years of talk about con- 
servation, we have had platitude piled upon platitude in the 
most dramatic way, but no specific or detailed plans for con- 
servation have been presented. 

The present Secretary of the Interior, instead of dealing in 
glittering generalities, has made specific recommendations re- 
garding all the important conservation problems so far as they 
come within the jurisdiction of his department, and has pre- 
pared and submitted to the careful scrutiny of the people and 
of Congress legislation that he considers necessary to effect the 
objects so much desired by all. He recommends the repeal of 
the timber and stone laws and the disposal of the timber separate 
from the soil. He recommends that coal deposits be separated 
from the title to the surface, and that the coal be disposed of 
separate from the land by sale or lease. He recommends legis- 
lation to prevent the acquisition of power sites on the public 


domain by private persons or corporations with the view of 
monopolizing or adversely controlling them against public inter- 
est. He has withdrawn all locations known to possess power 
possibilities on unappropriated lands outside of national forests 
over which his department has no jurisdiction, and he recom- 
mends that Congress pass a measure authorizing the classifica- 
tion of lands capable of being used for water-power development, 
and to permit of their disposal through the Interior Department 
upon substantially the following conditions: 

1. That the title to such lands be reserved in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and only an easement granted for the purpose of de- 
veloping and transmitting electrical power for private and pub- 
lic use, and for the storage of waters for power, irrigation, and 
other uses; 

2. That such easement be granted for a limited period, with a 
maximum of at least thirty years, and the option of renewal for 
stated periods upon agreed terms; 

8. That entry shall be accompanied by plans and specifica- 
tions covering the works sought to be installed, and covering the 
maximum horsepower capable òf development at such site; also 
that a substantial entry fee be paid to show good faith, and 
that a transfer to the United States of the necessary water 
rights to permit of the estimated power development be made; 

4. That the construction period allowed entrymen for the de- 
velopment of at least 25 per cent of such power shall not extend 
beyond four years, or such further time as may be granted by 
the Secretary of the Interior upon a proper showing; 

5. That a moderate charge shall be made on the capital in- 
vested, or upon the gross earnings of the project for the first 
ten years of operation, adjusted at each subsequent ten-year 
period, and equitably determined by appraisement; 

6. That all rights and easements shall be forfeitable for fail- 
ure to make development within the limitations imposed, or upon 
entry into any contract or combination to charge or fix rates 
beyond a reasonable profit on the investment and cost of opera- 
tion, or entry into any agreement or combination to limit the 
supply of electrical current, or failure to operate the plant; and 

7. That all books and accounts shall always be subject to the 
inspection of the department. 

These are some of the concrete proposals which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior has made. I have seen none more compre- 
hensive presented by the most radical conservationist. They 
are definite and concrete propositions for the consideration of 
the people and Congress and show the practical and well- 
defined efforts of tlfe Secretary to do that which will conserve 
in the highest degree those natural resources upon which de- 
pend the future growth and development of our country and 
the happiness of our people. 

Conscious of the purity of his motives and the rectitude of his 
intentions, the Secretary of the Interior welcomes this investi- - 
gation. 

And I desire to say, Mr. President, some criticism of the 
Secretary of the Interior lias been made because this resolution 
has not been sooner presented. While I am not authorized by 
him to so state, I deem it but just to state here that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has been most desirous of having this in- 
vestigation from the first time that these charges were made or 
presented, and it has not been his fault that this resolution has 
not been presented sooner. I have presented the resolution 
calling for this investigation, not in his behalf or in antagonism 
to any other official of the Government, but in the interests of 
good administration and in order that the people may know 
the facts of this deplorable controversy and for the judgment 
thereon of an impartial body. This resolution has been drawn 
directing the committee to investigate along certain and specific 
lines, and then authority is given to it to make any further 
investigation that it may deem desirable. The intention is to 
secure the broadest and most thorough investigation. If the 
resolution can be made broader and more rigid and a more 
thorough investigation secured, it should be done, and will be 
welcomed by the Secretary. He wants no whitewash; he wants 
no partial investigation; he wants it rigid, thorough, complete, 
and conducted without fear or favor. It is believed that this 
resolution will accomplish this purpose. It is not introduced 
in an unfriendly spirit to anyone, but simply in the interest of 
honesty, decency, and good government. 

Mr. President, I ask that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am entirely in favor of the 
purpose of the joint resolution, but I hope the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Jones] will allow it to go over until to-mor- 
row and be printed, so that we may have an opportunity to see 
it. It is a very important and elaborate measure, containing 
many provisions, and it is impossible to judge about it from 
merely hearing it read at the desk. It is very important that 
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it should accomplish all the purposes that are intended; and I 
should like to have an opportunity of looking at it before I 
pass upon its reference or anything else in regard to it. 

Mr. JONES. I have no objection, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator has no objection, I will ask that 
it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, before any action is taken 
I should like to say one word. I haye no objection to the 
investigation which the Secretary of the Interior asks at the 
hands of Congress, but I shall regret very much if a long and 
sensational investigation delays the enactment of legislation 
essential to carrying out the so-called “conservation policy.” 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] has said that 
conservation has been talked about for a long time, but that 
no practical measures have been offered with a view to putting 
upon the statute book that policy. I wish to say to the Senator 
from Washington that I think he is mistaken in that statement. 
For many years—— 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I simply meant to say that those who have 
been doing the talking have not been the ones to present con- 
crete propositions. The Senator from Nevada, I know, has 
presented a very fine proposition. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say that during the past five or 
six years many bills have been introduced looking to the reform 
of the land laws and to the reforms called for by the conserva- 
tion policy. Some of those bills have been reported favorably 
by the appropriate committees of the Senate and have passed 
this body, but have failed in the House. Some have failed of 
action by the Public Lands Committee and other committees. 
The friends of conservation have sought repeatedly during the 
past six years by practical measures of legislation to induce 
Congress to take action upon this important question, and 
Congress has not acted. Congress is always inert in matters 
of reform or of constructive policy unless driven by public 
opinion, and I am glad to see that public opinion is now being 
so formulated upon this important question as to drive Congress 
into action. 

I shall regret this investigation if it delays legislative action; 
I shall welcome it if it will so focus public opinion upon these 
important measures as to force immediate consideration and 
action by Congress. I am more intent upon action than I am 
upon investigation; I am more intent about writing this con- 
servation policy in the statute book than I am upon any sensa- 
tional investigation of the acts or the motives of those who have 
been engaged in this controversy. 

Mr. President, I wish to add just one word. I agree with 
the Senator from Washington that no more comprehensive rec- 
ommendations have been made with reference to the conserva- 
tion policy than those presented by the Secretary of the Interior 
in his recent report. I think that he is entitled to great credit 
for those recommendations, and I trust that, regardless of the 
proposed investigation, they will immediately ripen into legis- 
lation. I do not mean to say that I give my unqualified support 
to every detail of the legislation which he proposes, but I do 
say that, in the main, his recommendations are thorough, com- 
prehensive, and wise, and are likely to reach the evils that are 
feared and to effect the reforms which are desired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr], the joint resolution will lie over. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $5,000 for the improvement of Seventeenth street NE. 
from Newton to Hamlin streets, in the District of Columbia, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $61,000 for the laying and installing of a line of 12-inch 
water main in Conduit road from Elliott place to the United 
States Government’s southern property line, etc., in the District 
of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $66,000 to enable the Secretary of State to return the money 
raised to pay the ransom for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, 
an American missionary to Turkey, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment relative to second- 
class mail matter, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


SHIP CANAL FROM TOLEDO TO CHICAGO. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to call up from the table the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 47) providing for the survey of a route for 
a proposed ship canal from Toledo, Ohio, to or near Chicago, 
Ill, by way of Fort Wayne, Ind. I ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. It 
is so referred. 


INCREASED COST OF LIVING, 


Mr. ELKINS. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read 
and lie on the table. 
The resolution (S. Res. 115) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 
Senate resolution 115. 


haustive eee into the co 
same since 1900; to ascertain whether the price of the n ot 
life which 1 55 into the 2 use and consumption of the le 

e 


e! 
cause or causes which have influenced said increase. In making such 


d 
pace with the increase In the cost of living; increased price, if 
= articles as meat, in, provisions, rents, cotton; week, clo —— 
d 


report th 
price to the producer, the wholesaler or jobber, e retailer, and the 


for their disposition and sale at the present 
the duty of said committee to ascertain the cost of production of said 
articles and the cost of their distribution and sale when in the hands 
of the wholesaler, ee ga ER and the retailer between the same periods. 
If in the judgment said committee such articles have been increased 
in price by reason of legislation by Congress, or by any monopoly, com- 
bination, or conspi: to control, ate, or restrain interstate or 
foreign commerce in the 8 tion, or sale of such articles, 
it shall report the same to the Senate with suggestions or recommenda- 
tions as to the remedy to be applied to reduce the cost of living, and 
accompany its report with such bill or bills as will in the opinion of 
the committee correct and remove the cause or causes which have en- 
hanced the price of said articles. Said committee or subcommittee is 
8 to manic? Be 3 8 take e send 
‘or persons and papers, employ a stenographer to report its heari 
ang to bave such hearings printed. a ; 8 oe neh 

all necessary expenses carry ou e provisions of this resolu- 
tion shall be paid Nom the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I submit the following resolution and ask 
that it be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 123), as follows: 


Senate resolution 123. 


1864, and June 30, 1874, 
riods of service sppe in applications before 1887 


as shown by the 
in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of the salary 


e such salary 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and 
to enable of the 3 the better to com iy with this 
resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to 
the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every such claim. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think resolutions of this character have 
usually been adopted. There are several others just like the 
one just introduced by me that have been adopted, and I should 
like to have the resolution considered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. If all such resolutions are so referred, I have 
no objection. 
inte PENROSE. They all ought to be referred to the com- 

ee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think they have all been referred. 

Mr. PENROSE. In some cases they bave been referred, and 
in some cases they have not been referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator agree to report the resolu- 
tion back, or something in place of it? 
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Mr. PENROSE. I will look into the matter and talk to the 
Senator about it. 

Mr. CULLOM, All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORT OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL FOR 1909. 
Mr. PENROSE. I submit a resolution, which I ask to have 


read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads 10, copies of the Report of the Postmaster- 
General for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the printing under the reso- 
lution will involye an expenditure of only $261, and I believe, 
therefore, under the rule it may be now considered. I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which has been read. Is there objection? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to. 
CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN UTAH. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 117), 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Senate resolution 117. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters a -offices in the State 
of Utah in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, 
whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 1887 
on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to be 
stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box rents, 
as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on file in 
the Sixth Auditor's office, and to show the exact excess of the salary 
by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every case where 
the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary by box rents and 
commissions ; and to comply in all respects with the public order of the 
Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such salary ac- 
counts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with this 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to 
the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands to each and 
every such claim. 

INCREASED COST OF PRODUCTS. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I sent over to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor some time ago a tentative resolu- 
tion to ascertain whether they could furnish certain information 
upon a subject of very great general interest; that is, high 
prices. I have just received a letter from the department 
stating that the information my proposed resolution calls for 
can be furnished. It is, in a sense, pertinent to the proposal 
in the resolution of the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Cummins], which involves a very exhaustive examination. 
The purpose of my resolution, however, is simply to place upon 
the record, for the information of the country, in a brief and 
very concise form, some results which the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor inform me they can now give to the country 
upon that question. I therefore offer a resolution, which I will 
ask to have read. It is short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 125), as follows: 


Senate resolution 125. 


Whereas the prices of what are known as the necessaries of life 
have steadily advanced for a period of ten years and universal interest 
is 8 — rae N and divers reasons assigned as causes 
therefor : refore 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Department of Commerce and Labor 
be 1 to a investigation, and at the earliest convenience re- 

rt to the Senate: 

Po irst. The percentage of increase in the United States of the whole- 
sale price of food products during the ten years from 1899 to 1908 ; 

Second. The percentage of increase in the United States of the whole- 
sale price of cotton, wool, hides, and the manufactures th 
ally used by the peopie of the United States duri: 

Third. The percentage of increase in the Uni States of 
price of the articles named in paragraphs 1 and 2 during the same 


riod ; 
Pevourth. The percentage of increase in the average annual cost of 
food in the average family of workingmen employ in the principal 
F mechanical industries of the United States during 
the same period ; 

Fifth. e percentage of increase, if any, in the wages paid to the 
workingmen in such establishments during the same period ; 

Sixth. The Increase in the average of the world’s prices of vegetable 
food, animal food, and of clothing during the same period; 

Seventh. The circulation per capita in the United States on July 1, 


1896, and on July 1, 1909; 
Eighth. The world’s production of gold In 1896, and of each year 
thereafter, including the year 1907; 
Ninth. The world’s coinage in the year 1896 and in 1907; 
Tenth. The gold production in the United States in 1896 and in 1907; 
Eleventh. What particular articles of food and of „ ot 


cotton, wool, iron, and steel show the highest to the 
consumer during the same period; and 


Twelfth. What particular articles of food and of manufactures of 
cotton, wool, iron, and steel, or other article of common consumption 
as a necessary, show the greatest decrease in cost to the consumer dur- 
ing the same period, if there be any such. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that in the eleventh and twelfth clauses of the resolu- 
tion he add “and the comparative quality of the same.” I 
merely make that suggestion. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I am simply seeking to 
put into the record what the Department of Commerce and 
Labor inform me they will be able now to give in the way of 
results of investigations already made. Upon the point to 
which the Senator from Indiana makes reference, I am not 
sure that they have the figures. There are certain other mat- 
ters which I would like very much to have had the resolution 
reach, but the department informed me that their investigations 
were not down to date upon those particular points. I think 
the propositions in the resolution will, in a simple way, put in 
the record some facts—not arguments, but facts—which are 
pertinent in the general inquiry now going on upon this ques- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 


PENSIONS TO STATE TROOPS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to offer a resolution, 
and I am very glad that the resolutions of my colleague [Mr. 
ELKINS] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. CRAWFORD], 
proposing an inquiry into the cost of living, have preceded the 
one which I propose to offer, making an inquiry about another 
matter. I desire to ascertain the number of soldiers that 
fought during the late unpleasantness who are deprived of an 
opportunity of being placed upon the pension roll, whereby they 
may get something with which to buy the food the cost of 
which Senators are discussing. Many of them have not the 
means to purchase that food at the price of to-day, or at a 
reduced price, and I want to ascertain their number and find 
out how many of them are destitute. 

There are here to-day, Mr. President, 16 Senators, 7 of whom 
served in the confederate army and 9 of whom served in the 
Union army. I have a report this morning from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that the soldiers who served in the late war 
are dying at the rate of one every fourteen minutes. The ranks 
are being depleted with the rapidity that that statement will 
convey to the minds of Senators. 

In all probability those Senators serving here to-day who 
fought in the civil war, on both sides, will not be replaced by 
men who fought during the great struggle between the States. 
They will drop out and their places will be taken by younger 
men, and the younger men will not have the interest in the old 
soldiers that those who themselves served in the army of the 
Union at the time of the war between the States have. 

Now, Mr. President, in view of the rapidity with which the 
old veterans are dying, I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, calling upon the Secretary of War for certain infor- 
mation. I hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate to adopt 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 124), as follows: 

Senate resolution 124. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate the number of federal state troops en in the 
war between the States who are not on the pension roll; the num- 
ber of war telegraphers similarly engaged who are not on the pension 
roll; the number of army volunteer nurses similarly e who are 
not on the pension roll; and the number of scouts ly engaged 
who are not on the pension roll, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am quite willing that 
we should get all necessary information, but I ask the Senator 
from West Virginia if under existing law every nurse who was 
recognized by the War Department is not now on the pension 
roll of the United States? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator from 
New Hampshire by saying that there were a number of volun- 
teer nurses who served during the war that are not on the roll, 
and they are not able to get on the roll because they were never 
properly mustered into the service of the United States. Many 
of those deserving old ladies sacrificed their independent for- 
tunes to provide luxuries for and to care for the wounded and 
sick soldiers, and there are only a few of them left. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are, Mr. President, I think, tens of 
thousands of so-called “soldiers” in the country who are not 
on the pension roll because they never were mustered into the 
service of the United States. We have been asked frequently 
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to pass bills placing those people on the pension roll; for in- 
stance, state troops who claimed that they performed military 
service. Those people have certainly as much claim to pension 
as volunteer nurses, but if added to the roll the pension appro- 
priation will have millions of dollars added to it. Under our 
very liberal pension laws as they exist to-day every woman 
who was recognized as a nurse during the civil war is now not 
only pensionable, but pensioned. 

I notice another thing in the resolution, Mr. President, and 
that is that the Senator wants to know about the military teleg- 
raphers, and doubtless he desires that information with a view 
of adding them to the pension roll. They were not soldiers— 
not one of them. We might as well put on the roll the team- 
sters—the men who, when they were conveying on the battle- 
field ammunition and provisions to our soldiers, exposed them- 
selyes certainly to equal danger with the telegraphers. And 
there are many other classes who will demand recognition if 
the door is opened to the telegraphers. It does seem to me 
there ought to be some limit even to an inquiry regarding this 
matter, 

No Senator sympathizes more than I do with the remnant 
of that grand army which fought our battles during those four 
terrible years; but, Mr. President, while their ranks are being 
depleted the pension appropriation is being increased, so that 
this year it is much larger than in any other year during the 
history of our Government. I suggest that to show that our 
pension legislation has been extremely liberal, and I think we 
ought to confine ourselves in future legislation to those who 
have been recognized as soldiers and to those who were recog- 
nized as nurses, and not extend the ægis of the Government so 
as to gather in everybody who had anything to do in connec- 
tion with our army during the war from 1861 to 1865. 

Mr. President, if we go into this matter of pensioning nurses 
beyond what we have gone, every woman who cared for a 
soldier, every old mammy in the South who gave a little atten- 
tion to a wounded soldier, will claim that she was a nurse, and 
Heaven only knows where we will stop in this matter of gather- 
ing in people who claim to have done something in behalf of 
the Union cause during that terrible war. 

Mr. President, as a matter of information, I have no objec- 
tion to the resolution being agreed to, but I desire to say that 
if it shall result in proposed legislation to place on the pension 
roll telegraphers, teamsters, and other persons who were not 
mustered into the military service and who received adequate 
pay for the work they performed I shall take occasion, as I 
have once or twice before, to enter my protest against legisla- 
tion of that character. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, just a word. The Senator from 
New Hampshire probably has gone further than he intended in 
talking about the old mammies as nurses, et cetera. He prob- 
ably knows that there are only about 180 old nurses who claim 
any recognition. 

In regard to state troops, the Senator is certainly very narrow 
in his views. There were plenty of state troops who suffered 
all the hardships of any men who were mustered into the serv- 
ice of the General Government—suffered in prison, suffered by 
being wounded—and you might just as well deny the right to be 
pensioned to hundreds and thousands who are pensioned to-day 
as to deny it to these men. 

The Senator referred to the telegraphers. Mr. President, 
there is not a man here who served in the army who does not 
remember that the telegrapher was the man who went out with 
his soap box and put up his instrument, tapping the wire in 
order to send the word back to the good old mother and father 
whether the son was killed or wounded or what had become of 
him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. SCOTT. And now the Senator would deny to those men 
the right to be pensioned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator what was the 
compensation paid those men as compared with that of the men 
who carried the gun and knapsack and fought our battles? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will take that up when the time comes, after 
we have the information I am asking for, and when the Sena- 
tor will so gallantly oppose pensioning these poor men, Then 
I will try to dispose of the facts in regard to the men and the 
women as to whom I am asking for information this morning, 
merely in order to see that a small meed of justice may be paid 
them for service rendered in the hours of the country’s direst 


need. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the resolution asks 
for information which probably would involve some expense. I 
believe all these resolutions ought to be sent to some standing 
committee, and I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
that he allow the resolution to go to the Committee on Pen- 
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sions. He is a member of that committee. There will probably 
be no objection—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I think, if we are going to refer the resolution 
to a committee, it should go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. However, I have no objection to either one of them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I haye no objection to that course. I sug- 
gest that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affars. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


RETIREMENT PLANS FOR GOVERNMENT CIVIL EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I offer a resolution for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa presents 
a resolution for which he asks immediate consideration. It 
will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 119) was read, as follows: 


Senate resolution 119. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate from time to time such In- 
formation as may now be in the possession of the Bureau of Labor on 
the subject of foreign and domestic retirement plans for government 
civil-service and other industrial employees as rapidly as such informa- 
tion may be compiled. 


Mr. ALDRICH rose. \ 

Mr. CUMMINS. Before the Senator from Rhode Island 
makes the objection which I anticipate he will interpose, may I 
state a little more clearly why I desire this information? 

There are pending before the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment bills looking to the establishment of some system 
of retiring pay in order to increase if possible the efficiency of 
our employees. The Department of Commerce and Labor has 
collected a large amount of very valuable information respect- 
ing that subject. It has looked into the practice of other gov- 
ernments as well as the practice of private corporations, and 
this information, I am sure, will be very much desired by the 
Senate and by the committee of which I happen to be chairman. 

I do not think there is any difference of opinion with regard 
to the propriety of furnishing the committee or the Senate with 
the information, and I do not believe it will involve any con- 
siderable expense, inasmuch as the department now has the in- 
formation in its possession and is receiving it from time to time 
through the work of one of its employees. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that he 
allow the resolution to go to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. I think all these resolutions of inquiry should 
go to some standing committee. 

I suggest that there may be one possible objection to the reso- 
lution in the form in which it now stands. It not only asks for 
information now in the hands of the department, but such as 
may come into its possession from time to time. It is a con- 
tinuing resolution. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not perceive any impropriety in that, 
because the Department of Commerce and Labor is now en- 
gaged, through an employee, in securing this information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it involves rather a continuous per- 
formance on the part of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor which may lead to very greatly increased expenditures, 
and I suggest to the chairman of the committee that that feature 
certainly should be eliminated. I have no objection to asking 
for any information now in the possession of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor in reference to this subject. $ 

Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator from Rhode Island objects to 
the consideration of the resolution and asks that it be sent to 
the committee, I can not resist that suggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it may be sent. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But I must say that I do not see any im- 
propriety or that there is anything unwise in asking the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor to send to the Senate the 
information as it secures it. However, we will deal with that 
point when we bring in a report from the committee, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. The Chair hears none. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 114), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 114. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be 
necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or other mat- 
ters pending before said committee during the Sixty-first Congress, and 
to have the same printed for the use of the committee, and that such 
stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


— 
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ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 121), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Senate resolution 121. 

Resolced, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ an additional clerk, at an annual salary at the 
rate of $1,440 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 


HISTORY OF THE DELAWARE INDIANS, 


Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 126), 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Senate resolution 126. 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies 
of Senate Document No. 501, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, His- 
tory of the Delaware Indians.” 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 122), 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads: 

Senate resolution 122. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for 3 to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at t-offices in the Ter- 
ritory (now State) of Washington in biennial 
1864, and June 30, 1874, whose names an 
applications before 1887 on file in the departm: 


directed to Sixth Auditor all the data now in his 
hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
118), which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Senate resolution 118, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at -offices in the State 
of California in „biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and iods of service appear in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary each former 2 to 
be stated for each 1 . — term of service by commisslons and box 
rents, as shown — he registered returns of each former er 
on file in the Sixth Auditor’s Office, and to show the exact excess of 
the salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every 
case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the sa by box 
rents and — royin and to peng È in all respects with the public 
order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such 
salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 
1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the be to com- 
ply with this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to 

rn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands 
ing to each and every such claim. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. DEPEW submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 116), 

which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
Senate resolution 116. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as rs at post-offices in the State 
and June 30, 1357 


ebruarx 17, 1884, for sta such sala: 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 1883; an 
to enable the Secretary of the rany the better to comply with this 
resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to 
the sixth auditor all the data now in his hands to each and 
every such claim. 
NORAH E, MANEKIN. 


Mr. RAYNER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
120), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Senate resolution 120. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Norah E. Man 11 widow of George 
L. Mankin, late engineer of the Maltby Building, United States Senate, 
a sum equal to six months’ salary, at the rate he was receiving by law. 
at the time of his death, said sum to be considered as including funeral 
expenses and all other allowances, 


PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, in the early part of the session 
I introduced three separate Senate resolutions asking of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor certain information regard- 
ing the Alaska fur-seal herd. At that time I asked that the 
resolutions might lie on the table. In view of the discussion 
of the last few minutes, I ask that the resolutions, being resolu- 
tions Nos. 90, 91, and 92, now on the table, may be referred to 
the Committee on Conservation of National Resources. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made. The Chair hears none. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, morning business in closed. 

Mr. NELSON. There is a resolution that went over before 
the holiday recess which, I think, has not been disposed of, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to call 
it up? 

Mr. NELSON. I simply desire to moye its reference to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate concurrent resolution No. 18, by Mr. 
Gore, providing for an investigation of the General Land Office 
and the Bureau of Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON. I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I gave notice that I would make that 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAROLE OF UNITED STATES PRISONERS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order, and the first business will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 870) to parole United States pris- 
oners, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On objection, the bill will go over. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. 


The bill (S. 2846) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and parks and other premises 
owned or used by the United States Government was announced 
as the next business in order on the calendar, and was read. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On objection, it will go over. 


CUSTOMS VESSEL FOR PORTLAND, ME, 


The bill (S. 1347) to construct a vessel for the customs 
service for use in the vicinity of Portland, Me., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have constructed and equipped a suitable vessel for 
the customs service for use at and in the vicinity of Portland, 
Me., at a cost not to exceed $25,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


TENDER FOR FIRST AND SECOND LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS, 


The bill (S. 1348) to construct a tender for the use of the 
engineer of the first and second light-house districts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment, in line 5, before the word “ steam,” to strike 
out “steel,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to have constructed an 
sanipped a steam light-house tender, at a cost not to exceed $200,000, 
for the use of the engineer of the first and second light-house districts, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REVENUE CUTTER FOR KEY WEST, FLORIDA. 

The bill (S. 1381) to provide for the construction of a reve- 
nue cutter of the first class for service in the waters of Key 
West, Florida, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to construct a steam 
revenue cutter of the first class for service in the waters of Key 
West, Florida, at a cost not to exceed $250,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS, 


The bill (S. 624) to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the construction of additional light-house districts,” ap- 
proved June 26, 1886, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to amend the section cited so as to make 
it read as follows: 

Sec. 4670. The Light-House Board shall arrange the ocean, gulf, lake, 
and river coasts of the United States into light-house districts not ex- 
ceeding 19 in number; that any law or regulation prohibiting the em- 


ployment in the light-houses of the Uni States of persons of more 
than 45 years of age be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. LODGE. The bill seems to have in it something more 
than the mere rearranging of light-house districts. I should 
like to have a word of explanation. 

Mr. NELSON. I can explain it to the Senator. The only 
change in existing law is to increase the number of districts 
from 16 to 19. It authorizes the department to make three ad- 
ditional districts. All the rest is in existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. Including the age limit? 

Mr. NELSON. Everything. There is no change. 

Mr. LODGE. That is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, ETC., BY REVENUE OFFICERS. 


The bill (S. 113) to amend section 3165 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to revenue officers who 
may administer oaths and take evidence, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment, in line 11, after the word “law,” to insert 
“or regulation authorized by law;” so as to make the section 
proposed to be amended read: 


Sec. 8165. Every collector, deputy collector, internal-revenue agent, 
and inspector is authorized to administer oaths and to take evidence 
touching Sn part of the administration of the internal-revenue laws 
with which he is charged, or where such oaths and evidence are author- 
ized by law or regulation authorized by law to be taken. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 

Mr. KEAN. I ask that the report of the committee in con- 
nection with the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 


be made. 
The report, submitted by Mr. SımĮmoxns, December 16, 1909, is 


as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 113) 
to amend section 8165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relative to revenue officers who may administer oaths and take evi- 
dence, having considered the same, report it with an amendment, and, 
as amended, recommend its passage. 

The bill thus amended has the approval of the Treasury Department, 
as will appear by the annexed letter, the amendment referred to therein 
having been incorporated in the bill as reported. This letter sufficiently 
explains the purpose of the bill. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 31, 1909. 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge 8 of your letter of the 
24th instant, inclosing a copy of S. 113, Sixty-first Congress, first 
session, a bill to amend section 3165 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relative to revenue officers who may administer oaths and 
take evidence, and in compliance with your request report as follows: 
The bill adds to the list of officers now authorized to administer 
oaths internal-revenue agents and . gre appointed under the de- 
natured alcohol law. The language of the bill conforms with section 
$165, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 2, act of March 1, 1879, 
with the exception of mentioning internal-revenue agents and omitting 
the words or regulation author: by law.” 
The Internal Reyenue Bureau desires the passage of this bill, restor- 
ing the words omitted from the present law. 
1 recommend the passage of the bill with the amendment suggested, 
which I have added to the printed copy of the bill herewith returned. 
Respectfully, 
FRANKLIN MACVEAGH, 
Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION, MICHIGAN ISLAND, WISCONSIN, 


The bill (S. 2066) for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog signal at the easterly end of Michigan Island, Apostle 
Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wisconsin, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments, in line 3, after the word “ hundred,” to insert 
“and twenty-five; ” and in line 8, before the word “order,” to 


strike out “second” and insert “ third,” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $125,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, a propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, for the construction of a light-house and fog- 
Pe eye station of the third order, together with a keeper's house and 
all necessary equipment, under plans prepared by the Light-House 
Board; to be located at or near the easterly end of Michigan Island, 
Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wisconsin. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house and fog signal at or near the easterly 
end of Michigan Island, Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake 
Superior, Wisconsin.” 


EXTRATERRITORIAL DEPOSITS OF PHOSPHATES, COAL, ETC, 


The bill (S. 3734) to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with amendments, on page 1, line 11, before the word 
“coal,” to insert “ phosphates; ” and on page 2, line 3, before the 
word “coal,” to insert “ phosphates,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 5570, 5571, 5573, 5574, 5575, 5576, 
aye 5578 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended as 
ollows : 

In section 5570, after the words “ deposit of guano,” insert a comma 
and the words“ 8 coal, or other mineral.” 

In section 5570, and in any of the above sections wherever the same 
words occur, insert after the words “island, rock, or key“ the words 
“or portion thereof.” 

At the end of section 5573 add the words “Provided, That in ye rbd 
to discoveries of phosphates, coal, or other mineral such exclusive right 
may be allowed at the pleasure of Congress, without restriction of sale 
and unre to citizens of the United States for use therein, and with- 
out regulation of price.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF FEDERAL COURT PRACTICE. 


The bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over. 


CUSTOMS LAUNCH FOR LOS ANGELES, CAL, 


The bill (S. 427) for the purchase or construction of a launch 
for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Los Angeles, 
Cal., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may use said boat at 
any customs port in the United States as the exigency of the service 
may require. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to rchase or have constructed for the customs 
service a suitable launch, of such motive power as may be determined 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, for use at and in the vicinity of Los 
Angeles, Cal. ; and the cost thereof shall not exceed the sum of 310,000: 
Provided, That the eona of the Treasury may use said boat at 
any customs port in the United States as the exigency of the service 
may require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reag 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION, 


The bill (S. 2904) to authorize additional aids to navigation 
in the Light-House Establishment, and for other parpuseg, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Commitiee on Commerce 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 10, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “revolying” and insert “ flashing,“ so as 
to read: 

A third-order flashing light, 6-inch siren, at Point Delgada, Cali- 
fornia, at a cost not to exceed $60,000, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 2, line 11, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “fourth-order revolving” and insert 
“ flashing,” so as to read: 

flashing light, fog signal, and keepers’ quarters at Point Pin 
California, A . net og exceed $ 29,000. = = 

The amendment was agreed s 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 14, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “fourth-order revolving” and insert 
“ flashing,” so as to read: 

A flashing light, fog signal, and keepers’ quarters at Santa Cruz, Cal., 
at a cost not to exceed $29,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 17, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “second-order revolving” and insert 
“ flashing,” so as to read: 

A flashing light and kopae quarters at Bonita Point, California, at 
a cost not to exceed $11,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 20, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “third-order revolving” and insert 
“flashing,” so as to read: 

48.500 light at Point Arguello, California, at a cost not to exceed 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 22, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “third-order revolving” and insert 
flashing,“ so as to read: 

A flashing light, fog signal; and quarters at Point Fermin, California, 
at a cost not to exceed $11,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amend.nent was, on page 2, line 25, before the word 
“light,” to strike out “fourth-order revolving” and insert 
“flashing,” so as to read: 

A flashing light, fog signal, and keepers’ quarters at Santa Barbara, 
Cal., at a cost not to exceed $29,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to add: 

A second-order flashing light and 6-inch siren at Harris Point, San 
Miguel Island, California, at a cost not to exceed $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock 
and 58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 6, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 5, 1910. 
SUPERVISORS OF THE THIRTEENTH CENSUS. 

Frank A. Moore, of Missouri, to be a supervisor of the Thir- 
teenth Census for the fourth supervisor's district of Missouri, 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

George W. Gerwig, of Pennsylvania, to be a supervisor of the 
Thirteenth Census for the twenty-third supervisor’s district of 
Pennsylvania, Department of Commerce and Labor. 

CoNSULS-GENERAL. 

Maxwell Blake, of Missouri, now consul at Dunfermline, to 
be consul-general of the United States of America at Bogota, 
Colombia, vice Jay White, appointed consul at Santos. 

Charles C. Eberhardt, of Kansas, now consul at Barranquilla, 
to be consul-general at large, vice Albert R. Morawetz, nomi- 
nated to be consul at Leipzig. 

William H. Gale, of Virginia, now consul at Malta, to be 
consul-general of the United States of America at Athens, 
Greece, vice George Horton, nominated to be consul at Saloniki. 

Robert Brent Mosher, of the District of Columbia, now 
consul at Port Elizabeth, to be consul-general of the United 
States of America at Hankow, China, vice William Martin, 
resigned. 

CONSULS. 

George E. Chamberlin, of New York, to be consul of the 
United States of America at Swatow, China, vice Albert W. 
Pontivs, nominated to be consul at Chungking. 
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‘Arthur Garrels, of Missouri, now consul at Zanzibar, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Catania, Italy, vice 
Stuart K. Lupton, appointed consul at Karachi. 

P. Merrill Griffith, of Ohio, now consul at Tampico, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Pernambuco, Brazil, 
vice Louis J. Rosenberg, nominated to be consul at Barran- 
quilla. 

Arminius T. Haeberle, of Missouri, now consul at Manza- 
nillo, to be consul of the United States of America at Tegu- 
cigalpa, Honduras, vice Samuel MacClintock, appointed consul 
at Puerto Cortes. 

Lewis W. Haskell, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States of America at Salina Cruz, Mexico, vice C. Lud- 
low Livingston, nominated to be consul at Swansea. 

George Horton, of Illinois, now consul-general at Athens, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Saloniki, Turkey, 
vice Evan E. Young. 

Felix S. S. Johnson, of New Jersey, now consul at Bergen, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Kingston, On- 
tario, Canada, vice Howard D. Van Sant, nominated to be consul 
at Dunfermline. 

Jesse H. Johnson, of Texas, now consul at Swansea, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Matamoros, Mexico, 
vice Clarence A. Miller, nominated to be consul at Tampico. 

C. Ludlow Livingston, of Pennsylvania, now consul at Salina 
Cruz, to be consul of the United States of America at Swansea, 
Wales, vice Jesse H. Johnson, nominated to be consul at Mata- 
moros. 

James Verner Long, of Pennsylvania, now consul at Venice, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Malta, Mal- 
tese Islands, vice William H. Gale, nominated to be consul- 
general at Athens. 

Clarence A. Miller, of Missouri, now consul at Matamoros, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Tampico, 
Mexico, vice P. Merrill Griffith, nominated to be consul at 
Pernambuco. 

Albert R. Morawetz, of Arizona, now consul-general at large, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Leipzig, Sax- 
ony, vice Southard P. Warner, appointed consul at Bahia. 

Albert W. Pontius, of Minnesota, now consul at Swatow, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Chungking, China, 
vice Percival Heintzleman. 

Bertil M. Rasmusen, of Iowa, now consul at Stavanger, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Bergen, Norway, vice 
Felix S. S. Johnson, nominated to be consul at Kingston, On- 
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Louis J. Rosenberg, of Michigan, now consul at Pernambuco, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Barranquilla, 
Colombia, vice Charles C. Eberhardt, nominated to be consul- 
general at large. 

P. Emerson Taylor, of Nebraska, now consul at Port Louis, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Stavanger, Nor- 
way, vice Bertil M. Rasmusen, nominated to be consul at Bergen. 

Howard D. Van Sant, of New Jersey, now consul at Kingston, 
Ontario, to be consul of the United States of America at Dun- 
fermline, Scotland, vice Maxwell Blake, nominated to be consul- 
general at Bogota. 

Ernest A. Wakefield, of Maine, now consul at Rangoon, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Port Elizabeth, Cape 
of Good Hope, vice Robert Brent Mosher, nominated to be con- 
sul-general at Hankow. 

Alexander W. Weddell, of Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Zanzibar, Zanzibar, vice Arthur Garrels, 
nominated to be consul at Catania. 

John Q. Wood, of Hawaii, to be consul of the United States 
of America at Venice, Italy, vice James Verner Long, nominated 
to be consul at Malta. 

COLLECTOR oF CUSTOMS. 

Levi M. Willcuts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Third Lieut. John Patrick Gray to be second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from May 28, 1909, in place of Second Lieut. Leon Claude 
Covell, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Paul Henry Harrison to be second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from July 9, 1909, in place of Second Lieut. Thomas 
Marcus Molloy, promoted. 

Cadet Eugene Auguste Coffin, of New Jersey, to be third 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
to fill an original vacancy. - 
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Cadet Engineer Fayette Andrus Cook, of New York, to be 
third lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet William James Keester, of Illinois, to be third lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

Cadet Engineer Robert Shimer Oberly, of Pennsylvania, to 
be third lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
of the United States, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Engineer Herbert Norton Perham, of the District of 
Columbia, to be third lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to fill an original vacancy. 

ASSOCIATE JUDGES OF THE COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS, 


Orion M. Barber, of Vermont, to be associate judge of the 
court of customs appeals. (An original appointment, as pro- 
vided by the act approyed August 5, 1909.) 

Alfred C. Coxe, of New York, to be presiding judge of the 
court of customs appeals. (An original appointment, as pro- 
vided by the act approved August 5, 1909.) 

William H. Hunt, of Montana, to be associate judge of the 
court of customs appeals. (An original appointment, as pro- 
vided by the act approved August 5, 1909.) 

James F. Smith, of California, to be associate judge of the 
court of customs appeals. (An original appointment, as pro- 
vided by the act approved August 5, 1909.) 

Marion de Vries, of New York, to be associate judge of the 
court of customs appeals. (An original appointment, as pro- 
vided by the act approved August 5, 1909.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Charles A. Wilson, of Rhode Island, to be United States at- 
torney for the district of Rhode Island. (A reappointment, his 
term expiring January 20, 1910.) 

H. Roy Waugh, of West Virginia, to be United States attor- 
ney, northern district of West Virginia, vice Reese Blizzard, 
whose term has expired. 

Robert T. Whitehouse, of Maine, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Maine. (A reappointment, his term expiring 
January 15, 1910.) 

JUDGES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT oF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Charles S. Bundy, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge 
of the municipal court of the District of Columbia. (A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring December 31, 1909.) 

Thomas H. Callan, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge 
of the municipal court of the District of Columbia. (A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring December 31, 1909.) 

Luke C. Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge of 
the municipal court of the District of Columbia. (A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring December 31, 1909.) 

Robert H. Terrell, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge 
of the municipal court of the District of Columbia. (A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring December 31, 1909.) 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Daniel R. Ballou, of Rhode Island, to be United States mar- 
shal, district of Rhode Island. (A reappointment, his term ex- 
piring February 19, 1910.) 

James E. Doyle, of West Virginia, to be United States 
marshal, northern district of West Virginia, vice Charles D. 
Elliott, whose term has expired. 

Frank H. Tyree, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal, southern district of West Virginia. (A reappointment, his 
term haying expired.) 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR OF PorTO Rico. 


John A. Wilson, of Porto Rico, to be secretary of the interior 

of Porto Rico, vice Laurance H. Grahame, term expired. 
SPECIAL AGENT OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Clyde B, Walker, of Idaho, now a special agent of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, to be register of the land office at Juneau, 
Alaska, vice John W. Dudley, removed. Temporary, pending 
regular appointment. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Thomas H. Bartlett, of Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Lewiston, Idaho, his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 

Charles De Moisy, of Utah, to be register of the land office at 
Vernal, Utah, his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 


George W. Fisher, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Topeka, Kans., his term having expired December 18, 
(Reappointment. ) 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

Don B. Colton, of Utah, to be receiver of public moneys at 

Vernal, Utah, his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


MEDICAL CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. Louis A. La Garde, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
from January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Lieut. Col. John M. Banister, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
from January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Maj. William P, Kendall, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 1, 1910, to fill an original yacancy. 

Maj. William B. Banister, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Maj. Charles E. Woodruff, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Maj. Charles F. Mason, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 1, 1910, vice Lieut. Col. Louis A. La 
Garde, promoted. 

Capt. Jay Ralph Shook, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. William E. Vose, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Frank T. Woodbury, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Henry H. Rutherford, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Ernest L. Ruffner, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. William H. Brooks, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Charles N. Barney, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Eugene R. Whitmore, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Patrick H. McAndrew, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Charles X. Brownlee, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. John A. Murtagh, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. George M. Ekwurzel, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Gideon McD. Van Poole, Medical Corps, to be major 
from January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. William W. Reno, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Carroll D. Buck, Medical Corps, to be major from Janu- 
ary 1, 1910, vice Maj. Robert J. Gibson, retired from active 
service on that date. 

Capt. George H. R. Gosman, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, vice Maj. William P. Kendall, promoted. 

Capt. Conrad E. Koerper, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, vice Maj. William B. Banister, promoted. 

Capt. John H. Allen, Medical Corps, to be major from Janu- 
ary 1, 1910, vice Maj. Charles E. Woodruff, promoted. 

Capt. Robert U. Patterson, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, vice Maj. Paul Shillock, retired from active 
service on that date. 

Capt. Roderic P. O'Connor, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, vice Maj. Ogden Rafferty, retired from active 
service on that date. 

Capt. Robert E. Noble, Medical Corps, to be major from Janu- 
ary 1, 1910, vice Maj. Charles F. Mason, promoted. 


PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 


Prelate D. Barker to be postmaster at Mobile, Ala., in place 
of Prelate D. Barker. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1910. 

James B. Washington to be postmaster at Tuskegee Institute, 
Ala., in place of James B. Washington. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expires January 17, 1910. 

CALIFORNIA, 


Ida F. Boulware to be postmaster at Dos Palos, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Daniel H. Coates to be postmaster at Campbell, Cal., in piace 
of Daniel H. Coates. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

Angus J. Drynan to be postmaster at Redding, Cal., in piace 
of Angus J. Drynan. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

Walter J. Ford to be postmaster at Quincy, Cal., in place of 
Walter J. Ford. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 


1910, . ; 
Ella E. Morrison to be poszmaster at Perris, Cal. Office Þe 


1910. 


Richard J. Murphy to be postmaster at Folsom City, Cal., in 
place of Richard J. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

Leonard M. Shelton to be postmaster at Fairoaks, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

FLORIDA, 

Andrew Green to be postmaster at Arcadia, Fla., in place of 
Andrew Green. Incumbent's commission expired December 18, 
1909. 

Walter F. Mickle to be postmaster at Fort Myers, Fla., in 
place of Walter F. Mickle. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

IDAHO. 

Hubert O. Bell to be postmaster at Milner, Idaho. 
became presidential January 1, 1909. 

Joseph W. Fuld to be postmaster at Hailey, Idaho, in place 
of Hugh Cramer, resigned. 

Nadine Napton to be postmaster at Jerome, Idaho. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Mollie E. Sargent to be postmaster at Glenns Ferry, Idaho. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

ILLINOIS. 

John C. Baker to be postmaster at Golconda, III., in place of 
John C. Baker. Incumbent's commission expires January 18, 1910. 

John B. Bradford to be postmaster at Viola, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Harry S. Farmer to be postmaster at Farmer City, III., in 
place of Cassius M. C. Weedman, removed. 

John W. Hancock to be postmaster at Casey, Ill., in place of 
John W. Hancock. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
5, 1910. 

Lillian J. Harris to be postmaster at Durand, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Edmund J. Howell to be postmaster at Erie, III., in place of 
George N. Mason. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
18, 1910. 

George R. Palmer to be postmaster at Onarga, Ill., in place 
of George R. Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
28, 1910. : 

George J. Patterson to be postmaster at Genoa, Ill., in place 
of George J. Patterson, Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1909. 

Charles W. Warner to be postmaster at Hoopeston, III., in 
Place of Charles W. Warner. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 10, 1910, 


Office 


IOWA. 


Michael J. Collins to be postmaster at Fairbank, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

John W. Donley to be postmaster at Delmar, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

James T. Farrell to be postmaster at Carson, Iowa, in place 
of Rufus Lyman, resigned. 

Esther M. McFarlan to be postmaster at Cumberland, Towa, 
in place of Esther M. McFarlan. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 13, 1909. 

Isaiah A. Mains to be postmaster at Charter Oak, Iowa, in 
place of Isaiah A. Mains. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

B. J. Moore to be postmaster at Dunlap, Iowa, in place of 
Albert J. Enbody, resigned. 

William H. Nolte to be postmaster at Holstein, Iowa, in 
Place of William H. Nolte. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1909. 

A. C. Shiflet to be postmaster at Wilton Junction, Iowa, in 
place of Cornelius Van Zandt, deceased. 

George W. Sies to be postmaster at Oxford, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Chandler H. Smith to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, Iowa, 
in place of Chandler H. Smith. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 16, 1909. 

Charles E. Witt to be postmaster at Shellrock, Iowa, in 
place of Belle Sherwood. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

KANSAS. 


Theodore F. Ankeny to be postmaster at Pomona, Kans. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Peter D. Cook to be postmaster at Quenem, Kans., in place of 
Willis E. Bodley, resigned. 

Lulu M. Crans to be postmaster at Formosa, Kans, Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Charles W. McClure to be postmaster at Blue Mound, Kans. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Joseph L. Rogers to be postmaster at Vermillion, Kans, Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910, 
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KENTUCKY. 

J. Schuyler Sandusky to be postmaster at Monticello, Ky., in 

place of John M. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 


LOUISIANA, 

Cora Sharpless to be postmaster at De Ridder, La., in place 
of Cora Sharpless. Incumbent's commission expired December 
12, 1909. 

MARYLAND, 

Lancelot Jaques to be postmaster at Smithsburg, Md. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1909. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


George W. Card to be postmaster at North Dighton, Mass, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 
MICHIGAN, 


Isadore J. Barnett to be postmaster at Onaway, Mich., in 
place of Isadore J. Barnett. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

Frank E. Nellis to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, Mich., in 
place of Frank E. Nellis. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 10, 1910. ‘ 

Charles W. Stacy to be postmaster at Akron, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 


MINNESOTA, 

John Anderson to be postmaster at Sebeka, Minn. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Ferdinand H. Berning to be postmaster at Renyille, Minn, 
in place of Ferdinand H. Berning. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 11, 1909. 

C. P. Christensen to be postmaster at Lake Crystal, Minn., 
in place of David J. Price. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 23, 1909. 

Hiram W. Severns to be postmaster at West Concord, Minn., 
in place of Hiram W. Severns. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 13, 1909. 

Roy A. Smith to be postmaster at Beardsley, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Albert H. Sturges to be postmaster at Clinton, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

James G, Cammack to be postmaster at Rolling Fork, Miss., 
in place of James G. Cammack. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 11, 1909. 

George L. Holley to be postmaster at Booneville, Miss., in 
place of George L. Holley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1909. 

Herbert B. Miller to be postmaster at Grenada, Miss., in 
place of George W. Field, removed. 

. MISSOURI. 

William O. Keffer to be postmaster at Liberal, Mo., in place 
of William O. Keffer. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 15, 1909. 

B. A. Roy to be postmaster at Bonne Terre, Mo., in place of 
John Marshall. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1910. 

Blewett Smith to be postmaster at Potosi, Mo., in place of 
Frank M. Deggendorf. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 10, 1910. 

Gustave A. Wenom to be postmaster at Kimmswick, Mo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

MONTANA. 

Orson B. Prickett to be postmaster at Billings, Mont., in 
place of Orson B. Prickett. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

NEBRASKA. 

Josiah Coombs to be postmaster at Spencer, Nebr., in place of 

Josiah Coombs. Incumbent's commission expired December 16, 


1909. 

Cash D. Fuller to be postmaster at Wauneta, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Ezra C. Hoffman to be postmaster at Grant, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Mons Johnson to be postmaster at Valley, Nebr., in place of 
Mons Johnson. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 1910, 

Truman A. Robey to be postmaster at Rising City, Nebr. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Harry E. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Wilton, N. H., in 
place of Lewis H. Baldwin, removed. 
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Ira A. Ramsay to be postmaster at Colebrook, N. H., in place 


of Ira A. Ramsay. 
18, 1910. 

Fielding Smith to be postmaster at Lancaster, N. H., in place 
of Fielding Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
18, 1910. 


Incumbent's commission expires January 


NEW YORK. 


Minnie C. Fellows to be postmaster at Scarsdale, N. Y. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1909. 

John McNally to be postmaster at Ossining, N. X., in place of 
John McNally. Incumbent's commission expires January 8, 
1910. 

Mary R. Newlands to be postmaster at West Point, N. X., in 
place of Mary R. Newlands. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

Charles R. Peabody to be postmaster at Holland Patent, 
N. Y. Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Harry C. Wanamaker to be postmaster at Suffern, N. Y., in 
place of Harry C. Wanamaker. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 16, 1910. 

NORTII CAROLINA. 

James D. Dorsett to be postmaster at Spencer, N. C., in place 
of James D. Dorsett. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909, 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Clarence ©. Banks to be postmaster at Lansford, N. Dak., in 
place of Clarence ©. Banks. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1909. 

Clarence M. Condit to be postmaster at Westhope, N. Dak., in 
place of Clarence M. Condit. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1909. 

Jeremiah H. Dooley to be postmaster at Leeds, N. Dak., in 
place of Jeremiah H. Dooley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1909. 

E. T. Halaas to be postmaster at Carrington, N. Dak., in 
place of James E. Galehouse, jr. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 19, 1909. 

Nelson C. Lawrence to be postmaster at Dickinson, N. Dak., 
in place of Nelson C. Lawrence. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 19, 1909. 

Harry H. Roberts to be postmaster at Tower City, N. Dak., 
in place of Harry H. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 10, 1910. 

OHIO. 

Orrin C. Andre to be postmaster at Waverly, Ohio, in place 
of Orrin C. Andre. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1909. i 

Glenn H. Salkeld to be postmaster at Perry, Ohio, in place of 
Glenn H. Salkeld. Incumbent’s commission expires January 10, 
1910. 

Frank Schiltz to be postmaster at New Berlin, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Franklin M. Smith to be postmaster at Mentor, Ohio. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Judson N. Stone to be postmaster at Oberlin, Ohio, in place 
of Judson N. Stone. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

A. G. Woodward to be postmaster at Hiram, Ohio, in place 
of Helen M. Vincent, resigned. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Benjamin E. Adams, jr., to be postmaster at Okeene, Okla., 
in place of Arthur E. Gunn, resigned. 
Elva U. Ferguson to be postmaster at Watonga, Okla., in 
place of George W. Ferguson, resigned. 
Samuel C. Timmons to be postmaster at Aline, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 


Corwin W. Elden to be postmaster at Mont Alto, Pa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Howard B. Frankenberry to be postmaster at Point Marion, 
Pa., in place of Howard B. Frankenberry. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires January 10, 1910. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


John H. Beaner to be postmaster at Canastota, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

A. M. Church to be postmaster at Burke, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Fannie Cromack to be postmaster at Willow Lake, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Barney Elias to be postmaster at Bristol, S. Dak. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1909. 

Lewis A. Fox to be postmaster at Tripp, S. Dak. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 


Charles C. Knappen to be postmaster at Sisseton, S. Dak., in 
place of Casper Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 12, 1908. 

Sherman F. Lucas to be postmaster nt Bonesteel, S. Dak., in 
place of Sherman F, Lucas. Incumbe t's commission expired 
February 13, 1909. 

TENNESSEE. 

William S. Raulston to be postmaster at Chattanooga, Tenn., 
in place of William S. Raulston. Incumbents commission ex- 
pired December 16, 1909. 

Timothy F. Stephens to be postmaster at Livingston, Tenn. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Andrew W. Wills to be postmaster at Nashville, Tenn., in 
place of Andrew W. Wills. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

TEXAS, 

James T. Ballard to be postmaster at Beeville, Tex., in place 
of James T. Ballard. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

R. ©. Couch to be postmaster at Munday, Tex., in place of 
John A. Couch, sr., resigned. 

Wenzel K. Richter to be postmaster at Moulton, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Marshall Smith to be postmaster at Brownwood, Tex., in 
place of Marshall Smith, Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

VERMONT. 

Collins M. Graves to be postmaster at Bennington, Vt, in 
place of Collins M. Graves. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 4, 1910. 

VIRGINIA. 

Clinton W. Hoge to be postmaster at Gate City, Va., in place 
T Clinton W. Hoge. Incumbent's commission expires January 
16, 1910. 

John B. Kimberly to be postmaster at Fortress Monroe, Va., 
in place of John B. Kimberly. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

William C. Pendleton to be postmaster at Tazewell, Va., in 
place of William ©. Pendleton. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 4, 1910. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Columbus W. Law to be postmaster at Salem, W. Va., in 
place of Columbus W. Law. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

WISCONSIN. 

Erick C. Bratlie to be postmaster at Westby, Wis., in place 
of Erick C. Bratlie. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
18, 1910. 

Frank M. Clark to be postmaster at Wild Rose, Wis. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Roydon J. Coon to be postmaster at Plainfield, Wis., in place 
of Roydon J. Coon. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
10, 1910. 

Frank ©. Densmore to be postmaster at Sharon, Wis., in 
place of Frank C. Densmore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

William S. Gilpin to be postmaster at Osseo, Wis., in place of 
William S. Gilpin. Incumbents commission expired December 
13, 1909. 

John J. Hayden to be postmaster at Butternut, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Nathan D. Maxon to be postmaster at Walworth, Wis., in 
place of Nathan D. Maxon. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

William Milhaupt to be postmaster at New Holstein, Wis., in 
place of William Milhaupt. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 18, 1910. 

Hans S. Olson to be postmaster at Weyauwega, Wis., in place 
of Hana S. Olson. Incumbents commission expired December 
11, 1909. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 5, 1910. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Arba S. Van Valkenburgh, for the western district es Mis- 


souri, 
Sonvxxon-GENTRAL. 


Thomas Hull to be surveyor-general of Utah. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
T. H. Bartlett to be register at Lewiston, Idaho. 
POSTMASTER. 
A. C. Shiflet, at Wilton Junction, Iowa. 


1910. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January &, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, it is my in- 
tention to introduce a resolution (H. J. Res. 102) calling for 
an investigation of the Interior Department and of the Bureau 
of Forestry of the Agricultural Department, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may be permitted to address the House 
for ten minutes at this time, in order that I may make a state- 
ment in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may address the House for ten minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, almost from 
the day he took his seat in the Cabinet the Secretary of the 
Interior bas been attacked and denounced by a certain class of 
newspapers and magazines. They have by insinuation, innu- 
endo, and by direct statement accused him of running that great 
department not in the interest of the Government, but in the 
interest of private parties. It has also been frequently charged 

“that these attacks upon the Secretary of the Interior were 
largely inspired, if not actually prepared, by persons connected 
with the Bureau of Forestry in the Department of Agriculture. 
The time has come when the people of the country should know 
the truth in relation to these matters. During all these weeks 
Secretary Ballinger has answered these attacks and charges 
upon his motives and his integrity with the mere statement that 
they were untrue. In his case forbearance has long since ceased 
to be a virtue, It is of common knowledge that the action of 
the Secretary of the Interior in refusing to say more in his own 
defense was not in accord with his personal desire, but entirely 
out of deference for the express wish of the President. 

The Secretary from the very beginning wanted to give his 
side of the controversy to the public. He contended from the 
beginning that he had nothing to conceal and that he had a 
complete defense to every charge made, The judgment of the 
President now coincides with that of Secretary Ballinger. 
They both believe that the time has come for the fullest and 
most complete investigation. One thing is certain, that he who 
to-day attempts to draw any unfavorable conclusion from the 
delay of the Secretary in presenting his side of the case to the 
public strikes not at Secretary Ballinger, but he directly as- 
saults the President. About this there can be no mistake. 

There is an old proverb which says that no man suddenly be- 
comes infamous. If the charges against Secretary Ballinger 
are true, then the old proverb has lost its wisdom. I have 
lived for many years in the same city and same State in which 
Secretary Ballinger bas lived. In that State he was for years 
n judge of the superior court. He served with distinction, and 
not a word was ever whispered against his integrity or fair- 
ness. For one term he was mayor of Seattle. No one ever 
questioned his honesty or ability. He gave the city a model 
administration and declined a reelection. At the request of 
Theodore Roosevelt he became Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. He did not seek this place and did not want it. 
He was induced to accept it only at the most earnest solicita- 
tion of the President and the then Secretary of the Interior. 
He filled this place in such a manner that when he resigned 
and went back to Seattle he received the highest praise and 
commendation from President Roosevelt. 

In all these positions he had been successful. He had filled 
them in a way that met the approval of the people. In every 
relation of life he had been true. No man stood higher with 
those who knew him. He had lived a clean, honest, and upright 
life. He had won the confidence and esteem of his neighbors. 
No man in all these years of public service and of private life 
had ever pointed at him the finger of suspicion. No man living 
bore a better reputation. He had retired from office. He did 
not want public place, but again he was urged to accept political 
preferment, and became a part of President Taft's official fam- 
ily. Immediately this man, whom his neighbors and friends 
and President Roosevelt had known and trusted, was charged 
with conduct such as to make him unfit to hold any public 
office. An honest life of many years was no protection against 
these attacks. He was accused of permitting certain interests 
to seize the natural resources of the country. It is charged that 
he is not in harmony with the conservation movement. Yet it 
must be said of him that instead of following the example of 


many of the so-called “ conservationists,” he has done something 
more than sermonize and talk in glittering generalities that 
tickle the fancy and mean nothing. For the first time we have 
presented to Congress a fixed and definite plan to conserve the 
resources of the country; a plan upon which Congress can act; 
a plan upon which results can be accomplished. And this plan 
is presented by Secretary Ballinger. I do not believe that the 
most advanced conservationist can go further or desire more 
than these recommendations made to Congress by the Secretary. 

But these public acts have weighed nothing with certain of 
his accusers. In fact, every time he has done what they con- 
demned him for not doing their attacks have grown more bitter 
and malicious. His complete exoneration by the President, 
after careful and patient investigation of all the charges, was 
the signal for renewed attempts to discredit him and force him 
to resign. The word of the President has no weight with those 
who now seek to destroy Secretary Ballinger. It has become 
a well-settled conviction with many throughout the country 
that these attacks upon Secretary Ballinger are, in reality, at- 
tacks upon President Taft and the present administration. 
Whether or not this is true, the time has come for the whole 
country to know the facts. Secretary Ballinger has demanded 
an investigation and has insisted that it shall be thorough and 
wide enough to include everything connected with him and his 
department. The country demands this investigation. Let us 
have the light. 

As I have known Secretary Ballinger for many years, so have 
I known Mr. Gifford Pinchot for several years. I have been a 
friend of both and am to-day. I believe that both in their 
public lives have tried honestly to serve the public. I believe 
both have done their duty as they saw it. About them centers 
this agitation. The condition has become intolerable. If the 
facts demonstrate that either or both have been guilty of any 
act deserving it, let them be promptly removed from public life. 
If there is nothing in these charges, then let us have an investi- 
gation that will make the truth so plain that it will forever 
close the polluted lips of slander. 

Mr. Speaker, I now offer the following resolution, which I 
think will accomplish these results, and I ask that it be read 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires that it be read in his 
own time? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be read at this time, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 102. 


Resolved, etc., That a special committee of 12 Members be appointed, 
6 of whom shall be designated by the President of the Senate from 
the Members of that body and 6 of whom shall be designated by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives from the Members of that 
body, which committee is hereby empowered and directed to make a 
thorough and complete investigation of the administration and conduct 
of the Interior Department, its several bureaus, officers, and employees, 
and of the Bureau of Forestry in the Agricultural its offi- 
cers and employees, touching or relating to the reclamation, conser- 
vation, management, and dis of the public lands of the United 
States or any land held in trust by the United States for any purpose, 
including all the natural resources of such lands; and said committee 
is authorized and empowered to make any further investigation touch- 
ing said Interior Department, its bureaus, officers, and employees, and 
of said Bureau of Forestry, its officers and employees, as it may deem 
desirable. Said committee is hereby empowe' to sit and act during 
the recess of Congress and during the session of either or both Houses 
of Congress, to require the attendance of witnesses and the production 
of pas by subpena or otherwise, to swear such witnesses and take 
their testimony under oath or in writing to obtain documents, papers, 
and other information from the several departments of the Government 
or any bureau thereof, to Fe a stenographer to take and make a 
record of ali evidences received by the committee, and to keep a record 
of its proceedings, and to sape such assistance, legal and otherwise, 
as may be deemed necessary. All the costs and expenses of said investi- 
gation shall be paid one-half from the con ent fund of the Senate 
and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 
All E by said committee shall be o; to the public. The com- 
mittee shall report to Congress all the evidence taken and their findings 
and conclusions thereon. 
in case of disobedience to a_ sub; this committee may in- 
yoke on aid of the court of san of the District of Columbia or 


any the circuit courts of the ted States within the jurisdiction 
or which any inquiry may be carried on by said comm in = 
ng a 


the inquiry under this resolution is being carried on, may, in case of 
contumacy or refusal to obey a subpæna issued to any person under 
authority of this resolution, issue an order requiring such person to 
ap fore said committee and produce books and papers, if so 
0 and give evidence tou the matter in question, and any fail- 
ure to obey such order of the court may be punished by such court as a 
contempt thereof. The claim that any such testimony or evidence may 
tend to criminate the rson giving such evidence shail not excuse 
such witness from testifying, but such evidence or testimony shall not 
be used such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 
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REQUESTING INFORMATION CONCERNING STEAM YACHT NOURMAHAL, 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, I desire 
to make a privileged report on House resolution 188, and to give 
notice that I will call it up to-morrow morning. 

: cue SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution (H. Res. 188) requesting certain information of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY—GOVERNMENT OF CANAL ZONE. 


The SPEAKER. This being calendar Wednesday, on last 
calendar Wednesday the House had under consideration in the 
Whole House on the state of the Union a bill the title of which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12316) to provide for the government of the Canal 
Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares the House, under the 
rules, in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CURRIER] 
will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CURRIER). The House is in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 12316. When this bill was under 
consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union general debate was concluded and the first section 
of the bill was read. That section is still open to amendment. 
Without objection, the Clerk will again report the first section 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., The zone of land and land under water of the 
width of 10 miles, extending to the distance of 5 miles on each side of 
the center line of the route of the canal to be constructed thereon, 
which zone begins in the ribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean 
low-water mark and extends to and across the Isthmus of Panama into 
the Pacific Ocean to the distance of 3 marine miles from mean low- 
water mark, including all islands within said described limits and in 
addition thereto the group of islands in the bay of Panama named 
Perico, Naos, Culebra, and Flamenco, and any lands and waters out- 
side of said limits above described which may be or from time to time 
may me necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
operation, sanitation, or protection of the said canal or of any aux- 
iliary canals, lakes, or other works necessary and convenient for the 
construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, or protection of said 
enterprise, the use, occupation, and control whereof were nted to the 
United States by the treaty between the United States and the Republic 
of Panama, the ratifications of which were exchanged on the 26th day 
of February, 1904, and all other territory over which the United 
States now has or may have hereafter ob overnmental control 
situate within the territorial limits of the Republic of Panama, shali 
be known and designated as the Canal Zone, and the canal to be con- 
structed thereon shall be hereafter known and designated as the 
Panama Canal. 


Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question. I 
understand this section is subject to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. This section is still open to amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not in the time 
allowed me undertake to discuss any of the many questions of 
constitutional authority or fundamental principles of law aris- 
ing under this bill, but the plain question and main objection 
to my mind in this bill that I shall discuss is the same feature 
of the bill when I opposed it in the last Congress. I do not 
believe, to start with, there ought to be such concentration of 
power in the hands of one man. To do this is un-American and 
an exceedingly bad precedent. An American citizen in the 
Panama Zone is entitled to some liberties and rights. Ah, Mr. 
Chairman, this House will recall the fact that in the organiza- 
tion of the Department of Commerce and Labor there was a 
provision in that bill which gave the President of the United 
States the power to have investigations made by the Commis- 
sioner of the Bureau of Corporations, and when the data were 
secured and turned over to the President he could withhold and 
suppressed just such data as he pleased and publish a part of 
the facts or not publish them, as he pleased. It was my pleasure 
to oppose the section very earnestly as giving too much power 
to the President. It was too much of a one-man power. It 
was misnamed and miscalled a publicity feature to keep corpo- 
rations straight. 

In the natural order of things and the lapse of time there 
was a resolution introduced in the Senate asking President 
Roosevelt to furnish data which he had obtained from certain 
corporations by an examination made by the Commissioner of 
Corporations at the request of the President, and so forth, and 
he refused to give it to the Senate under that resolution, de- 


claring by himself and by the Attorney-General of the United 
States that the Senate had no right under the law to make the 
demand, and he was sustained by the law, which allowed him 
to publish it or not to publish it, according to his will or 
pleasure. This was but a mere incident of quite an unimportant 
character relating to information or facts acquired by a public 
official in his examination and investigation of a public corpora- 
tion suspected of doing injury to the public by conspiring to 
destroy wholesome and lawful competition. This bill now 
being considered really permits the President of the United 
States to make all civil government in the Panama Canal Zone 
subordinate to the military. We may say, very properly, that 
President Taft would never do that. That is quite true, but 
it is the principle and the precedent that we antagonize. 

It is earnestly asserted by those who favor the bill that the 
purpose is to concentrate all law and power—civil, military, 
judicial, and executive—in the hands of the President, so that 
the people can have one man to look to for responsibility. It is 
a strange time to reach that conclusion at this late day. We 
have passed through the fierce ordeals of doubt and trouble in 
the formative period when we were settling and solving the 
great problems that threatened the success of the canal. We 
have already solved the three great problems that made trouble 
for the French in their efforts to dig the canal, and which 
finally brought disaster to their project. We have first and 
above all other considerations settled to our credit throughout 
the world the appalling death: conditions, and converted a con- 
taminated, disease-breeding strip of tropical land to a condition 
of sanitation that compares fayorably in its death rate to any 
city in the Union. 

Sick men are not able to handle picks and shovels, but we 
must have strong men, with healthy appetites and good diges- 
tion, to do hard, manual labor in a tropical climate. Doctor 
Gorgas, for his magnificent work, his indispensable work to a 
successful canal, is the pride to-day of the medical profession 
of America and has received the plaudits of the world. We 
solved some years since the serious problem that bewildered us, 
how to house and feed the forty-odd thousand employees neces- 
sary to work on the canal. That solution has been successfully 
made, and to-day there are not to be found in the world better 
housed and better fed laborers. The lock-and-dam plan for the 
canal has been adopted and everything is moving along harmo- 
niously—efficiently and honestly conducted. Now, after all this 
gratifying work has been done, and the time for the completion 
of the canal under this successful régime is not far off, then 
this bill is thrust before Congress, demanding that everything 
in the government of the canal be changed in the “ twinkling 
of an eye.“ Why change it? Will the proposed change ex- 
pedite the building of the canal? No. Will it be more eco- 
nomically built? No. Will order be better preserved? No. 
The real, plain fact is, no reason has been given to the com- 
mittee for the necessity of a change. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there has not been a man who has 
been down to the Panama Canal as a visiting statesman or 
otherwise that I haye heard of who has not come back and 
praised the organization. It is doing well; it is absolutely 
meeting all the rec-.irements and expectations of the public in 
building that great canal and will complete the job by the ist 
day of January, 1915. Why, then, change it? The old adage 
which used to be advanced by a great and distinguished Re- 
publican was “let well enough alone,” and the Republican 
party ought especially to stand up for that maxim to-day. 

What reason is given to this House, what proof is there, that 
it is not working well down there? Why, I hold in my hand 
here a newspaper article of an interview with Senator PEN- 
ROSE and others, who have just returned from a visit to Pan- 
ama, and they say that the organization is perfect, that it is 
complete, that it is doing magnificent work. Then, why change 
it? Simply for the reason that the chairman in the majority 
report says it is “desirable” to do so. No evidence has been 
brought before us; not one scintilla of evidence came before 
the Commerce Committee. 

If we give the power supreme to the President and let him 
delegate it to the director-general and let the director-general, 
who will be an engineer, as a matter of course, be clothed with 
the authority this bill gives him, select a judge to pass upon 
the liberties, lives, and properties of these people down there 
when the qualified circuit judge is on leave of absence, as cer- 
tainly is designated in this bill, it seems to me that a grave and 
vital responsibility is being imposed on a military engineer. 
Does he know anything about matters of law or competent and 
qualified lawyers? The director-general will have the same 
supreme power that is delegated to the President. I say that 
is not right. In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, I earnestly 
object to the limitation that is put upon the right of appeal. 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 327 


The highest privilege of the American citizen is to have his 
case, either civil or criminal, reviewed by a higher court, but 
under this law he can not have a case appealed, have it re- 
viewed, except the punishment is death or life imprisonment. 
Let the limit be death or imprisonment for a term not less than 
three years. That is at least humane. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer for adoption the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add. after the word “ mark,” at the end of line 9, page 1 of the bill, 
the words: “ Excepting therefrom the cities of Panama and Colon, 
located within said zone, as exce 1003, Lee teal with the Republic 
of Panama and dated November 18, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. 5 sa is pate that if this mon- 
strosity of legislation is to become law, it ought to at least 
have some appearance of fairness toward the Republic of 
Panama. We ought not to assume by this legislation that we 
are going to override the treaty between the United States and 
the Republic of Panama and assume to make laws for the 
government of the cities of Panama and Colon, both of which 
are excepted from the concession of 10 miles of breadth making 
up the zone. The draftsman of the bill had so many drastic 
things in mind that a little thing like this escaped him. It is 
said in the report of the committee, in a parenthetic way, that 
the cities of Panama and Colon are excepted. But the bill 
nowhere makes the exception. I do not care particularly about 
aiding in attempting to improve such legislation as this will 
be if this bill should become law. I do not approve the funda- 
mental principles of the bill, but at the same time I think this 
amendment should go in, for appearance sake, if for no other. 
But the treaty referred to in the amendment specifically excepts 
from the limits of the zone the cities of Panama and Colon. 
There are some provisions in that treaty, not necessary to be 
considered now under the proposed amendment, that give the 
United States certain rights for sanitary purposes and police 
purposes under certain circumstances and conditions. I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio possibly may have read this bill. I assume that he 
has, or he would not have criticised it. But certainly he has 
not read it with that rare degree of intelligence which ought to 
characterize a Member of the House. The bill does not include 
the cities of Panama and Colon in.its terms. The bill provides 
in the “zone of land or lands under water of the width of 10 
miles,” and so forth, “the use, occupation, and control whereof 
were granted to the United States by the treaty between the 
United States and the Republic of Panama.” Only that portion 
of this zone which we control under the treaty with Panama 
is included in the Canal Zone, and a schoolboy 12 years old 
reading the bill ought to have known it, because it is as plain as 
black is plain on white paper. The amendment is ridiculous. 

Mr. KEIFER. What was the state of mind, Mr. Chairman, 
of the distinguished author of this bill and the author of the 
report which I hold in my hand, of which he is the putative 
father, when he, in undertaking to tell what this bill was, used 
this language, “the section” referred to section 1, the one to 
which I propose the amendment: 

The section provides that the 10-mile strip extending 5 miles on each 
side of the canal— 

Now listen to the ridicnlous— 

Excluding, however, the cities of Panama and Colon. 

He says it is “ridiculous” to propose to put the same thing 
in the bill which he did not believe, when he wrote the report, 
would be understood unless he qualified by using language 
which was not in the bill. Now, if there is anybody setting an 
example of being “ ridiculous,” it is the distinguished author of 
this bill. [Laughter.] 

That is not all. 

The bill as read expresses the limit of the zone to be 5 miles 
on each side of the line of the canal; and it turns out that the 
cities of Panama and Colon are within that 5-mile limit; and 
the “ridiculous” people that made that treaty of 1903 thought 
that it would be sensible and reasonable to say in it “ except 
the cities of Panama and Colon.” ‘That is the reason we fell 
into the mistake of excepting them, in the opinion of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from IIlinois. The people who wrote the 
treaty used this language. The distinguished gentleman him- 
self in writing his report put in a provision that was not in the 
bill in order that we might understand that by some sort of 
remote inference it did not include the cities of Panama and 
Colon. I ask that language excepting these cities go into the 
bill, so that people who are not so endowed with something 
beyond the common sense of things may understand this as well 
as the author of the bill. [Applause and laughter.] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if I stated that the gentleman 
from Ohio was ridiculous, it was an inadvertence. I said the 
amendment was ridiculous. I would not say that the gentleman 
from Ohio is ever ridiculous. He is only funny. 

The treaty excluded the cities of Panama and Colon. The 
bill refers to the treaty, and the provision in the report which 
I wrote was for the special benefit of the gentleman from Ohio. 
I believed that every other Member of the House, reading the 
bill, would understand from its terms that it excluded the 
cities of Panama and Colon, which were excluded by the treaty; 
but I was afraid that the gentleman from Ohio would not be 
able to understand the meaning of the bill, and therefore I put 
it in the report for his benefit, and he has fallen into the error 
of offering an amendment entirely unnecessary to accomplish 
the purpose which he thinks he has in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
RicHaRpDsoN] will be considered as withdrawn. The question 
is upon agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIER]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. . 
Kerrer) there were—ayes 61, noes 56. 

Mr, MANN. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. Mann 
and Mr. KEIFER, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
80, noes 53. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Subject to the provisions of this act and until otherwise 

ed Congress, all the mi , civil, and judicial powers of the 
nited States in the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, 
rules, and ations — for the government of the Canal Zone, 
and all the rights, powers, and authority granted to the United States 
by the terms of the treaty described in section 1 i this act shall be 
vested in the President or such ee or persons as the President shall, 
from time to time, detail, or appoint, and shall be be exercised 
ix cosh DARANE ae toe t shall direct for the government of the 


3 3 the Jorment of thelr ter rotection of the em 
ereo: e free enjoyment o r roperty, and re n; 
and all orders and and. regulations — 75 th 


t of the 
Canal Zone heretofore oe 


ratified an oe. rara to his 
Sinestions or authority, are = 755 “confirmed, thout prejudice 


to the power to revoke or amend th 

Mr. SIMS. I more to e sation 2 by striking out all 
after the word “ ” in line 20, all of lines 21 and 22, 
and all of line 23 to and including the word “and” ‘after the 
words “ Canal Zone.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 

On 2 strike out, beginn! all.“ 
down and including the cae 2 Bf. ae ig a 28. Sie works is ae on 
to be stricken out being as follows: 

“All the military, civil, and judicial Dees of the Rattan erg in 
the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, rul 
lations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone, 8 

Mr. HARDWICK, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman’s amendment is adopted 
and the rest of the section is left in it will not change the legal 
effect of the section a particle, will it? 

Mr. SIMS. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman may, 
move to strike out the entire section. 

Mn HARDWICK. I want to move to strike out the entire 
section. 

Mr. SIMS. I am perfectly willing to yield to the gentleman 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I offer the following amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] that his amendment will not be in 
order until amendments to perfect the section haye been acted 
upon, 

lr. HARDWICK. I understood that, but the gentleman 
from Tennessee states that he is willing to have my motion 
put, and I understand he is willing to withdraw his amendment 
temporarily. 

The CHAIRMAN, If no amendment to perfect the section 
were pending, then the amendment would be in order. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman withdraws his amend- 
ment, mine will be in order. 

Mr. SIMS. I will proceed and let the committee act on my. 
amendment, and the gentleman can move to strike out the sec- 
tion afterwards. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that even if his amendment were adopted, and we 
vested in the President of the United States all the powers 
over that Canal Zone, the President would still have exactly 
the same powers. 
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Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will permit me, I should like to say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that his motion will be in order even if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee is adopted. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I discussed this amendment dur- 
ing the time of general debate. I do not know how many gen- 
tlemen are here now who were not here then. The language 
I have moved to strike out has been read by the Clerk. It 
proposes to vest in the President all the military, civil, and 
judicial power of the United States in the Canal Zone, in- 
cluding the power to make all laws, rules, and regulations for 
the government of the Canal Zone. I think the language of the 
bill is clearly a violation of the Constitution on the face of it 
to the extent that I have read, but I will not take the time of 
the House to discuss it now, because it is very plain, and I am 
satisfied that the members of the committee are fully ad- 
vised as to the effect of this language. Therefore, as far as 
I am concerned, I am willing to have a vote on the amendment. 

I also gave notice during the general debate that I would 
move to strike out the section, but I am perfectly willing that 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] shall make that 
motion when the time comes, and I will be glad to support it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a sub- 
stitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers the 
following substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words “all laws,” in line 22, page 2, and 
inserting after the word “same,” in line 11, page 3, the following: 
“ Provided, That hereafter the power to make all laws necessary for the 
government of the Canal Zone shall be exercised only by the Congress 
of the United States.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as this bill is now writ- 
ten I can not under any circumstances vote for it. I recognize 
the chaotic condition that has been existing on the Canal Zone. 
I recognize the necessity for a government of some kind to be 
established there, and when the Congress of the United States 
failed in its duty to pass the necessary legislation to govern 
the Canal Zone I had no criticism of the action of the Execu- 
tive in attempting to establish some form of government on 
the Canal Zone. But never with my consent will a bill pass 
that places in the hands of the President, or any other man, 
the power that is now exercised by the most despotic govern- 
ment in the world. [Applause.] 

If we pass this bill as it comes from the committee, we will 
place in the hands of the President of the United States the 
absolute power over life, liberty, and property on the Canal 
Zone. We will pass a bill that is absolutely contrary to every 
principle of the Government under which we live. We will 
adopt a bill that is contrary to all the principles that the 
builders of this Government fought for; and it is not necessary 
to destroy our principles in order to govern the Canal Zone. 

I concede that temporarily it is better to take-some action in 
reference to the government of the Canal Zone than to leave the 
matter absolutely in the hands of the President of the United 
States as it is to-day, acting as a czar or a dictator of the Canal 
Zone. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman aware of the 
fact that the power proposed to be given to the President of the 
United States by this section of the bill is on all fours the 
equivalent of the power given to Thomas Jefferson in the 
Louisiana Purchase law—equivalent in every particular? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have heard that question discussed 
often, and I have often heard that claim made, but the gentle- 
man understands that the power given Thomas Jefferson was 
absolutely a temporary power, and that it was taken away from 
the President of the United States as soon as it was possible 
for Congress to act in the matter. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nevertheless he had it, and had 
unlimited power. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not criticise the President of the 
United States for action in this matter when Congress refused 
to legislate, but Congress has had an opportunity to legislate 
and provide a government for these people by law since the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. And now are we, after all these years, 
going to pass a bill that does not provide a government by law, 
but yests the entire power of the government in the hands of 


one man for all time or until Congress by law shall change the 
situation? y 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish the gentleman would allow me to say 
that the gentleman from Wisconsin has overlooked the statute 
that he refers to and has only taken the ad captandum talk on 
this floor from time to time. There is no statute of the char- 
acter referred to giving the same powers to Thomas Jefferson. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if this bill is to pass, 
I would much prefer striking out entirely section 2 and merely 
legislating in reference to the commissioners of the Canal Zone 
and the building of the canal, and leaye the question of the 
government still for future action of this Congress, hoping that 
the great committee that has these matters in charge will bring 
before this House a bill for the government of these people in 
4 85 with the principles of the Government of the United 

tates. 

But if we are to pass this bill, if we are not going to give 
these people on the Canal Zone any opportunity for governing 
themselves, then I say we should at least establish a government 
there that is as free as the government in the District of 
Columbia. 

Now, I have no particular objection to the President of the 
United States exercising the military and executive powers of 
that government, because the Canal Zone is a part of the ter- 
ritory that belongs to the United States. The President of the 
United States exercises the military and executive powers over 
the people of the United States, over the people of Porto Rico, 
over the people of the Philippine Islands. I have no objection 
to the President of the United States creating judges for the 
Canal Zone, because the President of the United States creates 
the judges for the people of the United States. 

But the great proposition, the great point on which hinges 
the liberties of all people, is the right of their representatives to 
make their laws. This is not a government of men; it is a 
government of law; and if we have a representative body that 
can make the laws, then, regardless of who executes the laws, 
we have a free government. But when we put the power to 
make the laws into the hands of one man, as well as to execute 
them, we wipe out entirely all opportunity for freedom of goy- 
ernment. 

The amendment that I offer to this section leaves in the 
hands of the President of the United States the executive power. 
It leaves in his hands the military power; it leaves in his 
hands the power to appoint the judges, all of which he exer- 
cises over the people of the United States, but it provides that 
the Congress of the United States in the future shall pass all 
laws governing the Canal Zone, and takes away from the 
President of the United States the power that he is exercising 
to-day of passing laws for the people on the Canal Zone. I 
think that it may take some time for us to organize a repre- 
sentative government in Panama. There may be objection to 
establishing that goyernment at once, but there certainly can 
be no objection to retaining the power to enact laws on the 
Canal Zone identically as we retain the power to enact laws 
for the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UN DERwoop] to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sirus]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that the committee ought to realize the situation that now 
exists on the Canal Zone before it finally determines the im- 
portant proposition contained in the series of amendments to 
strike out of this bill section 2. The main purpose of our Gov- 
ernment on the zone should first be realized. We are there to 
construct the Isthmian Canal. It will cost the people of the 
United States an immense sum of money to do that, and the 
people want that canal constructed as rapidly, as efficiently, 
and as economically as possible. It is for that reason that we 
have framed this bill, to make our control on that territory as 
efficient as possible and yet subordinate to the construction of 
the canal. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
proposes that Congress shall retain the power to make what- 
ever laws shall be necessary to control the government of that 
canal during the period of construction. Remember, the pres- 
ent period is only temporary. We hope the canal will be 
finished early in the year 1915, and after the canal shall be 
finished, after we can ascertain what sort of conditions are 
liable to exist, after that then we shall know what kind of 
a government may be necessary to the permanent condition 
upon that Canal Zone. Then Congress can take up the ques- 
tion of the permanent government, In the meantime, it is nec- 
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essary for us to realize that existing conditions are only tem- 
porary. 

Let us examine for a moment what will be the condition of 
affairs if Congress reserves for itself the sole legislative power 
on the Canal Zone. There are upon the zone about 6,000 white 
people and about 22,000 to 24,000 colored people. The popu- 
lation on that Canal Zone changes almost from day to day. 

The white people are only in small part citizens of the United 
States. Adventurers come there from all over the world. They 
work as long as they see fit, and then they depart. We can not 
afford to make any sort of suffrage for those people and allow 
any other than citizens of the United States to participate. It 
would demoralize the work upon the canal. Nobody down 
there favors such a proposition. Nobody claims that it would 
help the work on the canal, but on the contrary all know that 
it would impede the work on the canal. Nearly every week 
some sort of legislative order or some sort of legislation is 
necessary to meet the changing conditions on the Canal Zone. 
I hold in my hand the last number of the Canal Record—we all 
get them—and you will find in every single issue of the Canal 
Record for years past some sort of an executive order chang- 
ing the laws on the Canal Zone. Now, if it were necessary 
that Congress should pass these laws, you can easily realize 
the conditions on the Canal Zone would be almost intolerable, 
The government of the District of Columbia is breaking 
down at this time because Congress can not devote time 
enough to properly care for it. The government on the Canal 
Zone, as I said, would be almost intolerable, because condi- 
tions change so rapidly that Congress could not pass proper 
laws to meet those changing conditions. If we had any 
such a condition there would be only one way that amendments 
to existing laws could be made under our rules, and that is by 
Senate amendments to appropriation bills. We could not have 
time in this House, and it would not be possible under any 
system of rules to consider and pass any of this great body of 
amendments to the laws that would be necessary to care for 
the changing conditions on that zone; so that if the amendment 
of the gentlemen prevails, it would simply mean that the Canal 
Zone was to be governed from time to time by Senate amend- 
ments placed on the appropriation bills, and these would neces- 
sarily be so few and far between as to most seriously hamper 
and interfere with the work of canal construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to continue for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. = 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
proceeds I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can understand why 
it should be necessary for the President to make rules and regu- 
lations in reference to the building of the canal or to the work 
on the canal, and there is nothing in this amendment that would 
take that power away from him, but government is a question 
af protecting property and of protecting life. Now, why are the 
hanged conditions such as make it necessary to change the law? 
Will not they 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman rise to 
make a speech in my time or to ask a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The laws have already been put in force 
by the President. This bill will ratify every law that is there. 
This bill will make—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But what is the question of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to know why, under these cir- 
cumstances, is it not just as safe to leave the power to make 
laws in the hands of the Congress of the United States as in the 
hands of the President of the United States? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think I 
have answered that. There are comparatively few people upon 
the zone who own any property. The great bulk of the prop- 
erty is owned by the United States, The only question is how 
to construct a canal to the best of advantage, how to control 
those people who are there to the best advantage. This condi- 
tion has existed for six or seven years there, and there has 
been no complaint from anybody on the zone that conditions 
there have been burdensome or intolerable. The canal has been 
constructed efficiently and rapidly so far. I think the ques- 
tion could be asked, Why change present conditions which have 
been so good in favor of some sort of a proposition that would 
be almost sure to impede the work? We know that present con- 
ditions expedite the work, we know that the present conditions 
insure economical management of the canal proposition. Now, 


if we change that we are almost certain to impede our work, 


to make it cost more, and this bill simply legalizes and makes 
effective the conditions which haye operated so well there for 
six or seven years, 

Mr. ADAMSON rose. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to suggest to 
my colleague on the committee that he answer the question of 
the gentleman from Alabama in the old Yankee fashion of asking 
a question, and ask him if he does not know that notwithstand- 
ing the passage of this temporary emergency measure it does 
not take away any of the power of Congress to legislate in 
any way it sees fit? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Georgia always states matters correctly, and Con- 
gress will always have it in its power to make any changes if 
changes shall be necessary. If any complaints come to Con- 
gress from any source that there is oppression there, we can 
legislate in any way we see fit, but so far no complaints have 
come. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. If my friend will allow 
me, that power is preserved by the very language of this sec- 
tion. All the powers that are granted here are limited and re- 
stricted by these words, “subject to the provisions of this act 
and until otherwise provided by Congress,” so that this sec- 
tion, in my judgment, does just what the gentleman from 
Alabama says he wants done—retains the power in Congress to 
legislate, or rather says that that power is retained. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman understood 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I think I have 
the floor. Congress can not grant away any of its power. We 
always have power to legislate, and that power to legislate will 
always be exercised if it is necessary; and the only object in 
passing this act is to make present conditions legal and in 
accordance with an act of Congress, and to place upon an im- 
pregnable basis the conditions that have been working so well 
for so many years upon the zone. That is the only purpose of 
this act; to insure the construction of the canal as speedily 
and as economically as possible. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I just want to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman 
from West Virginia that they entirely misinterpreted my amend- 
ment. My amendment 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield 
15 the gentleman for a speech. The gentleman can get time of 

is own, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to state 
this? My amendment is to prohibit the President from exer- 
cising this power. The President is exercising the power to- 
day and my amendment is to prohibit him from exercising it, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If the committee will just 
realize the situation as the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce has, that in order to properly construct that 
canal it is necessary to concentrate authority and to have some 
official there who realizes the whole situation, who has the real 
authority, and who can put into effect that which ought to be 
done at the time it ought to be done; and this bill does that 
very thing and no more. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Alabama, if I understand it 
clearly, simply proposes to strike out of line 22 the word 
“laws” and to leave in this section this expression, “ includ- 
ing the powers to make all rules and regulations necessary for 
the government of the Canal Zone.” Now, under that amend- 
ment, if the President could not make laws, he could make rules 
and regulations, and they would be the only rules and regula- 
tions that are made by anybody, in fact, for the government of 
the Canal Zone. Now, how can the gentleman from Alabama 
say that his amendment is intended simply to make regulations 
for the construction of the canal when the section in the shape 
in which he seeks to leave it preserves in the President the 
power to make rules and regulations for the government of the 
Canal Zone? I would be obliged to him if he would explain 
when giving power to do those things which really constitute 
government what the difference is between calling them “laws” 
and calling them “ regulations.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some 
misunderstanding of gentlemen on the other side as to the pur- 
pose of this amendment. Now, as to the rules and regulations 
for the government of the Canal Zone, so far as the power of 
the Executive extends, I have no doubt the President of the 
United States has the power to make rules and regulations 
without any legislation going into this bill—— 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. And “rules and regula- 
tions for the government of the zone.” 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). But where these rules 
and regulations are for the government of the zone with refer- 
ence to the executive work of building the canal, I have no 
doubt he can exercise that power without any legislation on 
our part; but, of course, a rule and a regulation is not a law. 
He is exercising the power to make laws to-day. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman leaves in the bill the 
language in lines 24 and 25 and part of page 3, in other words 
leaves vested in the President of the United States the power 
to exercise all the rights conferred by the treaty, will he not 
leave in the hands of the President the right of legislation? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; not at all. 

Mr. HARDWICK. You will have practically a contradiction 
in the section that you attempt to amend. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. The treaty does not give 
the power to legislate. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But the Government of the United States 
has power to legislate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The amendment I offer is a proviso 
that hereafter—not in the past, but hereafter—the power to 
make laws necessary for the government of the Canal Zone 
shall be exercised only by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, is not that a contradiction of this 
other part of the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all, because the treaty does not 
clothe the President with the power to make laws. He has 
usurped the power to make laws because Congress would not 
make the laws for this zone. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. You say that the President has the 
right to make rules and regulations, but not law. Has the gen- 
tleman any different or better definition than the Blackstone 
definition that a law is a rule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I want to make myself clear to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. I would like to know the gentle- 
man’s definition of what he means by “law.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What I mean by law is an enactment 
either made by the President of the United States or by Congress 
in the future that goes to the rights, liberties, and property of 
the people of the Canal Zone, but as to regulations as to what 
shall be done in the executive work of building this canal, I 
think the President has the power to make those rules and 
regulations now without any enactment by Congress, and I haye 
no objection to Congress confirming those powers in him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether it is pos- 
sible for us to consider any business proposition without being 
biased somewhat by our political tendencies. The construction 
of the canal by the Government is purely a business proposition. 
We must have government on the zone. No gentleman on either 
side of this House, so far as I am aware, has ever proposed 
any form of government on the Canal Zone which would permit 
the people there to seek to control the law-making power. 

So far as I am aware, no gentleman on either side of this 
House has ever at any time proposed a method for the making 
of laws for the Canal Zone, except the one now proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama, that Congress itself shall make the 


laws. 
Mr. HARRISON rose. 
Mr. MANN. I am familiar with the long bill, which I have 


here, introduced by the distinguished gentleman from New York 
IMr. Harrison] in the Fifty-eighth Congress, wherein he made 
no provision 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON]? 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman wish to ask a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is just on that point, if the gentleman 
will yield. 

Mr. MANN. I will not yield for a speech. 

Mr. HARRISON. As the gentleman has challenged all the 
Members of the House to produce any workable scheme of laws 
for the Panama Canal Zone, I want to say to the gentleman 
that if he read the bill which I introduced in the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, which he describes as so long, he will readily admit 
that it merely extended to the Panama Canal Zone those laws 
of the United States which were applicable. Nothing could 
be more satisfactory or more easily worked than that system of 
laws, and he has adopted some of them in the present bill, 


Mr. MANN. I said before, and I repeat, that no gentleman 
on either side of the House, so far as I know, has eyer pro- 
posed a method by which anybody down there was authorized 
to make laws, or any other method of making laws except by 
the Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. We wish to retain the lawmaking power 
here in this Congress. That is my idea. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not have that in his bill 
before. Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
proposes that we retain the lawmaking power in Congress; in 
other words, that we shall legislate concerning the Canal Zone 
as we now legislate concerning the District of Columbia. We 
do not undertake to do that for the Territories, although we 
have the power. We know that Congress is not fitted with 
best information for lawmaking in the Territories, and that 
if Congress exercised that power the Territories would not ob- 
tain the laws which they ought to obtain. Alaska is an example 
of what Congress does in the way of legislation for that district. 
We know that the District of Columbia takes up more time 
than Congress can afford to give it, and yet it is right under our 
eyes. 

Now, I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is hardly a 
Member of this House who does not believe, apart from the idea 
of people being self-governed, that it is best to have the same 
form of government down there that we have now, with the 
President having the right to issue legislative orders or to con- 
fer that right on others. You may ask what the other side of 
the house would do if they were responsible for legislation, 
What did they do when they were responsible for legislation? 

Mr. BURLESON. ‘They did right. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas says they did right, 
and he is correct. What did they do? 

The time of Mr. Mann having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, at the request of Mr. Srarrorp, it was extended ten min- 
utes, 

Mr. MANN. When we acquired Louisiana, Congress was 
called into special session in October, 1803, and before the end 
of October it had passed a law for the temporary government 
of that Territory. That law, among other things, provided: 

All the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the officers 
of the existing government of the same be vested in such person 
and persons, and shall be exercised in such manner as the President 
of the United States shall . ng) 8 and protecting the 
inhabitants of Louisiana in the enjoyment of their liberty, prop- 
erty, and religion. 

There are two distinctions between that law and the pending 
bill. One is that by its terms that law was temporary; the 
other was that it did not vest the legislative, judicial, or civil 
powers in the President, but in persons to be named by him. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? If I 
correctly undertood the reading of that law, all the judicial, 
executive, and legislative power exercised by the officers or par- 
ties in charge in the territory was vested in such person or per- 
sons as the President might designate; not all the power of the 
Government of the United States, if I caught it correctly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
permit an interruption? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, let me say that Thomas Jefferson, under the statute 
which the gentleman from Illinois has just read and to which 
reference was made a moment ago, appointed one man to per- 
form the functions of two offices which, under Spanish rule, 
had been distinct—the governor-general and the intendente; and 
that one man appointed by Thomas Jefferson had the right, 
under that statute, to review the decisions of the courts. 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. There was no such thing 
there as trial by jury. They were not operating under the com- 
mon law, but under the civil law, as we were in Panama when 
we took possession. 

Now, what more did they do? This was for a temporary 
government of Louisiana. In 1804 they provided, not for the 
temporary government of Louisiana, but provided for a form of 
permanent government, so far as the language of the act is con- 
cerned. They provided that what is now the State of Loui- 
siana should be organized as the Territory of Orleans; and 
who was given the legislative powers in that Territory of Or- 
leans, now the State of Louisiana? 


The legislative powers shall be vested in the governor and in 13 
of the most fit and discreet persons of the Territory, to be called “ the 
legislative council,” who shall be appointed annually by the President 
of the United States from among those holding real estate therein, and 
who shall have resided at least one year in said Territory and hold no 
office of profit under the Territory in the United States. The gov- 
ernor, by and with advice and consent of the said legislative council, or 
a majority of them, shall have power to alter, modify, or repeal tho 
laws which may be in force at the commencement of this act. 
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No fear of a single individual. In the first place the legisla- 
tive council was named by the President of the United States, 
and even they did not have legislative power. All they had was 
the power to advise or consent or refuse to advise or consent to 
the repeal or modification of the laws made by the Executive. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow an 
interruption ? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. From the gentleman’s reading of history he 
is no doubt aware of the difference between these grants of 
power, and that that action was had because of the imminence 
of war between the United States and the Spanish settlers over 
the right to deposits and navigation of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt there were reasons for the law. 
There were no more cogent reasons for the enactment of that 
legislation, taking away the power of self-government of the 
inhabitants of Lonisiana, than there are for the enacting of ex- 
isting legislation in refusing the power of self-government to 
the people of Panama. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Illinois per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not concede all that the gentleman 
says in relation to the Louisiana incident. 

Mr. MANN, The gentleman will concede that part that I 
have read from the statute? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes; I concede the facts that the 
gentleman has read. But I want to ask him if he does not 
think that the very proposition of the Congress allowing the 
President of the United States to exercise this great power in 
that emergency was a great mistake, from the very fact that 
it is coming back now to haunt us to-day from the mouth of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and if we pass this bill, how many 
times may it come back in moments of emergency in the United 
States to haunt us again? 

Mr. MANN. I think it is the best illustration of the capacity 
of the Democratic party to control when they are in power 
that I haye ever seen. [Laughter.] They met the emergency 
at that time, and they met it in such a way that we have ac- 
quired and have since maintained the great domain west of the 
Mississippi River. [Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Is not the most striking difference between 
the situation in Jefferson’s day and the situation with which 
we are now dealing this—that in that day we were providing 
for a great country and great homes for a great population 
and a great civilization, whereas on the Isthmus we are doing 
nothing but digging a canal? 

Mr. MANN. The point is well made. Now, the gentleman 
says that this was only for a temporary government. I have 
only referred to the Territory of Orleans in the State of Louisi- 
ana. Now, what did they provide for the government of the 
balance of the Louisiana Territory? 3 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, if the gentleman insists. 

Mr. HARDWICK. On that point. Does not the gentleman 
know that the statute he last read did not stay in force but a few 
months and was an emergency war mensure? 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman is mistaken about that, Mr. 
Chairman. It stayed in force until the State of Louisiana was 
admitted to the Union, which was not very long, and if that is 
bothering the gentleman I can clear up his mind on that subject. 
In this same act of 1804 there was this provision for the gov- 
ernment of all the Louisiana Purchase not within the boundary 
lines of the present State of Louisiana: 

The executive power now vested in the governor of the Indiana Terri- 
tory shall extend to and be exercised in the sald district of Louisiana ; 
the governor and judges of the Indiana Territory shall have the power 
to establish in the said district of Louisiana inferior courts and pre- 
scribe their jurisdiction and duties, and to make all laws which they 
may deem conducive to the good government of the inhabitants thereof. 

Here was a proposition not to have the governor of Orleans 
make the laws of Orleans, but to have the governor of the Ter- 
ritory of Indiana make the laws for the Territory of Louisiana, 
and that was but a temporary measure. It remained in force 
until the Territory of Missouri was organized in 1812, and when 
the Territory of Missouri was organized in 1812 the balance of 
the Louisiana Purchase was placed under the control of the 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


governor and judges of Wisconsin. All of these acts were per- 
petrated by a Democratic President and a Democratie Congress, 
Is it possible, Mr. Chairman, that the Democrats were so faith- 
less to their conception of free government at the time that they 
would enact this legislation? Is it possible? Fortunately for 
history, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] was not 
then in control of the Democratic party. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to my col- 
league that this haunting voice or echo, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], has not troubled 
Congress for one hundred and eight years. The gentleman 
read, I think, the law of 1803, and this is 1910. 

Mr. MANN. I read the law of 1803 and 1804, and I will now 
read one of 1819, with the Democrats still in power. Here is 
an act of a Democratic Congress, signed by James Monroe as 
President, and these others were signed by Thomas Jefferson, 
I suppose admitted to be a Democrat in good standing at the 
time. This provides— 

That until the end of the first session of the next Congress, unless pro- 
vision for a temporary government of said Territories be sooner made 
br Congress, all the military, civil, and judicial powers exercised by the 
officers of the existing governments of the Territories of Florida shall 
be vested in such person and persons and shall be exercised in such 
manner as the President of the United States shall direct. 

That was passed in 1819. 

Mr. HARRISON, And that also was a war measure. 

Mr. MANN. Why, it was not a war measure at all. It was 
a measure providing for the temporary government of the Ter- 
ritory of Florida, which had not then been acquired. 
ack MACON. May I ask the gentleman a question right 

ere? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MACON. Is it not a fact that that law was limited to a 
specific time, to the time when Congress was next to convene? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but within that time they did not enact 
that legislation. 

Mr. MACON. Was it not contemplated by that act that as 
soon as the next Congress did convene that it should proceed 
to legislate in regard to the matter as in its wisdom it thought 
just and proper? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and from then what did they do? Did 
they provide for a. government of Florida by the people of 
Florida? Not at all. They provided that the legislative 
power— 

Shall be vested in the governor and 13 of the most fit and discreet 
persons of the Territory. 

Following the language of the Louisiana Territory act. They 
further provided that the governor— 


By and with the advice of said legislative council or a majority of 
them shall have power to alter, modify, or repeal the laws which may 
be enforced at the commencement of this act. 

The President of the 


Who appointed the legislative council? 

United States. Who made the laws under this act? The goy- 
ernor of Florida. This was not in 1803. Thomas Jefferson had 
signed the original act. James Monroe signed this act. I had 
supposed, in my innocence, that neither Thomas Jefferson nor 
James Monroe was ever in favor of enthralling the people by 
executive power. 

Mr. Chairman, I am no more in favor of conferring excessive 
power upon the Executive than anyone else. We are met with 
the situation here where we can have good government on the 
Canal Zone only by the method we have proposed while we are 
constructing the canal, and we are met with the illustrations 
of history coming from the Democratic side of this House which 
justify us, if we only followed precedents, in doing what we 
are proposing to do, but if we did not have precedents to back 
us up, we would be justified by the existing conditions to pro- 
vide as we have provided in this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the gentleman 
from Illinois has thought it necessary, in order to pass his bill, 
to refer to Democratic or Republican precedents or actions. 
Certainly the building of this canal has not been a party mat- 
ter. The proposition to build the canal was not a party propo- 
sition, but all parties have stood squarely for it. They voted 
loyally for it and are doing it yet, and I am led to believe, by 
the success of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [General Krrrer] a few moments ago, that the gentleman 
from Illinois is warned that he has to do something to rally 
his side of the House. Now, the amendment that I offered was 
simply to strike out the words “all military, civil, and judicial 
powers of the United States in the Canal Zone shall be vested 
in the President.” That leaves the section intact as to all pow- 
ers conferred under the treaty by which we acquired the Canal 
Zone. The gentleman from Georgia insists that the power is 
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coextensive with the power granted in the bill without the 
amendment which I offered. He can take care of that propo- 
stion. But I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the power of this 
House and the power of the President is vested by the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and that we can not denude our- 
selves of the power we have by any act we may pass and that 
we can not confer power upon the President which the Consti- 
tution does not confer. I know that it will be insisted that 
the Canal Zone, being outside of the immediate contiguous ter- 
ritory of the United States, under the Porto Rican and Philip- 
pine decisions the Constitution does not apply to the Canal Zone. 
However this may be, the Constitution does or ought to apply 
to this Chamber, and when the Constitution says we have only 
certain specific powers, how can we act beyond those powers? 
Does not the Constitution apply to us and limit our powers? 
The Constitution provides that all legislative power shall be 
vested in the Congress. Now, can we run away from our re- 
sponsibility to legislate, or attempt to convey a power placed in 
us by the Constitution upon the executive coordinate branch of 
the Government? 

I do not see that chaos and ruin is to follow if the amend- 
ment I propose passes. This bill on the face of it uses language 
which to my mind is in plain violation of the Constitution, by 
undertaking to surrender legislative power which we ought to 
exercise ourselves, whose duty it is to exercise it, and give it to 
the President of the United States. In other words, if we give 
the power he is now exercising there, how have we helped ex- 
isting conditions? What is the use of asking for this legislation 
by which we authorize the President to make all laws, rules, and 
regulations? Is he doing more now? I insist that the amend- 
ment I offer leaves in the bill all the provisions which provide 
for the digging of the canal, and it does not cripple the Presi- 
dent, for if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK] is 
correct, he seems to think he has the power now. I do not care 
whether this is a Democratic or Republican precedent. The 
duty to legislate is put on us by the language of the Constitution, 
which we have sworn to support without evasion or reservation. 
I think that the amendment I propose ought to pass. If passed, 
it does not denude us, or attempt to do so, of the power which 
the Constitution places in us and which we have not the courage 
to undertake to exercise. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amend- 
ment which I shall ask the House to vote on later, which strikes 
out the entire section, and gentlemen in this House on both sides 
of the Chamber will probably support that amendment. I want 
to say that the only objecion I have to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] is that it ac- 
complishes nothing. 

I do not see any need of passing amendments which will not 
change the effect of the bill. I do not see any need of going 
along and passing amendments which will do nothing. The 
only objection I have to the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute offered by my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
is that it leaves the whole thing up in the air, because he leaves 
in the bill all this language which vests in the President of 
the United States all the power granted by treaty to the United 
States, included among which is the power of legislation. 
Therefore, there would be a contradiction in terms in the sec- 
tion if the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama were 
adopted. Besides that, it is not necessary to say that Congress 
reserves the power to legislate. It is unnecessary to use that 
language, because Congress always reserves the right to legis- 
late. We can not prevent the present or any future Congress 
from passing legislation on any legitimate matter within its 
jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, only a few words more in reference to 
the character and history of the laws cited by the gentleman 
from Illinois. Every single one of them he referred to was 
temporary in its nature, and expressly so stated, as I recollect 
them; and certainly they were all temporary in their operation, 
and not one of them remained in force except for a short time 
while the permanent government was being organized. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that the gentleman 
usually desires to be historically very accurate, but I want to 
say to him that the law for the government of the Louisiana 
Territory remained in force from 1804 until 1812, until the new 
Territory was organized and the Territory sliced up. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Thelawsasto Indiana and Missouri cited 
by the gentleman were the laws for the temporary government 
of those States while in the territorial condition. 

Mr. MANN. Temporary to the extent of the territorial gov- 
ernment, but.supreme so far as the government of the Terri- 
tories was concerned. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman’s illustration is not apt 
or pertinent, because in no one of those cases was the power of 


legislation left with the President of the United States, as pro- 
posed in this case. There was some sort of local government 
provided for in each one of those cases. In no case was the 
President of the United States invested with this legislative 
power, and all these powers were conferred for a short period 
only. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman call it a local government to 
provide that the vast extent of the Louisiana Territory should 
be governed by the governor and judges of the Territory of 
Indiana? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; I say this. The gentleman, if he 
read the act, will recall that the act provided that there shall 
be a commission of 11, I think, and that the previous laws were 
to remain in force unless they were repealed 

Mr. MANN. I will hand the gentleman the laws, so that he 
can read them. ? 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman will have them in the 
Record, and if I have not quoted them correctly it will appear. 
I think, however, I have made a fairly accurate statement in 
reference to them. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has evidently misunderstood as 
to the government of the Louisiana Territory by the governor 
and judges of the Indiana Territory 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well—— 

Mr. MANN (continuing). It remained in force for years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that the gentleman may have five minutes 
more. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, it 
does not make any difference about that. The Indiana Terri- 
tory was a part of the original Louisiana Purchase. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; it was not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It was not? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, I am in error about that; but, any- 
how, the cession of the Northwest Territory from Virginia 

Mr. MANN. No; it was a part of the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I thought at least some of the Indiana 
Territory came from the Louisiana Purchase; but regardless of 
that, in no case, except for the one year expressly limited in 
the act itself, was the President of the United States given 
these powers of legislation. In spite of the constant and re- 
peated assurance of the chairman of the committee that the 
conditions there and the laws to be applied are to be temporary 
in their nature, I believe that American citizens in the Panama 
Canal Zone ought to have the same rights as any other Ameri- 
can citizens, even if they are working for the government in 
the Canal Zone. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, in having 
laws made by the Executive which affect the life and property 
of American citizens, even if they are down on that Canal Zone. 
I can not subscribe to the doctrine carried in this bill that the 
Chief Executive of this country shall be invested with supreme 
and complete legislative and judicial powers, as well as execu- 
tive power, over thousands of American citizens. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman does not believe in that, what 
does he suggest when he moves to strike out the section? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am glad the gentleman asked me that 
question. I suggest that the gentleman's committee discharge 
the duties imposed upon it. 

Mr. MANN. That is another question. Until the committee 
does discharge that duty, what does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I suppose your committee will at least 
respond to the obligation that the vote of this House will put 
upon you, to bring in a bill here which will contain some scheme 
for enacting the necessary fundamental laws. Surely the 
great Republican party, of which the gentleman speaks so 
proudly, and of which he is such a conspicuous and illustrious 
example on this floor, is not inadequate to a simple little task 
like that, of providing some proper system of government for 
6,000 American citizens and 22,000 Jamaica negroes. Surely 
you can get up some sort of a system of government for them. 

Mr. MANN. We have done so here. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; an executive system, a one man 
power system, and you say that is all you can do. I would be 
ashamed to make such a confession on the floor of this House. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment to strike out 
the section, and ask the Clerk to report it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I ask to have it read in my time, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 2 of the bill. 
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Mr. HARDWICK. There is no need to multiply words about 
this matter. We all understand it. For seven years the plea 
has been continuously made that this is a “temporary neces- 
sity.’ I think the plea is worn out. I ask for a vote on my 
amendment to strike out the section, just as soon as the amend- 
ments of my friends from Alabama and Tennessee are dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I have upon so many pre- 
vious occasions discussed this matter that I must apologize to 
the committee for a few further remarks on the subject; but the 
interesting historical disquisition by the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, the chairman of the committee, seems to me to call for 
some remarks from our side of the House. 

It is trne that a Democratic Congress and a Democratic 
President put into force an apparently despotic form of govern- 
ment for the newly acquired Louisiana Territory and for the 
Florida purchase in 1819. 

But it is also true that upon the face of the act, in each case, 
a limitation of time was made, and that shortly after the enact- 
ment of the law a full scheme of government was put into force 
by the Congress of the United States, both for Louisiana and 
for Florida. 

The reasons for giving the President such full powers in both 
of those cases were, as I have suggested, connected with the 
imminence of war. In the case of Louisiana the Spanish set- 
tlers at the month of the river forbade our settlers along the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers to exercise the right of deposit and 
navigation. In the case of the Florida purchase, for several 
years before 1819 there had been disorder, amounting almost to 
war, between the Spaniards and citizens of the United States 
over the boundary of West Florida. Under those circum- 
stances, and in view of the fact that war was practically near 
at hand, it was necessary to have a strong central despotic 
government for the purpose of quelling the military uprisings 
in those Territories. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. While there may haye been some threats of 
war before the Spanish treaty was entered into by which we 
purchased Florida, does the gentleman contend that there was 
any threat or talk of war, in any form whatever, after we had 
entered into the treaty with Spain and paid the money? 

Mr, HARRISON. As to West Florida? 

Mr. MANN. As to any part of Florida. 

Mr. HARRISON. Why, as soon as we got them we admitted 
them as a State 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. I referred to 
the act of 1819. 

Mr. HARRISON. I refer to that, too. 

Mr. MANN. And I refer to one now in identically the same 
language, in 1821, giving the same power, after there was no 
thought of war. 

Mr. HARRISON. The disorders incident to our acquisition 
of Florida kept up for several years, and in fact were not 
finally quelled until General Jackson went down there and 
cleared up the whole situation. 

As to the balance of the Louisiana Purchase outside of the 
newly formed State of Louisiana, the gentleman from Illinois 
has read to us the laws which seem to have continued a despotic 
form of government in those portions of that Territory. The 
reasons for that are perfectly plain eyen to-day. The greater 
part of that Territory was a perfect wilderness, even the limits 
were unknown to the Americans of that day, wars with the 
Indians were continually fought through that Territory, and 
what was needed was practically a military dictatorship. Now, 
in comparison to that, no one would venture to say that there 
is danger of war on the Panama Canal Zone; and, moreover, 
far from the Canal Zone being unknown to the Americans in 
this day, and to the Members of this House in particular, it is 
the best-known portion of the territory of the United States 
from personal inspection by Members of this House during the 
last five or six years. 

The gentleman’s predecessor as chairman of the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee secured the consent of the 
House to this despotic form of government temporarily on the 
zone on the promise that when they knew more about it the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce would frame a 
form of government for this zone. Six or seven years have 
elapsed, and instead of having done that they propose to violate 
all our traditions and vest indefinitely in the President of the 
United States the right to make all the laws for that zone. 

The gentleman from Illinois, whether intentionally or not, 
has attempted to divert our consideration from the main 
issues, and tries to make it appear that what we are debating 
is the question of self-government for the inhabitants of the 


Panama Canal Zone. This is no question of self-government 
on the zone; it is a question whether this Congress shall con- 
tinue to make the laws in the Territories of the United States 
which have not yet entered into permanent States. 

Now, it is true that in the Panama Canal Zone, under the 
law which we passed in the Fifty-eighth Congress, the Panama 
Canal Commission, under authority of Congress, did establish 
some measure of local self-government in the zone. But when 
that temporary grant of power elapsed, and President Roose- 
yelt usurped the right to make the laws down there, the first 
thing he did was to abolish all forms of local self-government. 
But setting that aside, I beg to call to the gentleman’s atten- 
tion the fact that this is not a debate over the rights of local 
self-government on the Canal Zone; it is a debate over the 
rights of the Congress of the United States to preserve inviolate 
our traditional principles that we should keep separate the 
judicial, executive, and legislative functions of the Govern- 
ment, and that we should retain in our own hands the power, 
which once granted away we would find practically impossible 
to get back, to make laws for all Territories of the United 
States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important stage 
of this bill, and we might as well have it out here as anywhere. 
I have some remarks which I would like to make, but which I 
can not make within five minutes. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that I may proceed for twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for twenty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to object to that, 
but I would inquire if it is not possible to reach some agree- 
ment at this time as to when debate on this section may be ex- 
hausted? I do not know how many other people wish to speak. 
I ask unanimous consent that debate on this section of the bill 
and all amendments thereto shall cease in forty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to have my request first passed 
upon, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MANN. And that the gentleman from Ohio have twenty 
minutes of that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this section and all amendments 
thereto shall close in forty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I then ask that my request be 
submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio that he may proceed for twenty minutes? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the gentleman is 
recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am very thankful to the com- 
mittee for the time which has been allotted to me. I would like, 
if time permitted, to debate this question—for it is a primary 
one—with care. First, let me say that there appears to come to 
the minds of Members here the idea that there is a chaotic 
condition on the Canal Zone at this time. I need not assert that 
that is not true. Everything is going along there admirably, 
considering the conditions all around. It is hardly fair to under- 
take to make converts to a bill that is in plain violation of the 
Constitution of the United States by claiming that at some other 
time in the history of the United States Congress has been guilty 
of violating that instrument. I regret there is not time to discuss 
this bill in all its phases, but, strangely enough, the very reason 
that is asserted here to-day in favor of this kind of legislation 
grows out of the claim that Florida when in a territorial state 
had, in some way or other, vested in her governor and council 
the right to make laws. I assert upon the authority of Thomas 
Hart Benton that every time that Florida’s governor and 
council attempted to make laws, and that was at least 11 
times, the Congress of the United States set them aside in effect 
as null and void, and for the same reason that we insist to-day 
that this proposed legislation would be null and void. 

Mr. Chairman, the Louisiana Purchase was one that was 
born of a violation of the Constitution. Thomas Jefferson said, 
when he agreed to make the treaty acquiring the Louisiana 
Territory from France, that it would require an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States to ratify that treaty. 
Then we started in to legislate. We found the civil law in 
operation in the Territory, and Spanish and French officials 

administering them, and there was a little period of time when 
it was not possible to take possession of the acquired Territory 
or to make full legislation with reference to it, and so Congress 
on the 3ist day of October, 1803, passed a bill, the title express- 
ing its purpose to give to the President of the United States 
the right to take possession of the Territory. That was the 
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principal object of the bill. Then it further provided to relieve 
the President, Thomas Jefferson, who had obtained this un- 
constitutional grant—and I am glad that he had enough flexi- 
bility in his soul to give up his construction of the Constitution 
at least once—providing in the second section of the act of 
October 31, 1803, that the President might use the then existing 
officers in that Territory for the purpose of enforcing the exist- 
ing civil, judicial, and military power of the United States—I 
quote it substantially—for the protection of the rights and lib- 
erties of the citizens living there. 

Now, there was no attempt then to grant legislative power to 
the President or to anybody else, as in this bill; nothing but 
the right to exercise an executive power through other officers 
was thus granted. There was no attempt there, as here, to di- 
yest the United States of all its executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial powers and yest them, as this bill proposes to do, in the 
President of the United States, coupled with the further au- 
thority to the President of the United States to delegate all of 
these powers and rights of the United States to some man—not 
even restricted to an officer or citizen of the United States—to 
be exercised at will, civil, military, and judicial rights, together 
with the right to make and unmake laws! 

So much for that. Then when it came, in 1804, to the making 
of a law for the government of that Territory, Congress did not 
go into the matter, as has been done since, after the criticisms 
of the Supreme Court of the United States had been applied 
to that and the Florida legislation; but Congress did undertake 
to have an executive council, who, with the governor's right of 
recommendation and veto, might legislate for that partially or- 
ganized Territory. The act of 1804 was, in a large sense, an 
act for the organization of the acquired Louisiana Territory, 
though not so comprehensive in its terms as later territorial 
organic acts, though the act contained some of the fundamental 
principles guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States 
to resident citizens of United States Territories or possessions, 
as I will soon point out. 

And its council was a legislative body in a sense divested of 
its representative character, as the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] says. The governor was appointed by the Presi- 
dent. The executive council was to consist of citizens of the 
Territory. Now, reading from section 4 of the act: 

The legislative power shall be vested in a governor and in 13 of 
the most fit and dirscreet persons of the Territory, to be called the 
legislative council. 

Now, gentlemen say that there was no restriction on the right 
of this council to legislate. There was the most ample restric- 
tion contained in that act, but it was not sufficient to save the 
provisions of the act when reenacted in some part for the 
Florida Territory from being stricken down by the Supreme 
Court of the United States and repudiated by Congress in all 
of its essential particulars, 

What was said in the act about legislation by the council? 
We get an expression there, Mr. Chairman, that is found in 
all the organic territory laws from that day to this. Here it is 
in the same section 4: 

Their legislative powers shall also extend to all the rightful subjects 
of legislation; but no Jaw shall be valid which is inconsistent with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. 

Only “rightful subjects of legislation” could be considered 
at all. In a moment I will point out the meaning and signifi- 
cance of this language in an act. 

That is what my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] says 
is the parallel of the proposed legislation to-day. No delegated 
power to anybody. We can not delegate our power. I have 
faid enough on that point in an address here on this bill on the 
15th day of December last, but there is something more. Fur- 
ther on in section 12 of the Louisiana act it reads: 

Provided, however, That no law shall be valid which is inconsistent 
with the Constitution and laws of the United States, or which shall 
lay any person under restraint or disability on account of his religious 
opinions, profession, or worship, in all of which he shall be free to 
maintain his own, and not burthen those of another. 

Nothing of that here, but further 

Mr. MANN. What act? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am reading from the act you referred to, of 
March 26, 1804, section 12. It further says: 

And provided also, That in all criminal prosecutions the trial shall 
be by a jury of 12 good and lawful men of the vicinage, and in 
all civil cases of the value of $100 the trial shall be by jury, if either 
of the parties require it. 

I can not stop to look further at this old territorial and obso- 
lete code they talk about being similar in character to the bill 
we are considering. Section 13 of the act reads: 

The laws in force in the said district of Loulsiana at the commence- 
ment of this act, and not inconsistent with any of the provisions 
thereof, shall continue in force until altered, modified, or ed by 
the governor and judges of the Indiana Territory, as afo 
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Now, I might follow on, but I have shown enough to show 
there is no parallel, and if a parallel, it is a bad precedent, 
never successfully followed. , Later along, if I have time, I shall 
be glad if I may be permitted to put in the Recorp some quota-. 
tions and references to some of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, showing that Congress has supreme 
power to legislate for Territories or possessions of the United 
States, and that it has no power to delegate any of its legis- 
lative power to any body or authority, and where that court 
says that after an organic territorial act is passed that the ter- 
ritorial legislature provided for takes the place rightfully of 
Congress, subject to its ratification and approval, and that the 
territorial government thus instituted vests and can only yest in 
the resident citizens of the Territory, who may then legislate for 
themselves by enacting territorial laws, and that no other form 
of territorial organization can be made under the Constitution 
of the United States. Decisions as late, or later, than the 
One hundred and eighty-second United States Report, and all 
along the line, maintain that Congress, having surrendered its 
right in its discretion to make laws for a Territory, the vested 
rights of the American citizens of the Territory, clothed with 
their natural inherent right to be free citizens of the Republic, 
come in, and they may then make their own laws through a 
territorial legislature of their own choosing; and that is all that 
can be done now constitutionally, unless we reverse the deci- 
sions of the courts that have been steadily in line for almost a 
hundred years, 

Something has been said about territorial laws in Louisiana. 
Further, I want to remark that we have had peculiar con- 
ditions in times past in this country. When the decision was 
rendered in the Dred Scott case, which, as I now recollect, was 
on March 6, 1857, a distinguished justice (Catron) of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States made the claim that the law 
of the French and Spanish possessions governing the Loui- 
siana Purchase Territory when purchased was still in force by 
authority of a clause of the treaty between France and the 
United States, and that these old laws justified and main- 
tained and made lawful perpetually human slavery in that 
Territory, and that up to that time it extended over the en- 
tire territory acquired from Napoleon, and therefore it was 
lawful to hold a slave at Fort Snelling, in Minnesota. I dare 
not pursue further the history of the acquisition of this Ter- 
ritory. Napoleon violated perfidiously a solemn treaty with 
Spain when he sold it to the United States, which Jefferson 
knew. But now we pass precedents of that character all by. 

A word or two as to the judges of the Territories who are 
vehemently claimed to be United States judges. They are not 
judges of the United States, though appointed by the President 
of the United States. They are territorial judges, to adminis- 
ter territorial laws. Whenever there is a judge of the United 
States created by Congress, and he has general jurisdiction in 
the Territories in administering United States laws, he has to 
be appointed under the Constitution, and his tenure of office is 
like that of the Supreme judges or that of any other of the in- 
ferior judges in the United States. Those judges that are so 
much talked about are mere territorial judges, and have no 
relation whatever to the administration of laws that we are 
here proposing to pass. 

It is important that we act wisely here. We have entered 
upon a great field of governing Territories and possessions, 
The Panama Canal Zone may be a small one. It is through a 
violation of our Constitution and laws relating to small things 
that we grow to larger, more sweeping, and dangerous ones. 
The zone is an entity of its own. It and the people resident 
therein are as much entitled to be protected by wise laws and to 
be given the guaranties of the Constitution of the United States 
as any other Territory or possession that we have acquired. The 
people who go down there, either temporarily or permanently, 
are to be regarded and treated as citizens of the United States, 
and are entitled to the protection of free citizens, and to be 
governed by a power that brings to them a republican form 
of government, free except as the legislation of Congress may 
restrain them; and the laws should be made as those laws 
proyided for the Louisiana Territory were required to be made, 
viz, in conformity with the Constitution of the United States 
and the laws of the United States; and if we are even to 
follow out that parallel, I would make the existing laws of the 
United States as far as practicable apply to the zone, as was 
done, as I have shown, in the original Louisiana territorial act. 
This bill does not even restrict the power of the proposed 
one-man legislative authority to “rightful subjects of legisla- 
tion,” as does all our organic territorial acts; nor to laws in 
conformity to the Constitution and the laws of the United 
States as provided in such acts; nor is the government to be 
established to be republicav in form, as required by section 4 
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of the Constitution of the United States. I will later make 
clear that the provisions of the Constitution in terms relating 
to States are held to be applicable alike to the Territories of 
the United States. 

I now briefly summarize some of the propositions I have ad- 
verted to, and I will make some quotations from decisions of 
our Supreme Court. I will not occupy time with the rules as 
to the acquisition of territory by the United States, nor over the 
ultimate purpose of territorial government. The curious on 
these matters might examine Shively v. Bowlby (152 U. S., 1; 28 
Am. Ency. of Law, p. 57): 


The Territories are as much a 2. 1 of the United States as are the 
vs hr A Am. and Bng. s. p. 5 yr) 
It (U: ted States) is the name given to our great Republic, which 


is composed of States and Territories. 

The District of Columbia or territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Mary — or Pennsylvania. (Sough- 
Perouse v. Blake, 5 Wheat., 317. Quoted in Downer v. Bidwell, 188 


“ Sottions in United § States Territories not organized “take with them, 
as their birthright rinciples of the common law sò 1 — suites 
to their condition in 1 new home.” (Shively v. Bone U. S., 
52; Van Ness v. Pa card, 2 Pet., 187, 144; 28 Am. 5 PP- 
56, 58, N. 3. See also McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat. 3 316, 408. 

So long as any territory of the United States remains unor- 
ganized by proper congressional legislation it is solely subject 
to United States law, with such rights guaranteed to its citi- 
zens as free people as inhere in them by the common law and 
as the Constitution of the United States secures to all citizens 
of our Republic. 

The provisions of the Constitution of the United States in- 

clude the Territories as well as the States. These provisions 
secure to the Territories and the people resident therein a re- 
publican form of government; right to have laws passed by a 
duly organized legislative body; and to enjoy all the privileges 
and guaranties the Constitution provides for citizens resident 
in the several States. The Constitution of the United States 
recognizes no law not of representative origin, 
Chief Justice Fuller, in a comparatively recent case, reviews 
and cites the many cases decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States holding this doctrine. They are all in RATIO 
See Downes v. Bidwell, 182, U. S., 354-386: 

The Government of the United States was born of the Constitution. 

Amendment I of the Constitution of the United States relates 
to the establishment of religion, and it is prohibitory of other 
things, and it applies to the Territories as well as to the States. 
(Reynolds v. United States, 98 U. S., 162.) 


Every function of the government being derived from the Constitu- 
tion, it follows that that instrument is eve here and at all times 
potentias 3 2 s0 ye as its provisions are applicable. (Downes v. Bid- 
we 

General A on the General Government . restrictions upon 
the Territories. (28 Am. & Eng. Ency. of Law, p. 62 (8), and N. 2; 
Chumasero v. Potts, 2 Monty ) 

By me Constitution of the United States (sixth amendment) the 

accused is entitled to a trial by an impartial jury. (Reynolds v. United 
States, 145; 154.) 


This ment 2 not pretended to be secured by this bill. 


Congress Soren the Territories, either mediately or imme- 
3 8 either by fhe creation of a territorial government, with power 
reno the impose o subject to gol limitations and restrictions 

may on it, or by th passage of laws direct! 

aperating ta upon the a reg without the ‘interven ion of the subordi- 
and Eng. Ency. of Law, p. 594, cases cited 


2 1 
ae either case it must be through a representative legislature. 
When a Territory is organized it becomes, in some sense, a 

separate entity, and may possess legislative powers based on 

representative right which belong to its residents as self-gov- 
erning citizens, not derived from congressionally delegated legis- 
lative powers. 

In a certain sense Congress, by a territorial organic act, pro- 
vides for or creates and sets in motion a territorial legislature 
which, subject to constitutional and lawful restrictions and 
limitations, may make laws for the government of the Territory 
and its people. 

Under the Constitution of the United States all laws must be 
of a representative legislative origin. Laws for a Territory 
must be made by Congress or by a territorial legislature popu- 
larly chosen. 

An organic territorial act takes the place, under the consti- 
tution, of Congress, and, in some sense, the Constitution of the 
United States, though subject to its fundamental provisions. 
(28 Am. and Eng. Ency. of Law, p. 50 and N. 4; Ferris v. Higley, 
20 Wall, 375; Bank v. Yankton, 101 U. S., 129; Bank v. Iowa, 
12 How., 1.) 

A territorial legislature acts on its own, not a delegated legis- 
lative power. Its power is derived from territorial citizenship, 
and it extends to “all rightful subjects of legislation consistent 
with the Constitution and laws of the United States and the 
organic act of the Territory.” Its power and action must be 


consistent with the natural freedom of the citizens of the United 
States residing within its limits, being such rights as we have 
seen they take with them to the United States Territories or 
whithersoever they may go within United States boundaries. 
(28 Am. and Eng. Ency., p. 6 (2).) 

If Congress grants territorial government, it must be repre- 
sentative and republican in form—not monarchical. 


What are rightful subjects of legislation must be determined by an 
examination of the subjects upon which legislatures are in the practice 
of acting, with the consent and a ST Rs: of the people they represent. 
rd 28 Eng. Ency., p. 60 Maynard v. Hill, 125 U. S., 


Citizens of the United States residents of Territories are 
yet under the protection of the Constitution of the United 
States and under its shield. They possess the rights secured 
to them by the tenth amendment to the Constitution, which 
reads: 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution 
nor prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the States, respec- 
tively, or to the people. 

The basic principle of Magna Charta, wrung from King John 
on the meadows of Runnymede, June 15, 1215, was the recog- 
nition of the individual as well as the collective inherent rights 
of the people. 

What their own chosen legislators may do in an organized 
Territory is in ‘harmony with self-government within their 
reserved powers. Being citizens of the United States, as we 
have seen, protected in all their natural rights and those 
granted to them by the Constitution and incident to our free 
form of self-government, there can be nowhere found any right, 
constitutional or other right, to authorize one individual, not even 
chosen by them, to make laws for their government affecting 
their peaceable enjoyment of life, liberty, and property. What 
may be done by a legislative body chosen by the people of a 
Territory formed under an organic act of Congress, restrained 
and limited by the Constitution of the United States and in 
harmony with usual legislative action and confined to rightful 
subjects of legislation, is in no way a precedent for individual 
legislation by the President or his appointee. 

The territorial | ature is a creature of Co 
Eng. Ency., p. 59. pet SEN 

But Congress by a territorial organic act “ delegates none of 
its sovereign authority.” Nor does it surrender any of its leg- 
islative authority or power. ‘This it can not do in any instance 
to any authority. (28 Am. and Eng. Ency., p. 59, N. 6.) 

I quote again from the Supreme Court of the United States: 

The theory upon which the various governments for portions of the 
8 of 8 United States have been organized have ever been that 
of leaving 5 inhabitants all the wers of self-government con- 
sistent with the supremacy and supervision of national authority and 


re certain te AN rinct lee established by se rge 
FLT . 434. pyama S; 8 


(28 Am. and 


sub; 
States. (80 U. S., 444.) 

The organic act of the Territory of Utah restricted its leg- 
islative power to “ rightful subjects of legislation.” A like pro- 
yision is found in the organic act of Montana Territory, and it 
is found in other territorial acts. 

A word as to the judges: 


Alth the judges of the supreme court of a Territory are a inted 
by the F dent under an act of Congress, this does not the 
courts se are authorized to hold courts of the United 2 7 ae 


brecht, 13 Wall., 434; 28 Am 85 
— 1 tee v. 9 1 Pet., 546; bokeh me ag W, 28 

They are territorial judges, to 3 territorial sal 
and can not be clothed even by the appointive power with the 
right to administer such laws as the appointive power or other 

may make. 

It will be kept in mind that this bill, section 2, proposes to 
surrender all the authority of the United States, as well as 
that of Congress, to the President of the United States, and 
also to empower him to pass along all the power, without restric- 
tion, of both the United States and Congress to such person or 
persons as he may appoint. 

The language of the bill granting away the powers of the 
United States and of Congress is that— 

All the military, civil, and judicial powers of the United States in 
the Canal Zone, including the power to 2 — all laws, rules, and regu- 
lations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone, 2 5 all the 
ce grt cand powers, and authority 7 9 — to aan 2 States by the terms 

treaty shall be vest e President or such person 
or persons as the President shall from tee pies time designate, detail, 
or appoint. 

To enact this into law will violate all the fundamental princi- 
ples of government of our Republic and install a piece of mon- 
archical power not even permitted under the limited monarchy 
of England, and not even assumed to be exercised by the most 
absolute of autocracies. The Czar of Russia may decree laws, 
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though he is fast submitting to limitations on his decrees, but 
he has never assumed to delegate to another person any such 
power as is proposed by this bill. Warren Hastings, in his 
government of India, was not charged with the exercise of any 
arbitrary power at all approaching in enormity that here pro- 
posed to be granted to a single individual. Nothing is reserved 
in this bill to the people to be exercised in their representative 
capacity, not even such rights as inhere in them as citizens 
of the United States and belong to them by nature and as are 
guaranteed to them by the Constitution of the United States, 
nor is the individual legislator, I repeat, to be restrained by the 
Constitution of the United States or by the principles of the 
common law. 

Legislative powers of Congress can not be delegated by it. 
(10 Wall, 50; 10 Wheat., 1, 51; 143 U. S., 649; 1 Ohio Stats., 
77.) 

If further legislation is found necessary for the government 
of the Canal Zone and to secure peace and order there, and to 
safeguard the about 44,000 people now on the rolls and engaged 
in constructing the great canal, 7,000 of whom are white citizens 
of the United States, and for the regulation and protection of 
the other persons (about 140,000 in all) now residing on the 
zone, then let us do our duty here in Congress and make ap- 
plicable to it, as far as possible, existing United States laws, as 
was done in 1804 in the case of the Louisiana Territory and in 
other like cases, and make such other laws as the exigencies 
and conditions there may require, leaving to the future the 
formation of a permanent government for the zone. Time and 
deyelopments will aid us and enable us to act wisely. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on this 
matter for about five minutes. 

I understand the object and the purpose of the framers of 
our Government were to divide the functions of this Govern- 
ment into three separate coordinate branches. 

Article I, section 1, of the Constitution declares: 

All N erode powers granted herein shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives. í 

I do not believe that under that provision of the Constitution 
any legislative power can be found anywhere else in this Gov- 
ernment. 

Again, in section 8 of Article I, I find that Congress has the 
power— 
to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United States or in any department 
or officer thereof. 

Again, I find, by Article X of the Constitution— 


That powers not delegated to the United States * the Constitution 
or prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the States, respectively, 
or to the people. 

I do not care what has been the precedent that has been 
established. There is but one lawmaking power known to the 
Constitution; and the judiciary of the United States might as 
well delegate its powers to decide issues of right and wrong be- 
tween men to the Congress as Congress can delegate its powers 
to make laws to the President of the United States. The Presi- 
dent has no power to make laws for a large Territory or a 
small one. Therefore the effort to clothe the President with the 
power to make laws to govern a little zone is urged because 
of the fact that it is a little zone and only of incidental and 
minor importance. But if the precedent is made in this case, 
it will be clothing the President with the power to make laws, 
and we set a precedent that will come here to plague us in 
days to come when greater territories and greater rights will be 
involved. 

We are departing too frequently in what we deem immaterial 
matters from the mandates and dictates of the Constitution, 
and our example will be cited to those who come after us. In 
this instance we will have clothed the President of the United 
States with all the powers to make laws that Congress has 
under the Constitution, which the Constitution says shall not 
be vested in anyone else except in Congress. It seems to me, my 
time being limited to five minutes, that I can not do anything 
more than to read the provisions of the Constitution which I 
have just read. I do not believe we can constitutionally clothe 
the President with law-making powers, and I would not clothe 
any one man with that power if I could. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if there is anyone else 
that desires to be heard on the proposition? I move that all 
debate on this section and amendments thereto be closed in five 
minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
minutes. - 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I should like to have five or ten 
The gentleman from Illinois moves to 


close debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto in five 
minutes. 
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Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that we vacate the 
vote and have general debate close in ten minutes, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not know that I will use as 
much as ten minutes, but I should like to have that much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that debate on the section and amend- 
ments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let us make it fifteen minutes. I 
may get through in less than ten. 

Mr. MANN. Most of the time occupied on the floor thus far 
has been occupied by gentlemen opposed to the bill. I hope the 
gentleman will take five minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I may not take ten minutes, but I 
would like to have that much. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that all debate on this 
section and amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the section and amendments 
thereto be closed in twenty minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with 
great interest to the discussion of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama and also to the debate touching sec- 
tion 2. I have desired, if possible, to bring myself to the sup- 
port of this bill; but having again given it careful consideration, 
have determined that I can not under any circumstances ap- 
prove it, at least as long as section 2 remains a part thereof, 
and I can not better state my position than to read a portion of 
section 2 in beginning my comments: 

Sec. 2. Subject to the provisions of this act and until otherwise pro- 
vided by Congress, “all the military, civil, and judicial powers of the 
United States in the Canal Zone, including the power to make all laws, 
rules, and regulations necessary for the government of the Canal Zone,” 
and all the rights, powers, and authority granted to the United States 
by the terms of the treaty described in section 1 of this act “ shall be 
vested in the President or such person or persons as the President shall 
from time to time designate.” 

We start with the proposition that this body is endowed with 
the exclusive legislative function, and not the Executive. We 
should pass the laws, create courts, establish offices, and provide 
for statutory government. Such is our appropriate domain. 

Mr. Chairman, by this action we throw to the winds the pro- 
vision of the Constitution which provides that the military 
shall remain subordinate to the civil authority of the Govern- 
ment. We center here in one man the power not only to make 
laws, but to delegate that high prerogative which was placed 
by the Constitution in this representative body to some second 
or third person, and to extend it further than that. It is a dis- 
tinct repudiation of the grounds upon which our forefathers 
achieved our independence in 1776; and as long as that provi- 
sion, or anything that resembles it, is in this bill I shall not 
give my vote for the measure. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentleman has likened the powers in 
this bill to the provisions contained in the ordinance of 1789 
for the government of the Northwest Territory ceded to this 
Republic by the State of Virginia. I deny it, and say the powers 
in this bill are tenfold greater than were those written in that 
ordinance. The ordinance of 1789 was a temporary measure, 
passed by Congress for the government of a vast unsettled 
territory. But few citizens had then gone to that Territory, and 
yet by the very terms of that ordinance every provision of the 
Constitution was extended to the Northwest Territory. Read 
it from end to end and my statement is substantiated. That 
ordinance provides for the appointment of a governor; and 
then provided that when a law was made by the assembly 
which was authorized under the ordinance such law should 
be reported to Congress to be passed upon by this body, the only 
legitimate forum provided by our Constitution for legislative 
action in these matters, 

The authorized assembly was then empowered to ratify or 
reject every power and duty of officers in the Territory and 
the constitutional rights of the inhabitants were thereby doubly 
secured. 

It provided for legislators with definite official terms and 
the filling of vacancies therein. It created two branches of 
the legislative assembly. 

And yet this was proposed only as a temporary measure. 
After providing all these things it proceeded and embraced 
specific articles in a bill of rights protecting the constitutional 
rights of the inhabitants of the Territory. 

Mr. Chairman, we are informed that this is only a temporary 
measure to govern a small zone, but we are setting a precedent 
for future generations. We are asked to violate our conception 
of the traditions and history of this Government. We are 
called upon to abolish constitutional laws and remit these 
questions to one man, and there create a one-man government. 
Conceding that there might be economy of a few dollars, vig- 
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lence to the genius of our Government will far outweigh any 
benefit that might come from the saving in dollars and cents, 
and for that reason we should stand by the Constitution. We 
should defend the traditions and history of our fathers found- 
ing this Government. We should oppose all such one-man 
measures and let the people govern as intended by the founders 
of our institutions. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, unless some other gentleman de- 
sires to be heard, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Towxszxp] may have the balance of the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Town- 
SEND] may have the balance of the time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I can 
say anything that would be of any particular advantage to the 
Members of the House in determining the question before them, 
but it seems to me that many are losing sight of the thing which 
this Government and the people of the United States have in 
mind. 

I do not think that gentlemen will go further than I will go 
in an effort to keep separate the various powers of the Govern- 
ment as enumerated in and safeguarded under the Constitution. 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that some gentlemen are trying to con- 
fuse the issue, or at least are succeeding in confusing it, when 
they say that this particular undertaking is different from 
those in which the United States has been engaged in the past; 
cases where the President of the United States or other execu- 
tive officers were intrusted with power—legislative, judicial, and 
executive—for the purpose of temporarily accomplishing some- 
thing which ought to be done, and which in itself was the prime 
object of the Government. Something extraordinary and tem- 
porary in character. 

We are down on the Isthmus at the present time for the 
purpose of constructing a canal. It is necessarily a temporary 
undertaking. We are not establishing a government, as the very 
terms of the bill express, for all time, but we are doing that 
which experience thus far has taught us was necessary to be 
done in order to construct that canal in the most economical 
and expeditious manner possible. Gentlemen heretofore have 
charged, and frequently, that without any authority of law the 
President of the United States for a number of years has con- 
ducted the work on the Isthmus That has been denied and has 
been proven not to be the fact. It is true that power has been 
granted somewhat indirectly through appropriation bills. But 
this Congress is now asked at this time to declare its express 
intent in reference to the building of the canal and to its gov- 
ernment during such building. 

We do not depart widely from the conditions which have 
maintained from the beginning; and as for me, Mr. Chairman, 
I feel at this time that I do not wish to do anything which 
may in any manner make even doubtful the completion of this 
great undertaking. I do not wisk it said that if it had not 
been for the interference of Congress with this temporary work 
right in the midst of its construction the canal would have been 
completed more cheaply and more expeditiously. 

I want the work continued. It is true we have made some 
changes in reference to the commission; we have made some 
changes to meet existing demands down there as those in con- 
trol have pointed them out to us. It has been found that a 
court such as we provide for here can do the work, and can 
do it satisfactorily to all concerned. Through the provision we 
can prevent expense and maintain justice with dignity. We do 
not have an American territory on the Isthmus as we have 
known other territories. We are on rented land, occupying it 
for a special purpose and temporary in character. 

yentlemen have stated, I do not know how correctly, that we 
have about 6,000 white people and many thousands of Jamaica 
negroes on the Isthmus. We have to deal with these condi- 
tions under such circumstances, and, Mr. Chairman, we can 
not afford at this time when all gentlemen are proclaiming that 
success is attending our efforts and that the canal is to be con- 
structed in the immediate future, we can not afford to reverse 
the existing policy and assume the responsibility of delay and 
confusion to this great work. People on the Isthmus are con- 
trolled the same as people have heretofore been controlled tem- 
poet under emergencies. I insist that there should be no 
change, 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. The immediate question before the com- 
mittee is a motion to strike out this paragraph. Now, let me 
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ask the gentleman from Michigan, as a lawyer, if he believes 
it possible to delegate legislative authority? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I believe it is possible and lawful, under 
these circumstances, under the peculiar conditions here, to del- 
egate to the President of the United States the authority to 
construct that canal, 

Mr. GARRETT. I am speaking, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, not with reference to the peculiar conditions, but with refer- 
ence to the naked legal proposition, Can a legislative body in 
the States or in the Federal Government delegate legislative 
authority? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this Con- 
gress, under the Constitution as recognized by the acts of this 
Government, can, under such circumstances as exist at the 
Isthmus, delegate to the President of the United States the 
authority to construct that canal, and in the process of that con- 
struction to enact such laws and regulations as are necessary, 
temporarily, for the completion of the work. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, my question was not what he has answered. I did not submit 
an inquiry of whether we could delegate the powers to construct 
acanal. The inquiry I submitted to the gentleman was whether 
this legislative body could delegate legislative powers. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Ordinarily, no; under the conditions here, 
yes. I have no doubt of it. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be 
a serious mistake at this time for this House to adopt this 
amendment or to strike out the paragraph, and thus change the 
policy and force upon Congress the necessity for enacting a code 
of laws to meet conditions which are in the process of evolu- 
tion, which are not thoroughly developed, and which, I care not 
how much the gentlemen may claim they know abont it from 
personal experience, we can not intelligently legislate upon at 
this time. Let us not enter this doubtful field. Let us leave 
the matter, if it is being done properly, as it is at present, with 
just such necessary changes as have been suggested by those in 
authority. When the canal is completed, if we then keep pos- 
session, as we will, this Congress can preceed to legislate, can 
make laws for the operation of that canal and for the control 
and government of the people who may live in the Canal Zone. 
There are very few residents on the zone. Nearly all the in- 
habitants are our employees. The President, who is charged 
with the great responsibility of constructing the canal, can well 
be trusted, as he has been trusted in the past, to prescribe the 
rules and regulations for completing the work. In the mean- 
time, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we ought to let well 
enough alone in this respect rather than enter upon any doubtful 
proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Sirus]. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sns]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Stas) there were—ayes 52, noes 56. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, that is very close, and I 
shall ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Mann and Mr. Stus were appointed tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
70, noes 85. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, we are now voting, as I 
understand it, upon the motion to strike out the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The Chair was just stating that. 

Mr. KELFER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. It is in order to per- 
fect the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it be an amendment to perfect the sec- 
tion, the question will first be taken upon that amendment. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


anne the word “ religion,“ in line 7, section 2, page 3, of the bill, 
add; 


“And every person designated, detailed, or appointed by the Presi- 
dent to exercise the rights, powers, and authority of the United States, 
as provided in this section. shall be appointed on the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate of the United States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 
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The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia to strike out the section. 

Mr. GARRETT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, is debate closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Harpwick) there were—ayes 66, noes 68. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Maxx and Mr. Harpwick were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
85, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ae 22... DF „ his 2 
tion, shall cause to be eaa and completed the Panama Canal; and 
he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to appoint, by and with the 
advice and 9 of the gine one director-general of the Panama 
Canal and Zone, and from time to time to fix his compensation, 


duties, Ware ea jurisdiction until such time as Co eo other- 
V viđe; an e President may remove said offi at 


persons wi 


intment or emplo 
ae Pa ieyra as may pent time to 


risdiction, —. official 
— 


Fanen person shall be deducted 2 the amount of salary or 
3 rovided 1 or which shall be fixed under the terms of 
this * 8 At orl ereby given for the procurement, use, and 
tenance of each and every thing necessary for the complete con- 
struction, maintenance, ale ODE operation of said canal from deep water to 
deep water. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 8, in line 17, strike out the word “one” and insert, 
rson learned and skilled in the science of engineering and who shail 
ave actively practiced his profession not less than five years, to be.” 


Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, and that is to add after the word 
“ years,” in line 3 of the amendment, “and who shall have been 
educated at the United States Military Academy.” 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

n in line 8, insert “and who shall have been 
educated at the Uni States Military Academy.” 

Mr. MADDEN. I accept the amendment, 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. That is an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I understand the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas was accepted and incorporated in 
the other. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Texas offered an amendment to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from IIIinois. 

Mr. BURLESON. That is right. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And the gentleman from Illi- 
nois accepted it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois can not 
accept an amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. But he can modify his amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman by unanimous consent may 
modify his amendment. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if there has been a change in the 
amendment offered by my colleague from Illinois we would like 
to have it reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


age 3, line 2, strike out the word one“ and insert “a pere 
and skilled in the science of engineering and who shall have 
actively practiced his profession not less than five wae 8 wee shall 


have been educated at the United States Military demy, 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
so modified, [After a pause.] The Chair 


hears no objection. 


The gentleman from Michigan offers an amendment which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8, st, ” y = 
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Mr. MANN. That is not an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have been trying to get the 
attention of the Chair for a few minutes to learn something 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the House the par- 
liamentary situation. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan is not an amendment to the amendment; it is an 
independent amendment. _ 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from IHinois at this time as the proposer of the amendment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt about the 
importance of having whoever may be appointed director-gen- 
eral educated in the science of engineering; that the man who is 
occupying that important place should have the technical 
knowledge of the great work under his jurisdiction there can 
be no doubt; that the time has come when the commission as 
it exists to-day should be abolished every person who is fa- 
miliar with the methods employed in the canal construction 
will agree. There can be no doubt whatever that the chief 
engineer, under the present organization, is embarrassed by 
the existing commission. We have a commission now consist- 
ing of army engineers, each one of whom is in charge of a 
division of the work as a division engineer. In his capacity 
as a division engineer he is subordinate to the chief engineer. 
In his capacity as a commissioner he has coordinate power with 
the chief engineer, and as commissioners the division engineers 
meet officially and declare what shall be done and how it shall 
be done, and the orders of that commission there recorded are 
passed up to the chief engineer, who is obliged to send these 
orders down to his division engineers, who are his subordinates. 
This seems to be an anomaly. No person running a well- 
organized business would expect to conduct it successfully 
under such methods. If there is to be a commission at all, that 
commission should consist of thoroughly posted constructors, 
whether they be engineers or not, but they should not be em- 
ployed and placed in charge of the division work as subordi- 
nates to the man to whom they as commissioners give orders. 

This work is proceeding with great rapidity. The organiza- 
tion is perhaps the best that could be expected under the diffi- 
cult conditions which surround the work. But with the climi- 
nation of the division engineers from the commissionerships and 
with the power placed in the hands of one man, whose orders 
will be supreme, we can hope not only for a more economical 
conduct of the great enterprise in which we are engaged, but we 
can hope for a more expeditious conduct of the work. There 
can be no doubt whatever in the minds of men who have made 
a thorough investigation of the conditions but that vast sums of 
money have been expended which ought not to have been ex- 
pended, as a result of the anomalous conditions which prevail 
to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, there was so much confusion 
at the time the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois was 
read that I was not quite certain that I caught the language 
clearly, or that I understood fully the import of it. But I am of 
the impression that the amendment proposes to restrict the ap- 
pointment of director-general to a very limited class of gentle- 
men, the graduates of one school in which the teaching of civil 
engineering is an incident to a military education. Now, if that 
be true, if that is the purpose of the amendment, I do not think, 
for more reasons than I will be able to tell in five minutes, that 
any such amendment should be adopted. Mr. Chairman, the 
Military Academy is one in which very excellent engineers have 
been developed; their system is a very superior one, as far as it 
goes, but the system there under which they are taught en- 
gineering and graduated is an incident of their military educa- 
tion. 

The engineering talent of this country is not all trained at 
the Military Academy. There is a school in Massachusetts, the 
Massachusetts School of Technology, which, in my judgment, 
devotes more time and more intelligent effort to the training of 
engineers than could possibly be given to students at the Mili- 
tary Academy, where engineering is, as I have said, really a 
mere incident to a military education. Any such amendment 
is a reflection on other engineers, and may deny to genius its 
opportunity. It was in opposition to the protest of graduates 
of the Military Academy that the waters of the Mississippi 
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were deepened at the mouth of that stream. They said that 
it was not possible to deepen that channel so as to carry ves- 
sels of 25 or 30 feet draft, which at that time were large ships. 
Over the protest of every army engineer of the country that 
scheme was carried out. They declared that the theory was 
certainly wrong, and that it would fail of its purpose. In their 
opposition to it they went so far as to declare, after the river 
had been opened, after the ships had come in and were carry- 
ing out cargoes, that it was still a failure. When the jetties 
were put in for the purpose of assisting navigation so that 
ships might come in, might load, and might carry out the prod- 
uct of that great valley, which purpose was satisfactorily ac- 
complished, the criticism of the military engineers was still 
against them. In the city of Chicago, represented in part by 
the gentleman who offered the amendment, there is an eminent 
engineer, Mr. Cooley, who will not be eligible to the privilege 
of even applying for this position. He will be declared ineligi- 
ble, if this amendment shall be adopted, for the position of 
director-general, There is another great engineer in the city 
of Chicago, who, I believe, is not a graduate of the Military 
Academy or any other military school—Isham G. Randolph, 
the genius who constructed the great Chicago Canal—who also 
would be debarred. 

Mr. Randolph, of Chicago, is one of the greatest engineering 
geniuses the country has ever produced, and yet he would be 
ineligible to appointment under this narrow and restricted 
amendment. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the House will not 
declare that in the selection of men to construct this great work 
the President shall be confined to a limited class of people. 
Already in the committee which has jurisdiction of the subject 
we are besought by civil engineers of this Government and by 
military officers to increase the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army, because it is inadequate for the work that they 
are now called upon to do. You propose to still further em- 
barrass them by declaring that gentlemen belonging to that 
class only shall be eligible for this work. It is wrong to them, 
and it is wrong to the other engineers of this country that the 
selection should be limited to one class, and. I hope that the 
amendment will not prevail. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment close in ten minutes. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I hope I will be permitted 
a word on this amendment. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr, Chairman, I want about two minutes. 

Mr. WILEY. I wish about two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois, which is that all debate 
on this amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, when the construction of 
the Isthmian Canal was inaugurated the President of the 
United States placed in charge of this great work one of the 
most eminent engineers in the United States; he was selected 
from civil life. After a short lapse of time, for some reason, 
this gentleman resigned. He was immediately succeeded by 
another gentleman skilled in the science of engineering, who 
was also selected from civil life. I will not undertake to state 
the reasons why and I will not say he got cold feet, but after 
a short time he, too, resigned. He was immediately succeeded 
by another distinguished engineer, a man able in his profession 
and successful, selected from civil life, and he, too, after a short 
time, also resigned. These changes in the directing head of this 
stupendous project made for confusion and delay, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in order to obviate the danger of 
these constantly recurring resignations, detailed an engineer 
officer of the United States Army, a graduate of the United 
States Military Academy, a skilled and able engineer, to take 
charge of this work, and he has remained put and continues in 
charge of the canal construction to-day. For a number of 
years, Mr. Chairman, this engineer officer has remained in 
charge of this great enterprise, though conditions are such on 
the zone that it must be at the risk of sacrificing his health, if 
not jeopardizing his very life. He has been successful. Why 
should we risk the appointment of another man to this position? 
I want to see continued in charge of this great work Col. George 
W. Goethals, the man who has done more to make a success of 
Isthmian Canal construction that all others who have been 
connected with it from the beginning to the present time. 
Whatever of credit there is, because of this he is entitled to it. 
If for any reason Colonel Goethals should be relieved of his 
responsibilities as director-general we also know that if he is 
succeeded by an army engineer he must remain on the job until 
he severs his connection with the United States Army or until 
death claims him as its own. 


I concur in everything the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MADDEN] has so well and forcibly said, and in addition I in- 
sist that it is necessary that we restrict this appointment to 
an engineer officer of the army, so that we can be certain that in 
the event a successor is appointed to Colonel Goethals he shall be 
made to remain in charge of the work whether he wants to 
do so or not. - 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy but two minutes. 
No one can have greater admiration for Colonel Goethals than 
I possess; and if I thought that the passage of this bill would 
remove Colonel Goethals from charge of the construction of 
the Panama Canal, I should want to postpone the considera- 
tion of the bill. But it seems to me peculiar that when we 
are proposing to confer the power upon the President to con- 
duct the government there, to make the laws, to determine as 
to the type of the canal, to determine as to the methods of 
construction, to expend the millions of money we appropriate 
as he pleases that we should be afraid—some of us—to give 
him the power to name the man whom he may want to hold 
responsible under him. We propose by this legislation to hold 
the President responsible, and the next suggestion is that in 
holding him responsible we shall limit him in the selection of 
the man whom he shall hold responsible. The two positions 
are not compatible. They are illogical. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Chairman, as a graduate of the first engi- 
neering school in this country—Rensselaer Polytechnic Insti- 
tute, of Troy—I wish to enter my protest against limiting the 
appointment of the chief engineer of the canal to a military 
engineer. The argument of the gentleman from Texas as to 
the engineers who were there before falls to the ground, because 
to-day the Panama Canal is reaping the benefit of the work of 
Mr. Wallace, who was, I suppose, one of the men that the gen- 
tleman from Texas had in mind. He organized that work and 
carried it forward, and the canal is to-day reaping the benefit 
of his acts while chief engineer. Our school of engineers at 
Troy has produced some of the greatest engineers of this coun- 
try, and since I would not in any way desire to interfere with 
the absolute power of the President to appoint anyone in his 
opinion fit for the position of chief engineer, so I would not 
restrict him to a selection from the graduates of any particular 
school, military or civil. Therefore I do not wish to tie the 
President’s hands in any way. I do not wish to say that he shall 
appoint from this or that school, but I do say that he ought 
not to be restricted to the Military Academy alone. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, there are times when it is 
not necessary to call a spade an excavating instrument. This 
seems to be one of the times. The purpose of this bill is to 
make a place for ex-President Roosevelt. The purpose of the 
amendment is to prevent his appointment. I have no tumultu- 
ous love for the ex-President, but I see no reason why he should 
be cut out by an amendment. [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, line 15, beginning with the word “and,” amend by strik- 
ing out all down to and including the word “ pleasure,” on line 21. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have ten minutes. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Michigan will permit me, 
I will ask that all debate on his amendment cease in twenty 
minutes and the gentleman from Michigan to haye ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the amendment cease in twenty 
minutes and the gentleman from Michigan haye ten minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr, Chairman, the purpose of 
this amendment is to prevent the consolidation of the present 
commission's authority and power in one man. The bill as it 
stands proposes to do away with the commission as now exist- 
ing. Gentlemen understand under what conditions that com- 
mission came into being. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Burteson] alluded to it a few minutes ago. Three times emi- 
nent civil engineers have been selected, at a salary of $30,000, 
to go down there and take charge of this work. Three times, 
successively, the appointees resigned, and when it seemed as 
thongh the enterprise was to be a failure, that we were to be 
put in an apologetic position before the world, the Government, 
in sheer despair, turned to the army, and out of the commission 
of seven appointed, five were from the army and navy and two 
were civilians. In the course of the years these civilians have 
both resigned. To-day we have a commission only of military 
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and nayal officers. From the beginning of the enterprise every 
civilian selected for duty as a commissioner on the Panama 
Canal Zone has exercised his right of getting out and leaving 
it, and but for the military it is doubtful if the enterprise could 
have been carried on. 

These military men recognized the word of command and they 
hesitated not to obey. The one man who made possible the 
success of this enterprise more than any other is affected by 
this bill and will be legislated off of the commission. You 
know, gentlemen, that when Colonel Gorgas went there as sani- 
tary officer of the zone every ship headed north was loaded, 
passenger and steerage accommodations alike, with men who 
were escaping from the fear of yellow fever. That zone, for 
5 miles on each side of the Panama Canal, under the French 
régime had become known as the pestilential horror of the 
world. 

It was for this man single-handed and alone to take charge 
of that work and make the Panama Canal Zone what it is 
to-day, as healthy a place to live, so far as yellow fever is con- 
cerned, as is the city of Washington. Not for years has there 
been a single case there. It is now proposed to set him aside, 
to demote him, and say to him before the world, “ Your work is 
done; we will reduce your salary and dispense with your serv- 
ices, unless you can take a subordinate position.” That is the 
situation. 

The other members of the military commission that went 
with Colonel Goethals, and I subscribe to all that has been said 
in regard to the personality and capabilities of this eminent 
civil engineer, but we must remember that Sibert is distin- 
guished, we must remember that Major Gaillard is distin- 
guished, we must remember that Hodges is distinguished. These 
men are the very cream of the civil engineers of the American 
Army, and when they were commanded to go there and dig the 
canal they took their lives in their hands and went, and the 
canal is being dug. Not one single criticism has been alleged 
against the commission in its operations there. Honest, faith- 
ful, intelligent, competent, they are carrying forward the great 
work to the admiration and satisfaction of every man who goes 


to the zone. 


I challenge any man on this floor to bring a charge against 
the commission individually or collectively of incompetence or 
graft; the work is being done, and done well. Members at the 
other end of the Capitol and this end alike unite in this. We 
can now see the beginning of the end. 

These are military men. What would have been thought 
near the close of the war, when victory was in sight, when the 
preservation of the Union was certain to come, had Sherman 
and Sheridan and Meade and Thomas been demoted so that 
Grant might stand forth first and alone, and these men dis- 
credited before the country, when as a matter of fact they 
made possible the yictories of their chief? The whole civilized 
world would have cried out against that kind of treatment of men 
who deserved better of their country—and that is what these 
men have done down there. Not one of us, were we capable of 
doing the work committed to them, would go there and stay for 
the salary that they receive. Reduce their salaries, it has been 
suggested. You gave the chief engineer three times over, suc- 
cessively, $30,000, you said, as an inducement. These men each 
and all resigned and came home. You give the present com- 
mission $14,000, minus what each would receive on duty else- 
where as an officer in the army or navy. As I said the other 
day, supposing Colonel Goethals dies, who would take his 
place? The discussion on a previous amendment has shown 
the turmoil into which we may be landed in such an event. No 
one doubts now but that some one of these men who has dem- 
onstrated his capabilities, who has shown himself a competent 
subordinate, would be called to fill the vacancy if that lament- 
able thing should occur, and the great work would go on to its 
completion. 

Having been there twice, in the month of November last for 
eleven days, at a time when there were sixty consecutive hours 
of rain, I saw the civil engineers out, drenched to the skin, day 
after day, but at the post of duty always, and the work was 
going on notwithstanding the unfavorable weather. It would 
be one of the most cruel things in the history of the American 
Army, so long as there is no charge of corruption or intimation 
of incompetency, to dissolve the commission, dismiss these 
distinguished and faithful officers, and demote them and dis- 
credit them before the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, my service in this House has 
been long enough to have discovered that whenever it is pro- 
posed to abolish a job or reduce a salary you have trouble on 
your hands at once. The method of meeting a proposition of 
that kind is not usually by argument of the question itself, 
but by arguing some other question. This House has never been 
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in favor of the divided commission on the Canal Zone. The 
original bill which passed this House for the construction of a 
canal did not provide for a commission. That was inserted in 
the Senate. This House on two prior occasions has passed the 
bill for the purpose of abolishing the commission and centraliz- 
ing the responsibility in an executive in charge of the construc- 
tion work. No one familiar with that work down there can 
now doubt for a moment that there is danger of an explosion 
there at any time. 

There is no head to the work. At any moment when subordi- 
nates upon the canal in the shape of commissioners choose to 
override Colonel Goethals it may be done, but the moment we 
propose to abolish six jobs at $14,000 a year, excessive salaries, 
so far as the present work is concerned, we are met with great 
arguments about the desirability of haying a divided executive 
head. When these salaries were first fixed, they were fixed for 
the purpose of gathering together eminent engineers through- 
out the country to serve a short time in determining the method 
of constructing the canal and the route and type of canal. 
Those places are now occupied mostly by army and navy offi- 
cers, who ought to be paid some salary in addition to their 
army and navy pay, but there is no justification for the pay- 
ment of $14,000 a year to six men for the purpose of executing 
the work, and no reason for having the six men for the pur- 
pose of determining the work in conclave. The Isthmian Canal 
Commission to-day is a myth, except for the jobs and the sala- 
ries. It does not operate as a legislative body. It does not 
operate as a consulting body. It was the desire of President 
Roosevelt, it is the desire of President Taft, that he be per- 
mitted to so reconstruct the method of conducting this work on 
the canal that he can hold some one responsible for the work, 
and it is essential, in my judgment, if we expect to finish the 
work without scandal and without trouble, that this be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

„ KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the bill, 
section 3, page 3, that the word “engineer,” after the com- 
pound word “director-general,” has been eliminated by the 
committee. 

Mr. MANN. We have recommended that. 

Mr. KEIFER. I shall move to amend by inserting that 
word “ engineer.” 

Mr. MANN. It will take a vote to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
has not yet been offered. The chairman of the committee has 
not yet offered it. 

MANN. ‘That is a committee amendment that comes 


Mr. 
from the desk and is reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment, to strike out the word “engineer” in line 


17, page 3. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on that 


amendment very briefly. I think the first impression of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] in this case is best. He 
had in mind in drafting this bill and similar bills in prior Con- 
gresses that the director-general should be an engineer. 

Now, the proposition as it comes from the committee is that 
we are to select somebody down there who is, of course, to act 
under the President of the United States, or under some person 
that the President may delegate the power in the United States 
to, acting under him and not to be an engineer. It will be re- 
called that a few moments ago I tried to have an amendment 
adopted to a prior section so as to require the President, if he 
designated some man, a citizen of the United States or of 
Great Britain, or of some other civilized country, or even some 
barbaric country, to make the laws for that zone and do the 
things that belong to the United States, as might otherwise be 
done by the President, but I wanted that distinguished person, 
whoever he may be or wherever he may come from, to be ap- 
pointed by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of 
the United States, but that was voted down. There is a great 
habit here of following a committee, sometimes without wisdom, 
but let me say when we come to this oflicer, director-general, 
not to be an engineer, according to the committee—I believe he 
is to be appointed by and with the adyice and consent of the 
Senate—but is to be a mere subordinate. 

Yes; the bill, in section 3, reads that the President— 


is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to appoint, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, one director-general of the Panama 
Canal and Canal Zone. 

He may not be able to read and write, to say nothing about 
his being a distinguished engineer. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois states what I can not concur in, viz, that we are on a 
point of an explosion down on the canal now. Nothing of the 
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kind has appeared to any of us who have been there recently. 
We have seen things going on there splendidly. The gentleman 
assumes that the members of the commission are down there 
doing nothing. How great is his error. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
that charge was made against the commission in a former 
time when the commission used to meet in New York City and 
in the city of Washington and did what the gentleman from 
Illinois says they ought to do, namely, meet as a body and act 
there. Instead of that, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, the present President then being the Secre- 
tary of War, the commissioners were ordered to go to the zone, 
where each would be assigned a proper division of that 50 miles 
of canal, each becoming an effective acting man, with regular 
meetings of the commission on the ground where it could un- 
derstand all about it. The commission is an organized body 
to-day, and its members meet as often as required or is neces- 
sary. The commissioners act on the ground, all of them, and 
they are acting harmoniously. One man is assigned to a di- 
vision of the work here and-another there, and they are held 
responsible for it; and I do not agree with the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois that there is any condition down there 
of chaos or likely to be. The organization is perfect in its ma- 
chinery, and if it is not, it is the fault of the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of War. Now, this commission 
is to be abolished by this proposed legislation, it is said, to get 
rid of an explosion of the organization on the zone; and who 
are we to substitute, not even an engineer director-general? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I owe an apology to the House 
for the amendment. The fact is, the bill originally read “one 
director-general engineer,” or, rather, it is a question of apol- 
ogy between myself and the Government Printing Office. I 
contended that the bill which was sent to the Printing Office 
never had the word “engineer” in it; the Printing Office said 
otherwise. But the title is incongruous—“ director-general en- 
gineer.” A title with two words is one word too long, but a 
title with three words would be nearly as bad as the commis- 
sion itself. Now, there was no purpose in recommending the 
striking out of the word “engineer.” In the original bill there 
was a provision for a director-general, a chief engineer, and 
a governor of the Canal Zone, but upon complete reflection the 
committee thought it was advisable to haye a person whom 
the President might hold responsible as the executive head 
upon the Canal Zone, and I feel myself as though we might 
properly trust the President, if we placed the responsibility 
upon him for the executive work of construction, with the 
selection of a man on the zone whom he will hold responsible; 
and while I have no doubt that while at present he will ap- 
point Colonel Goethals director-general, if Colonel Goethals 
for any reason should be taken away, I do not know or have 
an idea who the President would appoint; and we are endeay- 
oring to hold the President responsible forthe conduct of the 
work on the zone honestly, efficiently, and economically; and 
if he makes a failure in the selection of any director-general, 
he will meet the proper criticism of this Congress, and we have 
it in our power at any time to change the law and provide 
expressly for the man who may be appointed. I hope the 
gentleman's amendment will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sunc. 5. The judicial power in the Canal Zone shall be vested in such 
courts as are now constituted or as the President may hereafter con- 
stitute in accordance with the provisions of this act; and the Presi- 
dent shall, in the exercise of the powers and authority conferred upon 
him by this act, appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, a supreme court of the Canal Zone, with a fixed tenure of 
office; but no person holding a judicial office shall at the same time 
have executive or legislative power. The records of existing courts 
and all causes and proceedings ding therein at the time may be 
transferred to and continued in the courts hereafter constituted by the 
President as herein authorized and provided for at such time and in 
such manner as may be provided by order of the President. 

The Supreme Court of the United States shall have jurisdiction to 
review, revise, reverse, modify, or ts and decrees 
of the supreme court of the Canal Zo: ons, cases, causes, 
and proceedings now pending therein or hereafter determined thereb 
in which the Constitution, or any statute, treaty, title, right, or privi- 
lege of the United States is involved, and in causes in which the value 
in controversy exceeds $10,000, or in which the title or possession of 
real estate exceeding in value the sum of $10,000, to be ascertained by 
the oath of either party, or of other competent witnesses, is involved 
or brought in question, and also of crim actions wherein the offense 
charged is punishable by death or imprisonment for life; 
final judgments or decrees may or can be reviewed, revised, reversed, 
modified, or affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States on 
— 8 or. writ of error, in the same manner, under the same regula- 

ms, and by the same 8 as eee as practicable, as final 
judgments and decrees of the circuit courts the United States. 


With amendments, which were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after section 5, in line 22, page 4, down to and includ- 
ing line 10, page 5, and insert the follo : 

The judici. power in the Canal Zone be vested in one circuit 
court and such inferior courts as the President may constitute. The 
judge of the circuit court shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall hold his office for 
the term of four years and until his successor is appointed and quall- 
fied; but in the event of the absence or incapacity to act of the Judge 
so appointed, a ju pro tempore may be 1 by the director- 
general. No person holding a judicial office shall at the same time have 
executive or legislative power. The records of existing courts and all 
causes and procerdinga pense therein at the time, except as herein 
otherwise provided, s. be transferred to and continued in the new 
courts herein provided for and authorized, at such time and in such 
manner as may be provided by order of the President. For the purpose 
only of enabling the existing supreme court of the Canal Zone to de- 
termine finally any causes and proceedin which may be pending 
therein when s act takes effect, the President may continue the said 
court in existence and retain the judges thereof in office for such time 
as may seem to him necessary.“ 

J s a ne. page 6, strike out the word “ supreme” and insert the word 
* circuit." 

In line 14, page 6, strike out“ ten“ and insert“ five.” 

In line 16, page 6, strike out ten and insert “ fiye,” 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer the following amendment as an amendment to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 6, line 6, add the following: 

“Provided, That none of the said courts nor the judges thereof shall 
have power to punish any person for any contempt not committed in 
the actual presence of the court, unless the question of fact involved 
therein has first been determined by a jury.” 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of 
the amendment is plain to any gentleman who heard it read. 
My object is to limit the power of the court in contempt cases. 
During my service here there has never been an opportunity to 
put this matter fairly and squarely before the House. Both the 
political parties in their platforms have made declarations on 
the subject. I think the platform of the party which I repre- 
sent has made a fair and honest declaration of where it stood. 
I have been unable to determine for myself what the declara- 
tion of the party represented by the gentlemen on the other 
side of the aisle means. I have never met anybody who was 
quite certain of what it meant. Now this proposition is fairly 
and squarely before the House. Here is a chance for us to 
determine whether or not, as has often been stated, the mere 
fact that you grant a man a jury trial in a contempt case is 
absolutely subversive of all law and order. As gentlemen here 
know, in the ordinary contempt case an injunction is issued 
prohibiting a certain line of conduct or certain acts, and the 
defendant is haled before the court and charged with haying 
committed these acts. He may bring any number of witnesses 
to testify that he did not commit the acts complained of. He 
may come into court, as they have time and time again to my 
knowledge, and state that they did their best to conform to and 
obey the orders of the court, and yet they have been found 
guilty of contempt or contumacious conduct for violating an 
order which in some cases it was impossible for them to even 
understand. 

The order was so broad in one case, which I call to my mind, 
that it provided that any interference with any of the business 
of the complainant was a violation of the order. It was a 
strike case. The defendants were on a strike. The mere fact 
that they were on a strike was an interference with the busi- 
ness of the complainant. So the order was practically an order 
sending them back to work, and unless they went back to work 
they were in contempt. And on the final trial of that issue the 
court went back to that drag-net clause, and said “there is a 
good deal of conflicting testimony in this case, but there is one 
clause in this order which says any interference by the de- 
fendants with the business of the complainants is a violation 
of the order; and I hold that as to certain of the defendants,” 
enumerating 10 or 15 of them, that they were so guilty. That 
case was carried to the court of errors and appeals in the 
State of New Jersey, and there the court laid down the star- 
tling doctrine that there was no appeal from a punitive order 
of a court of chancery. That decision stands on the books of 
the State of New Jersey to-day, that a punitive order once 
issued, despite the fact that we attacked the jurisdiction of the 
officer issuing it, the order having been made by a vice-chan- 
cellor, and we contending that nobody but a chancellor could 
make such an order, in spite of the fact we stated that these 
people were deprived of the constitutional right of appeal, and 
compelled to testify against themselves, and that there was no 
warrant for the punishment inflicted, it was held that puni- 
tive order once issued there was no appeal from it. 

To carry that decision to its logical conclusion, it meant that 
the vice-chancellor or the chancellor could have sent these - 
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people to prison for any term, or have inflicted any kind of 
punishment upon them. We, in our appeal, set up that the 
punishment was unconstitutional, because cruel and unusual. 
The court refused even to go into that question. We came to 
the United States Supreme Court on that proposition, and that 
court laid down the doctrine that they had no right to broaden 
the jurisdiction of the court of errors and appeals. 

The time of Mr. Huemes of New Jersey having expired, by 
unanimous consent it was extended two minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Now, the object of my amend- 
ment is twofold. I want to protect these workers on the canal, 
and in case any question of this kind arises, I simply ask that 

they be entitled to a jury trial to decide the question of fact 

involved. I notice that in this bill the right to a jury trial is 
limited and restricted, but I want to give them that right, and 
I want, further than that, to see whether the Republican party 
meant what it said on this subject in its platform. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the Republican party always 
means what it says, and in that respect differs essentially from 
the other side of the aisle. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But this is not the place nor is this the bill in which to work 
out the question of contempts or trials for contempts. Every 
lawyer will see that cases might arise in this country where the 
proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Huemes] 
would be subversive of justice. I do not suppose, as a matter 
of fact, that there will be any trials for contempt or any con- 
tempt of court occurring once a year upon the Canal Zone. 
There is, in my judgment, no danger of the employees of the 
Government going on a strike; but if there were that danger, it 
would be absolutely strange if you should submit to them the 
question whether they should be on strike or not, because all 
the jurors down there come from the employees of the Govern- 
ment. I apprehend no such occasion will arise. I had hoped 
that we might consider the proposition of constructing the canal 
upon the merits of obtaining the final work and not inject polit- 
ical propositions, I hope the amendment of the gentleman will 
not prevail. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania.. Mr. Chairman, differing with 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], I hope that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Huemes] will pre- 
vail. While I do not believe that the amendment goes as far as it 
should go, while I do not believe that it reaches the meat of the 
subject, I do believe that it is a great improvement over the propo- 
sition contained in the bill. It provides at least the protection of 
a trial by jury. The great difficulty with our injunction cases 
and the contempt cases growing out of them has been a growing 
tendency on the part of our courts to assume extended jurisdic- 
tions. Originally the purpose of an injunction was to protect 
a property right where irreparable injury was threatened and 
there was no other remedy at law. Then it was proposed 
where there was no other adequate remedy at law. From that 
it has grown from the protection of a property right into an 
interference with the personal rights of citizens and an in- 
vasion of the criminal jurisprudence of the country. Injunc- 
tions are frequently issued in labor disputes, restraining men 
from using force, restraining men from using violence in this, 
that, or the other case. When a court issues an order of 
that kind it invades the province of the criminal courts. Yet 
almost every injunction that is issued in a labor dispute re- 
strains the parties enjoined from using threats, force, show of 
force, or offers of violence. When an order of that kind is 
issued it becomes a law within the bailiwick of the court issu- 
ing it. It remains the law until the court itself repeals it, and 
the result of it is that when men are charged with violence, 
threats, show of force, or threats of violence, instead of the 
facts being submitted to a jury of their peers, the court itself— 
the aggrieved party, the party supposed to be held in contempt— 
sits in judgment upon the case and determines the facts as well 
as the law. 

Where I believe the amendment of the gentleman does not 
go far enough is that it does not declare the dividing line be- 
tween personal rights and property rights. If as a fundamental 
proposition an injunction is to protect property where there is 
no other remedy at law, then the courts have no right to issue 
restraining orders saying that men shall not use force, unless 
upon the assumption that one of the parties to the dispute is 
the property of the other party. In other words, if the court 
says to A that he must not interfere with B because his inter- 
ference affects O's property rights, then it is an assumption 
that C has a property right in B. There is where the courts 
have overstepped their rights in the premises. Men have a 
right to work or not to work as they see fit, and if B is an 
employee of C, or has been or is seeking to be an employee of 
C, it does not follow that O has a property right in B. 
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Where a man is an employee at will—that is, employed with- 
out any time contract—he has no property right in his job. 
He can be dismissed without a moment's notice, with or with- 
out cause, and he can not recover damages for the loss of his 
job. Under similar circumstances an employer has no property 
right in an employee or in his labor power. Even where a 
time contract to labor exists between employer and employee 
it can be violated by either party at will. The employee can 
not be compelled to continue his labor, nor can the employer be 
compelled to furnish a job. That arrangement is based upon 
correct economic principles. Any other method would force 
irreparable injury to employers of labor and abject slavery to 
the employee. 

In such cases the law provides an adequate remedy through 
which the injured parties may be indemnified by a judgment for 
damages in equity proceedings, which can be collected unless 
the parties against whom it is rendered are insolvent. It is a 
very popular thing for a judge to issue a restraining order, or 
injunction, during the exciting period of a strike, restraining 
strikers from assaulting, coercing, or otherwise intimidating 
so-called “ scabs ” and “ strike breakers.” No man who believes in 
government, who acknowledges that the welfare of mankind can 
best be promoted and secured through organized society, can 
for a moment countenance the use of violence during a strike, 
whether perpetrated by strikers or the hired thugs of corpora- 
tions. Those who have been students of industrial affairs know 
that, aside from its moral aspect, the use of physical force by 
those engaged in a strike is one of the greatest weapons that 
ean be placed in the hands of their employers to defeat them. 
It arouses public sentiment against the strikers, and no strike 
of any magnitude can be carried to a successful conclusion when 
public sentiment is thoroughly aroused against it. Many em- 
ployers of labor understand that fact thoroughly, and when 
industrial conflicts occur thugs are engaged by them, either to 
tantalize the hot-headed and impulsive ones among the strikers 
until they commit some breach of the peace or to circulate 
among the strikers and incite them to deeds of violence, to the 
end that public sentiment may be aroused against them and 
their own conservative members turned against the conduct of 
the strike. 

For all acts of violence, coercion, intimidation the legislative 
branches of our Goyernment, which are the proper branches 
to determine what constitutes a crime against the community 
and the proper punishment for such crimes, have provided what 
in their judgment is an adequate remedy, and no court has a 
right to step in and provide another remedy. When it does so 
it usurps the power that belongs exclusively to the legislative 
branch of the Government and abolishes the right of trial by 
jury in criminal cases under the guise of enforcing orders of 
the court in equity proceedings. Having established the custom 
of issuing injunctions restraining men from using force, the 
next step was to restrain them from using persuasion, and num- 
bers of injunctions have been issued forbidding those on strike 
inducing others to join them, and even where no strike existed 
or was contemplated injunctions have been issued restraining 
men from inducing an employee of a corporation, or those who 
might desire to become such employee, to join a union, 

Some courts have even gone so far as to restrain the trades 
unions from furnishing relief to their starving members who 
were on strike, and all this under the pretense of protecting 
the property rights of the employer. Having gone thus far 
in the usurpation of power not delegated to them by the Con- 
stitution or the laws of the land, the next step was the issu- 
ance of injunctions forbidding the parties enjoined from exer- 
cising the constitutionally guaranteed right of free speech and 
of free press. 

The injunction is one of the most beneficient writs issued by 
our courts when used, as originally intended, to protect prop- 
erty rights against irreparable injury where there is no other 
remedy provided by the common or statutory laws. When it 
goes beyond that and seeks to restrain people from exercising 
their inherent personal rights, which are specifically guaran- 
teed by the letter and spirit of the Constitution, it becomes an 
instrument of oppression, dangerous to the liberty, safety, 
and property rights of the community. The legislative branch 
of the Government can not with justice to. itself permit the 
courts to usurp its functions by enactment of laws under the 
pretext of enforcing its edicts. This power assumed by the 
courts must be taken from them, and the right to issue in- 
junctions must be restricted to the protection of disputed 
property rights, where it properly belongs. 

For centuries there has been an irrepressible conflict between 
two distinct forms of government—a conflict between govern- 
ment by law and government by discretion. The tendency of 
the Anglo-Saxon races has been toward government by law, and 
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many a sanguinary conflict has been engaged in for the pur- 
pose of securing and maintaining government by law and the 
protection of a trial by jury against false accusations or the 
whims, caprices, and limited judgment of any one man, whether 
he be a judge or prosecuter, or both. 

Experience has shown that the happiness and general wel- 
fare of the people can be better promoted and protected 
through government by law enacted by one branch of the goy- 
ernment and adjudication made by another branch than they 
ean be where the power to make and enforce laws is placed 
in the hands of one man, whether you call him a judge or a 
czar. 

The tendency of our modern American courts has been to 
get away from government by law with the protection of a trial 
by jury and back to the old Latin system of government by dis- 
cretion, with that discretion placed exclusively in the hands of 
our judges. Such an amount of power exercised by any man of 
liberal views and a broad conception of the rights of the people 
might be perfectly safe, but, unfortunately, we have no means 
of changing the nature of men when we elevate them to the 
bench, Judges are like other men; they are good, bad, and in- 
different. They are subject to the same errors of judgment 
and limitations of knowledge that other men are subject to; 
they have their likes and dislikes, their preconceived ideas and 

prejudices, As Sheldon says in his Table Talks: 

A chancellor's conscience is like a chancellor's foot—one has a broad 
foot, one has a narrow foot, and one has an indifferent foot. 

To place the absolute power of life, liberty, and property in 
the keeping of our judges, under these circumstances, would be 
subversive of the rights of man; yet that is the power assumed 
by our courts when Steg injunctions in labor disputes. No 
wonder there is a spirit of unrest amongst the workers; no 
wonder they are protesting against this arbitrary power being 
exercised to their detriment. It is for these reasons that, 
while I do not believe the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Hucues] goes to the root of the evil, I 
am, nevertheless, in favor of it, because it furnishes the pro- 
tection of a trial by jury against the exercise of arbitrary 
power by our courts. 

My views on this subject are more clearly and succinctly 
stated in the report of the committee on the president's report 
on the subject of injunctions made to the convention of the 
American Federation of Labor at its recent meeting in Toronto, 


Canada. I desire to append it te my remarks. It is as follows: 
INJUNCTIONS. 
Injunctions in . disputes are innovations in our modern juris- 
dence. e original ose for which injunctions were issued was 
8 peun — ee yor te p about the ti questio or x pop- 
rom erfering w. pro; question. until the cour 
tat determined the Gn feats favolved. T orders 
were made returna of court. ar at the session of 


court where the cases 2. determin: and conse- 
tly were never permanent, 8 by their own ate des, when 
Tre cow rt had convened * . 


Eat questions at * 
are clearly intended to 


property rights, and 
only, is demonstrated by tees mal that the courts snvariatiy st on 
a bond being furnished by the parties suing out the writ to indemnify 
the parties enjoined for any loss that may accrue to them by virtue 
of the writ having been issued. When such an order of court been 
violated, it is not a difficult matter for the court 5 the actual 
damages, if any, that have been through the issuance of the 
injunction, thereby protecting the restrained partion any un- 
warranted invasion of their rights, but when the ‘issues sa in in- 
junction in a labor dispute, restraining 8 in 1 
em over from doing those things that they have a moral 
right to do, and as a result of that injunction the Fim se is lost to 
aS workers, there is mo court on earth that can determine the dam- 
age that has been sustained 1 persons enjoined, and consequently 
can not recover from When the court arrogates to 
itself the power to issue 8 never lated by the rules 
of equity, aon in direct violation of constitutional — 1 wel 
wan re ; the sight to issue ee for the — aa 10 
g cr na aw, departs from e domain o: — — 
invades that of personal rights in a manner fer wh pert rig 
no excuse except that = — thereby ** the sole judge of the 
aeree and the fact and, if the parties re declared ily ge Bw 
empt, the extent of tive unishment, All ‘of which is et 
e of the fundamental laws of the land and the Anglo-Saxon 
concept of human liberty. 
The great charter of human liberty, the Magna Charta of Great 
Britain, the basis upon which British and American freedom rests, in 


clause 39 declares: 

“No free man shall be taken or . or * or outlawed, 
or banis or any ways destroyed, n pass mn him, nor 
8 5 Save by the lawful ar a his peers or 


hed, 
will we send 
by the law of 
The bill 9 by the British Parliament for the pro- 
tection of the common people and signed by William and Mary upon 
their accession to the Brit: throne as a condition upon which their 
Se sover: 8 rest, declares 155 es 
aragraph 1. g — ower suspending aws, or 
Tan aa ution of laws, by regal authority, without consent of Parliament, 
p Paragraph 2. . the pretended power of dispensing with laws, or 
the execution by ‘regal authority, as It hath been assumed, and 
32 of Aale, 1 
on oe 5 declares: “ ne all men are created | 
ine that they are endowed by their Creator with 4nalienable | 
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ursuit of 


iness,” and it further one of the causes for 


tion of the United ‘States, which creates our judiciary, 
dictions, <a power it can properly exercise, and limits its juris- 
y8: 


mia iae ees: Congress shali make no law respecting an estab- 
lishment — or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abri 
ae tae testes or of the press; or the right of the people 
Erle y to — and to petition the Government for a redress of 
evances. 

“Sixth me ponge In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right a speedy and a public trial by an impartial jury of 
the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to 
be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation ; to be confronted 
with the witnesses him; to have compulsory process for obtain- 
in; witnesses in dois favor; and to have the assistance of counsel for his 

enge. 


“ Ninth amendment: The enumeration in the Constitution of certain 
dle pe — 1 not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
ple. 

h amendment: The powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by ae to the States, are reserved 
to the States, respectively, or to the papis. 

“Thirteenth amendment: Section 1. Neither slavery — 3 
tary servitude, except as a punishment for crime whereof t 
shall have been duly 9 Shall exist within the United 4 Ster ate, 
or any — 2 subject to their jurisdiction.” 

It must be app parent to even the most casual = that the 
courts of the United States hold the same relationship to the Gov- 
ernment of our country the courts of Great Bri held and 
now hold to the regal mega power. No one will contend that any judge in 
Great Britain, either at the time of the adoption of our Constitution 

— aaae that time -could Sero nany greater power than that conferred 


the Parliament and approved by the 
by Tegal It atonal follows. thet our courts can have no greater 8 
than that ted to them by the Constitution. 


When Constitution granted to our judiciary jurisdiction in 
eguity it could not have conveyed any wider authority than that which 
existed in English jurisprudence at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution, and the quotations we have cited from the Ma 
Charta, the Bill of Rights, aud the Declaration of Independence a 
lately co ithe 2 — of the equity courts to infringe upon sonal 
liberty .or in sgt nd jaw. Our Government is not only one of egated 
powers, also of reserved powers. The same instrument that 
creates ag a Soe and delegates powers to it reserves all of the 
powera mat are not delega! to the various States and to 

When, therefore, any court assumes to exercise powers 

mot to 1 the Constitution, it Invades 5 rig! igas 
reserved = t document to the States and the le 
faction ‘becomes void from lack of jurisdiction and should n: ot 86 


8 ae consequently in ‘hearty accord with President Gompers when 


he sa 
we “When n — a 80 Fire transcends his authority and assumes func- 
tions entirely ind gourd and jurisdiction; when a judge will set 
me neg up as rs gie authority in the land, invading constitution- 
guaran rights of citizens; when a judge will go so far in 
pom I aes decision, and action that even judges of the court of appeals 
have felt called upon to Sai is action ‘unwarranted’ and 
“foolish,” under such circumstances it is the duty of mo, 3 to 
refuse obedience and to take 5 consequences may 
“I repeat and omone this fact, that the doctrine That the citizen 
must yield obedience to every order of the court, notwithstanding that 
order transcends inherent, natural, human rights guaranteed by the Can- 
stitution of our 5 is ieee and repugnant to Jiberty and ‘human 
freedom, and t it is the duty, the imperative duty, to protest.” 
Notwithstan the constitutional limitations mentioned, modern 
injunctions have taken three distinct lines, two of which are unconsti- 
8 arbitrary, and unjust. 


rst. Injunctions are issued to protect atta. rights from irrep- 
arable — where there is no er e) at law. That is the only 
province in which an injunction proper! 


Second. ey ser perpen have . been * Tor the 3 
of enforcing existing tetory common law, arbitrarily invading 
the jurisdistion of Ane — KOIOS and the law courts, thus wiping 
out o existence that protection false accusations that free men 
bt for and forced from the hands of autocratic kings and 
wernments and defended at the cost of their lives from 
Guthram the Dane to the present generation of man, the 


t of trial 2 al, er 
the legislative branch of the Government has specified the pun- 
3 for re violation of law it has provided what, in its jadgment, 
is an uate rem and means of 0 en in" and having provided 
such 2 no court has any oe Soo o step in over the bead of the 
legislature and provide another remeé 
Third. Modern American courts — the right to issue injunc- 
tions 5 with the personal rights of man in exercising free 
8 ee press, ceahle assemblage, and in their personal relation- 
ship with each other. The rights of ree 8 free press, and perce- 
able assemblage are ge y guaranteed by the Constitution. They 
—. the fundamental safe of a free > people which neither courts, 
kinpa nor cajolery shoul be permitted to destroy. ‘The personal re- 
lationship between man and man comes 3 within the jurisdiction 
of the law meres and has no aad in the courts of equity, unless upon 
on by the courts that man is property, — assumption re- 
gnant to the sense of right of all civilized communities and specific- 
Allr 9 by the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution af the 
United States. It is under this class of injunctions that the courts have 
assumed jurisdiction in the now famous 


the days o 
ri 


uck's Stove and Range Com- 


pany -case. 

In this case the court, a gir geno of a eee terms of the 
Constitution, enjoins the rig press, and peaceable 
assem „in addition oes Fele ae Ae t ‘doctrine that patronage 
and will in —— 


into ton. pe rah The first element, the stock 
property ———— question. The second element, patronage 

und good will, can not by any stretch of the 3 or — 

reasoning 

business. 


or logic be considered the p 1 20 9 the 
If it is property at all, it or} be the 
of the man who has ‘the patronage or 
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We are pleased to note that upon an appeal to the court of appeals 
of the District of Columbia Chief Justice Shepard dissents from the 
decision of the majority of the court. 

The division of opinion of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia in this case, together with the widely divergent opinions ex- 
pressed by different federal courts in various parts of the country, 
making it practically impossible for even those that are learned in 
the law, not to mention the ordinary layman, to determine with any 
degree of accuracy the extent of the jurisdiction and powers of our 
courts in injunction cases, shows the imperative need that the Supreme 
Court should pass upon the entire subject-matter involved. No better 
ease has yet presented itself for that purpose than the Buck's Stove 
and Range case and the contempt proceedings growing out of it. 

We therefore recommend that the executive council be instructed 
to take such steps as may be necessary to carry this injunction case, 
and the contempt cases wing out of it, to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in order that we may secure a decision that will define 
our rights in so far as it can be done in considering these cases, and 
we further recommend that the executive council be authorized to 
raise funds, either by assessment or appeal, if more be needed, to carry 
the former recommendation into effect. No matter what position the 
Supreme Court may take upon the cases at issue, our experience with 
injunctions during the past thirty years makes it necessary to secure 
such legislation as will clearly mark the dividing line between equity 
courts and law courts and prevent the equity courts from ever again 
usurping the powers of our legislatures and our courts of law. 

We have examined H. R. 3058, introduced in the Sixty-first Congress 
by. Representative WILSON of Pennsylvania, and believe it will accom- 
plish the results desired if enacted into law, and that in addition it 
will remove the strained construction of the Sherman antitrust law 
made by the Supreme Court, and destroy any possibility of making the 
said Sherman antitrust law apply to the laborer instead of to the 
product of his labor. 

We recommend that this bill be indorsed, and every effort be put 
forth by the American Federation of Labor and its liated branches 
to secure its enactment into law. 

We deem it incumbent upon us to emphasize the warning of Presi- 
dent Gompers against the so-called “life-savers” injunction bills, in- 
troduced for the various reasons enumerated. Most of these bills con- 
cede a statutory right to the courts which they do not now possess— 
to issue injunctions in labor disputes, and then provide a trial by jury 
in contempt proceedings. Our contention is that when an injunction 
is issued in a labor dispute, irreparable injury is done to the parties 
enjoined and to the cause of labor, which no court can compute and no 
bond can indemnify. The remedy lies in remanding the courts to their 
proper functions in law and equity, as defined in the Wilson bill. 

ntil some change has been secured in the practices of the courts, 
either through Supreme Court decisions or legislative enactment, we 
recommend that every answer to a writ of injunction or a citation for 
contempt shall insist upon our constitutional right of free speech, free 
press, peaceable assemblage, and f. om from interference with our 
rsonal rights by the equity courts, and the denial of their authority 
99 assume that anyone has a property right in man, his good will, or 
his patronage. 

We can not pass from the consideration of this question without 
entering our earnest protest against the injudicial and intemperate 
language of Justice right when passing sentence upon Brothers 
Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison. 

The report of the committee was adopted by unanimous rising vote. 


During Mr. Wutson'’s speech the following colloquy took 
place: 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sylvania has expired. : 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
privilege of extending my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
pending amendment be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hucues of New Jersey) there were 53 ayes and 65 noes. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Hues of New Jersey and Mr. MANN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were 65 ayes and 79 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 


The time of the gentleman from Penn- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following. 


amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “ life,” after the word “for,” on line 20, page 6, 
and add the words “a term not exceeding three years.” ; 

Mr. GARRETT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT. What paragraph are we on? 

The CHAIRMAN. We are on section 5. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in that 
connection that I understand, of course, under the rules pro- 
yiding a government for the Panama Canal Zone a law could 
be made making a misdemeanor a felony or a felony a misde- 
meanor; but it does seem to me that, considering the number 
of American citizens there—as has been said, not less than 
6,000—that a man who commits an offense under a law made 
by the President certainly ought to have the right to take an 


appeal. If he is sentenced for a term of years less than that 
of death, or for life, he has no right to an appeal. Should he 
be convicted and sentenced to ten years or thirty years or forty 
years, that would neither be for death or for life and he would 
have no right of appeal. When I consider this phase of the 
matter it seems to me that when I remember that in this very 
bill the director-general, which the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has said 
would be appointed—and I say ought to be appointed—a mili- 
tary engineer, has within his power authority to appoint a cir- 
cult judge in the event of the absence or sickness or inability 
of the judge to discharge his duties. 

It looks like a great hardship that a military engineer who 
is to name a judge, whose qualifications he could only be in- 
formed of by hearsay, because he is not acquainted with all 
the principles of the law and the habits and customs of law- 
yers that would aid and guide him in selecting a competent 
judge, and yet that man placed on the bench by the director- 
general could deprive a man convicted of an offense of thirty 
or forty years of his liberty without the right of appeal. The 
best of judges sometimes make mistakes in their rulings and 
decisions. I only ask it in the sheerest justice to the American 
citizens that are down there or the citizens from any other 
country. I say that he ought to have the right when his lib- 
erty is threatened to be taken from him te have his case re- 
viewed by nine able and distinguished judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, instead of submitting it absolutely 
and unconditionally, without any hope of remedy, to one man as 
a judge, even with a jury trial. 

I do not believe in it. I believe in the right of appeal in the 
highest and lowest civil and criminal cases. A civil suit in- 
volving the amount of $100 is sometimes of vital importance to 
aman. If he does not like the verdict of a jury and the defi- 
nition of the law by the judge, let him take an appeal. 

I would not make this motion in connection with this matter 
if President Taft were the one to make the selection in the event 
of the absence or incapacity of the circuit judge, because as far 
as I have observed he exercises splendid judgment in making 
judicial appointments, and is certainly qualified not only by 
study and practice, but by presiding for years on the bench of 
the court of appeals to know what kind of a lawyer for charac- 
ter eae ability to clothe the proper man with the judicial 
ermine. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this bill now confers greater 
power for appeal from the court in Panama than we confer in 
criminal cases in the United States. It seems to me that we 
have gone a long way already in the appeal in providing for 
appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States. We have 
had difficulty in working out any sort of proper solution of the 
judicial methods in the Canal Zone, but we have provided for 
un appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States where 
there is a death penalty or life imprisonment inflicted, and that 
appeal is not allowed in our own land. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman if it is not 
a fact that a man convicted of an offense on the Canal Zone 
and sentenced to an imprisonment for ten or more years, but 
not for life or death, has no appeal? 

Mr. MANN. That is true; he has no appeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And we can give him that right if we 
desire? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not give it to him? 

Mr. MANN. That is true in the United States, whether he 
has got a good case or not he can not appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difference is that we have here 
trained and learned and experienced judges. 

Mr. MANN. Well, we are supposed to have, and I hope we 
will have, trained and learned judges in the Canal Zone. We 
can not afford to have all the cases tried in the Canal Zone 
reheard in the Supreme Court of the United States. The 
Supreme Court of the United States has some other business to 
perform. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask my friend from IIlinois this 
question: Does he think that it is a matter of justice and 
right and fairness to a man not to allow him to take an appeal 
to a higher court if he is convicted and sentenced to an im- 
prisonment of twenty years? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think the maudlin sentimental- 
ity which concludes that every man who is convicted of crime 
ought in some way to be able to keep out of prison is a very bad 


sentiment indeed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That sentiment is all right if the mil- 


lenium were upon us, but it is not here as yet and we do not 


know when we will get it. I am asking the gentleman, as an 
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abstract proposition, as a principle of justice, if a man who is 
sentenced to twenty years’ imprisonment ought not to have the 
privilege that every American citizen convicted in a state court 
has, of the right of appeal and review in an upper court? 


Mr. MANN. He has no such right on the Canal Zone now. 
The gentleman probably will vote against this bill in the end, 
although on the Canal Zone now such a man is entitled neither 
to a trial by jury nor to an appeal, but we give him in this 
bill a trial by jury, and in strenuous cases of death penalty or 
life imprisonment an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the gentleman will do me the credit 
to say that I have been opposed to that and other features in 
the bill all the time since bills containing such provisions rela- 
tive to the Canal Zone have come before the Commerce Com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 12, page 5, strike out the word President“ and insert the word 
“ Congress, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
pending section and all amendments thereto be closed in twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, before that motion is put, I 
would ask the gentleman from Illinois if it is the purpose to 
attempt to finish this bill this evening? 

Mr. MANN. That is the desire, to pass the bill to-night. 
That is the one reason for making an attempt to shorten debate. 

Mr. GARRETT. I would say that if the bill is to go over, 
I would like to have this amendment go over with it. Of course 
if it is the purpose to try to finish the bill to-night, I do not 
submit that request. 

Mr. MANN. The purpose is to try to get through the bill 
to-night. We are not only trying to pass this bill, but we are 
trying calendar Wednesday to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know 
what disposition is proposed to be made of this time. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMAS] has been trying for 
a while to offer an amendment to this section, which he has not 
had an opportunity yet to do, and he desires five minutes’ time 
to explain his amendment, and if it be understood that fiye min- 
utes of the time may go to the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the gentleman having five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
made by the gentleman from Illinois that all debate on this 
section and amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if the gentleman’s 
motion took in all of this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. To the section and all amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. GARRETT. The amendment which I have offered, Mr. 
Chairman, is to strike out the word “ President” in line 12, on 
page 5, of the bill which I have before me. The sentence reads: 

The judicial power in the Canal Zone shall be vested in one circuit 
and such inferior courts as the President may constitute. 

My motion was to strike out the word “ President” and insert 
the word Congress; so that it would read: 

The judicial power in fhe Canal Zone shall be vested in one circuit 
court and such inferlor courts as the Congress may constitute. 

Now, that may be, Mr. Chairman, entirely out of harmony 
with the theory of this bill, but if it be so, why, of course, I 
should feel very much humiliated were it not for the fact that 
the amendment is in entire accord with the words of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The Canal Zone is a part of 
the territory of the United States. If it is not, then this body 
has no right to legislate in regard to it. If it is a part of the 
territory of the United States, then it is subject to the organic 
law of the United States, and the organic law reads: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Su- 
pne Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from 

ime to time ordain or establish. 

The legal proposition that is involved in this amendment 
must be clear to every lawyer here. Of course I understand 
very well that by sheer force of numbers a legal proposition 
can be defeated in a legislative enactment. I understand very 
well that by sheer force of numbers a majority can pass an act 
that violates the Constitution of the United States, but the ques- 
tion of whether they ought to do it certainly ought to appeal 
to Members, independent of partisanship, independent of com- 


mittee recommendations, but predicated solely and wholly upon 
the knowledge of that proposition and upon the oath we took 
to support the Constitution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARRETT. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Was the gentleman from Tennessee on his 
feet asking for a division when the Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I was on my feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think I will ask for tellers 
on that vote. 

The question was taken, and tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers tMr. MANN and 
Mr. GARRETT] reported that there were—ayes 59, noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ing with line 4, down to and including line 24, on 


Strike out, beginning 
pass 5, and insert the following in lieu thereof: “The judicial power 
the Canal 


Zone shall be vested in a supreme court and two circuit 
courts and such inferior courts as the President may constitute. The 
judges of the circuit courts shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall hold office for the 
term of four years and until a successor is N aortas and qualified. 

The supreme court shall consist of one trict or circuit judge of 
the United States, to be designated each year by the President, and the 
two circuit judges above ho tone for. uch supreme court shall hold 
two terms each year in the Canal Zone. It shall have jurisdiction to 
review, revise, reverse, modify, or affirm the final judgments and de- 
crees of the circuit courts herein provided for in all actions, cases, 
nding therein or hereafter determined 
e practice now in force in the Canal 


person holding a judicial office shall at the same time have ex- 
ecutive or legislative power. The record of the existing courts and all 
cases and proceedings 1 therein at the time, except as herein 
otherwise provided, shall be transferred to and continued in the new 
courts herein provided for and authorized, at such time and in such 
manner as may be provided by order of the President.” 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered 
as a substitute for the committee amendment. The committee 
amendment provides for one circuit court judge. It provides 
for but one judge in the Canal Zone. It provides for no appeal, 
except in cases involving more than $5,000, and appeals in 
criminal cases where the punishment is death or imprisonment 
for life. It simply gives to the litigant in the Canal Zone one 
chance—one chance for his property, one chance for his rights, 
one chance for his liberty. It does not provide adequate court 
facilities for any class of people in any civilized country, or in 
any country that is governed by a civilized nation. This 
amendment provides for two circuit courts instead of three, as 
they now exist. It provides for a supreme court. At present 
the three circuit judges sit together and constitute a supreme 
court in the Canal Zone, and to that supreme court appeals may 
be taken from the circuit courts. This amendment provides 
that the supreme court shall consist of the two circuit judges 
provided for and a district or circuit judge of the United States, 
to be designated by the President each year, and also provides 
for two terms of the supreme court on the Canal Zone. Now, 
it eliminates one of the circuit judges and makes no new judge 
in lieu of the one left out, and it provides at least somewhat 
adequate facilities for courts in the zone. I submit to the 
members of the committee that the idea that a man shall have 
but one chance, one opportunity to try his case, whether civil 
or criminal, is an idea that must be odious to every man that 
knows and understands the facilities established in the States 
for the trial of our rights and the trial of our liberties. We 
certainly ought to be willing to accord to the people of the 
Canal Zone something at least similar to the rights we enjoy 
at home. I trust that this substitute for the committee amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it is mani- 
fest that everyone here would be glad if this canal had been 
completed, if conditions in the zone were settled and known, 
so that Congress might legislate intelligently, legislate specific- 
ally, and legislate in all respects for the government of the 
zone, The trouble now is that conditions are shifting and un- 
determined and it is impossible to legislate in detail for all 
these things. For that reason the general purpose of this bill is 
right in yesting power in the President. I feel assured that the 
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this bill would gladly meet the desire 
for specific legislation as fast and as far as conditions may per- 
mit. So wherever the facts have become known and conditions 
have become established, so that Congress can act intelligently, 
can legislate wisely, specific provisions in respect to such mat- 
ters have been put on this bill by the committee. That is true 
with respect to the courts on the zone. Now there are three 


committee which reported 


judges there; a chief justice at $6,500; two circuit judges at 
$6,000 each. There is not as much litigation upon the Canal 
Zone as there is in an average prosperous agricultural county 
anywhere in the States. These three judges form the supreme 
court, and the cases that go to the supreme court do not average 
a dozen in number each year. 

The right of appeal now under the regulations in force there 
is practically unlimited as far as I can learn. In any case 
decided in the circuit court there may be an appeal to the 
Supreme Court. Yet in last year only nine cases were decided 
by that court. It is manifest that it is making a mountain out 
of a mole hill to talk about the amount of business in which an 
appeal ought to lie There are two of these three circuit courts, 
each of which does not usually try 100 cases in a year, civil and 
criminal. A gentleman here the other day said that there was 
a letter showing that in one month the court that sits at Ancon 
decided 38 cases. The official report of the commission shows 
that in the whole year that court only decided 99 cases, or an 
average of about 8 cases monthly. 

The same is true approximately of the third circuit court. 
The expenses of trying these cases, so far as the salaries of the 
judges are concerned, has been in some years about $100 for 
every case that was tried. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Has the gentleman placed in 
the Record a statement of the number of cases that were filed 
last year in the supreme court? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. There were 9 that were 
tried. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Only 11 were filed, all told. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Very true, and only 9 
of them were heard. Now, it was well said the other day that 
the committee reporting this bill ought to bring in here some 
information as to the amount of business done before they ask 
that an amendment of this sort be adopted. That suggestion 
was very wise and proper, and the committee has done that 
very thing. I desire to print with my remarks a tabulated 
statement for the year 1908, kindly furnished by the chief 
justice, who appeared before our committee when we were 
upon the zone, which statement shows the exact amount of 
business in the courts, and supports the statements I have 
made here in a general way. 

The chief justice of the court was before us, and in answer 
to a question put by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Iicu- 
ARDSON], said: 

I am thoroughly satisfied that the business in the zone will not in- 
crease, and that, so far as the trial of cases is concerned, one judge 
‘can attend to all the business. 

It is not merely a waste of money, but it is a waste of men 
to go on as we are now doing. It is wasting a good lawyer to 
send him down there and practically compel him to loaf part 
of his time. It is worse still than that. It is, to say the least, 
a demoralizing spectacle to those other men—from the leaders 
in this great enterprise, so eloquently and justly spoken of by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], down to the 
humblest American citizen on the zone, who are all straining 
every nerve to complete this great work—to see men who, while 
doing all that is assigned them, are still doing far less than a 
man’s work, and yet are receiving compensation which is lib- 
eral and to many seems large. I append the tabulated state- 
ment furnished by the chief justice: 

Report. 
Crecvrr COURT, Finsr JUDICIAL Crncutr or THE CANAL ZONE, 
JUDGE DURAN. 
(For months of January to December, 1908.) 


Srat of: enn ——ĩ  § 
Cases s pag A 


inal 

Acquitted 
Dinuiiews ———„—̃ Vv—é— 
Convieted 


enses .. 
ERDRE cases patim tw af z 


TORN a a AEA A aA 1,514. 40 


Of the 8 pending criminal cases, 1 was filed during November, but 
the defendant absconded and bail was forfeited January 4. The 7 
other cases were all filed during December. 
WALTER Eu 
Circuit Court Clerk. 


CIRCUIT Court, SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT or THE CANAL ZONE. 


JUDGE GUDGER. 
(For months of January to December, 1908.) 


(Canes pending. iret oF year een =a 
Civil 5 7. 


42 


COSTS COLLECTED, 


9336 — 


, 
EXPLANATION. 


Cases, criminal and civil, pending January 1, 1909—— —— 
During December, 1908, new civil cases fil and not at issue. 
Daring December, 1908, new criminal cases filed and not at 
year, probate cases, time of settlement not out 
Civil cases tried in December, 1908; judgment January, 1909_ 
Criminal cases where rt los absconded 
Criminal cases where defendant in penitentiary on other 
— — ; 
Cases disposed of, except final order under cession_.__._.._-- ae 


an actual balance of cases, civil and criminal, on 
and at issue and not tried during the 


E. M. Gooussy, Clerk. 
CIRCUIT COURT, THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT or THE CANAL Zone. 
FUDGE COLLINS. 
(For months of January to December, 1908.) 


COSTS COLLECTED, 


$204. 
78. 75 
269. 00 
— 75. 00 
1% RESA ——. —— — 574. 00 
. e ee 21. 96 
eee .... S 296. 80 
— m— . —— 1. 520. 05 


NELSON R. JOHNSON. 
Circuit Court Clerk. 


Supreme COURT or THe CANAL ZONE. 
(For months of January to December, 1908.) 


5 
12 
Cases 8 during year 5 15 
TTT. —. LR BI Ls Ee NF ATE RIC a ARIE, 
G 7 
Cases pending last of year- an 2 
Criminal. IAA 3 8 1 
Nore.—Two more cases filed, but not docketed, because costs were 
not paid until after January 1. 
COSTS COLLECTED, 
Ci Cena eae eee ane ee eee SA $96. 00 
ON NE oman a cee a a A aie 96. 00 
WALTER EMERY, 
Clerk of Supreme Court. 
RECAPITULATION, 
Recapitulation of business done in the first, second, and third judicial 
circuits and the supreme court during the calendar year 
Cases pending first: Of OQ? nn ee mee meee eee 72 
eee e aaan 551 
ran ant, ——:; eS 515 
E T A OU E g i E — —— 108 
TOTAL COLLECTIONS. 

Sn ett. a a a a $1, 399. 80 
r ees en pera ck perp E E AA S 321. 95 
DOS eaman — — —̃ naia 1, 863. 
Pit eb PACER ESS Sara re SITE Sylvan pete Ain tinea Re epee a 1, 725. 00 
eT, a — — 2, 764. 00 
FFCCT—T—TFTVT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T TTT 101. 51 
erer e 669. 90 

Grand: tohi- o ooo an coe eS 8, 845. 16 
= 

Marriage licenses issued during year 1, 382 
Documents recorded during year 242 


Regarding cases pending last of year, see note on separate report of 
the second circuit. 


Civil cases disposed of in 1908 ay e | judgments in the second judicial 
rouit. 


38 cases; total amount of judgments :- 814. pos, 1 


FF ee eee 2,2 
Ue bey a BS a es Bo a TE L ee in 16, 859. 16 


Nore.— The other of the 86 civil cases disposed of during the year in 
the second judicial circuit were where the defendant got judgment for 
costs or where the action was for a cause other than a money demand. 

Capital cases for 1908. 

First circuit, 2 cases; jury engaged two days. . 

Second circuit, 4 cases; jury engaged six days. 

Third circuit, 1 case; jury engaged two days. 

Total, 7 cases; juries engaged ten days. 

Nore.—Second circuit court: 1 case tried before ju stem was in- 
augurated; 1 case . set for trial January 30) 1909; 1 case nella 
prossed since January 1, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois, 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of section 5: 

“That said court or judge shall not, for contempt committed in the 
resence of the court, Supone upon the offender a fine exceeding $50, or 
mprison him exceeding five days without the intervention of a jury if 

demanded by the accused, but such trial shall be a court, or upon 

epic tee of the accused a trial by jury shall be had as in any Be 57 
nal case. 

“That said court or judge shall not for contempt committed not in 
the presence of the court impose upon the offender any fine or imprison- 
ment without the intervention of a jury if demanded by the accused, 
but such trial shall be by the court, or upon application of the accused 
a trial by jury shall be had as in any criminal case, and in all trials by 
sae arising under this act the truth of the matter may be given In 
evidence, 

“That said court or judge shall not proceed by process of contempt 
or impose a fine inst or imprison any person who shall by words or 
writing animadyert upon, comment on or criticise or examine into the 
proceedings or conduct of such court or judge by words spoken or 


writing published not in the presence of such court or judge in the 
court-house during the sitting of court, but nothing herein shall be con- 
strued to prevent any court or judge thereof from proceeding by indict- 
ment t any person writing or publishing a libel or slanderous 
words of and concerning such court or judge in relation to his judicial 
conduct In court. 

“That if upon a trial by jury under this act the accused be found 
guilty he shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $500 or imprisonment 
any length of time not exceeding six months, in the discretion of the 
court. If a jury be not demanded by the accused he may be fined by 
the court in 14 sum not exceeding $500 or imprisoned any length of 
time not exceeding six months, in the discretion of the court.” 


[Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky addressed the committee. 
Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
amendment was lost. . 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Tuomas of Kentucky and Mr. MANN. 

The committee divided; and the tellers announced that there 
were 55 ayes and 70 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the committee 
amendments, and if there is no objection, a vote will be taken 
on the amendments in gross, 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 8, as follows: 

Sec. 8. The President shall perge a method for the determination 
and adjustment of all claims for personal injuries to employees there- 
after occurring while directly engaged in actual work in connection 
with the construction, maintenance, operation, or sanitation’ of the 
canal or of the Panama Railroad, or of any auxillary canals, locks, or 
other works necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
operation, or sanitation of the canal, and may revise and modify such 
method at any time; and such claims to the extent they shall be al- 
lowed on such adjustment, if allowed at all, shall be paid out of the 
moneys hereafter appropriated for that purpose, or out of the moneys 
appropriated for canal construction, maintenance, or sanitation, or out 
of the funds of the Panama Railroad Company, as the case may re- 
quire. And after such method shall be provided by the President, the 

rovisions of the act entitled “An act granting to certain employees of 

e. United States the right to receive from it compensation for in- 
juries sustained in the course of their employment,” approved May 30, 
1908, and of the act entitled “An act relating to injured employees on 
the Isthmian Canal,“ 3 hor tees 24, 1909, shall not apply to 

rsonal injuries thereafter received and claims for which are subject 
40 determination and adjustment as provided in this section. 

With the following committee amendments: 


In line 16, page 7, strike out the word “for” and insert the words 
“arising out of.’ 

In line 22, after the word “ canal,” insert the words whether such 
injuries result in death or not.” F 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire some information from the gentleman in charge 
of the bill upon what strikes me, with great respect for the 
gentleman and his committee, as rather broad and extraor- 
dinary legislation. 

By this provision, as I understand, the laws now in force by 
which the liability of the Government to employees on the canal 
is regulated are to be repealed. In place of that the first pro- 
vision of the section provides that the President of the United 
States shall provide a method for the determination and ad- 
justment of all claims. 

Now, as I understand, the result of that would be that the 
President would have to provide in such manner as he saw fit 
for the various questions in reference to liability of employer 
and employee—questions in reference to contributory negligence, 
the limit of amount that might be recovered in case of death— 
because in absence of any legislation the President might leave 
that amount indefinite or might fix it at $50,000 or $100,000 or 
any other sum. The law of employer and employee, the law of 
negligence, as the gentleman in charge of the bill well knows, 
is as complicated a branch of the law as there is. Under this 
provision the laws in force are entirely swept away, and the 
President of the United States, who has no time for such a duty, 
is to frame a code governing cases of negligence as between em- 
ployees and the Government itself. 

Perhaps I misapprehend the object of this provision, but it 
does seem to me that when we have a system of laws which 
regulates the responsibility of the Government to the employed— 
to sweep that all away and leave it for the President of the 
United States to say whether contributory negligence shall be 
considered and to what extent it shall be considered, leaving 
it to the President to say whether in case of death by accident 
a limit shall be fixed for the amount to be recovered, to leave 
it to him to say within what time the action must be brought, 
to leave it to him to say what shall constitute the statute of 
limitation is a very extraordinary power. I do not understand 


See 
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the object of gentlemen in repealing the statute law that exists 
and leaving the questions as to the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment to the employee to be fixed in all their details by the 
President of the United States. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we are engaged in constructing 


acanal. We are not doing it by contract. The Government is 
doing it directly by labor employed by the Government. If we 
had constructed the canal by contract, an employee injured 
would have a claim for damages against the contractor under 
the law as it exists to-day, depending as to the validity of his 
claim upon the existing law; but if an employee of the Govern- 
ment on the canal is blown into a thousand pieces by the ex- 
plosion of dynamite, neither his family nor anyone has any 
claim against the Government; if both of his legs are blown 
off, he has no claim against the Government except through an 
act of Congress. We have appropriated in one instance, with- 
out anybody in the House knowing anything about it, $10,000 
to compensate some man injured upon the canal 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. In a matter that never was considered by the 
Committee on Claims. I yield. 

Mr. PERKINS. I see that by the gentleman's bill he re- 
peals an act entitled “An act relating to injured employees on 
the Isthmian Canal.” Why is that act repealed? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I will come to 
that in a moment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Surely. 

Mr. MANN. Now, in constructing this canal, it has seemed 
to your committee that the great Government of the United 
States, taking its citizens down to Panama, involving them in 
a hazardous undertaking for the benefit of the country at 
large—I may say of the world at large—can well afford in case 
of injury to an employee to provide a method of compensation 
for that injury. The law to which the gentleman from New 
York refers is the liability act which was passed a year or 
two ago, which we amended as to the Canal Zone last year, 
and which provides that in case of an injury to a government 
employee in certain classes, including the Panama Canal, if 
the employee is injured so that he is kept from his work more 
than fifteen days, he may receive his ordinary salary of com- 
pensation for a period not exceeding one year—a wholly inade- 
quate provision. 

It does not work satisfactorily. That law is administered 
in Washington, not in Panama, and if a man is injured in 
Panama so that he is kept out of his work for twenty days a 
claim must be sent to Washington, where it is passed upon and 
determined in the Department of Commerce and Labor, where it 
goes through one of the bureaus. It never ought to have been 
in the law, but that is a mere immaterial matter, because it 
amounts to nothing. This law only repeals that to the extent 
that it shall not still continue as a claim which may be brought 
under this law, because the relief provided for by the pending 
bill is greater than the relief provided for by existing law. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I agree with the gentleman that there should 
be some proper compensation for employees who are injured 
on the canal, but the bill certainly does not insure them any 
relief. Instead of making any provision that they shall be 
entitled to the same relief as other employees injured in other 
cases, this law takes that away and says that the President 
shall provide a method for the determining of claims in per- 
sonal-injury cases. The President has a perfect right and power 
to say that, in his judgment, the employees of the Government 
injured assume the risk of the employment they entered, and 
he will administer there as anywhere else the common law and 
they shall not have anything. 

Mr. MANN. That is the existing law now upon the statute 
books. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman thinks that is wrong, why 
does he not in this law provide that they shall have certain 
rights, instead of leaving it for the President of the United 
States to establish the code of law in reference to the liabilities 
of the government employees? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, when you take one step forward some one 
always asks why you do not take a dozen. 

Mr. PERKINS. But I do not see any step forward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that all debate on the pending section and 
all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ments to the section. Unless there be objection, they will be 
considered in gross. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. This act shall be known and referred to as the Panama 
Canal act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make a motion to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and I want to know whether that motion is in order now; and 
if not, when it will be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can move that the com- 
mittee rise and report this bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. He can not move to recom- 
mit 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can the motion be made, then—I am 
asking for information—that when the committee rises instruc- 
tions be given that this bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? Is that proper and in 
order? 

Mr. MANN. That is in order in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I mean here now. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to recommit is in order in the 
House. It is in order in Committee of the Whole House to 
move that when the committee rises it recommends to the House 
a recommitment of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I would desire to propound still 
another question for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will that exclude a motion when we go 
into the House to move to recommit -the bill to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the motion that the committee 
rise and report this bill to the House with the recommendation 
that it be recommitted to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 4 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as 
amended do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama has precedence over the motion to rise and report the 
bill favorably, and the Chair must put the question upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama. The question is upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from Alabama that the com- 
mittee rise and report this bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be reeommitted to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. : ` 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 77. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers (Mr. Mann 
and Mr. RrcHarpson) reported that the ayes were 66 and the 
noes were 86. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the committee do now rise and report this bill to the House with 
the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12316, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to a final passage or rejection. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. Isa separate yote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken upon the amendments in 
gross. 

No separate yote was demanded, and the amendments were 
agreed to in gross. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a motion 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, and upon that I ak 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to re- 
commit. Does the gentleman oppose the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. To recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and fifty-four Members are present; not a quorum. 

Mr, MACON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACON. The point of no quorum having been sug- 
gested, a count having been made by the Chair, and it having 
developed that there was not a quorum present, would it be 
in order now to move that the doors be closed and the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms directed to bring in absent Members in order 
that the business of the House may proceed? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
order the doors closed and the roll called. The Chair hears no 
objection. The question is on the motion to recommit the bill. 
As many as favor the motion to recommit will, as their names 
are called, answer “yea;” as many as are opposed will an- 
swer “nay;” those present and not voting will answer“ pres- 
ent;” the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absent Members, and 
the Clerk will call the roll: 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 104, nays 126, 
answered “present” 6, not voting 151, as follows: 


YEAS—104. 
Adair Foster, III. Johnson, Ohio Palmer, A. M. 
Alexander, Mo. Foulkrod Jones Ransdeli, 
Anderson Gallagher. Keifer Reid 
Bartlett. Ga. Gardner, Mich. Kitchin Richardson 
Bartlett, Nev. Garner, Tex. Korbly Riordan 
Beall, Tex. Garrett Lafean Rothermel 
Bocher Gilmore Lamb Rucker, Colo, 
Borland Godwin tanhen Rucker, Mo, 
Bowers Goldfogle La Sabath 
Burgess Gordon Lee Sheppard 
Burleson Graham, TIL Lever Sherwood 
Burnett Grabam, Pa. Land Sims 
Byrns Hamlin McCal Sisson 
Clark, Mo. Hammond Macon Slayden 
Cline Hardwick Maguire, Nebr. Smith, Tex. 
Collier Hard Martin, Coto. Stephens, Tex. 
Conry Harrison Mays Sulzer 
Covington ay Moon, Tenn. Taylor, Colo. 
Craig Henry, Tex. Moore, Pa. Thomas, Ky. 
Cullop Hitchcock Morrison Thomas, N. C. 
Dent Hollingsworth Moss Tou Velle 
Denver Houston Nicholls Underwood 
Dies Howard — — Watkins 
Edwards, Ga. Hughes, N. J. Oldfield Wickliffe 
Ferris Hull, Tenn. Padgett Willett 
Floyd, Ark. Jamieson Page Wilson, Pa. 
NAYS—126. 
Adamson Diekema Hubbard, W. Va. Miller, 
Alexander, N. Y. Dodds Huff Millington 
Allen Draper Hughes, W.Va. Mondeli 
Anthony Dwight Joyce Moon, Pa. 
Austin Englebright Kendall Morehead 
Parnhart Esch Kennedy, Iowa Morgan, Mo. 
Bates Fassett Kennedy, Ohio Morgan, O 
Bennet, N. Y. Fish Kinkaid, Nebr, orse 
Brownlow Gaines Knowlan Moxley 
Burke, Pa. Gardner, N. J. Kronmiller Murdock 
Burke, S. Dak. Gillespie Kiistermann Murphy 
Butler Glass Law 
Calder Good Lawrence Nelson 
Campbell Graff Lenroot e 
Cassidy Grant pean oe 
Chapman Greene Loude: r Palmer, H. W. 
Cocks, N. Y. Hamer McCreary ‘ker 
Cook Hamilton McGuire, Okla. Parsons 
Cooper, Pa. ugen eKinlay, Cal. e 
Cooper, Wis. Hawley McKinne: x 
Gowles eald McLachlan, Cal. Perkins 
Creager Higgins McLaug ‘oindexter 
Crow Hill Madden ray 
Dalzell Hinshaw Reeder 
Mann 


Davidson Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Seott Steenerson Townsend Wood, N. J. 
ones Sterling Vo'lstead Woods, Iowa 
Sheffield Stevens, Minn. Wanger Young, Mich. 
Smith, Iowa rgiss Washburn Young, . 
Southwick Sulloway Wiley 
Stafford Ison Wilson, III. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—6. 
Ames Goulden Kahn McDermott 
Currier Hayes 
NOT VOTING—151. 

Aiken Driscoll, D. A. Howland Pujo 
Andrus Driscoll, M. E. Hughes, Ga. Rainey 
Ansber: Durey Hull, lowa Randell, Tex. 
Ashbroo! Edwards, Ky. umphrey, Wash. Rauch 
Barchfeld Ellerbe Humphreys, Miss. Reynolds 
Barclay Ellis ames Rhinock 
Barnard Elvins Jobnson, Ky. 1 
Bartholdt Estopinal Johnson, S. Rodenberg 
Bell, Ga. Fairchild Keliher Saunders 
Bennett, Ky, Finley Kinkead, N. J. Shackleford 
Bingham Fitzgerald Knapp Sherley 

hne Flood, Va. Kopp Simmons 
Boutell Focht ley semp 
Bradley Foelker Livingston Sma 
Brantley Fordney Lloyd Smith, f 
Broussard Fornes Longworth Smith, Mich, 
Burleigh ud Snapp 

yra Foster, Vt. Lovering Sparkman 
Calderhead Fowler Lowden Sperry 
Candler Fuller undin Spizh 
Cantrill rdner, Mass. = 2 e Pny 
Capron arner, Pa. cHenry wase 
Carlin 1l, Md. McKinley, II. ‘Talbott 
Carter Gill, Mo. MeMorran ‘Tawney 
Gillett Maib; lor, 

Clark, Fla. bel Martin, S. Dak. Taylor, Ohio 
Clayton regg Ma er 
Cole Griest Moore, Tex. Thistlewood 
Coudrey Griggs Mudd Thomas, Ohio 
Cox, Ind Gronna Norris rrell 
Cox, Ohio Guern Olcott Vreeland 
Cravens 3 stama 5 ae 
Crumpacker anna eters Le 
Day Helin Pickett Weeks 
Dawson Helm Plumley Welsse 
Dickson, Miss. Henry, Conn. Pou Wheeler 
Dixon, Ind. obson Pratt Woodyard 
Douglas Howell, N. J. Prince 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the remainder of this session : 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. B with Mr. GOULDEN. 
` Until further notice: 

Mr. LonewortH with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. KELTHER. 

Mr. Korr with Mr. Jounson of Kentucky. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington with Mr. JAMES. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi 
Mr. HowiLanp with Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 
Mr. HowELL of New Jersey with Mr. Hueues of Georgia. 
Mr. Hanna with Mr. HEFLIN. 

Mr. Gretst with Mr. Grices. 

Mr. GoEBEL with Mr. GREGG. 

Mr. GILLETT with Mr. GILL of Missouri. 

Mr. FULLER with Mr. GIL of Maryland. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Froon of Virginia. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Focut with Mr. ESTOPINAL. 

Mr. Fame with Mr. ELLERBE. 

Mr, Ertis with Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. 

Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. Drxon of Indiana. 
Mr. Durer with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL with Mr. Cox of Ohio, 
Mr. Douglas with Mr. Cox of Indiana. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. CLARK of Florida. 

Mr. Davis with Mr. CARLIN. 

Mr. Couprey with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. ORUMPACKER with Mr. CANTRILL. 

Mr. Core with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. Carron with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. CaLpERHEAD with Mr. Borune. 

Mr. BurLEIGH with Mr. BELL of Georgia. 

Mr. Barciay with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

Mr. KAHN with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. LUNDIN with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. BrncHam with Mr. Wess. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. Axpnus with Mr. FORNES. 

Mr. KNapp with Mr. HOBSON. 

Mr. Snare with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. BarrHotpt with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. MarBy with Mr. Cravens, 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. HELM, 
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Mr. Sramrons with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio with Mr. SHEBLEY. 

Mr. Swasey with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. McKriytry of Illinois with Mr. PATTERSON, 

Mr. McCrepre with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. Lowpen with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Guernsey with Mr. LLOYD. 

Mr. TENER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. THIsTLEwoop with Mr. SPIGHT, 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. STANLEY, 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Weexs with Mr. HAMILL, 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. OLcorr with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. Prarr with Mr. Pvso. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. RExNolbs with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. Ropenserc with Mr. RAUCH. 

Mr. Swirz of California with Mr. RHINOCK, 

Mr. STH of Michigan with Mr. ROBINSON. 

Mr. PLUMLEY with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 104, the nays 
are 126, present 6. A quorum is present. The noes have it. 
The Doorkeeper will cause the doors to be opened. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays on that. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, the 
Speaker announced 44 Members, not a sufficient number second- 
ing the demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The other side was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Forty-four Members have demanded the 
yeas and nays and 134 are opposed. A sufficient number, and 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 102, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—5. 


Ames Goulden Kahn McDermott 
Currier 
NOT VOTING—160. 
Aiken Douglas Hughes, Ga. Prince 
Andrus Driscoll, D. A. Hull, Iowa Pu * 
Ansber: Driscoll, M. Humphrey, Wash. 
Ashbroo! Durey Humphreys, Miss. Randell, Tex. 
Barchfeld Edwards, Ky. James Rauch 
relay Ellerbe Johnson, Ky. Reynolds 
Bartholdt llis Johnson, 8. C. hinock 
Bartlett, Ga, vins Keliher Robinson 
tes Estopinal Kinkead, N. J. Rodenberg 
Bell, Ga. Fairchild Knapp Russell 
n Hegy ES, e 
ngham ra. ey cklefo: 
Boehne Fi Va. Latta Sherley 
Boutell Focht Livingston Simmons 
Bradley Foelker Lloyd Slayden 
Brantley Fordney Longworth Slem 
Broussard Fornes Loud Smal 
Burleigh Foss Lovering Smith, Cal. 
Butler Foster, Vt. den Smith, Mich. 
82 Fowler Lundin Snapp 
Calder Fuller McCall Sparkman 
Calderhead Gardner, Mass. McCredie Sperry 
Candler Garner, Pa. McHenry Spight 
Cantrill Gill, Md. McKinley, III Stanley 
Capron Gill, Mo. MeMorran Swasey 
Carlin Gillett Mal 7 Talbott 
Carter Goebel Martin, S. Dak Tawney 
‘ary Gregg Maynard Taylor, Ala. 
pn Fla. Griest Miller, Minn. Taylor, Ohio 
layton Griggs ondell Tener. 
Lois Gronna Moore, Tex. Thistlewood 
Coudrey Guernsey Mudd Thomas, Ohio 
Cox, Ind. Hamill Norris irrell 
Cox, Ohio Hanna Olcott Vreeland 
Cravens Hefiin Patterson Wallace 
Crumpacker Helm ters Webb 
Davis Henry, Conn. Pickett Weeks 
Dawson Hobson Plumley Weisse 
Dickson, Miss. Howell, N. J. ou Wheeler 
Dixon, Ind. Howland Pratt Woodyard 


So the bill was passed. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


For the session: 


Mr. BUTLER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 


Until further notice: 


answered “ present” 5, not voting 160, as follows: 


YEAS—120. 

damson Fish Lawrence Parsons 

Alexander, N. Y. Gaines nroot Payne 
en Gardner, N. J. Lindbergh Pearre 
Anthony Gillespie Loudens r Perkins 
Austin Glass McCreary Poindexter 
Barnard Good MeGuire, Okla. Pray 
Bennet, N. Y. Graff McKinlay, Cal. Reeder 
Brownlow Grant McKinney Roberts 
Burke, Pa. Greene McLachlan, Cal. Scott 
Burke, 8. Dak. Hamer McLaughlin, Mich. ina A 
Cam zen Hamilton Madden 1a 
Cassid. Haugen nga Smith, Iowa 
Chapman Hawley Mann Southwick 
Cocks, N. Y. Heald Miller, Kans. Stafford 
Cook Higgins Milli Steenerson 
Cooper, Pa. Hill Moon, Sterling 
Cooper, Wis. Hinshaw Moore, Pa. Stevens, Minn. 
Cowles Howell, Utah Morehead turgiss 
Creager Hubbard, Iowa Morgan, Mo. Sulloway 
Crow Hubbard, W. Va. Morgan, Okla. Ison 
Dalzell Hut orse Townsend 
Davidson Hughes, W. Va. Moxley Volstead 
Derby Kendall Murdock Wanger 
TDickema Kennedy, Iowa Murphy Washburn 
Dodds Kennedy, Ohio Noedh am Wiley 
Draper Kinkaid, Nebr. Nelson Wilson, III. 
Dwight Knowland Nye Wood, N. J. 
Englebright Kronmiller Olmsted Woods, Iowa 
Esch Kiistermann Palmer, H. W. Young, Mich, 
Fassett Law Parker Young, N. Y. 
NAYS—102. 
Adair Foster, III. Jamieson Ransdell, La. 
Alexander, Mo. Foulkrod Johnson, Ohio Rei 
Arderson Gallagher Jones Richardson 
Barnhart Gardner, Mich. Joyce Riordan 
Bartlett, Nev. Garner, Tex. Keifer Rothermel 
Beall, Tex. Garrett Kitchin Rucker, Colo. 
Booher Gilmore Korbly Rucker, Mo. 
Borland race Tatran SADRI n 
Bowers Goldfogle am eppa 
Burgess Gordon Langham Sherwood 
Burleson Graham, Ill. Lee ims 
Burnett Graham, Pa. Lever Sisson 
Byrns Hamlin Lindsay Smith, Tex. 
Clark, Mo. Hammond Macon Stephens, Tex. 
Cline Hardwick Maguire, Nebr, Sulzer 
Collier Hardy Mar Colo. Taylor, Colo. 
Conry Harrison Mays Thomas, 
Covington ay Moon, Tenn, Thomas, N. c 
Craig Hayes Morrison Velle 
Cullop Henry, Tex. Oss Underwood 
Dent Hitehcock Nicholls Watkins 
Denver Hollingsworth O'Connell Wickliffe 
Dies Houston Oldfield Willett 
rl a Ga. —.— K — ilson, Pa. 
s . J. 

Floyd, Ark. Hull, Palmer, A. M. 


Mr. MeMonnax with Mr. Latta. 

Mr. Bares with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Monpett with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, a motion to reconsider the yote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert a certain matter in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to insert a certain matter in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the matter? Is it in reference to this 
bill? 

Mr. GARRETT. No, sir. The matter which I desire to in- 
sert in the Recorp is an article which appeared in the Times 
of yesterday afternoon. A similar article also appeared in 
yesterday afternoon’s Star and in the Herald and Post this 
morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall object at present, Mr. Speaker. I will 
confer with the gentleman from Tennessee in regard to it before 
we meet again. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the committee—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman from New York can not take 


me off my feet. 

Mr. PAYNE. I took the floor at the same time the gentleman 
from Illinois did. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman from New York was not 
recognized. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, was my request objected to? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the gentleman from New York ob- 
jected. 

Mr. GARRETT. Without knowing what the article was? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whether the gen- 
tleman from New York had the most distant conception of it. 
({Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I stated that I would confer with the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. That was very kind of the gentleman from 
New York, because he has never offered to confer with me be- 
fore. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that after his objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee the gentleman from Illinois was recognized 
and was on his feet and stating something which the Chair 
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presumes was in order. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New York as soon as the gentleman from Illinois is 
through. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I desire to make a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York can not 
take the gentleman from Illinois from the floor, he having. been 
recognized and proceeding to state that he wanted to call up 
something or other. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized to make 
that motion myself. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
New York shall make the motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I claim it as a matter of right. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that a quorum is 
not present. Under the practice of the House, ordinarily, on 
money bills, bills that make appropriations, the gentleman in 
charge of the bill is recognized to make the motion to adjourn. 
But this is calendar Wednesday for the call of committees and 
miscellaneous business is supposed to come up—— 

Mr. MANN. But no miscellaneous business has come up and 
the call still rests with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that under the practice of the House the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the vice-president of the Georgetown Barge, 
Dock, Elevator and Railway Company, transmitting the annual 
report (H. Doc. No. 475)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sub- 
mitting an appropriation for site of the public building at 
Plainfield, N. J. (H. Doe. No. 476)—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of Wood River, Oregon (H. Doc. No. 477)—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
list of leases granted during the calendar year 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 478)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for subsistence of the 
army (H. Doc. No. 479)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
the decisions of the Commissioner of Patents and United States 
courts in patent cases for the calendar year 1909—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting schedules of claims allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury (H. Doc. No. 474)—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were serv- 
_erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(IH. R. 3679) to amend an act entitled “An act for the widen- 
ing of Beaning read, and for other purposes,” approved May 16, 
1908, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 51), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15676) 
to provide for the extension of the underground system of the 
City and Suburban Railway Company on North Capitol street, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 52), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, to which was referred the resolution of the 
House (H. Res. 188) requesting certain information of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the use of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service to discover the whereabouts of the yacht of 
John J. Astor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 50), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 78) changing the title of the sealer of weights and meas- 
ures of the District of Columbia to superintendent of weights, 
measures, and markets, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 53), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16223) ex- 
tending the time for certain homesteaders to establish residence 
upon their lands, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 54), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13085) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Plumer—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14284) granting a pension to Katherine Law- 
rence—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14371) granting a pension to Hattie V. Tall— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15630) granting a pension to Charles E. Wel- 
ker—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1418) granting an honorable discharge to 
Maurice Spillane—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 14304) granting an increase of pension to Giles 
A. Woolsey—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16292) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Lorance—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 16558) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Nicholas Meyer—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 16871) to 
amend section 13 of an act entitled “An act to establish a 
bureau of immigration and naturalization and to provide for 
a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 
United States,” and for the relief of clerks of courts exercising 
jurisdiction under section 3 of said act—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16872) for the 
relief of registers and former registers of the United States 
land offices—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16873) to provide for 
the enlargement of Fort Bliss, near El Paso, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 16874) to amend the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia regarding corporations—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 16875) to increase the pension 
of widows of Mexican soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 16876) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to require the employment of vessels of the United 
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States for public purposes,” approved April 28, 1904—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16877) to amend section 4421 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, as amended by act of June 
11, 1906—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
erles. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 16878) to encourage 
and promote commerce in agricultural products among the 
States and with foreign nations, and to remove obstructions 
thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 16879) to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
regulating the manning of locomotive engines regularly em- 
ployed in the switching of cars thereon—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 16880) to promote the safety 
of employees upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip all locomotives regularly 
engaged in switching service with footboards and headlights— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 16881) to promote the safety 
of employees on railroads by requiring tracks in yards to be 
kept free from obstructions—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16882) providing for a bureau of light- 
houses in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 16883) relating to transpor- 
tation of explosives and other dangerous articles, and to amend 
section 233 of the penal code—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 16884) for the erection of 
a public building at Putnam, Conn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 16885) concerning tonnage 
duties on vessels entering otherwise than by sea—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 16886) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Laurel, in the State of Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16887) to make uni- 
form the law of warehouse receipts in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16888) providing 
for the care, maintenance, and employment of jail and work- 
house prisoners of the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16889) to amend 
section 604 of chapter 5, title 13, of the Revised Statutes of 
1878, entitled The judiciary ’—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 16890) to provide for the ex- 
amination for promotion of certain warrant officers before a 
board, in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16891) to provide for the award of con- 
gressional medals of honor to officers of the naval service—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16892) to equalize the pay and allowances 
of assistant surgeons and acting assistant surgeons in the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16893) to extend certain provisions of 
section 3 of the act of October 1, 1890, to officers of the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 16894) authorizing a change 
in the form of paying: pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16895) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to provide a flag or flags for the use of the Francis Scott Key 
Monument Association, of Frederick, Md.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16896) to increase the salaries of letter 
carriers of the rural free-delivery service, to allow annual leave 
with pay, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16897) to provide for fixing a uniform 
standard of classification and grading of wheat, flax, corn, oats, 
barley, rye, and other grains, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16898) to amend the regulations governing 
the Netional Military Home at Washington, D. C., and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16899) for the laying out and construction 
of a boulevard as a memorial to Abraham Lincoln, from the 


city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, to the battle- 
field of Gettysburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, by way of the 
battlefield of Antietam, in the State of Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16900) granting a pension of $30 per 
month to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who 
served at least ninety days in the army or navy of the United 
States during the war with Mexico, and who have or may reach 
the age of 62 years—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16901) to place volunteer soldiers and sea- 
men who served not less than sixty days on an equality as to 
pensions with those who served ninety days or more under the 
act of June 27, 1890, and the amendments thereto—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16902) to authorize the restoration of the 
Cumberland road by the United States Government, and to pro- 
vide for its reconstruction and maintenance—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16903) granting a pension of $30 per month 
to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served at 
least ninety days in the Army or Navy of the United States 
during the civil war, and who have or may reach the age of 70 
years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16904) to provide pensions for those who 
are blind or so nearly blind as to require the services of an 
attendant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16805) to prayide for the erection of a 
monument in commemoration of the services of Gen. Otho Hol- 
land Williams in the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16906) to provide for a macadamized road- 
way from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Connecticut 
monument on the battlefield of Antietam—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16907) to provide for the erection of a 
monument to the heroes of the war of the American Reyolu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16908) to establish a national military 
park at Fort Frederick, Md.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 16909) to extend section 44 
of the act entitled “An act to modify, revise, and amend the 
penal laws of the United States” to all harbor-defense systems 
situated within or without the United States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 16910) to provide that officers of 
the United States Navy who, under authority of law, perform 
engineering duty on shore only be made additional numbers— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16911) to amend the act of January 25, 
1895, as amended by the act of March 3, 1901, relative to the 
administration of oaths—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16912) to repeal a portion of section 429 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 16918) to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for tu 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio and an additional 
district judge in and for the southern judicial district of the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16914) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to assign fourth-class post- 
offices to the class determined by the total receipts of four con- 
secutive quarters and to fix the salary accordingly—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 16915) to authorize the abandon- 
ment of Jefferson street NW., between Fourteenth street and 
Colorado avenue NW., Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16916) to authorize certain changes in the 
permanent system of highways plan, District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16917) to pro- 
mote the reclamation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16918) for the 
establishment of a probation and parole system for the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 16919) to establish standard 
packages and grades for apples, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 16920) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to appraise certain lands in the State 
of Minnesota for the purpose of granting the same ta the Min- 
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nesota and Manitoba Railroad Company for a ballast pit—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 16921) to amend 
an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16922) to fix the salaries of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 16923) to amend section 596 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 16924) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Fishing Creek, in the State of 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16925) to 
regulate the storage of food supplies in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 16926) relating to the limita- 
tion of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics 
employed upon the public works of the United States and of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 16927) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of Roanoke River, in the State of 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 16928) to provide for a survey 
of a canal from Cashes Bayou to Trout Creek, on New River, 
in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 16929) providing for the 
order of trial in criminal cases in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 16930) amending section 
4132 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16931) to increase the 
efficiency of the Signal Corps of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 16932) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Monongahela, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 193) 
directing the Secretary of the Department of Agriculture to 
report to the House with regard to the storage of food prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 102) for the appointment of a committee to investigate the 
administration and conduct of the Interior Department—to the 
Conimittee on Rules. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) author- 
izing the extension of the tracks of the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railroad on the military reservation at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 28) to 
authorize and direct the Secretary of State to negotiate a treaty 
with the United States of Mexico for the equitable distribution 
of the waters of the Rio Grande for irrigation of adjacent 
lands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. SPERRY: Memorial of the legislature of Connecticut, 
concerning protection of American citizens in foreign countries— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Memorial of the legislature of Connecticut, 
regarding protection of American citizens in foreign countries— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 16933) granting an increase of 
pension to Pennell M. Keepers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16934) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Addington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16935) granting an increase of pension to 
William Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16936) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16937) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Robinson and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16938) to refund to John B. 
Keating customs tax erroneously and illegally collected at Port- 
land, Me., on cargo of coal, March 11, 1903—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16939) for the relief of Edmund M. Tal- 
cott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 16940) granting an increase of 
pension to Etta A. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16941) granting an increase of pension to 
James Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16942) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Dempsey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 16943) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Erwin A. Ogden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 16944) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dennis Welch—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16945) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 16946) granting an in- 
crease of pension to L. D. Dobbs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16947) granting a pension to Adam Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16948) for the relief of Robert Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 16949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert P. Merkel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 16950) granting a pen- 
sion to George Powelson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 16951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Countryman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16952) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16953) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 16954) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Burgh—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 16955) granting an increase 
of pension to John Ferson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 16956) granting a pension 
to Ellen Odem—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16957) granting a pension to John Miller 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16958) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 16959) for the relief of 
Charles P. Ryan—to the Committee on-Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 16960) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John N. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 16961) granting a pension to 
William Misner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 16962) for the relief of J. and 
E. Mahoney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 16963) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Alderson—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16964) granting a pension to Delilah 
Bowles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 16965) granting a 
pension to Columbus Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16966) granting 
an increase of pension to Meredith T. Moore—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16967) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16968) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claim of John H. Frick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 16969) granting an increase 
5 pension to Joseph Grice—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 16970) granting a pension 
to Rebecca E. Coffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 16971) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles W. Sexton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16972) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16973) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Rader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16974) granting an increase of pension to 
John Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16975) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16976) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer C. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16977) granting a pension to Edward 
West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 16978) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16979) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16980) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 16981) granting a pension to Martha R. O. 
Oleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16982) granting an increase 
ef pension to John E. Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 16983) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 16984) granting an increase of 
persion to William Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16985) granting a 
pension to Eva K. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16986) granting an increase of pension to 
J. N. Malcom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 16987) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Hart—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 16988) granting an increase 
of pension to John Lambert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16989) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sylvia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 16990) for the relief of George 
J. Diller—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 16991) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Preston Parmenter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 16992) for the relief of 
A. H. Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 16993) for the relief of John 
Brodie—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 16994) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin B. Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16995) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa D. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16996) 
granting an increase of pension to Barzillar P. Irons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16997) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthias J. Brower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16998) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Wesley Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16999) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Vermeulen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17000) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin M. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17001) granting an increase of pension to 
William Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17002) granting a pension to Frank L. 
‘Simpson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17003) for the relief of John L. Russell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

` Also, a bill (H. R. 17004) for the relief of Jacob Scheout—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17005) grant- 
ing a pension to George S. McAfee—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17006) to correct the military record of 
Jesse W. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 17007) for the 
relief of Willard W. Alt—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17008) granting a pension to Henry Flem- 
ing—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 17009) for the relief of the 
a of James Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. KRON MILLER: A bill (H. R. 17010) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily Tyler—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 17011) granting an 
increase of pension to George Page—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 17012) for the relief of 
Catherine Straley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 17013) granting a pension 
to James Rumbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 17014) granting a pension to 
Thomas H. Rawl—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 17015) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caleb J. May—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17016) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17017) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith M. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17018) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17019) granting a pension to Deborah H. 
Riggs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 17020) granting a pen- 
prs to Mary J. C. Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17021) for the relief of the heirs of Green 
Lee Bagley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17022) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Cater, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17023) for the relief of the heirs of Cleve- 
land Clay, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17024) for the relief of the heirs of Clark 
McLendon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17025) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza- 
beth House, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17026) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Parker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17027) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Parks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17028) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Watts, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17029) for the relief of the heirs of W. B. 
Perry, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17030) for the relief of the heirs of J. M. 
Fowler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 17031) granting an increase 
of pension to Virgil E. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17032) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 17033) granting an increase 
of pension to Clinton Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17034) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17035) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 17036) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Jones—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17037) granting an increase of pension te 
James T. Gothard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 17038) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17089) granting a pension to Maria Mar- 
chisi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17040) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 17041) granting a pension to 
Frank L. Stark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 17042) granting a pension to 
Thomas McKenna—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17043) granting an increase of pensien to 
Edward S. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 17044) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert McNabb—to the Committee on Inralid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 17045) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Burchard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17046) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus Bender—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17047) granting a pension to Louis Spind- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17048) granting a pension to John T. 
Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17049) granting a pension to Mrs. Joseph 
Lashorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17050) for the relief of Thomas J. Austin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17051) for the relief of George M. Smith, 
of Newmarket, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17052) for the relief of Sampson Kinnea— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17053) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, 


administratrix of J. Henry Cramer—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17054) for the relief of Everett Wroe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17055) for the relief of Andrew Jackson 
Moudy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17056) for the relief. of Isaiah J. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17057) for the relief of Nathan Shaw—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17058) for the relief of Daniel Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17059) for the relief of Adam Ault—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 17060) for the relief of Johnson Benson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17061) for the relief of Jacob Poss—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17062) for the relief of R. Jane Brewer— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17063) for the relief of Polly Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17064) for the relief of Charles R. 
Hooper—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17065) for the relief of Jacob Poss—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17066) for the relief of Barney McKay— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17067) for the relief of Dixon N. Gar- 
linger—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17068) for the relief of Adam Koogle—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17089) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, 
administratrix of J. Henry Cramer—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17070) for the relief of the council of Zion 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Williamsport, Md.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17071) for the relief of Francis C. Renner 
and W. A. Renner, executors of Isaac Renner, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17072) for the relief of Richard T. Gott, 
administrator of Thomas N. Gott, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17078) for the relief of La Grange Lodge, 
No. 36, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Boonsboro, Md.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17074) for the relief of James H. For- 
sythe, executor of the estate of William Forsythe—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17075) for the relief of Agnes Berry 
Crawford, sole heir of Otho Williams, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17076) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Ebenezer African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hagerstown, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17077) for the relief of the rector, war- 
dens, and vestry of St. Paul's Protestant Episcopal Church, 
Sharpsburg-Antietam parish, Washington County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17078) for the relief of the trustees and 
consistory of Mount Vernon Reformed Church, of Keedysville, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17079) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Chureh of Frederick County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17080) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Quinn African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Frederick, Md.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17081) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17082) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Frederick Wyand, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17083) for the relief of the heirs of Ben- 
jamin Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17084) for the relief of the heirs of Adam 
S. Showman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17085) for the relief of heirs of George 
E. House, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17086) for the relief of the heirs of Jasper 
a ana Ann D. Jackson, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17087) for the relief of the heirs of Bur- 
gess Hammond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17088) for the relief of the heirs of Sophia 
Van Lear Findlay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17089) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac 
R. Maus, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17090) for the relief of the heirs of 
Elizabeth A. Jarboe, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17091) for the relief of the estate of 
Rowan White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17092) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
Thomas P. Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17093) for the relief of the estate of 
William Bladen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17094) for the relief of the estate of 
Susanna Fleming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17095) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Reichard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17096) for the relief of the estate of David 
Holleuberger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17097) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas Walters—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17098) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry Hull—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17099) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George W. Keeney—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17100) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John H. Sweitzer—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17101) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Thomas Coughlin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17102) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Tobias K. Brenner—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17103) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Thomas Sedgwick—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17104) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William H. Reynolds—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17105) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Samuel A. Motter—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17106) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Hagerstown and Middleburg 
Turnpike Company, Hagerstown, Md.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17107) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Jacob R. Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17108) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Henry Show, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17109) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Elijah Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17110) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Christ 
Reformed Congregation, of Middletown, Md.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17111) to remove certain disabilities in the 
case of Ezekiel Ayers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. PETERS: A bill (I. R. 17112) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 17113) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Johnston—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17114) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17115) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17116) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17117) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17118) granting an increase of pension to 
Rees Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17119) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Schubert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17120) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17121) granting a 
pension to John W. Munsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17122) granting a pension to Abigail Ran- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17123) for the relief 
of the widow and heirs of John A. E. Knight, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 17124) granting an 
increase of pension to E. N. Falk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17125) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Hileman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17126) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Jones, allas Thomas Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17127) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Farley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 17128) 
to correct the military record of James B. Waters—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 17129) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17130) for the relief of the next of kin of 
Stewart & Co. and the heirs of C. A. Weed, for whom A. P. II. 
Stewart was agent —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 17131) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William M. Kiggins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17132) granting an increase of pension to 
Isane Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17133) granting an 
increase of pension to Katherine S. Finlayson—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 17134) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ralph Beaumont—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 17135) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Rattigan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17136) 
granting an increase of pension to Cecile O. Hamill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17137) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17188) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Douglass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17139) granting an increase of pension to 
Emer E. Irons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17140) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Harer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17141) granting an increase of pension to 
George Muchler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17142) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17143) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman M. Ostrander—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17144) for the relief of Henry A. Solo- 
mon—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A Dill 1 R. 17145) 8 an 
increase of pension to Henry R. Elder —to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17146) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Baker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17147) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17148) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17149) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17150) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Prentice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17151) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Woodruft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17152) granting an increase of pension to 
A. F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 17153) granting an in- 
crease of pension to E. M. Riddle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17154) granting an increase of pension to 
Carr Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17155) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman D. McCown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17156) granting a pension to George W. 
Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 17157) granting a pension 
to John R. Sherwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17158) granting an increase of pension to 
Aloisia Erbe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petitions from citizens of the Territory 
of New Mexico, praying Congress not to pass S. 404, entitled 
“A bill for the proper observance of Sunday as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia,” etc.—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Otero County, N. Mex., favoring 
amendment of act of June 27, 1890, act of April 19, 1908, and 
other acts providing for age pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of Polish organizations and 
the Polish press of the United States, against the Polish expro- 
priation bill adopted by the Prussian Diet—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Indiana, against S. 404—Sunday 
observance in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic posts of Nap- 
panee, Syracuse, North Manchester, Keewana, and Warsaw, 
favoring passage of the Barnhart pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invilad Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Middleburg, Rochester, New Car- 
lisle, and Goshen, Ind., against parcels-post legislation—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. , 

Also, petition of many citizens of Indiana, favoring parcels- 
post legislation as embodied in Senate bill 5122—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry S. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Workmen’s Federation, State 
of New York, favoring a national eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ann 
Estes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of 5 Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Joseph Grice, Elias Stoneburner, and William T. Hissong—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Department of Minnesota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring an act to create a national 
soldiers’ cemetery of the Andersonville prison grounds—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of marine engineers of Hawaii, 
against suspension of the coastwise shipping laws in their appli- 
cation to passenger traffic to and from Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Rankin Post, No. 10, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring legis- 
lation against certain statues in the Capitol—to the Committee 
on the Library. 
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Also, petition of National Assoclation of Manufacturers, for 
ship subsidy—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Alex- 
ander Everkart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of William Smith Post, 
No, 167, Grand Army of the Republic, of Patoka, III., favoring 
National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Alaska Territorial Club, of 
Valdez, Alaska, favoring statehood for the Territory of Alas- 
ka—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of 19 retail merchants of Belvidere, III., protest- 
ing against the passage of the proposed parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Irrigation Congress, in favor of 
legislation concerning arid and swamp lands, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association and the 
Illinois Mason Supply Association, of Illinois, in favor of amend- 
ments to the corporation-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of American Shipbuilders’ As- 
sociation, fayoring extension of the coastwise shipping laws— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of Workingmen’s Federation, favoring a na- 
tional eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor, 

Also, petition of Workingmen’s Federation, favoring the pilot- 
age system—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Todd and Walnut, 
III., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of Springfield Build- 
ing Trades Department, American Federation of Labor, favor- 
ing legislation for Asiatic exclusion—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Marietta, Pa., 
favoring H. R. 14604—establishment of an urban mail delivery 
and collection service at post-offices of the second and third 
classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMER: Petition of George E. Crumb and 11 others, 
of Lewistown, Idaho, for legislation allowing postal clerks legiti- 
mate expenses while traveling in discharge of the government 
business—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Gobleville, Bloom- 
ingdale, Bangor, Hartford, Lawrence, Paw Paw, Lawton, De- 
catur, Dowagiac, Niles, Buchanan, Three Oaks, Otsego, Allegan, 
Fennville, Wayland, Plainwell, Hastings, and Nashville, all iu 
Michigan, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Temperance Conference, representing 21 
national and international organizations devoted wholly or 
partially to temperance reform, as follows: Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union; Anti-Saloon League; International Reform 
Bureau; National Temperance Society; National Prohibition 
Society; Scientific Temperance Federation; National Prohibi- 
tion Committee; Young People’s Christian Temperance Union; 
Good Templars; Sons of Temperance; Rechabites; American 
Society for Study of Alcohol and other Narcotics; Inter-Church 
Temperance Federation; International Sunday School Associa- 
tion, Temperance Department; Blue Button Army; Twentieth 
Century Pledge Signing Crusade; Church Temperance So- 
ciety; Lord’s Day Alliance; Purity Federation; Vigilance Com- 
mittee; National Federation of Churches; Social Service Com- 
mission; Christian Endeavor; Citizenship Department, Young 
Men’s Christian Association; Young Women’s Christian Asso- 
ciation; Volunteers of America; and the Salvation Army, for 
passage of the Sims bill (H. R. 7522), amending act prohibiting 
snte of intoxicants to Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Current Events Club, of Westport, 
Conn., favoring preservation of the Hetch-Hetchy Valley, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Samuel F. Me- 
Cloud, of Long Branch, N. J., favoring ex-prisoners of war pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Josiah C. Jameson, Sarah J. Littleton, Jonathan Ulum, R. T. 
Elson, and M. C. Staves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Batavia, Iowa, 
protesting against passage of bill in reference to the proper 


observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 
17; S. 404)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dederich Beckman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Thomas J. Hooper, administrator of James Hooper, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Daniel R. Snyder and Catherine Stealey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, favoring abrogation of Russian extradition treaty—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution by the city council of the 
city of Minneapolis, Minn., pledging the city of Minneapolis to 
join with the city of St. Paul to pay additional cost of increas- 
ing height of dam now under construction by the Government 
between Minneapolis and St. Paul—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of Susan Fickett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of North Michigan Tract Society, of 
Petoskey, Mich., against the Johnson Sunday bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of members of the Crawford Grange, of Gray- 
ling, Mich., for a national highway commission and an appro- 
priation for the improvement of highways—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of Oregon Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Illinois, favoring the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of the Embury Methodist 
Episcopal Church and Federation of Women’s Clubs, favoring 
the Mann white-slaye bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MACON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Samuel A. Mahar and Isaac Hust—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Anna M. Blodgett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, board of supervisors of the county of Fresno, 
and Stockton Chamber of Commerce, favoring an appropriation 
of $400,000 for improvement of the Sacramento and San Joa- 
quin rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of Stockton (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring H. R. 2694, by Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of California Fruit Growers’ Association, favor- 
ing establishing a federal line of steamships on the Pacific—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: Petition of Seattle Chamber of Com- 
mtrce, favoring Lake Washington ship canal—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Hiram Burnham Post and E. J. Hampton 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Kettle Falls, Wash., for 
the National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kettle Falls (Wash.) Chamber of Commerce, 
for appropriation to improve the upper Columbia River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, re- 
garding shipping regulations of the Pacific coast, ete—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William H. McGunigle (H. R. 9267), George A. Earle (H. R. 
7486), John McLaus (H. R. 9266), Sylvester C. Baker (H. R. 
7485), Jennie S. Tate (H. R. 10648), Sarah A. Peck (H. R. 
10650), George L. Nye (H. R. 10651), Sarah A. Hunt (H. It. 
10654), George Dempster (H. R. 10655), Patrick Connors (H. R. 
10656) Lewis M. Boria (H. R. 10658), Mary J. Wadington 
(H. R. 11702), George C. Simmons (H. R. 13264), Stephen F. 
Blanding (H. R. 13265), and Charles C. Henry (H. R. 15641)— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Allender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Workingmen's Federation of 
the State of New York, favoring a national eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of National Grand Army of the Republic En- 
campment, favoring H. R. 5036 (Wilson Creek National Mili- 
tary Park)—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ralph Beaumont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 6, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hate and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

George Miller v. United States (S. Doc. No. 267) ; 

Adam Hoke v. United States (S. Doc. No. 268) ; 

Fred Sinclair v. United States (S. Doc. No. 269) ; 

Joseph Sledz v. United States (S. Doc. No. 266) ; 

Archie E. Galpin v. United States (S. Doc. No. 265) ; 

James B. Garrison v. United States (S. Doc. No. 264) ; 

Joseph A, Workings v. United States (S. Doc. No. 263) ; 

Catherine Lewis, widow of Albert A. Lewis, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 262) ; 

Frank Broddeker v. United States (S. Doc. No. 261) ; 

John O'Neill v. United States (S. Doc. No. 260) ; 

Charles Henry McCann v. United States (S. Doc. No. 259); 

John M. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Joseph Wil- 
son, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 258) ; 

Robert Tobin v. United States (S. Doc. No. 257) ; 

The Trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Bellefonte, Ala., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 256) ; 

Joseph Kuehne v: United States (S. Doc. No. 255) ; 

The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Phoenix, Miss., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 254) ; 

Thomas Murnane v. United States (S. Doc. No. 253); 

James Butler v. United States (S. Doc. No. 252) ; 

Conrad Wagner v. United States (S. Doc. No. 251) ; 

William K. Krautman v. United States (S. Doc. No. 250); 
and 

John Brodie v. United States (S. Doc. No. 249). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 12316) to provide for the government of the 
Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for 
other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


_ Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Kingston Council, No. 
356, United Commercial Travelers, of Kingston, N. X., praying 
for the enactment of legislation concerning baggage and excess 
baggage carried by common carriers in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories and common carriers while engaged in 
commerce between the States and foreign nations, etc., which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Workingmen’s Federation 
of the State of New York, of Utica, N. Y., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called “ eight-hour bill” and remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation which will interfere with or impair 
the present pilotage system of the United States, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I present a petition of the Reformers’ 
Conclave, representing 21 national and international organiza- 
tions, relative to the prohibition of the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Territory of Hawaii. I ask that the petition be 
printed in the Recorp, together with the names of the organiza- 
tions attached thereto, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. j 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Pacifie Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, together with the names of the or- 
ganizations attached thereto, as follows: 

To the United States Senate: 


The Reformers’ Conclave, representing 21 national and interna- 
tional organizations devoted wholly or partly to temperance reform, 


by unanimous vote authorized the 5 petitlon in its behalt 
for . of the Johnson bill (S. 1862). 
Attest: 


WILBUR E. CRAFTS, 
Chairman of the Committee of Management. 


WASHINGTON, December 17, 1909. 

Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Antl-Saloon 
League, International Reform Bureau, National Tem- 
2 Society, National Prohibition Society, Scien- 
ific Temperance Federation, National l'rohibition 
Committee, Young People’s Christian Temperance 
Union, Good ! Sons of Temperance, Recha- 
bites, American iety for Study of Alcohol and 
other Narcotics, Inter-Church Temperance Federa- 
tion, International Sunday School Association (Tem- 
perance Department), Blue Button Army, Twentieth 
Century Pi Signing Crusade, Church Temperance 

iety, Lord's Alliance, Purity Federatioa, 
Vigilance Committee, National Federation of Churches, 
Social Service Commission, Christian Endeavor (Citi- 
ee Department), Young Men's Christian Associa- 
tion, Young Women's Christian Association, Volun- 
teers of America, and Salvation Army. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of Buck Council, No. 18, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Summit Bridge, 
Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
immigration of all Asiatics into the United States and the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii except merchants, students, and travelers, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FLINT presented petitions of the board of supervisors of 
Fresno County and the chambers of commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Stockton, Napa, and Santa Barbara and Fresno counties, 
in the State of California, praying that an appropriation of 
$400,000 be made for the improvement of the Sacramento and 
San Joaquin rivers in that State, which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Sedgwick Post, No. 17, Depart- 
ment of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Santa Ana, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Oakland, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a federal building in that 
city, which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the chambers of commerce 
of Stockton and Napa, in the State of California, praying for 
the adoption of a certain amendment to the present law pro- 
viding for ocean mail service between the United States and 
foreign ports, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Order of United 
Commercial Travelers of America, of Burlington, Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation concerning baggage and excess 
baggage carried by common carriers in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories, and common carriers while engaged in 
commerce between the States and between the States and for- 
eign nations, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of James H. K. Kaiwi, of the 
Evangelical Association of Lihne Kanai, Territory of Hawaii, 
and a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating beverages in that 
Territory, which were referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Milton, 
Birmingham, Douds, Cantril, and Selma, all in the State of 
Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Con- 
gress of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation - 
to conserye the forests and waterways of the country, which 
was referred to the Committee on Conservation of National 
Resources. 

He also presented a petition of sundry volunteer officers of 
the civil war of Strawberry Point, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to create a volunteer retired list in the War 
and Navy departments for the surviving officers of the civil 
war, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange 
of Burlington, Iowa, remonstrating against certain provisions 
contained in the so-called “‘corporation-tax law,” which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Independ- 
ence, Ames, Clarion, and Sioux City, all in the State of Iowa, 
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praying for the passage of the so-called “children’s bureau 
bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Robert Anderson Post, No. 68, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waterloo, 
Iowa, and a petition of Annett Post, No. 124, Department of 
Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ National Tribune pension bill,” which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Livermore, 
Garner, and Hawarden, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating 
against the destruction of any of the scenery of the Yosemite 
National Park, and also against the enactment of legislation 
permitting the city of San Francisco to use the water reservoir 
of the Hetch Hetchy Valley, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Conservation of National Resources. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3286) to amend sections 7 and 
8 of the act of May 29, 1908 (35 Stat. L., 460), entitled “An 
act to authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River and Stand- 
ing Rock Indian reservations, in the States of South Dakota 
and North Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to 
carry the same into effect,” reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 37) thereon. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2523) for the establishment of a new 
land district in Chouteau County, State of Montana, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 39) thereon. 


WINNEBAGO INDIANS IN NEBRASKA AND WISCONSIN. 


Mr. CLAPP. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report a joint resolution, and I submit a report (No. 
38) thereon. I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 58) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
accrued since June 30, 1909, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 58. 
FCC 
otherwise appropriated a sufficient sum to to th 


of Indians in Nebraska an 
the interest which has 


ced to the credit of the tribe 


on the ona fund of $883,249.53 
by a provision in the Indian appro riation act sprene March 3, 1909 
(35 Stat. L., p. 781), and the 8 of the Interior is hereby 


3 ay . ot 
whose names 
Oies of Indian Affai ith 
by subsequent births an 

Resolved further, That after June 30, 1910, any interest payments 
that may be made on the capitalized fund of the Winnebago tribe shail 
be made on the basis of the new enrollment provided for in the said 
act of March 3, 1909. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

. The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


‘BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4930) providing for the appointment of two cadets 
from the District of Columbia to the United States Military 
Academy at West Point (with an accompanying paper) ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 4931) to amend an act entitled “An act regulating 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1893 (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 4932) to make uniform the law of warehouse re- 
ceipts in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 4933) granting an increase of pension to Newton H. 
Kingman (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 4934) creating the Monument National Park (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Public Lands, 


58 to the members of 


A bill (S. 4935) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Miller (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4936) granting a pension to John Doughty (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 4937) to amend section 4421 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as amended by act approved June 11, 
1906, relating to inspection of steam vessels; and 

A bill (S. 4938) to amend an act entitled “An act to require 
the employment of vessels of the United States for public par- 
poses,” approved April 28, 1904; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 4939) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
McCaskey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 4940) granting an increase of pension to Peter W. 
Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 4941) for the relief of the heirs of John Fornea; 
2 bill (S. 4942) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Frances 

ckle ; 

A bill (S. 4943) for the relief of the estate of Nevin Phares; 

A bill (S. 4944) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. C. M. J. 
Williamson ; 

A bill (S. 4945) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin White- 
head ; 

A bill (S. 4946) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Anderson; 

A bill (S. 4947) for the relief of Martha J. Tate and heirs 
of John M. Tate; 

A bill (S. 4948) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. Buck, 
deceased ; 


sed; 
A bill (S. 4949) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Babb; 
A bill (S. 4950) for the relief of James K. Hamblen; 
A bill (S. 4951) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Kuyken- 
dall; 
A bill (S. 4952) for the relief of the heirs of R. H. Mont- 


(S. 4953) for the relief of the heirs of Nannette 


A bill (S. 4954) for the relief of the heirs of Harriet F. and 
Robert McPeters ; : 
A bill (S. 4955) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Clark, 


A bill (S. 4956) for the relief of the heirs of Francis Griffin; 
and 

A bill (S. 4957) for the relief of the heirs of Louis Cato, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 4958) granting an increase of pension to William 
Horrigan (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4959) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 
Parkhurst (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. A 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 4960) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lamunyon (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4961) granting an increase of pension to J. P. 


Tracy; 

A bill (S. 4962) granting an increase of pension to Leroy D. 
Harris; and 

A bill (S. 4963) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Banie; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 4964) for the improyement of the Upper Cape Fear 
River from Wilmington to Fayetteville, N. C., by the construc- 
tion of two locks and dams of sufficient size and strength to 
afford a channel 8 feet deep for continuous navigation; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 4965) for the relief of the heirs of Alfred F. Gar- 
rett, deceased: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4966) to fix the salaries of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 4967) to authorize the town of Chevy Chase, Md., 
to connect its water system with the water system of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 4968) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of Wright R. Fish, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 4969) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Haley, sr. (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 4970) for the relief of W. C. Harrell; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4971) to provide for pensions for widows and minor 
children of soldiers and sailors who served in the war with 
Spain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4972) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 4973) granting a pension to B. N. Lindsey; 

A bill (S. 4974) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Miller; 

A bill (S. 4975) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blue; 

A bill (S. 4976) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Dewees; 

A bill (S. 4977) granting a pension to John T. Rose; 

A bill (S. 4978) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Stonerock; and 

A bill (S. 4979) granting an increase of pension to Lydia L. 

Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment relative to the 
granting to the State of Colorado of the property known as the 
“ Fort Lewis School,” etc., and proposing to appropriate $35,000 
for the support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Fort Lewis, Colo., etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the granting to 
the State of Colorado of the property known as the “ Grand 
Junction School,” and proposing to appropriate $33,400 for the 
support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Grand Junction, Colo., etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 12316. An act to provide for the government of the 
Canal Zone, the construction of the Panama Canal, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. JONES. I ask that the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 57) 
authorizing an investigation of the Interior Department, its 
seyeral bureaus, officers, and employees, and of the Bureau of 
Forestry in the Agricultural Department, its officers and em- 
ployees, by a special committee of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, the 
reference which I suggested yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
moves that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, there is one question which 
I wish to raise at this time, and that is whether the joint reso- 
lution should be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
or to the Committee on Conservation of National Resources. 
I do not know whether the jurisdiction of the latter committee 
bas yet been determined, but it is very obvious that the joint 
resolution and the inquiry made under it will cover all the 

questions practically that relate to the conservation of our 
national resources. 

So far as I am individually concerned, I am on both those 
committees, but it strikes me that it is important that this 
question should be determined now. I apprehend that if it 
should be determined that the joint resolution is within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Lands it will follow 
that the Committee on Conservation of National Resources will 
practically have nothing further to do in this or future Con- 


esses. 

I wish before the joint resolution is referred to any com- 
mittee to offer an amendment to it. The amendment which I 
wish to offer is as follows—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is not now 
being considered. All that is now being considered is the ques- 
tion of reference. The Senator from Washington has moved to 
refer it to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But is not the joint resolution within 
the contiol of the Seuate 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is not now 
under consideration. The question of its reference is under 
consideration. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is not the joint resolution within the 
control of the Senate to this extent, that the Senate shall de- 
termine now the scope of the measure, so that the Committee 
on Public Lands can report upon it? 

The amendment which I have to offer is as follows: ` 


And be it further resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, 
and it is hereby, instructed to enter upon the consideration of the 
recommendations made by the Secretary of the Interior in his last 
annual report regarding legislation as to the public lands, and to report 
to the Senate within two weeks such leglslation as it shall deem 
advisable upon the lines of such recommendations or otherwise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that this is 
a resolution of instructions to the committee, which, of course, 
is in order. It is not an amendment to the joint resolution, but 
a resolution of instructions. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. - Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. The joint resolution introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Washington stands in exactly the same parliamentary 
position as a bill, and the question now is on referring the joint 
resolution, like referring a bill, to a committee, and it is not 
now open to amendment. The Senator, however, may do as 
we are in the habit of doing in reference to appropriation bills; 
he may offer his amendment and have it printed and referred 
to the committee, to be considered in connection with the joint 
resolution. Otherwise the joint resolution can not be amended 
at this stage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But the resolution of the Senator 
from Nevada is a resolution to instruct the committee. The 
Chair thought as the Senator from Minnesota did at first, but 
when it was read it appeared to be a resolution of instructions 
and not an amendment of the joint resolution. 

Mr. NELSON. I misunderstood it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. So did the Chair at first. 

Mr. NELSON. If it is a resolution of instructions it is a 
distinct matter, and has no reference to this particular joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the permission of the Senator from 
Nevada, if I am not mistaken, the original joint resolution pro- 
poses to appoint a committee. That is the purport of the joint 
resolution, and it is to be referred to the committee for con- 
sideration. The amendment therefore is to instruct a com- 
mittee which does not yet exist. I think the Senator from Min- 
nesota is still right and that an amendment to the joint resolu- 
tion should be referred to the committee, the whole thing to be 
considered by the committee, as to whether the committee 
which it is proposed to instruct by the amendment shall be 


‘appointed at all. 


Mr. LODGE. The proposition is to instruct the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To instruct the committee to which 
the original resolution is asked to be referred. 

Mr. LODGE. To instruct that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, as I listened to the joint resolu- 
tion yesterday I got the impression that it does not provide 
that the committee to whom it shall be referred, whatever that 
committee may be, shall appoint the committee of investigation, 
but that that committee shall be a joint committee, appointed 
by the Vice-President for the Senate membership and by the 
Speaker for the House membership. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. HALE. So there is no question arising under the joint 
resolution as to the power of the committee, and it would sim- 
ply report it back with such formal amendments as are neces- 
sary. I suggest to the committee, if it goes to the Committee 
on Publice Lands, that, it being a joint resolution, the fund 
should not be taken from the contingent fund of the two Houses. 
It has the force of law, being a joint resolution, to be approved 
by the President, and therefore should be met by an appro- 
priation. 

The contingent fund is—I do not know just what I can call 
it—open to the incursion of everybody, and the Secretary of the 
Senate is constantly in trouble and in grief because that fund, 
however large it may have been, has been exhausted by the 
raids that are made upon it. There is no reason why ths ex- 
penses of this investigation, which will be extensive and per- 
haps prolonged, and will cost a great deal of money, should 
come out of the contingent fund of the two Houses. 
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- I suggest to my friend the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, if it goes to his committee, that when he reports 
it he shall bear this in mind and provide—or if it is not pro- 
vided that it be done in the natural course of business—that the 
expenses shall be paid out of an appropriation and not from 
the contingent fund. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the purpose of my resolu- 
tion of instructions to the Public Lands Committee is to pre- 
vent desirable legislation from being sidetracked until this com- 
mittee of investigation shall make its final report. We are 
all familiar with the controversy which has arisen regarding 
the conservation of our national resources, That controversy 
is called the “ Ballinger-Pinchot controversy.” Happily, as the 
result of the discussion which has been going on, we find that 
both sides have practically agreed as to the legislation which 
should be put upon the statute books. There is no real differ- 
ence of opinion between those who believe with Mr. Ballinger 
and those who believe with Mr. Pinchot regarding the legisla- 
tion which should be enacted as to the conservation of our 
national resources. The difference which exists between them 
is as to the authority of law. Mr. Garfield, the late Secretary 
of the Interior, and Mr. Pinchot have both taken the view that 
the executive department, as the custodian of the great public 
domain, can do anything that is necessary for the protection or 
the conservation of that domain which is not forbidden by law. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would like to inquire of the Senator 
from Nevada under what authority the Secretary of the In- 
terior is the custodian of the public lands of the United States. 
The Constitution invests that custody in Congress, and I should 
like to know how it passed from Congress to the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I would prefer not to enter 
into that discussion. I am only now stating the position as- 
sumed by Mr. Garfield and Mr. Pinchot. I have stated that, 
and I propose now to state the position of Mr. Ballinger—it 
is that in the protection and conservation of the public domain 
the Interior Department, or the executive department, has only 
those powers expressly authorized by law. 

As I remarked before, all difference of opinion has practically 
disappeared as to what should be done with reference to the 
conservation of our national resources, and the recommendations 
made by Mr. Ballinger practically out-Pinchot the recommenda- 
tions made by Mr. Pinchot. 

If this is the case, why should we delay legislation? This 
matter has been discussed in Congress and out of Congress for 
five or six years. Numerous measures relating to the reform of 
the land laws have been introduced in this body and in the other 
body, referred to appropriate committees, and considered by 
them. With reference to some of them reports have been made 
by the appropriate committees of either one House or the other. 
With reference to others no action whatever has been taken by 
such committees; and with reference to all none of these recom- 
mendations practically have as yet ripened into legislation. 
This has been largely due to the inertia of Congress, a neces- 
sary inertia, arising from the size of its membership and the 
multiplicity of its duties. Congress never enters upon the seri- 
ous consideration of any question until public opinion has been 
formulated regarding it; and during the past two years the 
public opinion of the entire country has been formulated, if one 
can judge from newspaper, magazine, and platform discussion 
and declaration. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not my purpose to enter into an 
argument upon this much-vexed question. I simply suggest and 
move that in connection with the reference of the pending joint 
resolution to the Public Lands Committee the Senate shall in- 
struct that committee to enter upon the consideration of the 
recommendations made by the Secretary of the Interior in his 
last annual report regarding legislation as to the public lands, 
and to report to the Senate within two weeks such legislation 
as it shall deem advisable upon the lines of such recommenda- 
tions, or otherwise. 

I think this question is important enough to receive the gen- 
eral consideration of the Senategnow. It is important enough 
to warrant the Senate in determining that it shall be quickly 
disposed of; that it shall not remain here the subject of end- 
less discussion while this investigation, probably a sensational 
investigation as to motives, actions, and procedure, is going on. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I would ask the leave of 
the Senate to print in my remarks: 


First, the recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior 
regarding legislation, and the recommendations of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office; 

Second, the speech of Secretary Garfield before the University 
of Wisconsin upon the subject of conservation; 

Third, the recent speech of Mr. Pinchot upon conseryation as 
a moral issue; 

Fourth, a reference to such bills as have been hitherto intro- 
duced in both the Senate and the House with reference to the 
reform of the land laws and the different stages of their con- 
sideration ; 

Fifth, the recommendations of the President and of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for the past six or seven years regarding 
changes in the land laws and the conservation of our natural 
resources; and ° 

Sixth, the reports of the Land Commission and of the Con- 
servation Commission appointed by President Roosevelt, and 
the resolution of the Conyention of Governors. 

I think if these are put in the Rxconb that they will consti- 
tute a convenient compendium for the consideration of Members 
of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not make any objection—— 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
Nevada yield? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was merely going to ask the Senator 
whether he intends to press action by the Senate this morning 
en his amendment to the joint resolution or whether he is will- 
ing to have it referred to the Committee on Public Lands, to- 
gether with the joint resolution to which it is an amendment. 
I express the hope that he will let the amendment go to the 
committee also. It would be the regular course, and I think 
on a moment’s thought it will be clear to the Senator that that 
is the best and wisest course to pursue. 

While I am on my feet I may say that I have read over the 
amendment now, and it is an amendment instructing the Public 
Lands Committee to immediately examine the recommendations 
on this subject and to report legislation on the same within two 
weeks. Of course, every one of the recommendations, perhaps 
seven or eight in number, involves exceedingly important legis- 
Jation, and I think every Senator will realize, and most of all 
the Senator from Nevada, that it is asking a very hard-worked 
committee a great deal to actually report legislation on this 
subject within two weeks. 

For myself, I have never been in favor of instructing com- 
mittees, unless it is an extraordinary case. They should be left 
with a free hand to their work, unless extreme emergencies 
exist. The chairman of the Public Lands Committee is a man 
who is distinguished for his industry and attention to the duties 
of his committee and to all duties. I hope the Senator will let 
his amendment be referred to the Committee on Public Lands in 
the regular way, along with the joint resolution which it intends 
to amend. I think he can trust the Public Lands Committee to 
do the right thing. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am very glad to listen to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana, I will state, however, that 
if the time within which a report asked is, in the judgment of 
the Senator from Indiana, too short, I would gladly lengthen it. 
My own idea is that the committee should be in pretty con- 
tinuous session for the next two weeks. 

‘Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think so. I believe it is the unbroken 
custom that instructions to a committee shall be given only 
where a committee has declined to act, or where for any rea- 
son it has not obeyed the general wishes of the Senate as its 
servant. I understand—the older Senators can state whether 
I am correct or not—that that is the usual rule under which 
committees are instructed. Certainly it is a wise rule. 

I am exceedingly anxious myself, and the Senator is not 
more so, that early legislation should be reported to the Sen- 
ate, but the Senator is proposing a method which, so far as my 
recollection and my experience in the Senate go, is very un- 
usual—that is, to instruct a committee before a committee has 
actually taken the matter up, or when the matter has just been 
presented, when no unwillingness to act has been indicated and 
no delay has occurred upon its part to do anything in the 
matter. 

Therefore, it seems to me that it is fair to the committee, and 
indeed it is the ordinary method of procedure under those cir- 
cumstances, to refer the amendment to the joint resolution to 
the committee to which the joint resolution itself is about to br 
referred. If I am wrong about my statements as to the com- 
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mon course of conduct in the instruction of committees, Senators 
of longer service can correct me. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not recall in my service here 
where when a matter is referred to one of our committees it 
has ever been accompanied by a sharp direction to report at a 
given and early day. I think that that has never been done. 
The most I remember to have taken place under such condi- 
tions is that Senators interested in an early result have asked 
the chairman of the committee to whom the reference is made 
that an early consideration shall take place and that the result 
shall be laid before the Senate. We have sometimes said that 
a committee shall report at the earliest day practicable, but 
that, of course, carries no force. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Even then that is not an instruction. 

Mr. HALE. That is not even an instruction, as the Senator 
from Indiana says. So I hope the Senator from Nevada will 
be content, as suggested by the Senator from Indiana, to let his 
resolution be referred with the original joint resolution for the 
consideration, good sense, and known promptitude of that 
committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER rose. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the Senator from Iowa wish to in- 
terrupt me? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to say a word after the Senator 
has concluded. A 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Nevada will permit me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand the Senator from Iowa is not 
going to present his remarks until after the Senator from 
Nevada has concluded. What I have to say is more in the 
nature of an inquiry. I have not before me a copy of the joint 
resolution and can only speak from my recollection upon hear- 
ing it read. As I remember it, and I know the Senator will cor- 
rect me if I am wrong, it directs the committee to report upon 
a principle of legislation and not upon a bill. Am I right in 
that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To report their findings and conclusions 
upon the evidence taken. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not an attempt to compel a standing 
committee to report upon any matter that has been referred to 
it in the nature of a bill or resolution, but to formulate and re- 
port legislation in conformity with the statement of principles 
as expressed in the joint resolution. 

-Mr. BEVERIDGE. To create legislation itself. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that, 
in the first place, the Senate could not enforce an order of that 
kind. You can not compel a man to think upon any subject or 
to arrive at any particular conclusion. One man would say 
this is in conformity with the principles expressed in the 
speech of the Secretary of the Interior. Another man would 
say it was not. 

It seems to me the committee, of which both the Senator 
from Nevada and myself are members, ought not to be em- 
barrassed by instructions from the Senate to report or to draw 
a bill. It is more orderly that the members of this body should 
formulate legislation which they desire enacted and present it 
and let it go to the committee. Then the committee, having 
something definite before it, under what I understand to be the 
well-settled practice of this body, may be required either to re- 
port upon the bill or to return the bill to the Senate. But I 
do not understand that there is any precedent whatever for in- 
structing a committee to set its joint intelligence to work to 
formulate legislation and report it within a given time. I do 
not think that the resolution would be fruitful of any re- 
sults. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE (to Mr. Newtanps). Let it be referred. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I shall yield to the suggestion that has 
been made that the resolution be referred with the main resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Public Lands or such other committee 
as the joint resolution may be referred to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say a few words, however, in re- 
ply to the Senator from Idaho. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire wish to interrupt me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that he made the request a moment ago for the incor- 
poration in his speech of various documents. I wish to ask the 
Senator if it would not be better to have those documents 
printed as a Senate document? They will then be very con- 
venient for reference. If they go into the Recorp they are never 
looked at. I for one do not like to have the Record burdened 


unnecessarily with a matter of that kind. Would the Senator 
make the request that they be printed as a Senate document? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have no objection to their 
also being published as a Senate document, but these references 
will be brief, let me say to the Senator, making a very small 
oc bey my remarks—three or four speeches and two or three 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not long speeches? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not like the Senator’s? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not like the Senator’s. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator will see the propriety 
of having them printed as a Senate document and not incorpo- 
rating them in the Recorp. The Senator’s speech will be illu- 
minated without those. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have purposely avoided any general dis- 
cussion of the question. I want the Record to show distinctly 
the recommendation, on the one hand, of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and, on the other, the position assumed by Mr. Gar- 
field and Mr. Pinchot, and I thought it could best be done by 
inserting them in the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The trouble is, we will never look at the 
Recorp. We never read the RECORD. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator must recollect that the 
Recorp goes to 14,000 people, and some portion of them may 
wish to see these matters, and they will be conveniently ar- 
ranged, so as to be easily read and understood. I should like, 
therefore, to have them go into the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not object to the Senator's request 
that they be printed in the Recorp, although I think it is really 
a bad procedure on our part to lumber the Recorp with so 
much extraneous matter. I would very much prefer that they 
should be printed as a document; but if the Senator desires it, 
I will not object to their going into the Record as a part of his 
speech, although I do not see how the Senator’s speech can be 
improved by the opinion of these distinguished gentlemen. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
for his good opinion. After his criticism upon the length of 
i ld le Bae EE a Bg oa oN aS Sh 
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I wish to say, in reply to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEY- 
BURN], that I think it is entirely within the province of the 
Senate to direct the attention of any committee to certain recom- 
mendations made by the executive department relating to legis- 
lation, to ask a report upon those recommendations, and to 
ask them to shape a bill either upon the line of those recom- 
mendations or otherwise. That is what this resolution calls 
for. It does not put the committee itself in a strait-jacket 
as to its action, but simply calls attention to the recommenda- 
tions, asks the committee to consider them and to report to the 
Senate their conclusions and their recommendations as to legis- 
lation, either upon those lines or otherwise. That action, it 
seems to me, is entirely respectful to the committee. It only 
indicates the importance that the Senate itself attaches to the 
question under consideration and its desire for early informa- 
tion and report regarding it. I shall yield to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] that this resolu- 
tion go with the main resolution to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Part of the data referred to is as follows; the balance will 
be incorporated in a document hereafter : 


APPENDIX 1. 


EXTRACT FROM Report oF Hon. R. A. BALLINGER, SECRETARY OF THH 
INTERIOR, NOVEMBER 10, 1909. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


r use and disposition of the public lands have been ques- 
tions involying no little legislative as well as administrative difficulty 
from the beginning of their history. They were, duri the earliest 
administrations, treated as a national asset for the liquidation of the 
ublie debt and as a source of reward for our soldiers and sailors. 
‘ot until the discovery of gold on the Pacific slope did the poll 
change for one of exploitation, by which our citizens were encour: 

to develop the mineral and agricultural resources of the public domain 
on condition of receiving limited areas at a nominal cost. For similar 
reasons railways and w. donated by 
Congress in order to add these almost 
inaccessible regions. 

The railway grants generally — limited to nonmineral lands, ex- 
cept such as contained coal and m, which latter minerals were taken 
to be essential for railway construction and operation. New States 
were, when admi liberally endowed with public lands for school and 
other purposes; 80 t, out of a public domain in 1860 of 1.055, 911,288 
acres (Alaska then not belonging to the United States), we now have 
only about 731,354,081 acres, confined largely to the mountain ranges and 
the arid and sem! plains, except lands within some of the Indian 
reservations and the 368,035,975 acres of undisposed-of land in Alaska. 

All of the principal land statutes were enacted over twenty-five years 
ago; the homestead act, the preemption and timber-culture act, the 


The pro 


-road grants were liberall 
cilities for the opening up 0: 
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coal-land and the mining acts for the ald of the industrious prog- 
pector, were among the earlier acts of this nature. 

The liberal and rapid disposition of the public lands under these 
statutes and the lax methods of administration which for a long time 
eee naturally provoked the feeling that the public domain was 
legitimate prey for the unscrupulous and that it was no crime to vio- 
late or circumvent the land laws. It is to be tted that we, as a 
nation, were so tardy to realize the importance of preventing so large 
a measure of our natural resources passing into the hands of. land 
pirates and speculators, with no view to development looking to the 
national welfare. It may be safely said that millions of acres of tim- 
ber and other lands have been unlawfully obtained, and it is also true 
that actions to recover such lands have in most instances long since 
been barred by the statute of limitations. The principal awakening 
to our wasteful course came under your predecessor's administration. 
The bold and vigorous prosecutions of land frauds, through Secretaries 
Hitcheeck and Garfield, have restored a salutary respect for the law, 
and the public mind has rapidly grasped the importance of safeguard- 
ing the further disposition of our natural resources in the public lands 
in the interest of the public good as against private . Notwith- 
8 this, it is necessary to continue with utmost vigor, through 
all available sources, the securing of information of violations of the 
public-land laws, and to follow such violations with rigid prosecutions. 

In this present policy of conserving the natural resources of the 
ublic domain, while development is the keynote, the best thought of 
Phe day is not that development shall be by national agencies, but that 
` wise utilization shall be secured throug rivate enterprise under 
national supervision and control. Therefore, if material progress is to 
be made in ecaning the best use of our remaining public lands, Con- 
gress must be called upon to enact remedial legislation. 

Classification of N lands. —In order that intelligent administra- 
tion shall be applied in the disposition of the publie lands it is essential 
that they be classified into various clearly defined divisions accordin 
to their principal value or use. They have generally been classifi 
in legislation as agricultural, mineral, desert, timber, and coal lands, 
and it is oe in recent years that the Interior Department, through 
the Geological Survey, has undertaken to make this classification in the 
field in the aid of the administration of these public-land statutes, and 
then only through the general authority given in the organization of 
this bureau. Specific legislative authority should be given the depart- 
ment to classify and segregate our public lands into well-defined divi- 
sions according to their greatest apparent use, with the geet | 

wer of reclassification to meet changing conditions and the increa 

nowledge of their character which may necessitate the transfer of 
lands from time to time from one class to the other. Full legal effect 
should be given such classification, when made, so as to prevent entries, 
under laws applicable to one class, of land belonging to another class, 
except after application for and a review of the classification; in other 
wo if lan are classified as coal lands, they should be enterable 
only as coal lands, and in case it be shown that they are improperly 
classified as coal lands and are, in fact, agricultural, they should then 
be enterable only as agricultural lands. This, to my mind, is the only 
way the Government can scientifically and effectively proceed to con- 
serve the natural resources of the public domain. To leave to the 
self-interest of applicants the option to claim a particular tract of 
land as more valuable for mineral, agriculture, timber, phosphate, oil, 
or gas, or for power sites, is to invite confusion, fraud, and contention. 
and this has been the source of a major portion of the difficulties of 
the Interior Department in administering the public domain. 

It may seem at the outset that this would be a radical departure, to 
the extent of suspending the disposition of public lands pending their 
classification, but, as a matter of fact, a la portion of the undis- 

-of public lands has already been classified by the department, but 
such classification has not the authoritative basis or effect to accom- 
plish the result above outlined. 

As to minerals, other than those hereinafter specified, because of the 
manner of their occurrence, doubtless no effective classification can 
be made in advance of discovery, and they should for that reason be 
treated as an exception in classification and dealt with accordingly. 

As regards new legislation, the present coal-land laws respecting 
the States and Territories, as well as Alaska, should be supplanted 
by an act fully meeting existing as well as future conditions. ‘The 
inducements for much of the crime and fraud, both constructive and 
actual, committed under the present system can be prevented by 
separating the right to mine from the title to the soil. The surface 
would et be open to entry under other laws according to its char- 
acter and subject to the right to extract the coal. The object to be 
attained in any such legislation is to conserve the coal deposits as a 
panne utility and to prevent — or extortion in their disposi- 
fon. This may be accomplished either through a leasing system, by 
which the title would remain in the Government, under proper regula- 
tion and supervision by the Secretary of the Interlor, or through the 
sale of the deposits, and in either case with restrictions on their min- 
ing and use which would control the minimum output and conserve 
the deposits as a pate utility. I believe the most advantageous 
method will be found in a measure authorizing the lease or sale of the 
coal deposits in the lands, subject to forfeiture for failure to exercise 
the rights granted, under such reasonable regulations as may be im- 

An exploration period of at least one year upon a permit basis, 
at a nominal charge, would insure to the applicant the necessary pre- 
liminary knowledge upon which to make the lease or purchase of the 
coal deposits and venture the necessary investment for operation. The 
maximum unit authorized for this use could safely be made from three 
to five sections, ho no greater surface rights be granted than will 
give proper facilities to reach and extract the coal deposits. 

In case of the failure of the lessees or grantees to open and operate 
the coal deposits under reasonable limitations and to maintain an 
output 3 sulted to the deposits, and in case of combinations 
as to price or limitation of output, title should be forfeited by pro- 
ceedings in court for that 8 Government mine supervision 
woma ee be necessary to enforce the conditions and limitations 
under the grant. 

The above suggestions with reference to the disposition of coal de- 
ponia are equally applicable to the oil and gas fields in the public 
omain, and similar legislation as to lands containing the same is 
hereby recommended. Indeed, the very nature of these two important 
mineral resources requires that their disposition be in terms of quan- 
tity of the product extracted, rather than of acreage. 

Pending the enactment of new legislation as affecting coal lands, 
all known coal areas were withdrawn from en for classification 
and appraisement through the Geological Survey. e following table 
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shows the 8 areas now withdrawn for classification and 
those classified and restored : 


Status of coal-land classification on November 1, 1909. 


ell eee e 


April 10, 1909, I changed to a practical and scientific basis the 
system of classification and valuation for disposition of coal lands 
under existing laws. For the my aan of classification and valuation 
the coal deposits are divided into four classes in accordance with their 
fuel value and the thickness and depth of the coal beds. The prices 
of the lands are determined on the basis of an estimated tonnage, and 
range from one-half cent to 3 cents per estimated ton, in accordance 
with the quality, thickness, and situation of the coal. Provision is 
also made for taking into consideration in making the valuation any 
special conditions enhancing the value of the land for coal-mining pur- 
poses ; „ for a review of the classification or valuation upon proper 
l and showing to the department. 

he following figures show the result of the foregoing system of 
classification and valuation from April 10 to October 31, inclusive: 


Chatin na coat: ANA A 
Classified as noncoal land 
Restored without classification 


EN E ee ee RS 13, 318, 387 

— ——P 

Sale price of coal land as flxed % $141, 890, 576 
Same price of same coal land at minimum would be $47, 080, 040 


Gain in seven months (April 10 to October 1)... $94, 810, 536 


The classification and appraisement of the coal lands in the States 
an erritories other than Alaska proceed upon the author 0 e 

d Territori ther than Alaska ed th thority of th 
aee — mee ig Read Se ve ona gg Soa ainun rice Saly or Roger 
and leaves to the retary o e Interior their appraisement an 
the determination of their maximum value. In view of the fact that 
the law of Alaska directs the disposition of the coal lands in that 
Territory at the flat rate of $10 per acre, no such classification or 
appraisement is warranted by existing law. 

Corera has, by the act of February 19, 1909, substantially adopted 
the recommendations made by me as Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in the enactment of a statute, known as the “ dry-farming” 
or “enla -homestead ” act, authorizing the classification and entry 
of semiarid lands. The 209 85 ‘has, through the Geological Survey, 
— this act classified 172,097,643 acres, as shown by the following 
able: 


Areas designated under the enlarged-homestead act between March 3 
and November 1, 1909, 


Acres. 
— ĩ̃ ͤ .. ñĩͤ ..,. 8 26. 657. 2 
Colorado 299. 
Montana 27, 954. 570 
Nevada 49, 512, 960 
New Mexico , 657, 800 
Oregon 8, 403, 200 
Utah ( 6, 731, 818 
Utah (sec. 6 of act) 1, 126, 679 
Washington 3, 608, 216 
ae NT Qo PS AAS San RSS ESS SO FS 12, 145, 280 
671771. .. TE EE OS 172, 097, 643, 


I have also recently withdrawn temporarily, for the purpose of sub- 
TE the subject to Con for new legislation, large areas of oil 
lands in Wyoming, California, Utah, and Oregon, the area thereof in 


the several States being as follows : 


Aa eS 2, 183, 022 
—— 1,017, 600 
— ———— —— 74. 


Total on November 1, 1909—— n eai 3. 621, 062 


I desire to call attention to the importance of asking Congress to 
authorize the Executive to reserve certain areas of these lands for the 
purpose of affording a supply of fuel oll for the future use of the navy. 
and to make such regulations as may be necessary for the preservation 
and extraction of such deposits. No legislation exists for the entry of 
oil and gas lands, other thait the general mining laws of the United 
States, which are not adaptable to the disposition of lands containing 
mineral oils and gar. 

Under the previous ađministration there were temporarily withdrawn, 
pending action by Congress, 4,702,520 acres of land, in the States 
of Wyoming, Idaho, and Utah, as containing phosphate deposits. These 
lands are being reexamined by the Geological Survey at my direction, 
with a view to eliminating all tracts not containing such deposits. 
The 1 85 — the original withdrawals has now been reduced to 44 eT 480 
acres 


elimination of nonphosphate lands, and I am advised by 
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the classifying officers that additional areas will be eliminated as a 
result of their examination. The lands containing phosphate are not 
3 to disposition, and should not be allowed to be of, 
as either placer or lode mineral claims, but the deposits should leased 
or sold in limited areas and on conditions preventing monopoly and 
insuring domestic use. 
The so-called “timber and stone acts” of June 8, 1878, and August 
4, 1902, should be repealed, and a law enacted roviding for the dispo- 
sition of all the rema ng timber upon the public lands separately from 
ition of the land after the timber is re- 
moved, under appropriate agricultural or mineral laws. 
The act of August 18, 1894 (28 Stat., 372, the Carey Act), as 
amended, should be modified in two important 5 
Under the law as it now stands the reservation of lands Copsa for 
by the States and Territories under that act is effective only m the 
ae of filing ai map: — ee an i Son Frequently —— the 
es are enga e pre nary wor! surveying an e eun- 
deavor to ascertain the feasibility of the reclamation of the lands, 
individual or corporate speculators file or enter upon the lands, thus 
interfering with or defeating the success of the state reclamation 


project. 

It has also happened in some Instances that the States or the con- 
tractors who have agreed to engage in the work of reclaiming lands 
under this act have allowed all or nearly all of the ten-year period of 
segregation 8 the act to elapse without engaging in bona 
fide reclamation work. Such a contingency should be provided against. 

I therefore recommend that section 4 of said act be amended so as 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 1 ar plication of the State 
or Territory, to withdraw areas of public t appear to be sus- 
ceptible of reclamation under the Act, pending examination of 


the lands the state officials, and the blige pe bance and filing of their 
map and plan of irrigation if the State determines to attempt the 
amation. Also that a proviso be added to the paragraph 


of said section 4 to the effect that unless actual construction of 
reclamation 


the | 
annulment of the contract and restore the lands segregated to the public 


domain. 
Unsurveyed railroad lands in national rests—The approximate 
aggregate of lands subject to adjustment — the railroad ke grants 
ional forests, within the primary limits, which are unsurveyed is 
6,057,400 acres, as shown by the following table: 


Acres. 
ee ee ee 
7777... E E TA 
Contre) PECO: an — — 58, 540 
California and: Oregon nnn nis ene 9, 660 

Se ie) ae Sa ee ee Se EA 
Atlantic and Pacific (now Santa Fe Pacific). —— „ 20 
— — Se spread —— 6, 057, 400 


These lands can not be surveyed out of too present or general appro- 

priations by Congress for the survey of 
without additional legislation would not give the department authority 
to reimburse itself out of the lands 
owners to make repayment on demand. is no incentive for the 
antees of these lands to ask for surveys and to make deposits therefor, 
much as until surveyed t are not subject to state or other local 
This ts undoubted, 


taxation. the main reason for the failure of the 
railroad companies to ously perfect title. It also apparent 
from this state of facts that the small timber-land owner, whose lands 


is placed at a 1 as he has to con- 
f taxation than he would if all such lands were 
a conserva- 
tive average value on timber lands), th 
a tax of one-half of 1 cent ‘ann 
$300,000 annually, w should be collectible for the support of state 


and local 
3 ing these land 
es n v ese lands surveyed for another reaso 
order that it may speedily complete the adjustment of these land grants. 
I therefore recommend that po a be asked to make an appropria- 
an 


vernment. This is the annual donation given to these great 
owners under the present system. The department — t = 
n, namely, 


tion sufficient to survey these im 
reimbursement of the cost thereof, ani 
prompt reimbursement. 


ose a lien upon them for the 
give authority to compel a 


Power sites.-—In anticipation of new l lation- by Congress to pre- 
vent the acquisition of power sites on public danai by 8 
persons or corporations, with the view of monopolizing or a hora 

ave 


controlling them Siem. the public interest, there h 


covering all locations known to power ee es on unappro- 
1 lands outside of natio forests. Without such withdrawals 

sites would be enterable under exist eir patenting 
pose any limita- 


f the Federal Government desires to exercise control or su ion 
over water-power development on the public domain, it can do so 
by limitations imposed upon the 0 wer and reservolr sites 


po 
upon the publie lands, the waters of the . zany subject to state 


reserved in the Federal Government, 
and only an easement granted for the 38 of developing and trans- 
mitting electrical power for private and public use, and for the storage 
of waters for power, irrigation, and other uses; 

t such easement be granted for a limited period, with a maxi- 
mum of at least thirty years, and the option of renewal for stated 
periods upon terms; 

3. That entry shall be accompanied by plans and specifications cover- 
installed, um horse- 


power ea a 
entry fee paid to show good faith, and that a transfer to the United 
States of the necessary water rights to permit of the estimated power 


development be made; 

4. That the construction period allowed entrymen for the develop- 
ment of at least 25 per cent of such power shall not extend beyond four 
granted by the Secretary of the 


ears, or such further time as may 

nterior upon a proper showing i z 
5. That a moderate charge I be made on the capital invested, or 
upon the gross earnings of the project for the first ten years of opera- 
ent ten-year period, and equitably deter- 


tion, adjusted at each subsequ 
mined by appraisement ; 

6. That rights and easements shall be forfeltable for failure to 
make development within the limitations imposed, or upon entry into 
any contract or combination to charge or fix rates beyond a reasonable 
profit on the investment and cost of o tion, or entry into any agree- 
ment or combination to limit the supply of electrical current, or failure 
to operate the plant; and, 

7. That all books and accounts shall always be subject to the inspec- 


tion of the department. 
Unreasonable or narrow restrictions beyond the necessity of public 


protection against monopoly, or extortion in cha will, of course, 
defeat development and serve no useful purpose. e statute shoul 
therefore, while giving full public protection against the abuses 9 


the privileges extended, so as consistent, encourage investment in 
these projects; and it must always be borne in mind that excessive 
charges for the franchise will upon the consumer. Legislation 
of this character proceeds upon the 33 that Congress can impose 
such contractual terms and conditions as it sees fit in the sale or use 
permitted of eet lands, so long as such 1 tions do not 
conflict with the powers properly exercised by the State wherein they 
may be situated. 


Withdrawals of public lands. 


Date. 


July 1, 1905, to Nov. 1, 1909 
e Coal (absolute withdrawal), Alaska: 
* Known workable anal 5 
Coal-bearing rocks 

Jan, 7 to Feb. 27, 19009 . . Conservation of water resources 
P Reservoir and poser in national forests. 
June 28, 1906, to Mar. 2, 1909. Bird reserves (44 in number) ..... 
Aug. 21, 1907, to Nov, 1, 1909. 

. 9, 1908... 
Feb. 24, 1909.. 


8, 092, 160 


s Classified. 
> 421,129 acres are covered by p 
the remaining area contains no sites. 


Withdrawals of public lands.—The above table shows withdrawals 
of public lands for various purpo , the dates of such withdrawals, 
preacher 7 any restorations thereof, and the approximate acreage 
ea 


ce. 
2 1 table does not include lands withdrawn under specific statutory 
authority. 
As 4 legal authority of the Secretary of the Interior to make even 
temporary withdrawals of public lands for the pur; 
to Congress what may 5 N to the Secre 
new legislation applicable t 
questioned, it is recommended that Congress give one 
such cases. 


resent “ power-site” withdrawals; 


¢ Classified, and restored as not containing oil. 
4 Classified, and restored as not containing phosphate. 


APPENDIX 2. 

An Appress DELIVERED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN BY JAMES 
R. GARFIELD, 
CONSERVATION. 


The permanent welfare of our nation can not be assured unless we 
in this generation provide for the conservation of our natural re- 
sources. Hitherto we have been N ee wasteful. We have been 
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Conservation does not mean disuse of resources, but wise use in 
accordance with the real needs of each generation. Mineral resources 
such as coal, oil, and phosphates necessarily are destroyed by use. 
Other resources such as land, water, and timber may be used and yet 
improved, increased, or replaced. Conservation means the prevention 
of neegiess waste in production, the development of highest efficiency 


ublic welfare demands equality of o tunity for all citizens in the 
—— of natural BOOG S i emande that the resources which are 


the 


works 
ediate profit. Such private interest ob; to 
bli on. 


Exactly as the railroads are ted because they are public utili- 
ties so must the interests that develop natural 
because they deal with public necessities. Unfair use or monopolization 


WE HAVE MADE PROGRESS. 


Only a few years ago the man was ridiculed who demanded public 
information about our natural resources and their use, . the 
nation against abuse, preached conservation, and urged public regula- 
pieron eaen the man who opposes conseryation is subject at least to 
suspicion. 

Fortunately conservation is becoming a vital 
tbere is much to conserve, and the wise owners of private in 
have learned that conservation is not opposed to fair profits and ulti- 
mate advantage, 

During the past few years an enormous amount has been done in 
working out the problem of conservation. A plain statement of what 
was done 088 oosevelt administration is opportune. 

Nearly 200,000,000 acres of public land were created into national 
forests, Under Mr. Pinchot's management of the Forest Service millions 
of feet of lumber have been saved from destruction and loss. Timber 
stealing has been stoppat The work of the National Forest Service 
has established a stan for wise forest t and proved the 


tion while yet 
terests 


managemen 

business value of scientifc, intelligent forestry. Those who now cut 

the public timber do so under tions that prevent promote 

continued oe ghee and provide for a fair payment to the public. 

The national forests are now used for cattle and eer.) g under 

rules that prevent overgrazing, yield a just compensation, protect the 
the small cattle or sh and make 


settler, give a fair chance to man, 
him secure against the on of the big man who formerly con- 
trolled the public grazing lands. 

The national forests have been selected and are being used for the 
further purpose of protecting and gens ores for all watersheds 
and sources of water supply. The value of service to the future 
welfare of our people can not be overestimated. In addition to the 
conservation of water, the Forest Service has checked the unregulated 
use of water powers within national forests. This action also is in 
the interest of the permanent welfare of our people, and is based upon 
the simple, fair proposition that water—a necessary public resource— 
must not be turned over in perpetuity to selfish private interests, but 
must be 9 under government regulations which will limit the 
grants to a definite term of years, provide for development, prevent 
1 holdings or extortionate rates, and yield a just compensa- 

on to the public. 

In 1906 Secretary Hitchcock withdrew from general entry about 
70,000,000 acres of coal land for the pu of examination and in 
order to prevent further illegal or fraudulent acquisition. When I 
became Secretary of the Interior I continued these withdrawals and 
directed that the coal lands in the Western States be classified and 
valued in accordance with their market value. During my adminis- 
tration about 80,000,000 acres were and revalued. President 
Roosevelt urged upon Congress the need of a change in the coal-land 
Jaws. He recommended that the coal be separated from the surface, 
the latter disposed of for the most available use, agriculture, grazing, 
or timber, and the coal disposed of at fair price by sale or lease, in 
accordance with the public needs, but under such regulations as would 

revent monopoly, tive 2 waste, and extortionate charge 
o the consumer. I advocated such legislation before the House Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands and made a report on a bill providing for it. 

Congress, however, passed a law merely authorizing the separation 
of surface and coal in certain pending bona fide homestead entries, a 
step in the right direction, but far from what is needed. 


WHY THE ALASKA CLAIMS WERE HELD UP. 


My order for valuation and classification could not apply to the coal 
-lands of Alaska, as by law their value was fixed at $ acre, but 
I continued Secretary Hitchcock's order, as I believed that most of the 
attempted locations or entries in Alaska were fraudulent or illegal. I, 
however, authorized the consideration of bona fide entries that had been 
made prior to the date of Secretary Hitchcock's order. The Alaska 
coal fields are of peculiar interest. They are centered in two great 
Alaska flelds, comparatively small in area, but enormously valuable. I 
found that some great interests were trying to segure control of the 
Alaska fields, and some bills were pending in Congress which, if 
passed, would bave validated many fraudulent entries. The old law 
was not satisfactory, but some of the proposed bilis would make it 
worse. I opposed, by report and oral h „ the bills that proposed 
to validate fraudulent or illegal entries, and pointed out the danger 
of those fields passing under monopolistic control, and urged that the 
proposed law apply only to bona fide entries or claims. Congress 
enacted a law which afforded some relief from the restrictions of the 
old law, and clearly made its 5 applicable only to bona fide 
entries or claims. hat Jaw did not give what is needed to safeguard 
the public interests, but it is better than the old law, and under it I 
was still able to paree the patenting of fraudulent or illegal entries, 
such as the Cunningham and similar claims. 

The results of the executive actions relating to coal were important. 
Illegal and fraudulent acquisition of coal lands was stopped, the greater 
part of the mainland coal was classified, much coal land omiy ac- 
sanea was recovered, the first steps toward better legislation were 
ken, the problem of conservation was clearly presented to Congress, 
the dangers of waste and monopolies were exposed, and definite sug- 
gestions were made for a system of lease or conditional sale. 


PHOSPHATE LANDS SAVED. 


About four and one-balf million acres of land containing mineral 
13 I withdrew from entry upon the report of Doctor Van 
ise, president of the University of Wisconsin, and then connected 
with the United States Geological Survey. ‘That report showed con- 
clusively that the agricultural lands of our country were steadily de- 
creasing in productivity, that every ton of our mineral phosphates is 
needed for our 8 lands, that the developed mineral phos- 
hates in the South are in the hands of monopoly, and that a very 
forse per cent of the papasi are being shipped abroad. The dan- 
a last-known mineral pe osphate lands on the 


ger was great that 


entered and control as the southern de- 


its. I 3 withdrew Serer 3 OS ur; 5555 * — s 
e pressing n of providing a leas system un whic se de- 
posits could be develo for the benefit of our own farmers; not 


grabbed by the monopolistic interests and exported to foreign shores. 
PROTECTING WATER-POWER SITES FROM MONOPOLY. 


— imposed federal ficials 
upon o 
welfare. 

The enormous increase in the use of water for 
and domestic consumption has induced great a 
big interests to acquire as man 

sible—there was imminent 
omain would be filed 


wer and irriga 
vity on the part 
available reservoir and power sites as 
anger that such sites left on the publie 
upon and o under conditions — 1 


to a definite period, require ene within 


reasonable time and 
at reasonable rates, and yield 


sation to the Government. 
ver the Executive could en- 
see spew was asked to include such 
o with er development. 
ations were being 
ective on the public 


areas re; 
pnt into force, and in order to make the policy 

lomain I had the engineers of the R mation Service during the 
summer of 1908 make a report to me of lands available for reservoir 
and power sites and power development. As a result of those reports 
I withdrew large areas of land from general entry. These withdrawals 
were not made hastily nor upon inadequate ormation. The lands 
were withdrawn under the provision of the reclamation act or under 
the su authority and executive discretion vested in the Secre- 
tary. he porposa of the withdrawals was well known and thoroughly 
understood. It has been suggested that those withdrawals did not 
really show for what they were made. Nothing could be farther from 
the truth. It was not the habit of the Roosevelt administration to 
deal in the dark. The oe reported aggregated about 3,500,000, 
but out of this should be cted all the vate lands and valid 
entries existing at the time of the withdrawals. These, of course, were 
excepted, and therefore the actual area withdrawn was very much less 
than the stated total would make it appear. But whatever the area, 
the purpose of these withdrawals was to make ample provision for the 
protection of the public interests and to afford opportunity for the de- 
termination of how the policy for future development of power might 
be made most effective, whether by executive action or by additional 
legislation. Thus the work was started for saving the power and 
reservoir sites on the public domain. 


IRRIGATION IMMENSELY VALUABLE. 


The work under the reclamation law is directly connected with power 
development, Wherever reservoirs and dams are needed for irrigation 
provec s there may be opportunity for power. Hence both objects may 

often com with advantage to the public. 

The irrigation work done by the Federal Government during the past 
eight years is practical conservation of the highest order—millions of 
acres of wonderfully rich land will ultimately be added to the productive 
area of our country. The intense cultivation required upon irrigated 
land results in an enormous increase of the yield per acre. 

The policy of President Roosevelt in dealing with water included all 
its uses from source to sea. It showed the necessity of considering 
a stream as a unit and as an essential part of a great watershed. The 
storage of water for power, irrigation, and domestic supply has direct 
influence upon navigation and flood control. The mere statement of the 
problem shows of strict government lation, the right of 
the Federal Government to act. o more intolerable monopoly can be 
imagined than that which would control the water supply of any great 
section of our country. 

This a not mean government operation. It means the very 
opposite. T he jaa is not to opaa e the water powers, but to 
permit their development and operation by private interests, under 
regulations of the character I have above referred to. Thus the public 
interests are safeguarded and the private interest is given what it is 
entitled to, no more, no 


PRESIDENT IS TRUSTEE FOR PEOPLE. 


What was done in dealing with these natural resources of timber, 
fuel, phosphates, and water shows most clearly the principle of execu- 
tive action which erned the Roosevelt administration. The Execu- 
tive is a trustee of the property, rights, and interests of the public. 
The people properiy consider the Executive as their particular advocate, 
their representative. His 5 carries with it grave 
a ga bilities and affords splendid opportunities to serve the people 
we 


President Roosevelt accepted both nsibilities and opportunities. 
The work for conservation was possible because he was constantly 
looking out for the public interest, and was willing to take action for 
the lic we un there was some prohibition under the Consti- 
tution or in law to prevent such action. 

The cy of conservation thus outlined and thus started does not 
mean tarding of present development. On the con „it makes 
possible wise development in accordance with the needs of genera- 
tion, but it prevents this generation from squandering these resources 
and checks unjust aggression by private interest. 
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DUTY OF CONGRESS TO ACT. 


The next step in the policy of conservation is legislative action to 
supplement what the Executive has done and to provide means for 
further safeguarding the public interests wherever necessary. The dan- 

r to the conservation movement now is inaction. The public welfare 

emands action. No condition is so satisfactory to ve private 

interest as inaction on the part of the public authorities. The constant 
striving by private interest for its own profit, for a largey share or 
control of natural resources can only be kept within proper bounds by 
ceaseless vigilance and activity on the part of the people's representa- 
tives, both executive and legislative. he people have approved what 
has been done and insist that what has been gained s not be lost 
nor progress checked by inactivity or a backward step. 

The fight for conservation is now in the Halls of Congress. The 

resent administration has recommended and outlined the legislation 
t deems necessary to carry out most effectively the work and policy. 
It now rests with our representatives in Senate and House to do their 
share in fulfilling the pl given our people that our vital natural re- 
sources shall be conserved and used for the benefit of all the people of 
this and future generations. 

lt is not an easy task to obtain legislation which is mg by great 
vested interests. ve may be sure that all the men and corporations 
who have in years gone acquired ownership or control of lan ber, 
coal, oil, phosphates, and water, free from regulation or condition and 
without just compensation to the public, will not voluntarily acquiesce 
in the proposed changes. There is no danger that the rights and de- 
mands of such interests will be neglected; the danger is that the public 
interest se? be forgotten. 

e people must see to it that their side of these t questions is 
as rag? watched, as capably presented as is the side of private in- 
terest. t is easier to prevent slation than to obtain it, hence the 
people will have the more difficult task in the pending struggle, but 
Poot can win if their leaders are true to their trust, fair but firm in 
their demands, not satisfied with mere promises, nor lulled into false 
security by the old ious ument of business prosperity. 

The fight for regulation of the use of our natural resources is of the 
same character as that for the control of corporations, but even more 
vital to the 3 of our Nation. Both questions are ethical and 
social, as well as industrial and political. We pride ourselves upon our 
reedom, our individual liberty of action—yet this is an idle boast, a 
sham, unless we insure equality of ri Seo a a to every citizen and use 
oe effort to increase his vital, intellectual, and moral efficiency. 

The public control and regulation of corporations will lessen the 
abuses of unchecked industrial power; the conservation of our natural 
resources provides for the future of our Nation. Both widen individual 
opportunity and increase national as well as individual efficiency. 

‘either policy is an unjust attack upon personal or yee rights, 
but each is founded upon the proposition that the public welfare of 
higher importance than private interest, and that in case of conflict 
public welfare must control. 
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CONSERVATION AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY. 


The American people have evidently made up their minds that our 
natural resources must be conserved. That is good, but it settles only 
half the question. For whose benefit shall they be conserved—for the 
benefit of the many or for the use and profit of the few? The great 
conflict now being fought will decide. ere is no other question be- 
fore us that begins to be so nag, sono or that will be so difficult to 
straddle, as the great question tween special interest and equal op- 

rtunity, between the privileges of the few and the rights of the many, 

tween government by men for human welfare and government by 
money for profit, between the men who stand for the Roosevelt policies 
and the men who stand against them. This is the heart of the con- 
servation problem to-day. x 

The conservation issue is a moral issue. When a few men get 
session of one of the necessaries of life, either through ownership of a 
natural resource or tarouga unfair business methods, and use that con- 
trol to extort undue profits, as in the recent cases of the sugar trust 
and the beef packers, they injure the average man without good rea- 
son, and they are guilty of a moral wrong. It does not matter whether 
the undue profit comes through ea | competition by rebates or other 
crooked devices, through corruption of public officials, or through seiz- 
ing and monopolizing resources which belong to the ple. The result 
is RAYA the same—a toll levied on the cost of living through special 

rivilege. 

8 The income of the average family in the United States is less than 
$600 a year. To increase the cost of rng to such a family beyond 
the reasonable profits of legitimate business is wrong. It is not merely 
a 3 of a few cents more a day for the necessaries of life, or of 
a few cents less a 9 wages. r more is at stake — the health 
or sickness of little bies, the education or ignorance of children, 
virtue or vice in young daughters, honestly or criminality in young 
sons, the working power of breadwinners, the integrity of families, the 
provision for old age—in a wo the welfare and opina or the 
eet and degradation of the plain people are involved the cost of 
ving. 

To the special interest an unjust rise In the cost of living means 
simply higher profit, but to those who pay it, that profit is measured 
in schooling, warm clothing, a reserve to meet emergencies, a fair 
chance to make the fight for comfort, decency, and right naag. 

I believe in our form of government and I believe in the golden rule. 
But we must face the truth that monopoly of the sources of produc- 
tion makes it impossible for vast numbers of men and women to earn 
a fair living. Right here the conservation question touches the dail 
life of the great body of our people, who pay the cost of special privi- 
lege. And the price is heavy. hat price may be the chance to save 
the boys from the saloons and the corner gang, and the girls from 
worse, and to make good citizens of them instead of bad; for an 
appalling ooo of the tragedies of life spring directly from the 
lack of a little money. Thousands of daughters of the poor fall into 
the hands of the white-slave traders because thelr poverty leaves them 
without protection. Thousands of families, as the Pittsburg survey 
has shown us, lead lives of brutalizing overwork in return for the 
barest living. Is it fair that these thousands of families should have 
less than they need in order that a few families should have swollen 
fortunes at their expense? Let him who dares deny that there is 
wickedness in grinding the faces of the poor, or assert that these are 


who 


material progress under this 5 5 — but it is not well for us to re- 
in the slices the s al interests have given us from 

t loaf of the pio rty of all the people, 

e people of the United States have been the complacent victims 
of a system of , often perpetrated by men who would have been 
surprised beyond measure to be accused of wrongdoing, and many of 
whom in their private lives were model citizens. But they have suf- 
fered from a curious moral perversion by which it becomes praise- 
worthy to do for a corporation things which they would refuse with 
the loftiest scorn to do for themselves. Fortunately for us all, that 
delusion is passing rapidly away. 
ident Hadley well said that “the fundamental division of pow- 
ers in the Constitution of the United States is between voters on the 
one hand and property owners on the otber.” When property gets 
possesion of the voting power also, little is left for the people. That 
s why the unholy alliance between business and politics is the most 
erous fact in our political life. I believe the American people are 
of that alliance. They are weary of politics for revenue only, 
It is time to take business out of politics, and keep it out—time for the 
political activity of this Nation to be aimed squarely at the welfare of 
all of us, and squarely away from the excessive profits of a few of us. 

A man is not bad because he is rich nor good because he is poor. 
There is no monopoly of virtue. I hold no brief for the poor against 
the rich nor for the wage-earner against the capitalist. Exceptional 
capacity in business, as in any other line of life, should meet with 
ie, dnt reward. Rich men have served this country greatly. 
Washington was a rich man. But it is very clear that excessive profits 
from the control of natural resources, 8 by a few, are not 
worth to this Nation the tremendous price they cost us. 

We have allowed the great corporations to occupy with their own 
men the strategic points in business, in social, and in political life. 
It is our fault more than theirs. We have allowed it when we could 
have stopped it. Too often we have seemed to forget that a man in 

ublic life can no more serve both the special interests and the people 

n he can serve God and Mammon. There is no reason why the 
American people should not take into their hands again the full polit- 
ical powes which is theirs by right, and which they exercised before the 
special interests began to nullify the will of the majority. There are 
many men who believe, and who will always believe, in the divine right 
of money to rule. With such men argument, compromise, or concilla- 
tion is useless or worse. The only thing to do with them is to fight 
them and beat them. It has been done, and it can be done again. 

It is the honorable distinction of the Forest Service that it has been 
more constantly, more violently, and more bitterly attacked by the 
representatives of the special interests in recent years than any 
other government bureau. These attacks have increased in violence 
and bitterness just in proportion as the service has offered effective 
opposition to predatory wealth. The more successful we have been in 
preventing land grabbing and the absorption of water power by the 
special interests, the more ingenious, the more devious, and the more 
dangerous these attacks have become. A favorite one is to assert that 
the Forest Service, in its zeal for the public welfare, has played ducks 
and drakes with the acts of Congress. The fact is, on the contrary, 
that the service has had warrant of law for everything it has done. 
Not once since it was created has any charge of illegality, despite the 
most searching investigation and the bitterest attack, ever led to 
reversal or reproof by either House of Congress or by any congressional 
committee. Not once has the Forest Service been defeated or reversed 
as to any vital legal principle underlying its work in any court or 
administrative tribunal-of last resort. We hold it to be the first duty 
of a public officer to obcy the law. But we hold it to be his second 
duty, and a close second, to do everything the law will let him do for 
the public food. and not merely what the law directs or compels him 
to do. Unless the public service is alive enough to serve the people 
with enthusiasm, there is very little to be said for it. 

Another, and unusually plausible, form of attack is to demand that 
all land not now bearing trees shall be thrown out of the national 
forests. For centuries forest fires have burned through the western 
mountains, and much land thus deforested is scattered throughout the 
national forests awaiting reforestation. This land is not valuable for 
agriculture, and will contribute more to the general welfare under 
forest than in any other way. ‘To exclude it from the national forests 
would be no more reasonable than it would be in a city to remove 
from taxation and municipal control every building lot not now covered 
by a house. It would be no more reasonable than to condemn and 
take away from our farmers every acre of land that did not bear a 
crop last year, or to confiscate a man's winter overcoat because he was 
not wearing it in July. A generation in the life of a nation is no 
longer than a season in the life of a man. With a fair chance we can 
and will reclothe these denuded mountains with forests, and we ask 
for that chance. 

Still another attack, nearly successful two years ago, was an N 
to prevent the Forest Service from telling the people, through the 
press, what it is accomplishing for them, and how much this nation 
needs the forest. If we can not tell what we are doing the time will 
come when there will be nothing to tell. It is just as necessary for 
the people to know what is being done to help them as to know what 
is being done to hurt them. Publicity is the essential and indispen- 
sable condition of clean and effective public service. 

Since the Forest Service called public attention to the rapid absorp- 
tion of the water-power sites and the threatening growth of a great 
water-power monopoly, the attacks upon it have increased with marked 
rapidity. I anticipate that they will continue to do so. Still greater 
opposition is promised in the near future. There is but one protec- 
tion—an awakened and determined public opinion. That is why I give 
you the facts. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada with- 
draws the resolution as a resolution of instruction, and, with- 
out objection, the resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I should like to say a word 
before this resolution is referred. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before the Senator from Nevada takes 
his seat—— 


dan; 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
~ yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to inquire whether he 
submitted as a part of his request that the documents referred 
to by him be printed as a Senate document. If not, I suggest 
that he do so, in order that it may not be necessary for anyone 
else to make that request. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask also that the data to which I 
have referred be printed as a public document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the documents which he has catalogued 
also be printed as Senate documents. Does the Senator desire 
to have them printed as separate documents? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As a Senate document. Is there 
objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I take the liberty at this time 
of occupying just a moment, to call attention to what appears 
to me to be a serious defect in the joint resolution. I think 
perhaps this is the proper time to suggest it to the committee, 
before they commence to examine the matter. I will not do so 
if the joint resolution has been prepared by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and I would not even criticise it if the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Jones] has given it his careful consideration. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator from Maryland, the 
fact that the resolution has not been given the consideration it 
ought to have is one reason I desire that it should go to the 
committee. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then the committee will pardon me for mak- 
ing a suggestion. Of course, the committee is perfectly power- 
less unless it can summon witnesses and compel the production 
of papers. I think the clause in the joint resolution would per- 
haps not confer that power on them. The clause reads: 


In case of disobedience to a subpœna this committee may invoke the 
aid of the court of appeals of the District of Columbia— 


The court of appeals of the District of Columbia is an appel- 
late tribunal, with statutory jurisdiction. I am not prepared to 
say whether or not that provision is lawful, but, assuming that 
it is, I pass that by. The joint resolution proceeds: 


or any of the circuit courts of the United States within the jurisdiction 
of which any inquiry may be carried on. 


Under the Constitution it is provided: 
The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity. 


This is neither a case in law nor is it a case in equity; it is 
an investigation before a congressional committee. I am pretty 
well satisfied that we can not give the circuit courts of the 
United States any jurisdiction in such a case. 

But there is one point to which I want particularly to advert, 
and that is that there is a general statute that covers this whole 
subject, a statute that has been passed upon by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I would ask the committee not to 
frame a special resolution giving the court of appeals of the 
District of Columbia jurisdiction that it never had, and con- 
ferring upon the circuit courts of the United States a jurisdic- 
tion which I doubt very much whether it could confer upon 
them when there is a general statute covering the whole subject 
that the Supreme Court of United States has passed upon. 
It is chapter 7, section 102, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States: 


Sec. 102. Every 
the authority of ei 
duce papers upon an; 


pesa who, having been summoned as a witness by 
er House of Co to give testimony or to pro- 

matter under inqui ore either House, or any 
committee of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the ques- 
tion under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, hable 
by a fine of not more than 223 nor less than $100, and imprisonment 
in a ame jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve 
months. 


And then the last section of the chapter: 


Sec. 104. Whenever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 
102 fails to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the 
President of the Senate or the 8 er of the House, as the ease may 
be, shall certify the fact under the seal of the Senate or House to the 
district attorney for the District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be 
to bring the matter before the grand jury for their action. 

Mr. MONEY. When was that passed? : 

Mr. RAYNER. That statute was passed on the 3d of May, 
1798, and was amended on the 24th of January, 1857. It was 
under this statute that the investigation of the sugar case 
was had. 


That case was ably argued before the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, before the court of appeals of the District 
of Columbia, and then went to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and the courts held that the statute was valid 
and constitutional. I have not the case before me, but I believe 
that a witness who refused to testify was imprisoned. When 
there is a general statute covering a case passed upon by the 
Supreme Court, I suggest to the committee that it would be a 
dangerous thing to attempt to confer jurisdiction upon an ap- 
pellate tribunal in this District and jurisdiction in the circuit 
courts of the United States when they have no constitutional 
jurisdiction except in cases of law and equity, and I doubt 
whether this would present such a case. 

If I were drawing this resolution, I respectfully submit that 
I would not put anything of that sort in at all. I would let it 
stand under the general law, because the Supreme Court has 
passed on the general law, and you would be perfectly safe in 
letting it rest under that provision of the statute. I merely 
take the liberty of making these suggestions. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am greatly obliged to the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] for calling my attention 
to this matter, but I think that if he will examine the statute— 
and I only judge from the Senator’s reading of it—he will find 
that that statute applies only to investigations conducted by 
one House or the other singly. This joint resolution provides 
for a joint investigation under an act of Congress, and the 
investigation, in my opinion, would hardly come under the law 
to which the Senator has referred. I submit that question 
to the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I do not think it could pos- 
sibly bear that construction. The statutes reads: 

Every person who having been summoned as a witness by the au- 
thority of either House of Congress 

If either House of Congress has a right to certify a contempt, 
surely both Houses of Congress have a right to do so under this 
statute. It seems to me that the law would apply to a joint 
investigation. Otherwise the law does not carry out the pur- 
pose for which it was evidently framed; that is, to cover the 
entire case. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say to the Senator from Mary- 
land that the committee will give careful consideration to the 
question and endeavor to have the resolution framed so as to be 
within the pale of the Constitution and law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate for a moment. In common with every- 
body else, I regret the circumstances which have suggested an 
investigation of high public officials of the Government. I am 
in hearty accord with the resolution which was introduced by 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], and I trust that the 
investigation may be made thorough and, above all things, that 
it may not be unduly prolonged. 

I feel sure that a certain exaggeration of matters involved 
has entered into the public mind. I believe that the subject 
can be resolved into a very few questions and that the com- 
mittee, with care and diligence, will be able to get at the bot- 
tom of a dispute which has grown ugly and in some respects 
oe in connection with the administration of our public 
affairs, 

If I have followed correctly the course of the controversy, it 
arose in connection with certain alleged acts or failures to 
act on the part of the Department of the Interior, and this 
resolution is now directed toward the investigation of those 
charges and also of the Department of Agriculture, so far as 
the Bureau of Forestry is concerned. I was interested to know, 
if possible, with some accuracy what the charges were against 
the Bureau of Forestry. I had seen little about that in the 
public press; but later newspaper discussion developed the fact 
that the Bureau of Forestry is involved in the matter on ac- 
count of charges made that officials of that bureau have insti- 
gated and kept alive accusations directed against the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. A charge like that, of course, is sufficiently 
grave to involve the investigation of the Bureau of Forestry 
in connection with the charges directed against the Secretary 
of the Interior. s 

I was interested to find out, if possible, what activity, if any, 
the Bureau of Forestry had had in connection with the accusa- 
tions against the Department of the Interior. I took the liberty 
of inquiring of the chief of that bureau, a man, I think, con- 
ceded by all to be a public servant with a high standard of 
fidelity to public duty. I asked him what activity, if any, 


his department had had in promulgating and keeping alive these 
accusations. He was kind enough to reply to my inquiry at 
some length, giving a candid—because he is not capable of 
any statement that is not truthful and candid—statement of 
the actions of employees of the Bureau of Forestry which were 
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subject to the criticisms which have been directed against the 
bureau. He does not pretend to conceal the fact that subordi- 
nates of the bureau did aid in the formulation, investigation, 
and publication of certain charges directed against the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; and he gives a full and, I think, a fair 
statement of what was done, together with a statement of his 
views as to the propriety of it. I take the liberty to ask the 
Secretary to read his letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


OFFICE OF THE FORESTER, 
Washington, January 5, 1910. 


Hon, J. P. DOLLIVER, 
Chairman Committce on Agriculture and Forestry, 
United States Senate. 


My DEAR Senator: In accordance with your request, I am glad to 
make a statement concerning certain actions of Messrs. Price and 
Shaw, chiefly in reference to claims for coal lands located within the 
Chugach National Forest. By my direction they have prepared an 
official report upon the subject, which I am transmitting at once to the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

This —. —.— shows that Messrs. Price and Shaw made public certain 
official ormation regarding the so-called “Cunningham claims” for 
coal lands in Alaska. The effect of the publication was to direct crit- 
ical public attention to the actions of the Interior Department. 

It shows also that they countenanced the publication 2 5 R. 
Glavis of certain facts concerning these claims after he had dis- 
mi: from office, and that in other ways they endeavored to direct 
public attention to the imminent danger that the Alaska coal fields, 
still in government ownership, ng 5 pass forever into private hands 
with little or no compensation to the 9 

The report further makes it clear that the information in reference 
to the Cunningham coal claims made public by Price and Shaw was 
1 within the knowl of the Forest Service, because these 
claims lie chiefly within a national forest. This information, also, was 
of a nature pro to be made public unless there are secrets which the 
people of the United States are not entitled to know concerning the 
source, nature, and progress of claims made for portions of the public 
lands. The rumor at the Glavis report to the President was pre- 
pared in or by the Forest Service is incorrect. At Glavis's request I 
sent Shaw, as it was proper I should, to Chi to assist him in ar- 
ran his material for submission to the President. No material con- 
tained the Glavis report was contributed either directly or indirectly 
by_any member of the Forest Service. 

Messrs. Price and Shaw were confronted by an extraordinary situa- 
tion. Information had come to them which convinced them t the 
porus interests in a matter within the line of their official duties were 
— ave danger at the hands of fraudulent claimants to these coal 


Action through the usual official channels, and finally even an appeal 
to the President, had resulted (because of what I believe to have been 
a mistaken impression of the facts) in eliminating from the government 
service, in the person of Glavis, the most vigorous defender of the 

ple’s interests. Furthermore, the refusal of the Secretary of the 
nterior to assume responsibility in the cases had left their conduct 
wholly in the hands of subordinates, each of whom was apparently com- 
mitted in favor of patenting these claims. 

Finally, from the report as a whole it is a erd evident that the 
action of Price and Shaw was taken with the single object of protecting 
the property of the people of the United States. It is clear not only 
that Pie Meese | from a high and unselfish sense of public duty, but that 
they deliberately chose to risk their official positions rather permit 
what they believed to be the wrongful loss of public property. 

You asked me what recommendation I would make to Secretary 
Wilson as to Price and Shaw. Without hesitation I shall take the po- 
sition that their action violated a rule of propriety as between the de- 
partments, It deserved a reprimand and has received one. But I shall 
recommend, likewise without hesitation, that no further action in their 
case is required. 

My reasons for this recommendation are as follows: 

The action of these two men was most unusual, but so was the situa- 
tion which called it forth. The best proof is that Congress itself has 
been asked to take the extraordinary step of investigating the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, notwithstanding that it is a part of a coordinate 
branch of the Government. ‘This action of Congress can not be ascribed 
to the conduct of two subordinate officials. 

Price and Shaw successfully directed public attention to a national 
danger. They increased the people's interest in the ple's property, 
and powerfully fostered the desire to conserve it. here is now far 
less chance that the Alaska coal fields will pass into the hands of 
fraudulent claimants than there was before they acted. 

They acted on what they believed to be trustworthy information. 
Many considerations which had not been brought home to the Presi- 
are fone as appears from his letter of September 13, had weight 
with them. 

The rules of official decorum exist in the interest of efficient adminis- 
tration, and of that alone. If they are used to prevent an honest and 

ant officer from saving the property of the public, their purpose is 
violated, and they have become worse than useless. 

Price and Shaw concede that what they did recy, Sa propriety. 
But measured by the emergency which faced them, the purity of 
their motives, and the results which they accomplished, their breach 
of propriety sinks well-nigh to insignificance. 

disclaim any intention or desire to shirk any part of my own 
legitimate responsibility for what was done by Price and Shaw, who 
were selected by me and trained in the Forest Service. If they ap- 
led too readily to public opinion, it must be remembered that they 
long to a service which has n and is now almost wholly dependent 
upon enlighted public approval. 

I have known Mr. Price for about fifteen years and Mr. Shaw for 
about seven years. They are honorable men of great experience and 
high efficiency in their work and of peculiar value to the Government. 
They endangered their positions and the chance to continue their life 
wo! for the sake of protecting the interests of the people in this 
country in a matter of vast public importance. They deserve no 

er condemnation. 
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What Price and Shaw did raises a question of principle which should 
not be obscured either by personal considerations or possible mistakes 
on their part. This question relates to the duty of a public officer: 
It may be answered thus: A public officer is bound first to obey the law 
and keep within it. But he also bound, at any personal risk, to do 
eve the law will let him do for the public good. 

In tak g unusual steps under this principle of public duty the 
faithful public servant may risk reprimand or dismissal. So may any 
man who does his duty under difficulties. 

Jefferson said in justification for the unusual action of the Louisiana 


rchase : 

“The Executive, in seizing the fugitive occurrence, which so much 
advances the good of their country has done an act beyond the Con- 
stitution. The Legislature, in casting behind them metaphysical sub- 
tleties and risking themselves like faithful servants, must ratify and 
pay for it, and throw themselyes on their country for doing for them 
unauthorized what we know they would have done for themselves had 
ey been in a situation to do it.” 4 

hen Price and Shaw forced publicity concerning the Cunningham 
claims, they broke no law and at worst were guilty only of the viola- 
tion of official propriety. Without question they did for the le of 
this country what the people would have done for themselves had they 


in a situation to do it. 
Very sincerely, yours, GIFFORD Pincuor, Forester. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not desire to com- 
ment upon this letter, though I have felt that there was not 
any impropriety in allowing it to appear in the RECORD of our 
proceedings. I have, as I think all of us have, the most pro- 
found confidence in the wisdom and good judgment with which 
the President has taken up the question of effective legisla- 
tion in respect to the conservation of natural resources. I ven- 
ture to express the hope and the belief that this Congress will 
put into the permanent form of law the wise and broad and 
statesmanlike recommendations which the President has in 
mind in respect to the public lands and the national properties 
incident to them. I think, however, it is easy to overstate the 
slowness and apparent incapacity with which these matters 
have been pursued in times past, 

The policy of forest preservation is hardly ten years old in 
our Government. It would be an erroneous impression to leave 
on the public mind, as I think the remarks of my honored 
friend from Washington [Mr. Jones] yesterday might have a 
tendency to do, that much had been said and little done by 
those who have taken an interest in the preservation of the 
public property represented in the national domain. The fact 
is that much has been done. Within that ten years the forest 
properties of the United States have grown from practically 
nothing to nearly 200,000,000 acres of land, either coyered by 
forests or capable of forestation. 7 

It is also erroneous to say that nothing definite has been sug- 
gested by those who have felt friendly to this great national 
enterprise. The honored Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son] has introduced in definite form bills relating to the public 
lands and natural resources as broad as any friend of the policy 
might hope for or wish. The same thing has been done in more 
than one Congress, I think, by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. La Forrerre]. Besides that, the Conservation Commis- 
sion, of which I am a very humble member, appointed some 
years ago by the former President of the United States, did 
formulate practical, full, and efficient provisions to be enacted 
into law for carrying out the policies which they were appointed 
to investigate and cast in definite form. While it may be proper 
for others to comment upon the failure to suggest practicable 
lines of policy in other years, it certainly does not lie with any 
Member of either House of Congress to complain that nothing 
definite has been said, and therefore nothing effective has been 
done, for the responsibility is upon the Congress of the United 
States that the work of the Conservation Commission was 
scattered and lost by what appears to be almost a malicious 
discountenance of its work and of its very existence by both 
Houses of Congress, accompanied by a failure to make any pro- 
vision either for carrying on its work or even for publishing 
the results which its deliberations had reached. 

I for one feel that every citizen of the United States is to be 
congratulated that we are to-day living in a better atmosphere, 
and that what two years ago was regarded as radical and unpal- 
atable and suitable to be kicked about on the floor of both 
Houses of Congress has gradually, by the progress of sound 
public opinion throughout the United States, grown into a na- 
tional conviction so universal and so strong that what we were 
not able to do at all two years ago is likely to be done this year 
with enthusiasm and by unanimous consent, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I simply wish to add one 
word to what I have already said, and that is to emphasize the 
immediate importance of taking up the consideration of legis- 
lation relating to this matter. The contention between the two 
forces is as to the power of the Executive to protect the public 
domain, which is now being administered under laws ad- 
mittedly inadequate to meet the economic requirements of the 
West and admittedly inadequate to secure the protection of the 
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interests of the people themselves against the spoliation of 


powerful private interests. Under those laws entries can be 
made of any and all of the public lands except those expressly 
withdrawn from entry under authority of law. The present 
administration is, as I understand it, opposed to the view of 
the last administration regarding its power over the public 
domain, insisting that it can act only under the law and that 
authority under the law for every act must be shown. The 
last administration took a different view. It took the view 
that, as general custodian of the public domain, it could protect 
that domain against spoliation by private interests, and it was 
repeatedly calling the attention of Congress, as the present ad- 
ministration is doing, to the necessity of legislation upon this 
subject. The view of this administration resulted in the Sec- 
retary of the Interior restoring to entry large areas of land 
which had been withdrawn by Secretary Garfield, but the pub- 
lic sentiment aroused by that action was so strong and vigorous 
as to induce the Interior Department to materially modify its 
action and to take the ground that, at all events, it had the 
power to withhold these lands from public entry until it could 
have opportunity to call upon Congress to act. 

The position of this administration is that if the Congress 
does not act, its power to continue these withdrawals no longer 
exists, and that these lands will be subject to entry under the 
laws—under these laws inadequate to meet the economic re- 
quirements of the West, and under these laws which prevent 
the protection of the natural resources of the country from 
absorption by great private interests. 

We are entering upon important legislation on other lines. 
We are likely to have our attention absorbed in great questions 
of legislation. There is a lull in legislation now, during the 
period when preparation is being made by the various commit- 
tees for legislative action. Why should we not now take up 
these questions, upon which we are all substantially agreed, 
and with reference to which public opinion has been formulated? 
How does it involve any discourtesy to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the Senate of the United States to indicate to that 
committee its opinion of the importance of this question and 
of the desirabilty of its immediate consideration? 

These resolutions will go to the Committee on Public Lands, 
of which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is the 
honored chairman. We all know how zealous he is in all his 
public duties, and I take it that it is hardly necessary to urge 
upon him the importance of bringing that committee together 
regarding these questions and of taking advantage of this lull 
in legislation to press upon the attention of Congress these 
measures. We will thus clear our decks for the important leg- 
islation that is coming later on, and we will rest content, at 
least, that these measures of reform regarding our natural 
resources will not suffer from the heat and passion which may 
be aroused by the pending investigation. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
make a brief statement? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say to the Senator from Nevada 
that I have already taken initiatory steps to secure the proper 
legislation. Since the adjournment of Congress for the holiday 
recess I prepared a bill, and I introduced it yesterday, covering 
the various features of our land system and aiming to carry out 
the recommendations of the administration in respect to the 
same, 

I have carefully read the reports of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office and of the Secretary of the Interior, and I 
shall invite the attention of the committee to this bill which I 
introduced yesterday. I hope every Senator will examine it, 
I shall not rest until I get some action by that committee upon 
legislation of the kind to which the Senator from Nevada has 
referred. I can assure him there will be no purpose on my part 
to delay the good work in that direction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada offer his resolution as an amend- 
ment of the joint resolution of the Senator from Washington or 
as a separate resolution? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have almost lost track of the parlia- 
mentary situation. I ask that they all be referred together to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As a separate resolution? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; as a separate resolution. 

Mr. NELSON. I suppose the two resolutions will go to the 
Committee on Public Lands together, to be considered by that 
committee. That is all that is necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all, 


XLY——24 


Mr. HALE. I listened carefully, Mr. President, to the re- 
markable letter of the Chief Forester to the Senator from Iowa 
IMr. DoLLIVER]. I should hope, and I believe, that my friend 
from Iowa in submitting this letter now was not in any way 
seeking to prejudge the case with the public or to forestall the 
result or to interfere in any way with the calm deliberation 
of whatever committee finally takes up this important matter. 
I acquit my friend the Senator from Iowa of any such purpose. 
And yet the publicity of this letter now will surely tend to 
sharpen the controversy and, in some degree, tend to forestall 
public opinion upon it. 

But more than anything else, what occurred to me with force 
was the communication upon such a matter from a subordinate 
officer in one of the departments, discussing general policies and 
commenting upon the course of his superiors, in a communica- 
tion to a Senator of the United States. I have sent for the 
Presidential order which was issued not many weeks since, 
previous to the date of this letter of the Chief Forester, de- 
claring in terms that no subordinate officer in any department 
of the Government should discuss, except through his chief, 
the head of his department, public matters, either with any 
Senator or with any committee; and subordinates in that order 
were forbidden even to go before committees when summoned 
to discuss in any way or give information upon matters affecting 
the public and the general public policy, except through the 
head of the department to which they belong. I present the 
executive order: 


Executive order No. 1142. 
Tue WHITE House, November 26, 1909. 

It is hereby ordered that no bureau, office, or division chief, or subor- 
dinate in any department of the Government, and no officer of the Army 
or Navy or Marine Corps stationed in Washington, shall apply to either 
House of Congress, or to any committee of either House 0 Con 
or to any Member of Congress, for legislation, or for appropriations, or for 
congressional action of any kind, except with the consent and knowledge 
of the head of the department; nor shall any such person respond to 
any request for information from either House of Congress, or any 
committee of either House of Congress, or any Member of Congress, 
except through, or as authorized by, the head of his W 

M. H. Tarr. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether that order in its full 
scope can be maintained, but it is an existing order, modified 
a few days since by permitting subordinate officers to appear 
before committees and testify as to details in their depart- 
ments, but not in any way suggesting anything with regard to 
the general policy of the department or of any department on 
any great question. 

I have a high opinion, Mr. President—not that that is of 
much account—of the men who represent each side of this con- 
troversy—the Secretary, Mr. Ballinger, and the Chief Forester, 
Mr. Pinchot. They are both men of character, experience, in- 
tegrity, and neither should attempt to forestall this most im- 
portant investigation. 

I have called attention to this infraction of the President's 
order, which I presume the Chief Forester did not have in mind 
when he wrote the letter to the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I will say to the honored 
Senator from Maine that it was no part of my intention by 
causing to be read this letter stating the facts in relation to the 
connection of the Bureau of Forestry with the accusations 
against the Secretary of the Interior to forestall or in any 
way color the public judgment or the judgment of the com- 
mittee that is to be charged with this investigation. In fact 
I think I would have avoided presenting this letter altogether 
if, speaking for one party, those who are represented by the 
Senator from Maine as the antagonists in this controversy for 
the Secretary of the Interior himself, had not set a precedent 
for thus, in the form of a letter, exposing his views of the case 
in the record of the Senate. Of course such a letter as that 
signed by the Secretary of the Interior might, if public opinion 
could be forestalled in that way, have the same evil effect on 
the public mind that this letter of Mr. Pinchot may have. 

I do not believe that either letter will have or ought to have 
any effect upon the investigation of this matter, and if the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior states the truth, as he 
understands it, and this letter of Mr. Pinchot states facts, as 
he understands them, I do not think either letter will in any 
sense embarrass either the public mind or the deliberations of 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the joint resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Washington and the resolution of the 
Senator from Neyada will be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 
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CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. DEPEW. I move that Senate resolution 116, submitted 
by me yesterday, relating to claims of postmasters in New 
York, which is now on the table, be referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALASKA COAL LANDS—L, R. GLAVIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. Flur, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered 
to be printed (S. Doc. No. 248): 


To the Senate: i 
In response to the resolution of the Senate of December 21, 


à Senate resolution 112. 

Whereas L. R. Glavis, then chief of a field division of the General 
Land Office, in the Department of the Interior, in the month of August, 
1909, laid before the ident certain charges * page the conduct of 
the Interior Department, and particularly af g the action of the 
Secretary of the Interior, the retary of the Interior, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the Chief of the Field 
Service of the said General Land Office, having particular reference to 
proceedings regarding certain coal-land claims in the Territory of 

Whereas the President thereafter directed the dismissal from the 
service of the said L. R. Glavis upon the ground that the charges made 
by him were not sustained, and that he had been guilty of misrepre- 
sentation and suppression of material facts in formulating said charges: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President be, and is hereby, requested, if in his 
opinion not 5 pnie 3 to singe! = 

a re 8 men „ in W 
etad in FORIO hie conclusions pith retenonce to the said charges. £ 

I transmit herewith the following papers: 

Original statement of charges made to the President by L. R. 
Glavis, dated August 11, 1909. 

Summary of the same, signed by Glavis, together with two 
notes to the President from Mr. Pinchot, each dated August 10, 
1909. 

Supplementary statement or letter from L. R. Glavis to the 
President, dated September 3, 1909, with copy letter referred to 
therein attached thereto. 

Copy of letter from the President to Secretary Ballinger, 
dated August 22, 1909. 

Copy of letter addressed by the President to Messrs. Pierce, 
Dennett, and Schwartz, respectively, dated August 21, 1909. 

Reply by Secretary Ballinger to the President, dated Sep- 
tember 4, 1909, with exhibits attached. 

Letter from Secretary Ballinger to the President, dated Sep- 
tember 10, 1909, with accompanying letter from Mr. Schwartz 
to Secretary Ballinger, and telegram from Mr. Schwartz to Mr. 
Lawler, bearing same date. 

Further letter from Secretary Ballinger to the President, 
dated September 9, 1909, and letter from H. H. Schwartz, Chief 
of Field Division, to the President, dated September 10, 1909, 
with attached letter referred to therein. 

Statement by Fred Dennett, Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, addressed to the President under date of Septem- 
ber 4, 1909, answering the charges made against him, and under 
separate inclosure the exhibits accompanying his reports, num- 
bered consecutively from I to XIX, both inclusive. 

Statement by Assistant Secretary Pierce, addressed to the 
President, dated September 1, 1909. 

Statement by H. H. Schwartz, addressed to the President 
under date of September 1, 1909, and separate inclosure ex- 
hibits referred to in Mr. Schwartz’s statement, numbered con- 
secutively from 2 to 27, both inclusive. 

Copy of record referred to in Mr. Schwartz's statement, under 
separate cover. 

Copy of files in the General Land Office, in separate packages, 
indorsed as follows: 

File No. 2—115. “ Water power sites. Withdrawals.” 

File No, 2—115. “ Water power sites. Restorations.” 

File No. 2—115. “ Water power sites. Withdrawals.” 

File No. 2—24 (Part 2} “Alaska, Coal lands.” 


File No, 2—24 — 2). “Alaska, Coal lands.“ 
File No. 2—24 (Part 3). “Alaska. Coal lands.” 


“ Summary by the Attorney-General,” addressed to the Presi- 
dent under date of September 11. 
Separate report to the President from the Attorney-General 


under same date. 
Wu. H. Tarr, 
Tur Warre House, January 6, 1910. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES MATHEWS GRIGGS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. James Matuews Garices, late a 
Representative from the State of Georgia, and transmitted res- 
olutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. Sereno E. Payne, Mr. Jonx DALZELL, Mr. 
SAMUEL W. Meal, Mr. EBENEZER J. HILL, Mr. Henry S. 
Bovurert, Mr. James Carson NEEDHAM, Mr. WILLIAM A. Car- 
DERHEAD, Mr. JoserH W. ForpNey, Mr. Josera H. Garves, Mr. 
NicHoLtas Loneworru, Mr. JohN A. DwicHt, Mr. WILLIAM R. 
ELLIS, Mr. CHAMP OLARK, Mr. Oscar W, UNperwoop, Mr. Ep- 
warp W. Pov, Mr. CHorce B. RANDELL, Mr. Rosert F. Brous- 
SARD, Mr. Francis Burton Harrison, Mr. CHARLES G. En- 
WARDS, Mr. Dupitey M. Huemes, Mr. W. C. Apamson, Mr. L. F. 
Livineston, Mr. C. L. BARTLETT, Mr. GORDON LEE, Mr. WILLIAM 
M. Howard, Mr. THomas M. BELL, Mr. Tuomas W. HARDWICK, 
and Mr. WILIA G. BRANTLEY members of the committee on 
the part of the House to attend the funeral. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of 
the House on the death of the late Representative Gaicas be 
laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
„ of the House of Representatives, which will be 
rea 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

House resolution 197. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with 


rofound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. JAMES MaTHEWS Gnlddg, late a Representative from the 
0 


a. 

Resolved, That a committee of 28 Members of the House be appointed 
5 the Speaker to take order N funeral of Mr. GRIGGS 
at Dawson, Ga., and to attend same with such Members of the Sen- 
ate as es be appointed by the Senate. 

Resolved, Theat the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to take such steps as may 
to carry out these resolutions, and that the necessary 
connection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the d 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. MONEY. I offer the resolutions I send to the desk and 
ask for their consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lutions. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Senate resolution 127. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. James MATHEWS GRIGGS, late a 
Representative from the State of Georgia. 

esolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to join a committee appointed on the 4 9 of the oun 
of Representatives to take order for the superintending of the funeral 
of Mr. Griacs at Dawson, Ga. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints as the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate Mr. Bacon, Mr. Cray, Mr. 
OVERMAN, Mr. Paynter, Mr. GUGGENHEIM, Mr. PAGE, and Mr, 
JOHNSTON. 

Mr. MONEY. As a further mark of respect to the memory 
of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to, and (at 1 o'clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
January 10, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 6, 1910, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 

Cuno H. Rudolph, of the District of Columbia, to be a Com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia for a term of three years, 
vice Henry B. F. Macfarland, resigned, 

John A. Johnston, of the District of Columbia, to be a Com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia for a term of three years, 
vice Henry L. West, resigned. 

RECEIVER oF PUBLIC Moneys. 

Arthur H. Swain, of California, to be receiver of publie 
moneys at Visalia, Cal, his term expiring January 8, 2210. 
(Reappointment. ) 


1910. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Charles E. Vreeland to be a rear-admiral in the navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1909, vice Rear-Admiral Nathan 
E. Niles, retired. 

Commander Roy C. Smith to be a captain in the navy from 
the 27th day of December, 1909, vice Capt. Charles E. Vreeland, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Cyrus R. Miller to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Thomas Washington, promoted. 

Lieut. Walter M. Falconer to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the 3d day of September, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Carlo B. Brittain, promoted. 

Lieut. Henry N. Jenson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Casey B. Morgan, promoted. 

Lieut. Austin Kautz to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 20th day of November, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Oscar W. Koester, promoted. 

First Lieut. Howard H. Kipp to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 21st day of June, 1909, vice First Lieut. Ellis 
B. Miller, who failed upon examination and was suspended 
from promotion. 

Gunner John G. Nicklas to be a chief gunner in the navy 
from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the completion of six 
years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. Amon Bronson, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Newton A. McCully, promoted. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Stewart E. Barber to be a pay- 
master in the navy from the 26th day of March, 1909, to cor- 
rect the date from which he takes rank as confirmed on Decem- 
ber 13, 1909. 

Capt. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 10th day of July, 1908, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as confirmed on December 21, 1909. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by- the Senate January 6, 1910. 


NAVAL OFFICER oF CUSTOMS. 
George Stone, of California, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of San Francisco, Cal. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
H. Roy Waugh to be United States attorney, northern district 
of West Virginia. 


Robert T. Whitehouse to be United States attorney for the 
district of Maine. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

James E. Doyle to be United States marshal, northern dis- 
trict of West Virginia. 

Frank H. Tyree to be United States marshal, southern dis- 
trict of West Virginia. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John J. White to be register of the land office at Jackson, 

Miss, 
PosTMASTERS. 


ALABAMA, 


Charles Booth, at Prattville, Ala. 
John J. Stephens, at Attalla, Ala. 


COLORADO. 
Katherine B. Frantz, at Yuma, Colo, 
Edward M. Mears, at Lamar, Colo. 

GEORGIA, 
Hugh L. McKee, at Atlanta, Ga. 


KENTUCKY. 
James M. Carey, at Morehead, Ky. 
William J. Manby, at Lagrange, Ky. 
Jerry B. Mason, at Mayfield, Ky. 
William H. Stratton, at Taylorsville, Ky. 
George Wilhelmi, at Newport, Ky. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


J. Wentworth Earle, at Cohasset, Mass, 
Henry B. Hildreth, at Townsend, Mass. 
Francis Norwood, at Beyerly, Mass. 


MINNESOTA. 
C. P. Christensen, at Lake Crystal, Minn. 
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MISSISSIPPI, 


Richard O. Edwards, at Jackson, Miss. 
Michael J. Mulvihill, at Vicksburg, Miss, 
Louis Waldauer, at Greenville, Miss. 


NEBRASKA, 
John H. Davis, at Rushville, Nebr. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


George L. Crockett, at Whitefield, N. H. 
Fred P. Dearth, at Woodsville, N. H. 


NEW YORK. 
Charles R. Peabody, at Holland Patent, N. Y, 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


Lyman Brandt, at Park River, N. Dak. 

William H. Bush, at Oakes, N. Dak. 

C. I. Hutchinson, at La Moure, N. Dak. 

Henry T. Nelson, at Courtenay, N. Dak. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Albert J. Matson, at Delta, Pa. 

Edgar Matthews, at Royersford, Pa. 

Annie H. Washburn, at Wyncote, Pa. 
VERMONT. 

Trescott A. Chase, at Bradford, Vt. 
WYOMING. 

Perry L. Smith, at Rawlins, Wyo. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuourspay, January 6, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 2 
: Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., as 

ollows: 

Trusting in Thy loving kindness, O Father, we draw near 
to Thee for that uplift of the spirit which shall put us in har- 
mony with Thee, that we may go forward doing the work that 
Thou hast called us to do, with faith and confidence in Thee 
and faith and confidence in the work Thou hast given us to do. 

Once more, O Fatlier, by the sudden death of one of the Mem- 
bers of this House, beloved and honored by all who knew him, 
we are reminded of the shortness of life and of its uncertainties, 
and we pray for him, his soul, and for the mourning widow 
and his children, that they may be comforted as Thou alone 
canst comfort, drawing them to the larger life, where they shall 
as a family once more be brought together, to live with Thee 
and to do Thy will, in a realm of love and peace and harmony, 
through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. s 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I have filed a report from the 
Committee on Rules upon several resolutions that have been 
introduced looking to an investigation of certain of the gov- 
ernment departments. The report of the Committee on Rules, 
as I understand it, is not privileged. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that it may be taken up and considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, before objecting, I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania what time is likely to 
be consumed in this matter. I give as a reason for asking that 
that we have lost one of our colleagues, as the gentleman may 
know. Is this likely to bring on a discussion of the Ballinger- 
Pinchot question? 

Mr. DALZELL. I should suppose it would involve that to 
some extent. I do not see why we should not dispose of the 
matter in an hour, however. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that it will 
take several hours and several days before the matter can be 
disposed of. > 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think under existing 
circumstances I would have to object to the unanimous consent 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the 
gentleman from Alabama that the report was agreed to by his 
leader, who does not happen to be here to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania that I think an arrangement may possibly be made 
hereafter looking to taking up the subject, but I do not think 
the resolution ought to be taken up for consideration at this 
time. 
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COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 195, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as 
may be necessary for the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES, 


Mr, GREENE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 196. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries be 
authorized to hold meetings of the committee during the sessions of 
the Sixty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
lows: 
To Mr. Dickson of Mississippi, for five days, on account of 
important business. 
To Mr. BELL of Georgia, until Monday, on account of sick- 
ness in the family. 
` MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Platt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 3734. An act to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes; 

S. 2904. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation in 
the Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes; 

S. 2066. An act for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog signal at or near the easterly end of Michigan Island, 
Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wisconsin; 

S. 1381. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter of the first class for service in the waters of Key West, 
Florida ; 

S. 1348. An act to construct a tender for the use of the 
engineer of the first and second light-house districts; 

S. 624. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the construction of additional light-house districts,” approved 
June 26, 1886; 

S. 427. An act for the purchase or construction of a launch 
for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Los Angeles, 
Cal. ; 

S. 113. An act to amend section 3165 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to revenue officers who may ad- 
minister oaths and take evidence; and 

S. 1347. An act to construct a vessel for the customs service 
for use in the vicinity of Portland, Me. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct 
n bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 
1909. 

H. J. Res, 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the ap- 
propriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to be 
applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 1347. An act to construct a vessel for the customs service 
for use in the vicinity of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

S. 113. An act to amend section 3165 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relative to revenue officers who may ad- 
minister oaths and take evidence—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


fol- 


S. 427. An act for the purchase or construction of a launch 
for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Los Angeles, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 624. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the construction of additional light-house districts,” approved 
June 26, 1886—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 1348. An act to construct a tender for the use of the engi- 
neer of the first and second light-house districts—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1381. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter of the first class for service in the waters of Key West, 
Florida—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 2066. An act for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog signal at or near the easterly end of Michigan Island, 
Apostle Group, westerly end of Lake Superior, Wisconsin—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2904. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation in 
the light-house establishment, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 3734. An act to amend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 16379) 
fixing the date for the assembling of the Congress was changed 
from the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. Grondn S. Lecare, a Representative from the State of 
South Carolina, appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 

STEAM YACHT NOURMAHAL, 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call 
up for consideration the privileged report on House resolution 
188, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 188. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the EARNE Sage ues 
nform 


req if not in- 
e House of 


abouts of the magoma yacht of Jobn J. Astor sap og Dann time the same 
was supposed to be lost during the latter of the year 1909; also 
asury Department on this 
account. 

Mr. HILL. I yield five minutes, or ten minutes, if he de- 
sires, to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. I do 
not ask to have the report read unless some gentleman desires 
the reading of the report. It is simply a unanimous report 
recommending the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, some time during the latter 
part of the year it was reported that the seagoing yacht of Mr. 
John J. Astor was lost somewhere in the West Indian seas, 
At the same time some of the newspapers of the country car- 
ried the statement that the powers of the Federal Government, 
either the Navy Department or the Revenue-Cutter Service 
under the Treasury Department, to which this resolution espe- 
cially refers, were invoked in the effort to discover the where- 
abouts of this yacht, which was reported to be in a dangerous 
condition. Now, at the same time there were publications in 
some papers to the effect that the Government had not the 
authority of law to render this sort of assistance to vessels in 
distress, and also to the fact that the service or assistance, 
whatever you term it, was not impartially rendered, but that 
only the wealthy or influential could get such assistance of the 
Government in an emergency of this kind, and one of the New 
York papers particularly called attention to the fact, printed in 
such paper—I do not know whether it was a fact or not—that 
at the same time this was going on there was a yacht reported 
in distress just off Long Island Sound, and that the Government 
had made no effort to render this service and aid those people, 
and discriminated in that way in this service. Now, Mr, 
Speaker, I do not want the House to understand me as youch- 
ing for any of these statements. I do not know whether they 
are true or not. I hope, for the credit of our Government, they 
are not true. I want to say I believe there is an authority of 
law, for the use of the Revenue-Cutter Service at least, to as- 
sist vessels which need assistance, and certainly if there is not 
such authority at law, or if it is doubtful whether there is such 
authority, there ought to be such authority of law. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am very glad to hear it, because if 
there is any doubt on that question, then we ought to put such 
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authority in our law, and I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is any Member of this House on either side of this Cham- 
ber who will possibly disagree to the proposition that this 
service, that this assistance, ought to be extended to all impar- 
tially, whether they be rich or poor, influential or unknown, 
alike; and I say I hope for the credit of our Government that 
this is true in this case in spite of the statements made to the 
contrary, and it is in order to give the Navy Department, or 
the Treasury Department in this case, a chance to let us and 
the country know whether they have been incorrectly repre- 
sented about this matter and whether they do extend this aid 
to all people alike or whether only people like Astor can secure 
such assistance; and it was with that idea this resolution was 
introduced; and for that reason, I suppose, the committee 
directed that it be reported back favorably. I have no desire 
to criticise in advance, and I do not criticise in advance be- 
cause I do not know what the facts are, but it strikes me if the 
Revenue-Cutter Service is right about it, and I understand 
it, they claim that they do render this assistance impartially, 
then the passage of this resolution is an opportunity that they 
will welcome, and it will be a good thing to give them an 
opportunity to put themselyes right before the people. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I simply want to state that ever since the 
establishment of the revenue service it has been lawful to 
have reyenue cutters go to the assistance of vessels of all 
classes and of all people of all nationalities, and these are the 
ae which go to the commanders of the cutters all over the 
world. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit 
me to ask him a question in turn, Does he not believe that the 
service ought to be extended equally and impartially to all 
who apply? 

Mr. KEIFER. I believe it always has been, and I believe 
there has never been any discrimination in it. It may be well 
enough to pass this resolution in order that the service may 
show that there has not been any discrimination anywhere, 

Mr. HILL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. Speaker, there could haye been but one pur- 
pose in introducing this resolution, and that was to reflect upon 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the Government. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield right there? Can 
we have, for the information of the House, the author of this 
resolution? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I have just explained the resolution; and 
if the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, I think his state- 
ment unkind in view of the express statement I have made that 
all I wanted to know was the facts. The gentleman ought not 
to state my purpose in introducing the resolution in terms so 
unfair as that. 

Mr. MANN. Under the gentleman’s construction, I think the 
resolution could have been intended only for the purpose of re- 
flecting upon the Revenue-Cutter Service. If he had merely 
asked for information as to whether the service was rendered, 
it would have been a reflection upon the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
But here there is coupled with it a request as to how much 
money it cost in the effort to save human lives. So that it is 
either for the purpose of reflecting upon the service or else it 
is not true to the instincts of the gentleman from Georgia, who 
is usually very willing to spend a little money or more money 
to save human life. 

Mr. Speaker, the Revenue-Cutter Service of the Government 
has been in existence for more than one hundred years, and 
during all of that time one of its principal duties has been to 
render aid and assistance to vessels in distress on the seas; 
and I am sure that the gentleman from Georgia could not have 
been ignorant of that fact. 

It so happens that the legislative jurisdiction in the House 
concerning the Reyenue-Cutter Service is in the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce; and when the gentleman’s 
resolution was introduced I happened to read it and sent for 
information concerning this particular proposition, which in- 
formation I shall be glad to furnish to the House. The gentle- 
man from Georgia insinuates in his resolution and in his state- 
ment that aid is rendered partially and not impartially to yes- 
sels in distress on the seas. During the last fiscal year aid 
was rendered to 156 vessels 

Mr. HARDWICK. I hope the gentleman will not misrepre- 
sent me. I made no such insinuation. On the contrary, I ex- 
pressly disclaimed information on the subject, except what I 
had seen in the various papers. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think when the gentleman introduces a 
resolution asking the cost he insinuates that there is par- 
tiality and not impartiality. The Reyenue-Cutter Service dur- 


ing the last fiscal year rendered aid to 156 v Is in distress— 
8 a week. The gentleman's resolution wa% never introduced 
until it happened that the yacht of a rich man was in distress, 
During that same period of time the Revenue-Cutter Service 
aided vessels where there were persons on board to the extent 
of 5,050. They took on board their own vessels from these ves- 
sels in distress 454 people. The value of the vessels which they 
aided was over $13,000,000. There was no partiality. When 
the wireless telegraph flashed out the distress signal from the 
Republic four revenue-cutter vessels at sea off different parts 
of the country caught that distress signal at the same time, and 
each one of the four started for the Republic. Do you call that 
partiality? 

Now, what are the facts in reference to Astor's yacht? 
There was a storm on the seas. There were revenue cutters 
all the way from Maine to the south coast of Florida, not run- 
ning into port to escape the storm, but each one of the captains 
ordering the nose of the vessel pointed out to sea to aid dis- 
tressed vessels. The Revenue-Cutter Service is the only service 
in the marine service of the Government that hastens out of 
port when a storm comes instead of hastening toward port. 
There was no justification for the insinuation in this resolu- 
tion that the Revenue-Cutter Service started to the aid of the 
Astor yacht because it was a rich man’s yacht. They did not 
stop to consider whether Mr. Astor was in distress. They 
thought of the 50 people who were on that yacht, not the one 
rich man. The gentleman from Georgia would seem to think 
that the 50 people working on that vessel, seamen and the men 
manning the vessel, were not worth being rescued when in 
distress. 

He wants to know what it cost. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
there may be read in my time a memorandum furnished to me 
at my request by the Revenue-Cutter Service in reference to 
this very proposition, which will furnish the information asked 
for by this unnecessary resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JANUARY 3, 1910. 
Memorandum in re action taken by the Revenue-Cutter Service in en- 

83 to locate the yacht Nowrmahal, belonging to John J. 

or. 

On November 17, 1909, the ‘Treasury Department learned from the 
newspapers that the steam yacht Nourmahal had not been reported 
since sailing from Port Antonio, Jamaica, on November 5, ana that 
grave fears were felt for her gyre Thereupon, on November 17, 
a cablegram was filed, addressed to the commanding officer of the reve- 
nue cutter Algonquin, at San Juan, P. R., directing him to search 
for and locate, if pagir the yacht Nourmahal. It was found that the 
cables to Porto Rico were out of order and it was impossible to trans- 
mit the cablegram to the Algonquin. The department then endeavored 
to reach the Algonquin by wireless re h, but without success, and 
it proved to be impossible to communicate with San Juan by cable- 
gram or wireless, and no Information could be received from the Algon- 

in to indicate if her commanding officer was aware of the fears felt 
Tor the safety of the Nourmahal. The department did not t into 
communication by cable with the Algonquin until November 28. when 
a cablegram was recelyed from that vessel acknowledging the receipt 
that day of the department's cable order of November 17. This mes- 
sage stated that the Nowrmahal had been safely anchored in the harbor 
of San Juan since November 14. 

As it was found impossible to into communication with the 
8 and as no definite news had been received of the safety of 
the Nourmahal, and as it was surmised that possibly other vessels 
might be in distress as a result of the hurricane, the department deter- 
mined to take other steps to assist these possibly imperiled craft. Ac- 
cordingly a telegram was sent, on November 19, to the commandin 
officer of the revenue cutter Yamacraw, which vessel is stationed with 
headquarters at Savanfiah, Ga., to proceed without delay to the waters 
between Jamaica and Porto Rico and search for any vessel that might 
have been disabled in the recent hurricane. This message was sent to 
the Yamacraiw at Charleston, S. C., and she sailed from that port for 
West Indian waters at the earliest possible moment. On November 21 
the Yamacraw was recalled by wireless —— 1 8 on account of the 
fact that information reached the department to the effect that the 
Nourmahal was safely at anchor in the harbor of San Juan. This 
information relative to the safety of the Nourmahal was later not 
regarded as assuring, so, on November 23, 2 wireless dispatch was sent 
to the Yamacraw to p to the West Indies at once and search for 
vessels between Porto Rico,Santo Domingo,and Jamaica, and to promptly 
send any news of the Nourmahal. The Yamacraw arrived at San Juan 
on November 29 and reported the Nourmahal safe in that port. The 
Yamacraw was then directed by cablegram to return to her station, and 
she arrived at Savannah, Ga., December 6, 1909. 

The above sets forth the action taken by the Treasury 
to discover the whereabouts of Mr. Astor's yacht. No unusual expendi- 
ture was occasioned yA the performance of this duty. The revenue 
cutter 5 was commission, and the expenses incident to her 
cruise to the West Indies were practically those that would have been 
incurred were the vessel cruising on her regular station in the per 
formance of her duties. It is true that upon her cruise to Porto Rico 
and return in search of vessels in distress a larger amount of coal was 
burned than would 8 have been used had she not been dispatched 
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hawk, were ordered out and directed to make a systematic search 
for the steamer. The three cutters cruised actively over a large extent 
of sea in search of the Ponce and continued their search until news 
was received of the safe arrival of the steamship at Bermuda. 

The Nourmahal is an American vessel, owned by an American, gross 


tonnage, 768 tons; length, 235 feet; breadth, 29 feet; and built in 
1884. She robably had on board about 50 persons. She was thought 
possibly to in grave danger as a result of the disastrous storms to 


which she was su 3 to have been ig 
One of the —.— important duties with which the Revenue Cutter 


e 
Service is charged by law is assistance of vessels in distress. Section 
1536 of the Reyised Statutes is as follows: 

“The President may, when the necessities of the service permit it, 
cause any suitable number of public vessels adapted to the PRs to 
cruise upon the coast in the season of severe weather and to afford 
such aid to distressed navigators as their circumstances may require; 
and such public vessels shall go to sea fully prepared to render such 
assistance.” 

During the fiscal year 1909 the cutters assisted, In one way or an- 
other, 156 vessels, and in the last five years they have so assisted 1,092 


vessels. 

Acting under authority of Revised Statutes 1536, the President each 
year designates all of the first-class revenue cutters on the Atlantic coast 
to cruise actively for the assistance of vessels in distress during the win- 
ter months, from December 1 to April 1. In addition, each vessel in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service is charged with the duty of rendering assistance 
whenever possible to any vessel in distress at any time during the year. 
Whenever a vessel of any description is reported as missing, so that 
grave fears are entertained for her safety, it is the unvarying policy of 
the department, if such action be practicable, to promptly dispatch one 
or more of the revenue cutters to search for the missing craft. The 
search by the Yamacraw for the yacht Nourmahal and other vessels 
possibly Ìn distress in West Indian waters was unusual only in that the 
search necessitated a crulse of somewhat greater extent than is ordina- 
rily required in such cases. There is attached a copy of the orders issued 
to the commanding officer of the Yamacraw, prescribing the duties of 
the vessel during the winter months, which orders are similar to those 
issued to other t-class vessels on the Atlantic coast. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, for the information of those who 
may not be familiar with the practice of the Government with 
reference to the work of the Revenue-Cutter Service, I simply 
want to quote from the customary order issued every fall to 
revenue cutters on the different coasts. I hold in my hand a 
copy of the order that was issued on November 13 last by the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury to the Yamacraw, one of the 
revenue cutters that has been referred to. That order, which I 
am sure will be interesting not only to the gentleman from 
Georgia but to the rest of the Members of the House, is as fol- 


lows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, November 13, 1909. 
COMMANDING OFFICER, 


ER, 
United States Revenue Cutter Yamacraw, Savannah, Ga, 

Sin: 1. The President having designated the Yamacraw to cruise 
under the provisions of section 1536, Revised Statutes, and to afford 
such ald to distressed navigators as their circumstances may require, 
you are directed to put your command in readiness, and to proceed 
upon this important duty, without further orders, on December 1 next, 
wiring the department your movements on that date. You will actively 
cruise your ship until April 1, 1910, 

2, In order that you may be able to extend relief to the crews of 
vessels in distress, the Yamacraw should be provided with provisions, 
water. and fuel in such quantities as can be conveniently stowed. 

8. Having duly prepared your command for the work contemplated 
by these orders, you are directed to cover a district from Cape Romain, 
South Carolina, to Cape Canaveral, Florida, including the Savannah 
River and such tributary waters within this district as it may be 
necessary and practicable for the vessel at any time to cover, making a 
harbor when stress of weather, want of fuel, provisions, or other good 
reasons require, keeping at all times a vigilant lookout for vessels in 
need of assistance. 

4, It is expected that you will cover your cruising grounds In the 
most effective manner and extend such aid to those in need of assistance 
as it may be in your power to render. You will make arrangements 
before the beginning of winter cruising with the life-saving service 
along the coast and convenient signal or other stations for the trans- 
mission to you, by telegraph or otherwise, of such information regarding 
wrecks, vessels in distress, ete., as may enable you the more expe- 
ditiously to carry out the intent of these instructions. You will com- 
municate to the department the nature of these arrangements as soon 


made. 
sai There will be strict compliance with the provisions of articles 
146 to 161, inclusive, of the regulations, to which your attention is 
specially called. 

6. From the first port entered after having rendered assistance of 
any kind you will submit a report to the e upon the usual 
form (2015), giving such »articulars as will show fully the service 
performed. ‘The details shall be made clear and comprehensive. 

7. You will be careful to enforce the customs and navigation laws 
throughout your cruising district, by causing vessels fallen in with to 
be boarded and examined. Ample boarding lists will furnish evidence 
of the proper performance of this duty. ou will confer with all chief 
officers of the customs at such ports as you may visit, with a view to 
the correction of infractions of law, and keep these officers informed, 
as far as possible, of your movements, so that they may speedily com- 
municate with you at all times relative to the work of your command, 
and enable you to execute any particular duty with certainty and 
dispatch. 

8. After arrival at a port or anchorage having telegraphic communi- 
cation you will briefly announce the fact by wire to the department, 


but not oftener than once a day, giving date of arrival, probable de- 
parture, and destination. The pu of this provision to enable 
you to keep the department closely advised of the whereabouts of 


your command, aad therefore lengthy or unnecessary telegrams will be 
avoided. If stay in port or anchorage is of more than twenty-four 
hours’ duration, the reasons therefor shall be reported by mail. 


9. Should you gain information of the presence of derelicts or 
strands within your cruising district, in the path of commerce outside 
of the 3-mile limit, you will not wait for orders in the 3 but 
will do all in your power to remove or destroy such, and immediately 
report your action to the department. If you find a derelict or strand 
within the 3-mile limit that can not be removed without destroying it, 

‘ou 2 at 1 wire the fact to the department. (See article 401. 
ations. 

0. You will, as far as practicable, keep in close touch by means of 
wireless 8 with other vessels of the service in coast waters 
and with available shore stations, to the end that you may take prompt 
advant of such means in the effective discharge of your duties. 
Call letters are as follows: Algonquin, R C A; Gresham, R C 
Itasca, R C I; Mohawk, R C M; Onondaga, R C O; Seminole, RC 
Acushnet, R C U; Androscoggin, R C D; Seneca, R C E; Yamacraw, 
R C Y; Apache, R C P. 

11. You will inform the officers of your command that no leaves of 
absence will be granted during the winter cruising period except in 
urgent cases. 

12. The successful accomplishment of the objects of the service 
herein indicated will uire on your part constant and energetic direc- 
tion, and, therefore, besides attending to the usual duties of your sta- 
tion, you are given full latitude to respond in all cases where you may 
be useful in aiding distressed mariners or otherwise in the perform- 
ance of your duties. It is expected that you will devote your time 
and best energies to the faithful discharge of poe obligations, as im- 
posed by law and regulations, and that you will leave no effort untried 
to make for your command an enviable record. The department will 
regard with interest the poetess of your work, and will be gratified 
to hear of any special or portant service rendered by your command. 

13. At the end of the winter cruising period you will submit to the 
department a detailed report of the work performed by your command 
from December 1 to April 1. This report will embrace only the per- 
formance and results of your winter cruising duties and should not con- 
tain recommendations as to ship or personnel. 

Respectifully, 


G: 
S; 


C. D. HILLES, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I will not use five minutes. 
I simply want to say, in answer to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], that it is impossible for me to permit him either 
to put sentiments into my heart or words into my mouth, or to 
misconstrue or misrepresent the .purposes which moved me into 
this matter, and remain silent under any such insinuations. 

I introduced this resolution in good faith, because of wide 
publication of the statement that this service was not impar- 
tially extended to all alike, and I want to say that it looks 
to me as though this valiant defender of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service is delighted to haye his pets—well, I will not use that 
word 

Mr. MANN. Oh, they are. 

Mr. HARDWICK. To have this service get the opportunity 
to thoroughly vindicate itself if it can do so, as I hope it can. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, there are two unfortunate things 
about this resolution. One is that it has had wide publication 
throughout the United States, as well as in the newspapers of 
Washington; and whatever the intention of the author of the 
resolution was, the papers certainly indulged in very severe 
criticism upon the Government and upon the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. I quote from the Washington Times of December 17 
the following: 


SEARCH FOR ASTOR TO BE INVESTIGATED—REPRESENTATIVR HARDWICK 
INTRODUCES RESOLUTION IN CONGRESS—WANTS FACTS. 

Representative THOMAS WILLIAM Harpwick, of Georgia, has gone on 
the trail of the Government to find out just how much money was 
frittered away in the hunt for the yacht of Col. John Jacob Astor, 
when it was recently reported lost in West Indian waters. 

He has introduced in the House a resolution which has been referred 
to the Naval Affairs Committee, calling on the Secretary of the Navy for 
information as to how much money was spent in the search for the 
Astor craft. In framing the resolution, Mr. Harpwick overlooked the 
fact that the Revenue-Cutter Service was in the hunt for Colonel Astor. 
He was reminded of this, and has prepared another resolution calling 
on the Secretary of the Treasury for information as to how much 
money it cost for the vessels of the Revenue-Cutter Service to look 
around the ocean to find what had become of the New York multi- 
millionaire. 

WANTS THE FACTS. 


It is the purpose of Mr. HARDWICK, first, to find out the facts. Then 
he wants to know if there is any authority of law for such expendi- 
ture of money. But what he wants to know most of all is whether the 
Government makes a practice of chasing its vessels off to search for 
the rich folks when they are reported lost or in distress, and takes no 
notice of common folks. In short, Colonel Hanbwiek wonders whether 
Uncle Sam would be stirred up to a great show of activity if news 
eame that the yacht of some of the ultra rich had sprung a leak out at 
sea, and would remain idle and impassive if some of his poor con- 
stituents got swamped in a rowboat or upset in a fishing smack. 


WILL LOOK INTO LAW. 


Mr. Harpwick says he does not know whether there is such diserimi- 
nation. But he wants to know. He has no particular objection to the 
Government being in the humanitarian business of palpi out Ameri- 
ean citizens in distress at sea, but he wants rich John Jacob Astor and 
poor Bill Jones treated alike. If not, he wants to know why not. 

He says when he gets the facts he will look up the law, and if there 
is not authority for going to the ald of American vessels in need of 
help he may introduce a bill which will require such assistance to be 
given. This would avoid any suspicion of discrimination in favor of 
the unduly rich. 
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Mr. Chairman, if there had been no one on that yacht but 
John J. Astor, in my judgment it would have been the duty 
of the United States Government to use every possible means 
to rescue him. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will permit me, I thor- 
oughly agree with him in that statement. 

Mr. HILL. Im the first place, the demand for this assist- 
ance came from a Democratic newspaper in New York, not 
from any of the personal friends of Mr. Astor. In the second 
place, John J. Astor, who is mentioned by name in this resolu- 
tion—and in my judgment improperly so—is a man who de- 
serves well of the United States Government. This identical 
yacht, the Nourmahal, worth several hundred thousand dollars, 
was offered by Mr. Astor as a free gift to the United States 
Government at the outbreak of the Spanish war, and he de- 
serves the thanks of Congress for that act alone. But that is 
not all. As an evidence of his patriotism, when the Spanish 
war broke out, and the Government declined the gift of his 
yacht, he then equipped at his own expense what was known 
as the “Astor Battery“ and sent it out, officered and uniformed, 
guns and all, to do service for his country, and it rendered 
efficient aid in the prosecution of the war. [Applause.] 
And for these two things alone Mr. Astor deserves every effort 
that could be made by the Government when the claim was 
advanced—not by him, not by his friends, but by a Democratic 
newspaper in the city of New York—that the Revenue-Cutter 
Service should do its duty in trying to rescue him from danger. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Was the committee informed of what 
we have just heard read from the Clerk’s desk at the time the 
resolution was reported? 

Mr. HILL. They were not, but they desire it to be adopted, 
in order that the Reyenue-Cutter Service may, by its answer, 
be placed before the country in a proper light: 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It seems to me that the Revenue-Cutter 
Service has placed itself in a proper light. 

Mr. HILL. I think so, when the reply is printed and goes 
before the country. About the time that this resolution was 
introduced, the cutter Mohawk was engaged in searching for 
a schooner in distress in Gardiners Bay, and the Acushnet was 
hastening to the rescue of a vessel aground on Tuckernuck 
shoals, both on the New England coast, and I do not doubt but 
that from Maine to Alaska the faithful officers of this most 
efficient and valuable service were everywhere watchful to do 
for the American sailor precisely what those on board of the 
Yamacraw were trying to do for the yacht Nourmanal, utterly 
regardless of the fact whether it was a coal boat or a yacht in 
distress, but bravely doing their duty in all cases. Now, by 
reporting this resolution favorably and by its adoption, when 
their reply comes to Congress, the Revenue-Cutter Service will 
be enabled to place before the country the work they are 
actually doing and the valuable aid that they are rendering, 
not only in preventing smuggling along the coast but in the pro- 
tection of the coastwise commerce and the commerce of the 
world. 

This resolution was first referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. The author of the resolution assumed that it was a 
naval vessel that went out to look for the Nourmahal. Mr. 
Speaker, at the risk of wearying the House I want to relate an 
incident typifying what, in my judgment, is a better service for 
the naval equipment of this country than fighting battles, and 
that is rescuing American seamen. Better service for the 
reyenue cutter than to prevent smuggling is the rescue of ship- 
wrecked mariners, 

Two years ago, not John Jacob Astor, but a forecastle sea- 
man, an American seaman, residing in my own city, had sailed 
as the one American on a Norwegian bark. That bark was 
wrecked in the Pacific Ocean, dismasted, and disabled. The 
crew were all Norwegians except this man, Frederic Jeffs. They 
took to the boats and succeeded in reaching one of the Galapa- 
gos Islands. 

The captain of the bark knew that on the other side of the 
island, 30 miles away, was a harbor, and, if the crew were res- 
cued at all, they would be rescued there. They started to go 
across the island to that harbor. Frederic Jeffs was sick and 
unable to go; and as they supposed that he was at the point of 
death, they abandoned him and went to this harbor. The re- 
port of the wreck came to the city of Callao. The Norwegian 
consul there organized a rescuing party and sent it to the island 
and took away the rest of the crew. They abandoned Frederic 
Jeffs on that island in the mid-Pacifie, a sick man, 30 miles 
away from the provisions which they left for him. 


When they eame back to Callao the report came to the United 
States that an American sailor had been marooned on Inde- 
fatigable Island, and his sister, living in the city of Norwalk, 
wrote to me. I applied to the State Department to verify the 
facts, which they did, and Theodore Roosevelt took one of the 
fleet which was then cruising around the world, sent it to that 
island and searched it from one end to the other to find and 
rescue that poor abandoned American sailor. [Applause.] 

It was not a millionaire; it was a man sailing in the fore- 
castle of a Norwegian bark, but the Navy did its duty, and that 
is what our Navy and Revenue-Cutter Service is for. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that this resolution will be unanimously 
adopted and that the Revenue-Cutter Service may be enabled to 
place before the country in reply a statement of the work that 
they are doing for American commerce and the rescue of Ameri- 
can sailors anywhere in the world if necessary. [Applause.] 

: a SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE GRIGGS. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful 
duty to bring to the attention of the House the lamented death 
of my late colleague, Hon. James MatHews Griccs, a Repre- 
sentative in Congress from the State of Georgia, who was sud- 
denly and unexpectedly stricken at his home in Dawson, Ga., 
on yesterday afternoon. 

It is not my purpose now to indulge in remarks of eulogy or 
tribute to his memory and character, but at some future time 
I shall ask that a day be set apart that fitting tribute may be 
paid to the life, character, and public services of our deceased 
colleague. 

I now offer the following resolution, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 197. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. JAMES Marunws GRIGGS, late a Representative from 
the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of twenty-eight Members of the House be 
appointed by the Speaker to take order superintending the funeral of 

r. Griccs at Dawson, Ga., and to attend the same with such Members 
of the Senate as shall be appointed by the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House Lay ees he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to take such steps as may necessary 
to carry out these resolutions, and that the necessary e ses in con- 
nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution, 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The Chair announced the following committee in pursuance 
of the resolution : 

CHARLES D. EDWARDS, DUDLEY M. Hucues, W. C. ADAMSON, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, C. L. BARTLETT, GORDON LEE, WILLIAM M. 
Howanb, THOMAS M. BELL, THOMAS W. HARDWICK, WILLIAM G. 
BRANTLEY, SERENO E. PAYNE, JOHN DALZELL, SAMUEL W. Mc- 
CALL, EBENEZER J. HILL, HENRY S. BOUTELL, JAMES CARSON 
NEEDHAM, WILLIAM A. CALDERHEAD, JosePH W. FORDNEY, 
JOSEPH H. GAINES, NICHOLAS LONGWORTH, JOHN W. DWIGHT, 
WIILIAAt R. ELLIS, CHAMP CLARK, Oscar W. UNDERWOOD, ED- 
WARD W. Pov, CHOICE B. RANDELL, Rovert F. BROUSSARD, and 
FRANCIS BURTON HARRISON. 

; ied SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the additional reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Red Lake River, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 483)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
recommending credits in accounts of certain officers of the army 
(H. Doc. No. 482)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 
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8. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of James H. Covington and Benjamin Covington, sole heirs 
of estate of Daniel Covington, against The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 481)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of J. W. Jennings, administrator of estate of Patrick Jennings, 
against The United States (H. Doc. No. 480)—to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Rules, to which was 
referred House resolution 142 and House joint resolution 102, 
reported in lieu thereof a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) 
authorizing the investigation of the Interior Department and 
the Bureau of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 55), which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16488) granting a pension to Charles W. Hil- 
dreth—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill CH. R. 16526) for the relief of C. E. Moore—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 17159) to 
amend section 21 of the immigration law—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 17160) to authorize the Oregon 
Trunk Railway of the State of Washington to construct a 
bridge across the Columbia River and Celilo Canal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17161) to authorize the 
Union Railroad and Deck Company to construct and operate a 
bridge across the Monongahela River in the State of West Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCREDIE: A bill (H. R. 17162) to provide a site 
and -erect a public building at Olympia, Wash.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17163) to provide 
for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, and improvement of 
the United States post-office building at Portsmouth, Ohio, for 
post-office and United States court purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17164) to provide for sittings of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the southern district of Ohio 
at the city of Portsmouth, in said district—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H, R. 17165) to prevent depositing 
in the mails accounts of proceedings in divorce, rape, seduction, 
or adultery cases—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 17166) to amend sections 
2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 1878, of an act provid- 
ing for soldiers and sailors acquiring homesteads in public lands 
of the United States, and deductions of military and naval serv- 
ice from the time required generally to perfect title—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 17167) to aid the reclamation 
of swamp lands in the Dunder and Blitzen Valley, in the State 
of Oregon, heretofore granted to said State—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1716S) pro- 
viding that all contracts made by or in behalf of the Govern- 
ment ¿f the United States of America shall contain a clause 
making said contract invalid and not binding upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America should the person, firm, 


or corporation, or other body, corporate or otherwise, in the 
manufacture or furnishing of any article or matter or thing 
whatsoever by contract, selling the same to the Government of 
the United States of America, employ in the manufacturing, 
making, or handling of any such article, matter, or thing what- 
soeyer any workmen, mechanics, or laboring men for a longer 
period than eight hours in any one day, whether such work, 
or labor, or materials is done or furnished by the original per- 
son, firm, or corporation contracting for the same or by any 
contractor or subcontractors under him—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 17169) to increase the 
amount fixed as the limit of cost of site and building at Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 17170) for the improvement of 
the Coosa River in Georgia and Alabama—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

ty Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17171) to 
remove certain restrictions and disabilities now enforced in the 
administration of the pension laws against soldiers who served 
in the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Regiments, 
United States Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Peusions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 17172) to establish a lab- 
oratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective 
classes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 17178) providing for the sur- 
vey of the Red River of the North and its headwaters, in the 
States of Minnesota and North Dakota—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 17174) providing for 
the survey of the Red River of the North and its headwaters, 
in the States of Minnesota and North Dakota—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution (H. Res. 194) for considera- 
tion of report of Committee on Rules—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Rules: Joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing the investigation of the In- 
terior Department, and the Bureau of Forestry of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture—to the House Calendar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 17175) for 
the relief of George Deitz—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 17176) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Green—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 17177) granting a pension 
to George Heminger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17178) granting a pension to Sarah F, 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17179) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Nye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17180) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17181) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren J. Hazell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17182) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Whiteman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 17183) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Dorsey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 17184) granting a pen- 
sion to Abbie A. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 17185) granting an increase 
of pension to Meyers H. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 17186) grauting an increase of 
pension to Martin Connett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 17187) for the relief of the 
heirs of Peter Anderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17188) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
C. M. J. Williamson—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17189) for the relief of James K. Ham- 
blen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 17190) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17191) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 17192) conferring jurisdiction 
on Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of the estate of 
Montford T. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17193) granting 
a pension to George W. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 17194) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 17195) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Finley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17196) to correct the military record of 
Amos Young—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 17197) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward H. Krier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17198) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren D. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17199) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. R. Weaverling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 17200) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 17201) for the relief of 
N. B. Rees, of Bedford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17202) 
for the relief of the heirs of Mrs, Nannette Switzer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17203) for the relief of the heirs of Fran- 
cis Griffin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17204) for the relief of the heirs of R. H. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17205) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. 
Buck, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 17206) granting a 
pension to Persis M. McKee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17207) granting a pension to Anna Jones 
Banks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17208) granting a pension to Thomas 
Luney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17209) granting a pension to Matilda Rob- 
ertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 17210) granting a pension to John Me- 
Laws—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17211) granting a pension to Charles West- 
over—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17212) granting a pension to Nymphus 
Murdock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17213) granting a pension to Ann Rob- 
ertson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMIESON: A bill (H. R. 17214) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis Durbin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17215) granting an increase of pension to 
Fredrick Keidel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17216) granting an honorable discharge to 
Albert S. Hughes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17217) granting a 
pension to Ellen Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17218) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Hoover—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17219) granting a pension to Martha 
Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17220) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
Swisshelm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17221) granting a pension to Ethel Me- 
Manis—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17222) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus N. B. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17223) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Welty and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 17224) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James McGinley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 17225) granting a pension to 
Nancy C. Tongue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 17226) for the re- 
lief of Charles J. Silance—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 17227) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry A. Buttner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17228) granting an increase of pension to 
Sam Smallpage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17229) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17280) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. McWhirt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17231) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann M. Gaddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17232) 
granting an increase of pension to Isabella Sinclair—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17233) granting 
a pension to George Washington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17234) granting a pension to Irving Reed 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17235) for the relief of John M. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 17236) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Holderby, and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 17237) granting a pension to 
Sophia M. Hutchins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17238) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis C. Oulmonn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 17239) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17240) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ellen Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17241) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry A. Caskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 17242) granting an increase of 
pension to John R. Kingman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17243) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17244) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Littrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17245) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Armantrout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17246) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17247) granting a pension to Anna C. The- 
lander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17248) granting an increase 
of pension to John S. Shirley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17249) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha B. Tourtillott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17250) granting an increase of pension to 
C. M. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17251) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17252) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Chessmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17253) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Crown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17254) granting a pension to David 0. 
Slagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17255) granting 
a pension to Leonard Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17256) for the relief of 
the heirs of John S. Chenoweth—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 17257) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin Trauger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17258) granting 
an increase of pension to Henri Brassel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 17259) granting 


an increase of pension to Mary M. Shaw—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, 


378 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Maj. 
Gen. John C. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of George Goodwin Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, ef St. Albans, Me., favoring National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of National Association of Man- 
ufacturers of the United States, favoring an appropriation pro- 
viding for sufficient postal compensation to establish a line of 
American-built steamships to the Central and South American 
States and to Australia, Japan, and the Philippines—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of Rankin Post, No. 10, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against any statue on property of the 
United States intended to honor those who served the cause of 
disunion, and for repeal or amendment of the federal statute of 
1864 to the end of rejection of statues tending to reassert the 
right of secession or to honor its leaders—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Petition of H. L. Schwartz, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, and 49 others, against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative 
to Sunday observance in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
favoring appropriation for participation by the United States 
Government in the Italian Exposition of 1911—to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of citizens of Laporte, 
Williamsport, and Fowler, Ind., against parcels-post legisla- 
tion—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monon, Ind., for the $1 per day 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Auburn, 
Roseville, Corning, Red Bluff, Redding, Truckee, Grass Valley, 
‘and Nevada City, Cal., against a parcels-post law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Woman's Literary Club, 
Evansville, Wis., against use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley as a 
“municipal water tank“ —to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Alaska Territorial Club, favoring local gov- 
ernment for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles H. Anderson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of L. L. Jones and 32 other sol- 
diers and citizens of Iuka, III., for the National Tribune pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 15 members of Carter Post, No. 
242, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, of La 
Salle, III., favoring increase of pensions as provided in the 
National Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Gardner, Ill., in opposi- 
tion to the passage of the proposed parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of National Association of Manufacturers of 
the United States of America, favoring a ship-subsidy bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James C. Boyle 
(H. R. 6722)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Peru Plow and Wheel Company, of Peru, IH., 
favoring certain amendments to the corporation-tax clause in 
the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Christiana, Pa., 
favoring H. R. 14604—establishment of an urban mail delivery 
and colleetion service at post-offices of second and third classes— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Edward H. Krier, Warren D. Robbins, and D. R. Weaverling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of J. Ursley Cross (H. R. 16998)—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Lookout Post, No. 425, Grand 
Army of the Republie, of St. Petersburg, Pa., favoring the Na- 
tional Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Pearson Post, No. 408, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Colchester, III., favoring the 
National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, : 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Isabella Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
Burchard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 7, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENTS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
on yesterday the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
reported a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) from the Committee 
on Rules which did not seem to be privileged under the rules, 
being a joint resolution proposing legislation, and asked unani- 
mous consent for its consideration by the House at that time, 
to which there was objection. Rule 13, section 3, provides a 
method for consideration of bills, which includes joint resolu- 
tions by unanimous consent, namely, by having them placed 
upon the calendar, and the Chair has heretofore construed that 
rule and announced that unanimous consent for consideration 
of bills out of their order must be as that rule provides, but it 
did not occur to the Chair, as the Chair presumes it did not 
occur to the gentleman from Pennsylvania or any other Member 
of the House, the practice of the House having so recently been 
different, that the rule which had already been construed ap- 
plied in this case; and the Chair calls the attention of the 
House to it at this time, and states that had it occurred to 
him at the time that it came within the rule referred to, the 
Chair would not have given recognition to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask, for informa- 
tion, if this joint resolution is now on the calendar? Does it 
require unanimous consent to put it on the calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. It is on the Union Calendar, if it 
is on the calendar at all, Union or House Calendar; the Chair 
is not informed, but presumes it has not gone to the unanimous- 
consent calendar, three days not having elapsed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions : 

Senate resolution 127. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JAMES MATHEWS GRIGGS, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to join a committee appointed on the part of the House 
of Representatives to take order for the superintending of the funeral 
of Mr. Griccs at Dawson, Ga. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

And that in compliance with the foregoing resolutions the 
Vice-President had appointed as the committee on the part of 
the Senate Mr. Bacon, Mr. Cray, Mr. Overman, Mr. PAYNTER, 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM, Mr. Pacer, and Mr. JOHNSTON. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
Senate joint resolution of the following title, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
aecrued since June 30, 1909. 

: SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the 
following title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to its appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
accrued since June 30, 1909—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE AND ANTITRUST LAWS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a special 
message from the President of the United States, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I withheld from my annual message a discussion of needed 
legislation under the authority which Congress has to regulate 
commerce between the States and with foreign eountries and 


said that I would bring this subject-matter to your attention 
later in the session. Accordingly, I beg to submit to you cer- 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


379 


tain recommendations as to the amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law and certain considerations arising out of the 
operations of the antitrust law suggesting the wisdom of fed- 
eral incorporation of industrial companies. 
INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 


In the annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission 


for the year 1908 attention is called to the fact that between 
July 1, 1908, and the close of that year sixteen suits had been 
begun to set aside orders of the commission (besides one com- 
menced before that date), and that few orders of much con- 
sequence had been permitted to go without protest; that the 
questions presented by these various suits were fundamental, as 
the constitutionality of the act itself was in issue, and the right 
of Congress to delegate to any tribunal authority to establish 
an interstate rate was denied; but that perhaps the most seri- 
ous practical question raised concerned the extent of the right 
of the courts to review the orders of the commission; and it 
was pointed ont that if the contention of the carriers in this 
latter respect alone were sustained, but little progress had been 
made in the Hepburn Act toward the effective regulation of in- 
terstate transporation charges. In twelve of the cases referred 
to, it was stated, preliminary injunctions were prayed for, 
being granted in six and refused in six. 

It has from the first been well understood,” says the com- 
mission, “that the success of the present act as a regulating 
measure depended largely upon the facility with which tempo- 
rary injunctions could be obtained. If a railroad company, by 
mere allegation in its bill of complaint, supported by ex parte 
affidavits, can overturn the result of days of patient investiga- 
tion, no very satisfactory result can be expected. The railroad 
loses nothing by these proceedings, since if they fail it can 
only be required to establish the rate and to pay to shippers 
the difference between the higher rate collected and the rate 
which is finally held to be reasonable. In point of fact it 
usually profits, because it ean seldom be required to return 
more than a fraction of the excess charges collected.” 

In its report for the year 1909 the commission shows that 
of the seventeen cases referred to in its 1908 report, only one had 
been decided in the Supreme Court of the United States, al- 
though five other cases had been argued and submitted to that 
tribunal in October, 1909. 

Of course, every carrier affected by an order of the commis- 
sion has a constitutional right to appeal to a federal court to 
protect it from the enforcement of an order which it may show 
to be prima facie confiscatory or unjustly discriminatory in its 
effect; and as this application may be made to a court in any 
district of the United States, not only does delay result in the 
enforcement of the order, but great uncertainty is caused by 
contrariety of decision. The questions presented by these appli- 
cations are too often technical in their character and require a 
knowledge of the business and the mastery of a, great volume 
of conflicting evidence which is tedious to examine and trouble- 
some to comprehend. It would not be proper to attempt to 
deprive any corporation of the right to the review by a court 
of any order or decree which, if undisturbed, would rob it of a 
reasonable return upon its investment or would subject it to 
burdens which would unjustly discriminate against it and in 
favor of other carriers similarly situated. What is, however, 
of supreme importance is that the decision of such questions 
shall be as speedy as the nature of the circumstances will ad- 
mit, and that a uniformity of decision be secured so as to bring 
about an effective, systematic, and scientific enforcement of the 
commerce law, rather than conflicting decisions and uncertainty 
of final result. 

For this purpose I recommend the establishment of a court 
of the United States composed of five judges designated for 
such purpose from among the circuit judges of the United 
States, to be known as the “ United States court of commerce,” 
which court shall be clothed with exclusive original jurisdic- 
tion over the following classes of cases: 

(1) All cases for the enforcement, otherwise than by adju- 
dication and collection of a forfeiture or penalty, or by infiic- 
tion of criminal punishment, of any order of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission other than for the payment of money. 

(2) All cases brought to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend 
any order or requirement of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

(3) All such cases as under section 3 of the act of February 
19, 1903, known as the “Elkins Act,” are authorized to be 
maintained in a circuit court of the United States. 

(4) All such mandamus proceedings as under the provisions 
of section 20 or section 23 of the interstate-commerce law 
are authorized to be maintained in a circuit court of the United 
States, 


Reasons precisely analogous to those which induced the Con- 
gress to create the court of customs appeals by the provisions 
in the tariff act of August 5, 1909, may be urged in support of 
the creation of the commerce court. 

In order to provide a sufficient number of judges to enable 
this court to be constituted, it will be necessary to authorize 
the appointment of five additional circuit judges, who, for the 
purposes of appointment, might be distributed to those circuits 
where there is at the present time the largest volume of busi- 
ness, such as the second, third, fourth, seventh, and eighth cir- 
cuits. The act should empower the Chief Justice at any time 
when the business of the court of commerce does not require 
the services of all the judges to reassign the judges designated 
to that court to the circuits to which they respectively belong; 
and it should also provide for payment to such judges while 
sitting by assignment in the court of commerce of such addi- 
tional amount as is necessary to bring their annual compensa- 
tion up to $10,000. 

The regular sessions of such court should be held at the 
capital, but it should be empowered to hold sessions in different 
parts of the United States if found desirable; and its orders 
and judgments should be made final, subject only to review by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, with the provision 
that the operation of the decree appealed from shall not be 
stayed unless the Supreme Court shall so order. The com- 
merce court should be empowered in its discretion to restrain 
or suspend the operation of an order of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission under review pending the final hearing and 
determination of the proceeding, but no such restraining order 
should be made except upon notice and after hearing, unless 
in cases where irreparable damage would otherwise ensue to 
the petitioner. A judge of that court might be empowered to 
allow a stay of the commission’s order for a period of not more’ 
than sixty days, but pending application to the court for its 
order or injunction, then only where his order shall contain a 
specific finding based upon evidence submitted to the judge 
making the order and identified by reference thereto, that such 
irreparable damage would result to the petitioner, specifying 
the nature of the damage. 

Under the existing law, the Interstate Commerce Commission 
itself initiates and defends litigation in the courts for the 
enforcement, or in the defense, of its orders and decrees, and 
for this purpose it employs attorneys who, while subject to the 
control of the Attorney-General, act upon the initiative and 
under the instructions of the commission. This blending of ad- 
ministrative, legislative, and judicial functions tends, in my 
opinion, to impair the efficiency of the commission by clothing 
it with partisan characteristics and robbing it of the impartial 
judicial attitude it should occupy in passing upon questions 


submitted to it. In my opinion all litigation affecting the 


Government should be under the direct control of the Depart- 
ment of Justice; and I therefore recommend that all proceed- 
ings affecting orders and decrees of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission be brought by or against the United Stets eo 
nomine, and be placed in charge of an Assistant Attorney- 
General acting under the direction of the Attorney-General. 

The subject of agreements between carriers with respect to 
rates has been often discussed in Congress. Pooling arrange- 
ments and agreements were condemned by the general senti- 
ment of the people, and, under the Sherman antitrust law, 
any agreement between carriers operating in restraint of inter- 
state or international trade or commerce would be unlawful. 
The Republican platform of 1908 expressed the belief that the 
interstate-commerce law should be further amended so as to 
give the railroads the right to make and publish traffic agree- 
ments subject to the approval of the commission, but maintaining 
always the principle of competition between naturally competing 
lines and avoiding the common control of such lines by any 
means whatsoever, In view of the complete control over rate- 
making and other practices of interstate carriers established 
by the acts of Congress and as recommended in this communica- 
tion, I see no reason why agreements between carriers subject 
to the act, specifying the classifications of freight and the rates, 
fares, and charges for transportation of passengers and freight 
which they may agree to establish, should not be permitted, 
provided copies of such agreements be promptly filed with the 
commission, but subject to all the provisions of the interstate- 
commerce act, and subject to the right of any parties to such 
agreement to cancel it as to all or any of the agreed rates, fares, 
charges, or Classifications by thirty days’ notice in writing to the 
other parties and to the commission. 

Much complaint is made by shippers over the state of the law 
under which they are held bound to know the legal rate appli- 
cable to any proposed shipment, without, as a matter of fact, 
having any certain means of actually ascertaining such rate. 
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It has been suggested that to meet this grievance carriers should 
be required, upon application by a shipper, to quote the legal 
rate in writing, and that the shipper should be protected in 
acting upon the rate thus quoted; but the objection to this sug- 
gestion is that it would afford a much too easy methods of giving 
to favored shippers unreasonable preferences and rebates. I 
think that the law should provide that a carrier, upon written 
request by an intending shipper, should quote in writing the 
rate or charge applicable to the proposed shipment under any 
schedules or tariffs to which such carrier is a party, and that 
if the party making such request shall suffer damage in conse- 
quence of either refusal or omission to quote the proper rate, 
or in consequence of a misstatement of the rate, the carrier 
shall be liable to a penalty in some reasonable amount, say 
$250, to accrue to the United States and to be recovered in a 
civil action brought by the appropriate district attorney. Such 
a penalty would compel the agent of the carrier to exercise due 
diligence in quoting the applicable legal rate, and would thus 
afford the shipper a real measure of protection, while not open- 
ing the way to collusion and the giving of rebates or other un- 
fair discrimination. 

Under the existing law the commission can only act with re- 
spect to an alleged excessive rate or unduly discriminatory 
practice by a carrier on a complaint made by some individual 
affected thereby. I see no reason why the commission should 
not be authorized to act on its own initiative as well as upon 
the complaint of an individual in investigating the fairness of 
any existing rate or practice; and I recommend the amendment 
of the law to so provide; and also that the commission shall be 
fully empowered, beyond any question, to pass upon the classi- 
fications of commodities for purposes of fixing rates, in like 
manner as it may now do with respect to the maximum rate 
applicable to any transportation. 

Under the existing law the commission may not investigate 
an increase in rates until after it shall have become effective; 
and although one or more carriers may file with the commission 
a proposed increase in rates or change in classifications, or 
other alteration of the existing rates or classifications. to be- 
come effective at the expiration of thirty days from such filing, 
no proceeding can be taken to investigate the reasonableness of 
such proposed change until after it becomes operative. On the 
other hand, if the commission shall make an order finding that 
an existing rate is excessive and directing it to be reduced, the 
carrier affected may by proceedings in the courts stay the op- 
eration of such order of reduction for months and even years. 
It has, therefore, been suggested that the commission should be 
empowered, whenever a proposed increase in rates is filed, at 
once to enter upon an investigation of the reasonableness of the 
increase and to make an order postponing the effective date of 
such increase until after such investigation shall be completed. 
To this much objection has been made on the part of carriers. 
They contend that this would be, in effect, to take from the 
owners of the railroads the management of their properties and 
to clothe the Interstate Commerce Commission with the original 
rate-making power—a policy which was much discussed at the 
time of the passage of the Hepburn Act in 1905-6, and which 
was then and has always been distinctly rejected; and in reply 
to the suggestion that they are able by resorting to the courts 
to stay the taking effect of the order of the commission until its 
reasonableness shall have been investigated by the courts, 
whereas the people are deprived of any such remedy with re- 
spect to action by the carriers, they point to the provision of 
the interstate-commerce act providing for restitution to the 
shippers by carriers of excessive rates charged in cases where 
the order of the commission reducing such rates are affirmed. 
It may be doubted how effective this remedy really is. Experi- 
ence has shown that many, perhaps most, shippers do not resort 
to proceedings to recover the excessive rates which they may 
have been required to pay, for the simple reason that they have 
added the rates paid to the cost of the goods and thus enhanced 
the price thereof to their customers, and that the public has in 
effect paid the bill. On the other hand, the enormous volume 
of transportation charges, the great number of separate tariffs 
filed annually with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
amounting to almost 200,000, and the impossibility of any com- 
mission supervising the making of tariffs in advance of their 
becoming effective on every transportation line within the 
United States to the extent that would be necessary if their 
active concurrence were required in the making of every tariff, 
has satisefid me that this power, if granted, should be con- 
ferred in a very limited and restricted form. I therefore rec- 
ommend that the Interstate Commerce Commission be em- 
powered whenever any proposed increase of rates is filed, at 
once, either on complaint or of its own motion, to enter upon 
an investigation into the reasonableness of such change, and 
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that it be further empowered, in its discretion, to postpone the 
effective date of such proposed increase for a period net exceed- 
ing sixty days beyond the date when such rate would take 


effect. If within this time it shall determine that such increase 
is unreasonable, it may then, by its order, either forbid the in- 
crease at all or fix the maximum beyond which it shall not be 
made. If, on the other hand, at the expiration of this time, 
the commission shall not have completed its investigation, then 
the rate shall take effect precisely as it would under the exist- 
ing law, and the commission may continue its investigation 
ER results as might be realized under the law as it now 
n 

The claim is very earnestly advanced by some large associa- 
tions of shippers that shippers of freight should be empowered 
to direct the route over which their shipments should pass to 
destination, and in this connection it has been urged that the 
provisions of section 15 of the interstate-commerce act, which 
now empowers the commission, after hearing on complaint, to 
establish through routes and maximum joint rates to be charged, 
ete., when no reasonable or satisfactory through route shall 
have been already established, be amended so as to empower 
the commission to take such action, even when one existing rea- 
sonable and satisfactory route already exists, if it be possible 
to establish additional routes. This seems to me to be a reason- 
able provision. I know of no reason why a shipper should not 
have the right to elect between two or more established through 
routes to which the initial carrier may be a party, and to re- 
quire his shipment to be transported to destination over such 
of such routes as he may designate for that purpose, subject, 
however, in the exercise of this right to such reasonable regu- 
lations as the Interstate Commerce Commission may prescribe. 

The Republican platform of 1908 declared in favor of amend- 
ing the interstate-commerce law, but so as always to maintain 
the principle of competition between naturally competing lines, 
and avoiding the common control of such lines by any means 
whatsoever. One of the most potent means of exercising such 
control has been through the holding of stock of one railroad 
company by another company owning a competing line. This 
condition has grown up under express legislative power con- 
ferred by the laws of many States, and to attempt now to sud- 
denly reverse that policy so far as it affects the ownership of 
stocks heretofore so acquired, would be to inflict a grievous in- 
jury, not only upon the corporations affected but upon a large 
body of the investment-holding public. I, however, recommend 
that the law shall be amended so as to provide that from and 
after the date of its passage no railroad company subject to the 
interstate-commerce act shall, directly or indirectly, acquire any 
interests of any kind in capital stock, or purchase or lease any 
railroad of any other corporation which competes with it re- 
specting business to which the interstate-commerce act applies. 
But especially for the protection of the minority stockholders 
in securingsto them the best market for their stock I recom- 
mend that such prohibition be coupled with a proviso that it 
shall not operate to prevent any corporation which, at the date 
of the passage of such act, shall own not less than one-half of 
the entire issued and outstanding capital stock of any other rail- 
road accompany from acquiring all or the remainder of such 
stock; nor to prohibit any railroad company which at the date 
of the enactment of the law is operating a railroad of any other 
corporation under lease, executed for a term of not less than 
twenty-five years, from acquiring the reversionary ownership 
of the demised railroad; but that such provisions shall not op- 
erate to authorize or validate the acquisition, through stock 
ownership or otherwise, of a competing line or interest therein 
in violation of the antitrust or any other law. 

The Republican platform of 1908 further declares in favor of 
such national legislation and supervision as will prevent the 
future overissue of stocks and bonds by interstate carriers, and 
in order to carry out its provisions I recommend the enactment 
of a law providing that no railroad corporation subject to the 
interstate- commerce act shall hereafter for any purpose con- 
nected with or relating to any part of its business governed by 
said act, issue any capital stock without previous or simul- 
taneous payment to it of not less than the par value of such 
stock, or any bonds or other obligations (except notes maturing 
not more than one year from the date of their issue), without 
the previous or simultaneous payment to such corporation of 
not less than the par value of such bonds, or other obligations, 
or, if issued at less than their par value, then not without such 
payment of the reasonable market value of such bonds or obli- 
gations as ascertained by the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
and that no property, services, or other thing than money, shall 
be taken in payment to such carrier corporation, of the par or 
other required price of such stock, bond or other obligation, 
except at the fair yalue of such property, services or other thing 
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as ascertained by the commission; and that such act shall also 
contain provisions to prevent the abuse by the improvident or 
improper issue of notes maturing at a period not exceeding 
twelve months from date, in such manner as to commit the 
commission to the approval of a larger amount of stock or 
bonds in order to retire such notes than should legitimately 


haye been required. 

Such act should also provide for the approval by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission of the amount of stock and bonds 
to be issued by any railroad company subject to this act upon 
any reorganization, pursuant to judicial sale or other legal pro- 
ceedings, in order to prevent the issue of stock and bonds to an 
amount in excess of the fair value of the property which is the 
subject of such reorganization. 

I believe these suggested modifications in and amendments to 
the interstate- commerce act would make it a complete and 
effective measure for securing reasonableness of rates and fair- 
ness of practices in the operation of interstate railroad lines, 
without undue preference to any individual or class over any 
others; and would prevent the recurrence of many of the prac- 
tiees which have given rise in the past to so much public incon- 
venience and loss, 

By my direction the Attorney-General has drafted a bill to 
carry out these recommendations, which will be furnished upon 
request to the appropriate committee whenever it may be 
desired. 

In addition to the foregoing amendments of the interstate- 
commerce law, the Interstate Commerce Commission should be 
given the power, after a hearing, to determine upon the uniform 
construction of those appliances—such as sill steps, ladders, 
roof hand holds, running boards, and hand brakes on freight 
cars engaged in interstate commerce—used by the train men in 
the operation of trains, the defects and lack of uniformity in 
which are apt to produce accidents and injuries to railway train 
men. The wonderful reforms effected in the number of switch- 
men and train men injured by coupling accidents, due to the 
enforced introduction of safety couplers, is a demonstration of 
what can be done if railroads are compelled to adopt proper 
safety appliances. 

The question has arisen in the operation of the interstate 
commerce employer’s liability act as to whether suit can be 
brought against the employer company in any place other than 
that of its home office. The right to bring the suit under this 
act should be as easy of enforcement as the right of a private 
person not in the company’s employ to sue on an ordinary claim, 
and process in such suit should be sufficiently served if upon 
the station agent of the company upon whom service is author- 
ized to be made to bind the company in ordinary actions arising 
under state laws. Bills for both the foregoing purposes have 
been considered by the House of Representatives, and have been 
passed, and are now before the Interstate Commerce Committee 
of the Senate. I earnestly urge that they be enacted into law. 


ANTITRUST LAW AND FEDERAL INCORPORATION, 


There has been a marked tendency in business in this country 
for forty years last past toward combination of capital and 
plant in manufacture, sale, and transportation, The moving 
causes have been several: First, it has rendered possible great 
economy; second, by a union of former competitors it has re- 
duced the probability of excessive competition; and, third, if 
the combination has been extensive enough, and certain meth- 
ods in the treatment of competitors and customers have been 
adopted, the combiners have secured a monopoly and complete 
control of prices or rates. 

A combination successful in achieving complete control over 
a particular line of manufacture has frequently been called a 
“trust.” I presume that the derivation of the word is to be 
explained by the fact that a usual method of carrying out the 
plan of the combination has been to put the capital and plants 
of various individuals, firms, or corporations engaged in the 
same business under the control of trustees, 

The increase in the capital of a business for the purpose of 
reducing the cost of production and effecting economy in the 
management has become as essential in modern progress as the 
change from the hand tool to the machine. When, therefore. 
we come to construe the object of Congress in adopting the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust act” in 1890, whereby in the 
first section every contract, combination in the form of a trust 
or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of interstate or foreign 
trade or commerce is condemned as unlawful and made subject 
to indictment and restraint by injunction; and whereby in the 
second section every monopoly or attempt to monopolize, and 
every combination or conspiracy with other persons to monopo- 
lize any part of interstate trade or commerce, is denounced 
as illegal and made subject to similar punishment or restraint, 


we must infer that the evil aimed at was not the mere bigness 
of the enterprise, but it was the aggregation of capital and 
plants with the express or implied intent to restrain interstate 
or foreign commerce, or to monopolize it in whole or in part. 

Monopoly destroys competition utterly, and the restraint of 
the full and free operation of competition has a tendency to 
restrain commerce and trade. A combination of persons, for- 
merly engaged in trade as partnerships or corporations or 
otherwise, of course eliminates the competition that existed 
between them; but the incidental ending of that competition 
is not to be regarded as necessarily a direct restraint of trade, 
unless of such an all-embracing character that the intention 
and effect to restrain trade are apparent from the circum- 
stances or are expressly declared to be the object of the combi- 
nation. A mere incidental restraint of trade and competition 
is not within the inhibition of the act, but it is where the com- 
bination or conspiracy or contract is inevitably and directly a 
substantial restraint of competition, and so a restraint of trade, 
that the statute is violated. 

The second section of the act is a supplement of the first. A 
direct restraint of trade, such as is condemned in the first 
section, if successful and used to suppress competition, is one 
of the commonest methods of securing a trade monopoly, con- 
demned in the second section. 

It is possible for the owners of a business of manufacturing 
and selling useful articles of merchandise so to conduct their 
business as not to violate the inhibitions of the antitrust law 
and yet to secure to themselves the benefit of the economies of 
management and of production due to the concentration under 
one control of large capital and many plants. If they use no 
other inducement than the constant low price of their product 
and its good quality to attract custom, and their business is a 
profitable one, they violate no law. If their actual competitors 
are small in comparison with the total capital invested, the 
prospect of new investments of capital by others in such a 
profitable business in sufficiently near and potential to restrain 
them in the prices at which they sell their product. But if 
they attempt by a use of their preponderating capital and by a 
sale of their goods temporarily at unduly low prices to drive 
out of business their competitors, or if they attempt, by ex- 
elusive contracts with their patrons and threats of nondealing 
except upon such contracts, or by other methods of a similar 
character, to use the largeness of their resources and the ex- 
tent of their output compared with the total output as a means 
of compelling custom and frightening off competition, then 
they disclose a purpose to restrain trade and to establish a 
monopoly and violate the act. 

The object of the antitrust Jaw was to suppress the abuses 
of business of the kind described. It was not to interfere with 
a great volume of capital which, concentrated under one organ- 
ization, reduced the cost of production and made its profit 
thereby, and took no advantage of its size by methods akin to 
duress to stifle competition with it. 

I wish to make this distinction as emphatic as possible, be- 
cause I conceive that nothing could happen more destructive 
to the prosperity of this country than the loss of that great 
economy in production which has been and will be effected in 
all manufacturing lines by the employment of large capital 
under one management. I do not mean to say that there is 
not a limit beyond which the economy of management by the 
enlargement of plant ceases; and where this happens and com- 
bination continues beyond this point, the very fact shows in- 
tent to monopolize and not to economize. 

The original purpose of many combinations of capital in this 
country was not confined to the legitimate and proper object of 
reducing the cost of production. On the contrary, the history 
of most trades will show at times a feverish desire to unite 
by purchase, combination, or otherwise all the plants in the 
country engaged in the manufacture of a particular line of 
goods. The idea was rife that thereby a monopoly could be 
effected and a control of prices brought about which would 
inure to the profit of those engaged in the combination. The 
path of commerce is strewn with failures of such combinations. 
Their projectors found that the union of all the plants did 
not prevent competition, especially where proper economy had 
not been pursued in the purchase and in the conduct of the 
business after the aggregation was complete. There were 
enough, however, of such successful combinations to arouse 
the fears of good, patriotic men as to the result of a continu- 
ance of this movement toward the concentration in the hands 
of a few of the absolute control of the prices of all manufac- 
tured products. 

The antitrust statute was passed in 1890 and prosecutions 
were soon begun under it. In the case of the United States v. 
Knight, known as the “sugar trust case,” because of the nar- 
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row scope of the pleadings, the combination sought to be en- 
joined was held not to be included within the prohibition of 
the act, because the averments did not go beyond the mere 
acquisition of manufacturing plants for the refining of sugar, 
and did not include that of a direct and intended restraint 
upon trade and commerce in the sale and delivery of sugar 


across state boundaries and in foreign trade. The result of 
the sugar trust case was not happy, in that it gave other 
companies aud combinations seeking a similar method of mak- 
ing profit by establishing an absolute control and monopoly in 
a particular line of manufacture a sense of immunity against 
prosecutions in the federal jurisdiction; and where that juris- 
diction is barred in respect to a business which is necessarily 
commensurate with the boundaries of the country, no state 
prosecution is able to supply the needed machinery for adequate 
restraint or punishment. 

Following the sugar trust decision, however, there have 
come along in the slow but certain course of judicial disposi- 
tion cases involving a construction of the antitrust statute and 
its application, until now they seem to embrace every phase 
of that law which can be practically presented to the American 
public and to the Government for action. They show that the 
antitrust act has a wide scope and applies to many combina- 
tions in actual operation, rendering them unlawful and subject 
to indictment and restraint. 

The Supreme Court in several of its decisions has declined to 
read into the statute the word “unreasonable” before re- 
straint of trade,” on the ground that the statute applies to all 
restraints and does not intend to leave to the court the discre- 
tion to determine what is a reasonable restraint of trade. The 
expression “restraint of trade” comes from the common law, 
and at common law there were certain covenants incidental to 
the carrying out of a main or principal contract which were said 
to be covenants in partial restraint of trade, and were held to 
be enforcible because “reasonably” adapted to the perform- 
ance of the main or principal contract. And under the general 
language used by the Supreme Court in several cases, it would 
seem that even such incidental covenants in restraint of inter- 
state trade were within the inhibition of the statute and must 
be condemned. In order to avoid such a result, I have thought 
and said that it might be well to amend the statute so as to ex- 
clude such covenants from its condemnation. A close examina- 
tion of the later decisions of the court, however, shows quite 
clearly in cases presenting the exact question, that such inci- 
dental restraints of trade are held not to be within the law 
and are excluded by the general statement that, to be within 
the statute, the effect upon the trade of the restraint must be 
direct and not merely incidental or indirect. The necessity, 
therefore, for an amendment of the statute so as to exclude 
these incidental and beneficial covenants in restraint of trade 
held at common law to be reasonable does not exist. 

In some of the opinions of the federal circuit judges there 
have been intimations, having the effect, if sound, to weaken 
the force of the statute by including within it absurdly unim- 
portant combinations and arrangements, and suggesting there- 
fore the wisdom of changing its language by limiting its ap- 
plication to serious combinations with intent to restrain com- 
petition or control prices. A reading of the opinions of the 
Supreme Court, however, makes the change unnecessary, for 
they exclude from the operation of the act contracts affecting 
interstate trade in but a small and incidental way, and apply 
the statute only to the real evil aimed at by Congress, 

The statute has been on the statute books now for two dec- 
ades, and the Supreme Court in more than a dozen opinions has 
construed it in application to various phases of business coni- 
binations and in reference to various subjects-matter. It has 
applied it to the union under one control of two competing inter- 
state railroads, to joint traffic arrangements between several 
interstate railroads, to private manufacturers engaged in a 
plain attempt to control prices and suppress competition in a 
part of the country, including a dozen States, and to many other 
combinations affecting interstate trade. The value of a stat- 
ute which is rendered more and more certain in its meaning 
by a series of decisions of the Supreme Court furnishes a strong 
reason for leaving the act as it is, to accomplish its useful pur- 
pose, even though if it were being newly enacted useful sug- 
gestions as to change of phrase might be made. 

It is the duty and the purpose of the Executive to direct an 
investigation by the Department of Justice, through the grand 
jury or otherwise, into the history, organization, and purposes 
of all the industrial companies with respect to which there is 
any reasonable ground for suspicion that they have been or- 
ganized for a purpose, and are conducting business on a plan 
which is in violation of the antitrust law. The work is a heavy 
one, but it is not beyond the power of the Department of Jus- 
tice, if sufficient funds are furnished, to carry on the inyesti- 


gations and to pay the counsel engaged in the work. But such 
an investigation and possible prosecution of corporations whose 
prosperity or destruction affects the comfort not only of stock- 
holders but of millions of wage-earners, employees, and asso- 
ciated tradesmen must necessarily tend to disturb the confidence 
of the business community, to dry up the now flowing sources 
of capital from its places of hoarding, and produce a halt in 
our present prosperity that will cause suffering and strained 
circumstances among the innocent many for the faults of the 
guilty few. The question which I wish in this message to bring 
clearly to the consideration and discussion of Congress is 
whether in order to avoid such a possible business danger some- 
thing can not be done by which these business combinations may 
be offered a means, without great financial disturbance, of 
changing the character, organization, and extent of their busi- 
ness into one within the lines of the law under federal con- 
trol and supervision, securing compliance with the antitrust 
statute. 

Generally, in the industrial combinations called “ trusts,” the 
principal business is the sale of goods in many States and in 
foreign markets; in other words, the interstate and foreign busi- 
ness far exceeds the business done in any one State. This fact 
will justify the Federal Government in granting a federal 
charter to such a combination to make and sell in interstate and 
foreign commerce the products of useful manufacture under 
such limitations as will secure a compliance with the antitrust 
law. It is possible so to frame a statute that while it offers 
protection to a federal company against harmful, vexatious, 
and unnecessary invasion by the States, it shall subject it to 
reasonable taxation and control by the States, with respect to 
its purely local business. , 

Many people conducting great businesses have cherished a 
hope and a belief that in some way or other a line may be 
drawn between “ good trusts” and “bad trusts,” and that it 
is possible by amendment to the antitrust law to make a dis- 
tinction under which good combinations may be permitted to or- 
ganize, suppress competition, control prices, and do it all legally 
if only they do not abuse the power by taking too great profit 
out of the business. They point with force to certain notorious 
trusts as having grown into power through criminal methods 
by the use of illegal rebates and plain cheating, and by various 
acts utterly violative of business honesty or morality, and urge 
the establishment of some legal line of separation by which 
“criminal trusts” of this kind can be punished, and they, on 
the other hand, be permitted under the law to carry on thein: 
business. Now the public; and especially the business public, 
ought to rid themselves of the idea that such a distinction is 
practicable or can be introduced into the statute. Certainly 
under the present antitrust law no such distinction exists. It 
has been proposed, however, that the word “ reasonable” should 
be made a part of the statute, and then that it should be left 
to the court to say what is a reasonable restraint of trade, 
what is a reasonable suppression of competition, what is a rea- 
sonable monopoly. I venture to think that this is to put into the 
hands of the court a power impossible to exercise on any con- 
sistent principle which will insure the uniformity of decision 
essential to just judgment. It is to thrust upon the courts a 
burden that they haye no precedents to enable them to carry, 
and to give them a power approaching the arbitrary, the abuse 
of which might involve our whole judicial system in disaster. 

In considering violations of the antitrust law we ought, of 
course, not to forget that that law makes unlawful methods 
of carrying on business which before its passage were regarded 
as evidence of business sagacity and success, and that they 
were denounced in this act not because of their intrinsic in» 
morality, but because of the dangerous results toward which 
they tended, the concentration of industrial power in the hands 
of the few leading to oppression and injustice. In dealing, 
therefore, with many of the men who have used the methods 
condemned by the statute for the purpose of maintaining a 
profitable business, we may well facilitate a change by them in 
the method of doing business, and enable them to bring it back 
into the zone of lawfulness without losing to the country the 
economy of management by which in our domestic trade the cost 
of production has been materially lessened and in competition 
with foreign manufacturers our foreign trade has been greatly 
increased. 

Through all our consideration of this grave question, how- 
ever, we must insist that the suppression of competition, the 
controlling of prices, and the monopoly or attempt to monopolize 
in interstate commerce and business are not only unlawful, but 
contrary to the public good, and that they must be restrained 
and punished until ended. i 

I therefore recommend the enactment by Congress of a gen- 
eral law providing for the formation of corporations to engage 
in trade and commerce among the States and with foreign na- 
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tions, protecting them from undue interference by the States 
and regulating their activities, so as to prevent the recurrence, 
under national auspices, of those abuses which have arisen 
under state control. Such a law should provide for the issue of 
stock of such corporations to an amount equal only to the cash 
paid in on the stock; and if the stock be issued for property, 
then at a fair valuation, ascertained under approval and super- 
vision of federal authority, after a full and complete diselosure 
of all the facts pertaining to the value of such property and the 
interest therein of the persons to whom it is proposed to issue 
stock in payment of such property. It should subject the real 
and personal property only of such corporations to the same 
taxation as is imposed by the States within which it may be 
situated upon other similar property located therein, and it 
should require such corporations to file full and complete re- 
ports of their operations with the Department of Commerce and 
Labor at regular intervals. Corporations organized under this 
act should be prohibited from acquiring and holding stock in 
other corporations (except for special reasons upon approval by 
the proper federal authority), thus avoiding the creation, under 
national auspices, of the holding company with subordinate cor- 
porations in different States, which has been such an effective 
agency in the creation of the great trusts and monopolies. 

If the prohibition of the antitrust act against combinations 
in restraint of trade is to be effectively enforced, it is essential 
that the National Government shall provide for the creation of 
national corporations to carry on a legitimate business through- 
out the United States. The conflicting laws of the different 
States of the Union with respect to foreign corporations make 
it difficult, if not impossible, for one corporation to comply with 
their requirements so as to carry on business in a number of 
different States. 

To the suggestion that this proposal of federal incorporation 
for industrial combinations is intended to furnish them a refuge 
in which to continue industrial abuses under federal protection, 
it should be said that the measure contemplated does not repeal 
the Sherman antitrust law and is not to be framed so as to 
permit the doing of the wrongs which it is the purpose of that 
law to prevent, but only to foster a continuance and advance 
of the highest industrial efficiency without permitting industrial 
abuses. 

Such a national incorporation law will be opposed, first, by 
those who believe that trusts should be completely broken up 
and their property destroyed. It will be opposed, second, by 
those who doubt the constitutionality of such federal incorpora- 
tion and, even if it is valid, object to it as too great federal 
centralization. It will be opposed, third, by those who will 
insist that a mere yoluntary incorporation like this will not 
attract to its acceptance the worst of the offenders against the 
antitrust statute and who will therefore propose instead of it 
a system of compulsory licenses for all federal corporations 
engaged in interstate business. 

Let us consider these objections in their order. The Govern- 
ment is now trying to disselve some of these combinations, and 
it is not the intention of the Government to desist in the Jeast 
degree in its effort to end those combinations which are to-day 
monopolizing the commeree of this country; that where it ap- 
pears that the acquisition and concentration of property go to 
the extent of creating a monopoly or of substantially and di- 
rectly restraining interstate commeree, it is not the mtention of 
the Government to permit this monopoly to exist under federal 
incorporation or to transfer to the protecting wing of the Fed- 
eral Government a state corporation now violating the Sherman 
Act. But it is not, and should not be, the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to prevent reasonable coneentration of capital which is 
necessary to the economic development of manufacture, trade, 
and commerce. This country has shown a power of economical 
production that has astonished the world, and has enabled us to 
compete with foreign manufactures in many markets. It 
should be the care of the Government to permit such concen- 
tration of capital, while keeping open the avenues of individual 
enterprise and the opportunity for a man or corporation with 
reasonable capital to engage in business. If we would main- 
tain our present business supremacy, we should give to indus- 
trial concerns an opportunity to reorganize and to concentrate 
their legitimate capital in a federal corporation, and to carry 
on their large business within the lines of the law. 

Second. There are those who doubt the constitutionality of 
such federal incorporation. The regulation of interstate and 
foreign commerce is certainly conferred in the fullest measure 
upon Congress, and if for the purpose of securing in the most 
thorough manner that kind of regulation, Congress shall insist 
that it may provide and authorize certain agencies to carry on 
that commerce, it would seem to be within its power. This has 
been distinctly affirmed with respect to railroad companies doing 


an interstate business and interstate bridges. The power of 
incorporation has been exercised by Congress and upheld by 
the Supreme Court in this regard. Why, then, with respect to 
any other form of interstate commerce, like the sale of goods 
across state boundaries and into foreign commerce, may the 


same power not be asserted? Indeed, it is the very fact that 
they carry on interstate commeree that makes these great in- 
dustrial concerns subject to federal prosecution and control. 
How far as incidental to the carrying on of that commerce it 
may be within the power of the Federal Government to author- 
ize the manufacture of goods, is perhaps more open to discus- 
sion, though a recent decision of the Supreme Court would seem 
to answer that question in the affirmative. 

Even those who are willing to concede that the Supreme 
Court may sustain such federal incorporation are inclined to 
oppose it on the ground of its tendency to the enlargement of 
the federal power at the expense of the power of the States. 
It is a sufficient answer to. this argument to say that no other 
method can be suggested which offers federal protection on the 
one hand and close federal supervision on the other of these 
great organizations that are in fact federal because they are 
as wide as the country and are entirely unlimited in their busi- 
ness by state lines. Nor is the centralization of federal power 
under this act likely to be exeessive. Only the largest corpora- 
tions would avail themselves of such a law, because the burden 
of complete federal supervision and control that must certainly 
be imposed to accomplish the purpose of the incorporation would 
not be accepted by an ordinary business concern. 

The third objection, that the worst offenders will not accept 
federal incorporation, is easily answered. The decrees of in- 
junction recently adopted in prosecutions under the antitrust 
law are so thorough and sweeping that the corporations affected 
by them have but three courses before them: 

First, they must resolve themselves into their component 
parts in the different States, with a consequent loss to them- 
selves of capital and effective organization and to the country 
of concentrated energy and enterprise; or, 

Second, in defiance of law and under some secret trust they 
must attempt to continue their business in violation of the 
federal statute, and thus incur the penalties ef contempt and 
bring on an inevitable criminal prosecution of the individuals 
named in the decree and their associates; or, 

Third, they must reorganize and accept in good faith the 
federal charter I suggest. 

A federal compulsory license law, urged as a substitute for a 
federal incorporation law, is unnecessary except to reach that 
kind of corporation which, by virtue of the considerations al- 
ready advanced. will take advantage voluntarily of an ineor- 
poration law, while the other state corporations doing an inter- 
state business do not need the supervision or the regulation of 
a federal license and would only be unnecessarily burdened 
thereby. 7 

The Attorney-General, at my suggestion, has drafted a fed- 
eral incorporation bill, embodying the views I have attempted 
to set forth, and it will be at the disposition of the appropriate 
committees of Congress. 


THe Wuite House, January 7, 1910. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the message be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and printed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
INVESTIGATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND THE 
BUREAU OF FORESTRY, ETC. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sub- 
mits a privileged report (H. Rept. No. 90) from the Committee 
on Rules, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 199. 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to proceed to the consideration, in the House, of the 
report of the Committee on Rules on resolutions for the investigation 
of the ent of the Interior and the Bureau of Forestry, ete. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania what procedure he intends to 
follow in reference to a division of time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would say to the gentleman that in a 
conversation with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] a few moments ago, my colleague on the Committee 
on Rules, it was agreed that I should proceed to an explanation 
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of the rule, and after that should yield time to your side of 
the Honse to an extent so as to bring me within the hour when 
I would demand the previous question, and that after the adop- 
tion of the resolution, if it be adopted, we will endeavor to 
agree upon a reasonable time for a discussion of the report. 
There is no disposition 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman expects to yield to the 
gentleman from New York, who is on the Committee on Rules, 
one-half of the time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, substantially; I hope I will have that 
much. Mr. Speaker, on the 6th day of December last the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrencock] introduced a resolu- 
tion, which I will read: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to appoint from the membership of the House a committee of 
seven with full power, and whose duty it shall be, to make a full and 
complete investigation of the conduct of the General Land Office of the 
Department of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 
This resolution, reported to the House, which is under consid- 
eration, is interlined in line 3 with the words “in the House,” 
so that it would read: 8 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to proceed to the consideration in the House of the 
report of the Committee on Rules— 

And so forth. 

Is the matter interlined an amendment, or is it a report from 
the committee as a substitute? 

Mr. DALZELL. I presume it is a substitute, because it was 
amended by inserting those words in the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—— 

The SPEAKER. The Journal Clerk asks the Chair whether 
it is reported as an amendment to the original resolution or 
whether it was reported as a substitute. It is a matter of no 
importance, only the Journal Clerk makes the inquiry. 

Mr. DALZELL. It was intended to be reported as a substi- 
tute for the resolution introduced yesterday. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to know whether the resolu- 
tion the committee reported is a substitute or an amendment? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is a substitute. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. An amendment that is offered in the 
committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. It was intended as a substitute; I do not 
know whether the term, was used or not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he inadvertently omitted to state “for con- 
sideration in the House” was not in the resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not catch what the gentleman said, 
but it seems to me the matter is of very little importance. 
The resolution introduced yesterday did not contain the words 
“in the House.” The resolution reported by the Committee on 
Rules reads that it shall be considered in the House, and that 
is the resolution that we are now considering. I do not remem- 
ber just how far I got in reading the Hitchcock resolution when 
I was interrupted, but I will begin here: 

And whose duty it shall be to make a full and complete investigation 
of the conduct of the General Land Office of the Department of the In- 
terior during recent 8 with relation to coal lands and other public 
domain in the Territory of Alaska and report their findings to the 
House; and said committee is empowered to send for persons and 

apers, to summon and compel the attendance of witnesses, to admin- 
ster oaths, to take testimony and reduce the same to writing, and to 
employ such stenographic help as may be necessary, all expenses to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

That resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, 
which committee considered it altogether too narrow to serve 
any useful purpose. Subsequent to that time, and within two 
or three days, another resolution was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], which I will not 
read, because the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Rules is substantially the same as that introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], there being only 
some changes in phraseology and one or two provisions I will 
call attention to hereafter. The Committee on Rules have re- 
ported the following resolution as a substitute for both the 
Hitchcock and the Humphrey resolutions: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing the investigation of the 
Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of the Department 
of Agriculture. 


nagement, and 
fing land held in 


m 
the United States, or 


any purpose, including all the natural resources of such lands; and 
said committee is authorized and empowered to make any further in- 
vestigation touching said Interior Department, its bureaus, officers, and 
employees, and of said Bureau of Forestry, its officers, and employees 
as it may deem desirable. 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby empowered 
to sit and act during the session of either or both Houses of 88 
or the recess of Congress and at any place, to require the atten a 
of witnesses and the prođuction of papers by subpæna to be signed 
by the chairman of said committee or, in proper case, by the chair- 
man of any subcommittee. The chairman of said committee or any 
member thereof is hereby empowered to administer oaths. Said com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof is further hereby empowered to 
take testimony under oath or in writing, to obtain documents, pers, 
and other information from the several departments of the Govern- 
ment or any bureau thereof, to employ stenographers to take and make 
a record of all evidence received by the committee and to keep a rec- 
ord of its p: ings, and to employ such assistance, legal and other- 
wise, as may be deemed necessary. 

All the costs and expenses of said investigation, includin 
sary printing, shall be paid one-half from the contingent 


all neces- 
und of the 
Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

All hearings by said committee shall be open to the public. The 
committee shall report to this Congress all the eyidence taken and 
their findings and conclusions thereon. And in case of disobedience to 
a subpoena this committee may invoke the aid of any court of the 
United States or of any of the Territories thereof or of the District of 
Columbia or the district of Alaska, within the jurisdiction of which 
any inquiry may be carried on by said committee in requiring the at- 
tendance and testmony of witnesses and the production of boo 
papers, and documents under the provisions of this resolution. An 
any such court within the jurisdiction of which the inquiry under this 
resolution is being carried on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to 
obey a subpœna issued to any person under authority of this resolu- 
tion issue an order requiring such person to appear before said eom- 
mittee and produce books and papers if so ordered and give evidence 
touching the matter in question, and any failure to obey such order of 
the court may be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. The 
claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the 

rson giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from tes- 
ifying, but such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such 

rson on the trial of any criminal proceeding except in prosecution 
or perjury committed in giving such testimony. > 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it necessary that I should occupy 
the time of the House in undertaking to show the necessity for 
the passage of this resolution. Grave accusations have been 
made against the condhet of the General Land Office in the 
Department of the Interior and against the conduct of the 
Bureau of Forestry in the Department of Agriculture. An em- 
ployee in the Department of the Interior has formulated and 
submitted to the Executive charges serious in their character 
against the administration of that department. These charges 
have been passed upon by the Executive. Notwithstanding that, 
the magazines of the country and papers of the country, from 
one end of it to the other, have taken up and reiterated those 
charges, scandalous in their character, and which, if true, prove 
that the department ought to be administered by others than 
those who are administering it. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hrroncock] on the floor of this House has made a speech, 
in which he has made—I have no doubt upon his responsibility 
as a Member of the House—grave accusations against the ad- 
ministration of the Department of the Interior, similar in char- 
acter to those which have already been made elsewhere. Under 
those circumstances it seems to me there can be no question but 
that there should be an investigation of the two departments of 
the Government to which I have referred. The parties who are 
involved in the charges have demanded an investigation, and 
they are entitled to it, so as to be justified or condemned. The 
general public has demanded an investigation. It is only fitting 
and it is due that Congress advise itself as to whether or not 
the departments of government, for which it makes annual ap- 
propriations, are administered in accordance with the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania permit a question? : 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I observe on line 15 of page 2, 
and on prior lines, reference to “said committee or any sub- 
committee.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
whole committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. The joint committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The joint committee have au- 
thorization to hear witnesses, and so forth, or any subcommittee 
have the same authorization? The original resolution provided 
that all hearings, and there were only hearings by the full 
committee, should be open and public. This resolution on the 
top of page 3 says that all hearings by said committee shall be 
open. It does not provide that the hearings before a subcom- 
mittee shall be public. They can have them open or otherwise. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think that the gentleman’s criticism is 
well taken, and the resolution ought to be amended. That 
escaped the attention of the committee. There was no purpose 
in using the term “said committee” to exclude the subcom- 
mittee. 


“Said committee” meaning the 
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Now, I call the attention of the House to the scope of thi 
investigation: z 

A thorough and complete investigation of the administration and 
conduct of the Interior Department, its several bureaus, officers, and 
employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, its officers and employees, touching or relating to the reclama- 
tion, conservation, management, and disposal of the public lands of 
the United States, or any land held in trust by the United States for 
any purpose, including all the natural resources of such s— 

And lest there should be any subject omitted from the juris- 
diction of this committee, there is added the following: 


And said committee is authorized and empowered to make any fur- 
ther investigation touching said Interior Department, its bureaus, 
officers, and employees, and of said Bureau of Forestry, its officers, and 
employees as it may deem desirable. 

In the opinion of your committee the resolution invests this 
joint committee with the most ample authority to investigate 
all the charges that have been made and others that may arise 
during the course of the investigation. 

Now, with respect to the form of the resolution, it is a mat- 
ter upon which there is a diversity of opinion, I apprehend, be- 
tween some of the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
and your committee, and it is a matter that was very care- 
fully considered. We think the conclusion arrived at is the 
proper one. It is a joint resolution. It will be signed by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or vetoed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Or vetoed, and if the President signs it it 
will be a law, and the joint committee of Congress, I appre- 
hend, will be conducting this investigation not merely by au- 
thority of the House of Representatives, but by authority of 
law. Why do we put the resolution in that shape? Because we 
apprehended that in this investigation, where the newspapers 
and magazines all over the country have been taking a hand, 
there will be the necessity to summon and compel the testimony 
of many persons who will be unwilling to be examined; and I 
apprehend that in the course of this investigation the investiga- 
tors will have to meet the best legal talent in the United States 
seeking to protect parties who are desirous of being exempt from 
examination. 

Now, while it is true that there is inherent in the House of 
Representatives and in the Senate of the United States the 
power to compel the presence of witnesses and to punish for 
contempt, there is no such power in a joint committee of the 
two Houses. 

I have forgotten the number of the Congress, but at all events 
in a Congress subsequent to the civil war a joint committee of 
the two Houses was engaged in investigating “the condition of 
the late insurrectionary States.” A witness named Saunders 
refused to testify, and the question as to his being compelled to 
testify was very elaborately considered by the Senators who 
were on that committee and who were men very distinguished 
in their profession. The result arrived at was that the power 
to punish for contempt was independent in each House, and that 
there existed no such power in a committee representing both 
Houses. : 

But if there was such power in a committee representing 
both Houses, there is no power outside of the inherent power of 
either House to punish for contempt. Punishment under that 
inherent power is limited to imprisonment during the life of the 
particular Congress, and if called into exercise near the end of 
a session would amount to very little. In other words, there is 
no definition by law of what the punishment should be in such a 
case, although there is a definition in law of what the punish- 
ment shall be for a contempt of either House. 

I call your attention to section 102 of the Revised Statutes, 
which is an amendment passed in 1857 to an old law, and which 
reads in this way: 


Every 1 who, having been summoned as a witness by the au- 
thority of either House of Congress to give testimony or to produce 
papers upon any matter under inquiry ore either House of Congress, 
willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, ses to answer 
any question pertinent to the question under inquiry, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of not more than $1,000 
nor less than $100, and Imprisonment in a common jail for not less 
than one month nor more than twelve months. 


Now, it will be observed that this relates only to parties sum- 
moned and in contempt of either House of Congress, and it is 
not applicable, therefore, to a case of a contempt of a joint com- 
mittee. 

Furthermore, section 104 of the Revised Statutes reads this 
way: 

Whenever a witness summoned as In section 102 falls to testify, and 
the facts are reported to either House, the President of the Senate or 
the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the fact 
under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the 


District of columnis whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before 
the grand jury for their action. 
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This, too, it will be observed, relates only to contempts of 
either House and not of a joint committee. 

Taking into consideration, therefore, the possibility, or prob- 
ability, rather, that this committee, in its investigations, will 
meet with contumacious witnesses and the doubtful power of 
a joint committee of the two Houses to punish for contempt 


and the lack of definition of the punishment for such con- 


tumacy, it was the opinion of your committee that in order to 
vest the joint committee to be created with power which should 
be effecive in its hands, it was necessary to make some other 
provision whereby contumacious witnesses might be brought to 
book. They, therefore, recommend a joint resolution, which is 
in effect a law; and while it is true that in this particular 


‘ease the investigating body is constituted of Members of the 


House and Members of the Senate, I apprehend that that body 
gets its character not because it is constituted of Members of 
Congress, but because it exists by virtue of the law, and is 
subject to the same rules of construction as if the Members of 
the body were of some other constituency than the House of 
Representatives and the Senate. 

But it is impossible to confer upon this body and carry over 
to this body the right and authority of either House, so far as 
a judgment for contempt is concerned, and it therefore must be 
clothed with some specific power. It is further impossible to 
delegate to any such body, administrative or executive body, 
the power to finally condemn a party for refusing to testify. 
Such power can not be conferred upon such a body. ‘Therefore 
the committee was compelled to resort to a device that has 
already been resorted to in the case of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, a device that has been approved by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

The language of the power conferred upon the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the case to which I refer is almost identi- 
cal with the language of this resolution reported by the com- 
mittee, namely : 

And in case of disobedience to a subpena this committee may invoke 
the aid of any court of the United States or of any of the Territories 
thereof or of the District of Columbia or the district of Alaska, within 
the jurisdiction of which any inquiry may be carried on by said com- 
mittee in requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the 
production of books, papers, and documents under the provisions of 
this resolution. And any such court within the jurisdiction of which 
the inquiry under this resolution is being carried on may, in case of 
contumacy or refusal to obey a subpœna issued to any person under 
authority of this resolution, issue an order requiring such pereon to ap- 
pear before said committee and produce books and papers if so ordered 
and give evidence touching the matter in question, and any failure to 
obey such order of the court may be punished by such court as a con- 
tempt thereof, 

The power to confer upon a commission created by law this 
right to go into the courts and give rise to a controversy which 
will give the courts jurisdiction was expressly passed upon in 
the case of the Interstate Commerce Commission against Brim- 
son, reported in the 154th United States, page 447. 

I read from the syllabus: 

The inquiry whether a witness before the commission is bound to 
answer a particular question 9 to him, or to produce books, 
papers, etc., in his possession and called for by that y, is one that 
can not be committed to a subordinate administrative or executive 
tribunal for final determination. Such a body could not under our sys- 
tem of government, and consistently with due process of law, be 115 
vested with authority to compel obedience to its orders by a judgment 
of fine or imprisonment. 

There is, therefore, no attempt in this instance to convey to 
this investigating committee any such authority. But in the 
same case it was held: 

The twelfth section of the Interstate Commerce Commission act, au- 
thorizing the circuit courts of the United States to use their process 
in aid of Inquiries before the commission established by that act, is not 
in conflict with the Constitution, as imposing on judicial tribunals 
duties not judicial in their nature. 

A petition filed under that section in the circuit court of the 
United States against a witness, duly summoned to testify be- 
fore the commission, to compel him to testify or to produce 
books, documents, and papers relating to the matter under in- 
vestigation. before that body, makes a case or controversy te 
which the judicial power of the United States extends. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
the Janguage of that section conferring that authority upon the 
Interstate Commerce Commission? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is identical with the language in the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Rules—copied from it. 
So that, not to occupy the attention of the House any longer, 
the committee aimed in the first place to create a committee the 
scope of whose jurisdiction should be sufficient to reach every 
question about which possible complaint can be made. That is 
the first aim of the committee. The second aim of the tommit- 
tee was to constitute a commission, a joint committee of the two 
bodies that would have all the power of all the courts of the 
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United States to get at the truth. . I submit that, under the 
circumstances, no other than a joint resolution should be 
adopted in this case. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. About how far back in time will the committee be 
permitted to go? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no limit stated in the resolution. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will it go back as far as Mr. 
Hitchcock's first administration? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know; I suppose the commission 
will be guided by circumstances. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question I desire to arrive 
at may be raised hereafter, but I supposed the Committee on 
Rules would be the best authority as to what the intention was. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman that the im- 
mediate cause for the creation of this commission are charges 
recently made, and I suppose they will first engage the attention 
of the commission. Then as they are authorized to make any 
further investigation they see fit, if they find it necessary to go 
back, they will go back. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have in mind the issuance of 
a million or more acres of lieu land certificates about seven 
years ago to the Santa Fe Railway Company. 

Mr. DALZELL. I know nothing about that; I have heard no 
complaint about it. - 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. As I understand the resolution, it creates a commission 
the membership of which shall be taken from the House and 
from the Senate and be appointed by the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. PALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Has the committee considered the question 
as to whether in creating a commission it can confer the power 
to appoint the members upon the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLHY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the resolu- 
tion—and I have just read it, having given it no particular 
study—it is to create a commission. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLET. And that is done so we may be sure as to 
the power we can confer upon it in regard to punishments for 
contempt, and so forth. Now, inasmuch as we are creating a 
commission, have you the right to confer upon the Speaker of 
the House and the President of the Senate the power to ap- 
point that commission, because there is a provision in the 
Constitution about appointments being made by the President? 

Mr. DALZELL. We are passing a law. By law we are 
creating a commission, delegating to those two officers the ap- 
pointment of the commission. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The statement as to what you are doing is 
not an answer as to the power. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no doubt about the power. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not denying that the power exists, but, 
to be frank with the gentleman, the question was presented to 
me in conversation with my friend from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD], and it seèms a serious question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no doubt about the power, and the 
committee have no doubt about the power. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will permit, this matter was briefly discussed in 
the committee. There was some difference of opinion in the 
committee upon the subject. It so happens that this is not 
without precedent. It is not without precedent within six 
months, Only last summer this House, in the emergency appro- 
priation bill, created a similar commission to investigate the 
bonding of public officials, and it provided for the appointment 
of the commission in the same way as this. As a matter of 
fact, this does provide by law for the creation of a legislative 
commission. Now, there is no difficulty in providing by law for 
the appointment of officers of legislative bodies by the bodies 
themselyes. They are not officers of the United States, within 
the meaning of the language to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I occupied? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-nine minutes, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I want now to yield to the 
other side for the purpose of debate sufficient time so that there 
may be reserved for me one minute in which to move the 
previous question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 
takes his seat I would like to ask him a question. Is it the 
purpose of the gentleman, if this rule is adopted, to allow the 
resolution to come before the House subject to amendment, with 


the right to amend, or does the gentleman propose to moye the 
previous question after it gets into the House, and so cut off 
amendment? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman does not. If the House sees 
fit to adopt another resolution than this, it will be perfectly 
satisfactory to me and to the Committee on Rules. We have 
done cra best we could, and if it can be improved, let us im- 
prove it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to understand the gentleman 
distinctly, because if the gentleman proposes to give us an 
opportunity to amend in the House, there may be no fight on 
this rule. If we are not going to have an opportunity in the 
House to offer amendments, then we may want to fight the 
previous question on that rule, and on the gentleman’s answer 
will depend the consumption of time. Do I understand that 
if this rule is adopted, when the matter comes into the House 
the membership on this side of the House will have oppor- 
tunity to offer amendments? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; and on this side as well. 

Mr, PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a question. I appreciate that the 
committee desires by the resolution to provide for the full 
investigation. It provides that this committee can investigate 
the administration and conduct of the Interior Department, 
“its several bureaus, officers, and employees.” By the use of 
the word “ officers,” does it not, limit that investigation to those 
who are now the officers, and might not the question be raised 
as to whether the committee could investigate the action of 
the present Secretary of the Interior while he was Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I think not. I think there is no ques- 
tion about that. 

Mr. PARSONS. I do not mean to suggest that he would 
raise the question, but some one whom the commission is seek- 
ing to subpcena might raise that question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I think the gentleman’s criticism in that 
respect is hypercritical. I think all the parties would be sub- 
ject to investigation. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question—whether, in his opinion, the scope of 
this resolution is broad enough to permit of investigation of the 
character of the lands now embraced in forest reserves, with 
a view to the elimination therefrom, if it be thought neces- 
sary, of lands nonforest in character. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think so. I think it is broad enough to 
cover every question of that character. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, if I understand him rightly, I think we can 
reach an a ent, and we will agree to the adoption of the 
rule at once. If it is understood that we are to be recognized 
for the purpose of debate and for the purpose of offering amend- 
ments in the House on this resolution, we have no desire to 
fight the rule any further. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, I have said to the gentleman already, 
if this resolution is adopted, when the report of the committee 
comes before the House, as it will, that there will be, I hope, 
some arrangement for reasonable debate and that the resolu- 
tion will be open to amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania wishes to mislead us. What is desired to be 
known is this: If this rule be adopted now, will the gentleman 
make an arrangement afterwards by which there will be not 
only debate, and this and the other side of the House would 
have time to speak and also will be entitled to offer amend- 
ments during that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am unable to say so in any plainer lan- 
guage than I have already used. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman’s language is not 
entirely frank, because these agreements for debate always in- 
clude an understanding that at the end of the debate the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered and the agree- 
ment for general debate does not include the right to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have said in express terms when this reso- 
lution is adopted and the report of the Committee on Rules is 
before the House it will be before the House for both debate 
and amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman will be in a position 
to move the previous question, and unless we have assurance 
that an agreement will be made by which we shall have the 
right to offer amendments—— 

Mr. DALZELL. There will be no demand for the previous 
question from this side of the House until the expiration of the 


time that shall be agreed upon for debate and the offering of 
amendments. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then we do not care to consume any 
time on the resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, what arrangement can 
we make about the time for debate? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has been suggested this side would 
like as much as one hour and a half; the gentleman has con- 
sumed half an hour. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right, each side to have the same time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And it is the understanding that gentle- 
men on this side of the House will have the opportunity to 
offer amendments. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. Let the amendments be offered 
to be pending for the information of the House. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that debate proceed for three hours, 
one hour and a half to this side of the House and one hour 
and a half to the other side of the House, the time on the other 
side to be controlled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FIrzcERALD] and the time on this side to be controlled by my- 
self. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be no 
difficulty, let the gentleman include in some way a provision 
about amendments, because, possibly, that would not give any 
opportunity for amendments, and I know the gentleman does not 
wish to do so, 

Mr. DALZELL. And that the resolution shall be open to 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. That any gentleman who has the floor shall be 
allowed to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, we do not know what 
understanding has been arrived at over on that side of the 
House. 

Mr. DALZELL. That at any time during the hour and a 
half allotted to either side amendments shall be in order. 

Mr. SHERLEY. By the person having the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to understand the situ- 
ation so as to submit it to the House. The Chair understands 
that debate shall proceed for three hours, one-half of that time 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and one- 
half by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
and that amendments shall be in order from gentlemen who 
have the floor in debate. 

t Mr. DALZELL. That is right. 

„Nr. SABATH. No—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

' Mr. SHERLEY. That is, whether the proposed amendments 
will be disposed of at the expiration of the debate, or must they 
be disposed of as they are offered? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments can be offered by any gen- 
tleman having the floor in his own right. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand; but my question is whether 
they must be disposed of within the three hours or at the ex- 
piration of the three hours? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not determine that at the 
present time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I submit that the vote be taken at the 
end of the three hours on the pending amendments. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well; I agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. And now let us see what the proposition is. 
The Chair understands the proposition to be: Three hours of 
debate, one-half controlled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] and one-half by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZGERALD] ; that the previous question shall operate at 
the close of the three hours upon the joint resolution and 
amendments that may have been presented during the debate. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103 


Interior Department and the 
of Agriculture. 


Resolved, ete., That a special committee of 12 members be appointed, 


authorizing the investigation of the 
ureau of Forestry of the Department 


6 of whom shall be designated by the President of the Senate m the 
Members of that body, and 6 of whom shall be designated by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives from the Members of that 


body, which committee is hereby empowered and directed to make a 
thorough and complete investigation of the administration and conduct 


of the Interior Department, its several bureaus, officers, and employees, 


and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the Agricultural Department, its 
officers and employees, touching or relating to the reclamation, con- 
servation, management, and disposal of the public lands of the United 
States, or any land held in trust by the United States for any purpose, 
including all the natural resources of such lands; and said committee 
is authorized and empowered to make any further investigation touch- 
ing said Interior Department, its bureaus, officers, and employees, and 
2 cea Bureau of Forestry, its officers, and employees as it may deem 
lesirable. 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby empowered to 
sit and act during the session of either or both Houses of Congress or 
the recess of Congress and at any place, to require the attendance of 
witnesses and the production of papers by subpæna to be signed Py. the 
chairman of said committee or, in 1 case, by the chairman of any 
subcommittee. The chairman of said committee or any member thereof 
is hereby empowered to administer oaths. Said committee or any sub- 
committee thereof is further hereby empowered to take testimony under 
oath or in bedi a to obtain documents, papers, and other information 
from the several departments of the Government or any bureau thereof, 
to employ stenographers to take and make a record of all evidence re- 
ceived by the committee and to keep a record of its proceedings, and to 
employ such assistance, legal and otherwise, as may be deemed neces- 
sa! 


ry. 

All the costs and expenses of said investigation, including all neces- 
sary printing, shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the 
an orc one-half from the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
senta i 

All hearings by said committee sball be open to the public. The 
committee shall report to this Congress all the evidence taken and 
their findings and conclusions thereon. And in case of disobedience 
to a su this committee may invoke the aid of any court of the 
United States or of any of the Territories thereof or of the District 
of Columbia or the district of Alaska, within the jurisdiction of which 
any inquiry may be carried on by said committee in requiring the at- 
tendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of books, 
papers, and documents under the provisions of this resolution. And 
any such court within the jurisdiction of which the inquiry under this 
resolution is being carried on may, in case of contumacy or refusal to 
obey a subpena issued to any person under authority of this resolu- 
tion issue an order requiring such person to appear before said com- 
mittee and produce books and papers if so ordered and give evidence 
touching the matter in question, and any failure to obey such order of 
the court may be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. The 
claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the 

rson giving such evidence sball not excuse such witness from testify- 
ng, but such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such per- 
son on the trial of any criminal proceeding except in prosecution for 
perjury committed in giving such testimony. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, nobody questions the ne- 
cessity of investigating the Interior Department. Charges have 
been brought against the head of that department, which, if 
proved, will require his impeachment by this House and compel 
his conviction in a trial before the Senate. These charges have 
originated inside of his own department. An official who has 
been characterized as one of the most efficient ever in the 
service of the Department of the Interior by one who has the 
confidence of the public has been driven from office in disgrace 
because he carried what he believed to be accurate information 
about fraudulent land claims to the President of the United 
States. Yesterday there was published a report made by the 
Attorney-General after an investigation of the statement sub- 
mitted to the President by Mr. Glavis. In this report of the 
Attorney-General, dated September 11, 1909, he says: 

Glavis's actions appear to have been founded upon a wholly exagger- 
ated sense of his own importance and a desire for personal advance- 
ment, rather than on any genuine desire to protect the interests of the 
Government, and this 5 — of megalomania has finally led him to 
submit to you—President Taft—charges of improper motives and con- 
duct against his official superiors, which, in my opinion, are so unjust 
and unfounded as to merit his immediate separation from the service. 

Two days later, on September 13, 1909, the President of the 
United States, to whom this report was submitted by the Attor- 
ney-General, addressed a lengthy communication to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. In it he reviewed the entire transaction; 
he stated that he had considered the statement of Glavis, cer- 
tain reports which he required from the men involved in this 
report, and other documents, including the report prepared 
especially for him by the Attorney-General. In this letter to 
the Secretary of the Interior, the President says that— 

The whole record shows that Mr. Glavis was honestly convinced of 
the illegal character of the claims of the Cunningham group, and that 
he was seeking evidence to defeat the claims. 

Mr. Speaker, with two so contradictory conclusions upon the 
same record by two such eminent lawyers as the President and 
the Attorney-General, both closely associated officially and 
anxious to achieve the same end, both presumably impartial 
and disinterested investigators, although the charges were di- 
rected against a member of the President’s Cabinet, it seems to 
me it is time that some impartial body should take up and in- 
vestigate the connection of the Secretary of the Interior with 
the matters out of which these charges have arisen. 

I am heartily in favor of an investigation, but I desire to 
narrow the investigation, Mr. Speaker, to the charges which 
have been made against the official integrity of the Secretary 
of the Interior. They are too serious to be mixed up with 
charges of “pernicious activity“ by some other official in his 
efforts to serve the people, actuated solely with a desire to 
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protect the public domain. The mere overstepping of authority 
by some official, in his zeal to protect the public domain from 
the land thieves, so rampant in this country during the last 
few years, should not be considered in the same category with 
the charges made against the Secretary of the Interior. So I 
am opposed to mixing up in this investigation Gifford Pinchot, 
head of the Forestry Service—against whom the only charge 
ever made is that he has been too active against the land 
thieves and land grabbers—with the charges which so seriously 
affect and would so gravely reflect upon not only the official 
integrity but the personal honor of the head of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

At the proper time I shall offer an amendment from 
this resolution all reference to the Bureau of Forestry. I doubt 
the wisdom of so sweeping an investigation at this time as is 
here proposed. The duration of such an inyestigation can not 
be predicted. It will develop a controversy regarding matters 
of policy which have no place in this investigation and which 
will completely befog the issues which should be speedily deter- 
mined. It is my hope that this investigation will result in the 
complete exoneration of Secretary Ballinger. I desire it for 
his sake as a man and an official, as well as for the good fame 
of our country. In these days of partisan politics it requires 
a peculiar, though not uncommon, combination of Christianity, 

‘patriotism, and democracy to express such a wish as to an 
official high in the Republican party [laughter], but I do hope, 
for the reasons already mentioned, that the Secretary of the 
Interior may be cleared from these charges. I do not believe 
there should be inyolved in this investigation, or placed before 
the people in the same category, a man against whom the only 
offense charged is his uncontrollable desire to serve the public 
and protect their interests. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to authorization of this investiga- 
tion by means of a joint resolution. It is beneath the dignity 
of this House to ask the permission of the Executive to investi- 
gate one of his Cabinet. As the representatives of the people, 
as the grand inquest of the Nation, this House in the exercise 
of its constitutional and historic privileges and prerogatives 
should institute its own investigation without the consent of 
the Executive and without the help of any other body. Since 
when has this House fallen so low in the esteem of the American 
public that its investigation of grave charges against an official 
of the administration would not be received with confidence; 
that its action would be regarded with suspicion by the people 
unless the Members of the House had the help of Members of 
another, it may perhaps be said, more popular, more intelligent, 
more able, and more capable body than this House appears to 
be in the estimation of those who control it? 

So serious a reflection upon our dignity and integrity is this 
procedure that I am astounded that the Speaker should coun- 
tenance it. For more than thirty years, in addition to the 
characteristics which have been so widely advertised during 
the past few months, he has been noted, to his credit, for the 
consistency with which he has in season and out of season 
stood out for the rights, prerogatives, and dignity of this House 
as the representative body of the American people. 

What is sought by the pending resolution? Authority to in- 
vestigate not only the Land Office, not alone the charges against 
the Secretary and other officials of the Department of the 
Interior in connection with certain suspicious land claims in 
Alaska, but every conceivable thing affecting public lands in the 
United States. The Reclamation Service is included, the dispo- 
sition of Indian lands, since they are lands held in trust, all 
possible questions of policy in which nobody at this particular 
time is interested and about which there is no haste. They can 
wait. But the charges reflecting so seriously on the Secretary 
of the Interior must be disposed of at once. Upon their estab- 
lishment or failure to establish them depends his good name 
and his entire future career. 

If it be necessary, Mr. Speaker, to make a scapegoat of any- 
body, sufficient provocation was given yesterday by the indi- 
vidual who seems to be aimed at in certain quarters. If the 
courage exists where it should, to do that by direction what 
some people would like to do by indirection, why not cast out 
of the public service, not only the insignificant official who in 
mistaken zeal has made some charge that may not be sustained, 
but that other official so zealous, so active in the public welfare, 
and who has influence, the complete confidence of the American 
people, because he has not hesitated to attempt to serve them 
regardless of the vast interests that have interfered to curtail 
his action. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the joint resolution. Never in 
the history of Parliament or of this House has such sub- 
serviency been shown to the Executive. In the history of the 
Congress the power of this House to investigate the Executive 


was neyer challenged by him but upon a single occasion. On 
March 28, 1860, James Buchanan, then President, sent a mes- 
sage to the House protesting against its action in adopting a 
resolution to appoint a committee to irquire whether the Presi- 
dent of the United States or any other officer of the Govern- 
ment, by the use of money, patronage, or other improper means, 
had attempted to influence the Congress or its committees in 
certain legislative matters, and whether he had failed or re- 
fused to compel the execution of certain laws. 

He protested against either House of the Congress making 
such an investigation, on the ground that it was a “ violation 


of the rights of the coordinate executive branch of the Govern- 


ment and subversive of its constitutional independence.” 

This message was referred to a committee, carefully consid- 
ered, and a report thereon made, with the following memorable 
resolution, which the House adopted: 

Resolved, That the House dissents from the doctrines of the special 
message of the President of the United States of March 28, 1860; that 
the extent of power 5 in the adoption of the resolutions 
of inquiry of March 5, 1 , is necessary to the proper discharge of 
the constitutional duties devolved upon Conatans that judicial deter- 
minations, the opinions of former Presidents, and uniform usage sanc- 
tions its exercise; and that to abandon it would leave the executive 
department of the Government without supervision or responsibility, 
and would be likely to lead to a concentration of power in the han 
of the President dangerous to the rights of a free people. 


In this resolution are set forth unanswerable arguments 
against the adoption of resolutions to investigate the executive 
departments in a form which require their submission to the 
President for approval. The rights of the House are clearly set 
forth, and its duty is unmistakable. 

Fifty years have almost passed since that assertion by the 
House of its constitutional and inherent rights and preroga- 
tives. Its position, then firmly taken, has never since been 
assailed. Under the procedure now proposed the House will 
cringe to the Executive and await its assent to the performance 
of its important functions. 

I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
to say that the President would approve this resolution. Byen 
if that assurance is to be given, who will speak authoritatively 
for the President in this House? The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Smiru], my colleague on the Committee on Rules, and the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, both within six months assured 
this House authoritatively, apparently, as it then seemed, that 
the judges of the customs court created in the tariff act would 
not be nominated by the President until the Congress at this 
session had fixed the salaries which they were to receive. If 
nominated and confirmed by the Senate the Congress could not 
under the Constitution reduce the salaries at that time fixed by 
law. Yet within the past few days, despite these assurances by 
gentlemen so close to the Chief Executive, the President has 
nominated the judges of the customs court, so that even if it 
were proper to ask his consent to investigate his subordinates, 
assurances as to what he might or might not do, except made 
by himself officially, are hardly to be accepted after our recent 
experience. 

What a laughing stock the Congress of the United States 
would be if the President were to say, in the exercise of his 
authority, with all of the facts before him, that he had com- 
pletely and thoroughly investigated these charges against the 
Secretary of the Interior; that after such an investigation he 
not only had exonerated him, but that he had driven from the 
public service the man who had presumed to present these 
charges, although, in the opinion of the President, the record 
showed that the accused had honestly believed that the claims 
involved were illegal, and, with that statement, then voted ihe 
resolution for this investigation. 

The only object, Mr. Speaker, to use a common expression, 
is to let the President get “aboard the band wagon.” He sat 
on the lid as long as he could. After information about the 

claims was spread broadcast, and the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucockx] on this floor reviewed the 
yarious statements that had been made public and the records 
as they existed, and graphically summarized the charges against 
the Secretary of the Interior, different views commenced to 
prevail in administration circles as to the desirability and even 
the necessity for an investigation. 

Then the Secretary of the Interior, on December 21, 1909, 
sent a letter to a member of the Senate. He said that he be- 
lieved an investigation should be had; and he asked that the 
Forestry Service be included in the investigation, since, as the 
Secretary said— 

have reason to believe that the nent ee activity of certain of 


I 
its officers has been the source and inspiration of these Charges, in- 
volving in part the administration of the public domain. 
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So at the request of the Secretary of the Interior the Forest 
Service is to be investigated because of the “pernicious activ- 
ity” of certain officials of that department, and this service is 
to be put before the American people in the same category as 
the official who has been charged with conduct involving his 
official and personal integrity. 

Not only that, but the Secretary presumed to point out that 
the resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK], 
providing for the appointment of a committee by this House 
to investigate the conduct of his department regarding the 
public domain and the coal cases in Alaska during the past 
few years, was entirely too restricted and narrow. Thereafter 
resolutions appeared simultaneously in both Houses which un- 
dertook to provide the investigation demanded by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, so that the accused is to dictate the extent 
and manner of the congressional investigation, if his superior, 
the President, condescends to approve the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the excuses given for a joint resolution 
is that there is no power to punish contumacious witnesses who 
are brought before joint committees of the House and Senate. I 
deny the accuracy of this contention. 

On March 9, 1864, the joint committee on the conduct of the 
war committed to the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Senate, under the concurrent resolution creating the commit- 
tee, a witness who refused to testify before it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is mistaken 
about the cases of the witnesses Clayton Camp, David Gist, 
and W. L. Saunders, who had either failed to obey the sub- 
penas to appear or to testify after responding. 

The controversy in the Senate was not as to the power of 
Congress to punish contumacious witnesses before the joint com- 
mittee, but whether one House should act or both concur in 
the proposed action. In the course of the discussion the inter- 
esting statement was made by Mr. Scott of Pennsylvania— 

That precedents were rare on the subject, because joint committees 
were in so little favor in the English Parliament that none had been 
appointed since the year 1695. 

But it is said that the object of the joint resolution is to 
make possible the proceedings against contumacious witnesses 
in the federal courts. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the joint 
resolution will defeat that very purpose. 

Article 2, section 2, paragraph 2, of the Constitution provides 
that the President— 

Shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate shall appoint, ambassadors, other public m and consuls, 
judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, and which 
shall be established by law; but the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers, as they think proper, in the 

resident alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of departments. 

The gentleman will search the decisions of the courts to find 
that the Vice-President or Speaker of the House are “ heads 
of departments“ under this provision of the Constitution. 

In the Interstate Commission case, where the power to pro- 
ceed against certain witnesses, as here proposed, was upheld, 
a different situation existed. That commission was appointed 
by the President. This so-called “joint committee” which is 
to be appointed will be a statutory committee. It is created 
by law. It will not be the creature of either House. The 
President alone, under the Constitution, or some head of a 
department has the right to appoint its members. Once ap- 
pointed, this House and the Congress has lost all control over it. 
Only by passing another joint resolution requiring the ap- 
proval of the President can its activities be controlled or di- 
rected or terminated. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. MANN. Is there any distinction under a law like this 
between the power to appoint by the Speaker and the Vice- 
President and appointing the committee directly? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman will find it a serious 
question whether Congress has the power. 

Mr. MANN. Has it not been frequently exercised? , 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; but the object of this resolution, 
the gentleman must bear in mind, is to enable contumacious wit- 
nesses to be reached. The very first question that would be 
raised by the distinguished counsel, which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania fears would be called in, would be the legality of 
the commission as constituted under this proposed law. Why 
give that opportunity to escape, when it is so simple and so 
easy to avoid such a predicament? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask this question for informa- 
tion. Of course the question arises as to the legality of the 
appointment under the law when you attempt to punish a wit- 
ness for contempt. Has it not been decided in connection with 
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state legislatures where they have appointed legislative commis- 
3 that that power to punish for contempt does 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I do not know as to that. 
I have never investigated that question; but this difficulty can 
be obviated very easily by not putting ourselves in the position 
where we ask the consent of the Executive to make this investi- 
gation. 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps you recall the Belknap case. On 
January 14, 1876, a resolution was adopted by the House direct- 
ing a number of its standing committees to investigate the 
conduct of all of the departments. and to inquire regarding 
abuses, errors, or frauds in the administration. On March 2, 
within three months, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department reported to the House that they found on 
the very threshhold of their investigation such unquestioned 
evidence of the malfeasance in office of General Belknap, then 
Secretary of War, that they found it to be their duty to lay 
the same before the House. They also reported resolutions 
directing the impeachment of the Secretary of War. Under this 
joint committee or commission, whatever it may be, there is 
no committee from the House acting which will have any power 
or authority to report to this House, regardless of the act of the 
commission. If a similar situation should exist, the Members 
from the House would be powerless to act except individually. 

If it were believed that such proof had been obtained the 
House has no control over the committee to compel its submis- 
sion to the House. There may be some who differ with me, but 
I believe this is so fundamental an objection to the appointment 
of the commission as here proposed that if there were never to 
be an investigation of this department I still would not put 
myself in the position of voting for a resolution for an investi- 
gation in that form which requires it to be submitted to the 
President of the United States for his approval. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if 
it is not true that this investigation belongs properly to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the rules of the House it does, 
Others may differ with me, but I have too high a regard for the 
powers and prerogatives of this House to stultify myself by con- 
sent that the House shall submit its action to the President for 
his approval. 

It is a despicable thing to do. This House, by Article I, sec- 
tion 2, paragraph 5, of the Constitution, is given the sole power 
of impeachment, 

If the charges made against the Secretary of the Interior be 
proved he must, and should, be impeached. The House has al- 
ways been jealous to preserve its rights and prerogatives, and 
has resented all attempts to curtail them. In this important 
matter it is supinely belittling itself by this proposed action. 

I have already asked why the House should not have initiated 
and conducted, without the consent or assistance of any official 
or other body, the investigation demanded. The resolution pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock] on 
December 6 last provided for such an investigation. 

No difficulty would be experienced then in dealing with con- 
tumacious witnesses. 

It has been held repeatedly by the courts that either House 
has power to imprison such persons. 

Sections 102, 103, and 104 of the Reyised Statutes provide 
adequate punishment for offenders against the authority of 
either House. They are as follows: 

Sec. 102. Every person who, having been summoned as a witness by 
the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or to pro- 
duce papers upon any matter under inquiry before either House or any 
committee of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the ques- 
tion under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punish- 
able by a fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than $100, and im- 
prisonment in a common jail for not less than one month nor more 
than twelve months. 

Sec. 103. No witness Is privileged to refuse to testify to poy fact or 
roduce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either 
Jouse of Congress, or by any committee of either House, upon the 

ground that his testimony to such fact or his production of such paper 
me tend to disgrace him or otherwise render him infamous. 

EC. 104. Whenever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 
102 fails to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the 
President of the Senate or the 1 of the House, as the case may 
be, shall certify the fact under the seal of the Senate or House to the 
district attorney for the District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be 
to bring the matter before the grand jury for their action. 

If the House conducts whatever investigation be necessary, 
the method of dealing with contumacious witnesses is estab; 
lished and well settled. No such procedure is proposed for this 
commission or joint committee, so called. Those who favor the 
pending resolution believe a safe way has been found to deal 
with such witnesses. I am unable to agree with them. : 
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I again ask why this House should not itself, without waiting 
for anybody's consent, without waiting for another body’s help. 
without the aid of any person or body, conduct this investiga- 
tion. No satisfactory answer can be made to that question. It 
is natural to inquire, then, who is to be persecuted or prose- 
ctted, or who is to be protected, or why are such extensive 
powers to be given to the committee, if it be not to make the 
inquiry so broad and comprehensive that the real vital ques- 
tions at issue, which should speedily be settled, shall be lost 
in the mass of controversy bound to ensue over wholly irrele- 
vant matters. I shall offer, so that the House may have an 
opportunity to pass on whether it desires an unlimited inquiry, 
two amendments to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman have the amendments 
reported at the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. I shall send them up after a while. 
One is to strike out, on page 1, all of lines 11 and 12, com- 
mencing with the word “ employees,” in line 11, down to and 
including the word “employees,” in line 12; and, on page 2, 
in lines 5 and 6, to strike out the language “and of said Bureau 
of Forestry, its officers and employees as it may deem desir- 
able.” 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not consume any more time, as others 
wish to speak. If the House determines to pass a resolution 
in the proposed form, I hope that at least it will limit the 
investigation now to the matters out of which the charges have 
grown. If hereafter the administration of the Forestry Service 
requires investigation, let it be investigated; but first let there 
be disposed of, in justice to the man himself and for the wel- 
fare of the country, the serious charges against the Secretary 
of the Interior, Justice and fair dealing demand this action. 
Any other course can only result in confusion, dissatisfaction, 
and endless controversy. How much time have I consumed, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes; the gentleman has sixty 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall ask the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania to use some of his time. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
not present just now—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman had half an hour, and 
he has an hour and a half, while we have an hour. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
an hour and a half remaining, as I understand. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I suggest 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I see the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is now present. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am not in favor of narrowing 
this investigation. It seems to me it ought to take in the en- 
tire scope, as laid out by the resolution. These different heads 
of departments of the Government have been making charges 
pro and con, and a committee can not well investigate the 
Secretary of the Interior under the charges whith have been 
made without investigating the Forestry Service also. I am 
sure that I have no prejudice or bias against either side of this 
controversy, and I believe the House and the country are 
holding their judgment in abeyance and desire only a fair and 
honest investigation, so that whatever may be the result of 
such investigation it will have the confidence and the faith of 
the American people when it is finished. In order to bring 
that about the committee that is appointed in the beginning 
ought to be such a committee that will have the confidence and 
the faith of all the people, and in order to have that kind of a 
committee I believe the committee ought to be elected by the 
House of Representatives and not appointed by the Speaker, 
and in accordance with that idea I offer, Mr. Speaker, the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* 1 “u 
Fr i Saga e a a d a 
Mr. NORRIS. So that it will read: 


That the committee will be elected by the House of Representatives 
from the Members of that body. 


[Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from New York occupy 
some time now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania should use some of his time. He has an hour and a half 
and we have only one hour here. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Surrn! such time as he may desire. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is 
an unnecessary assumption upon the part of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzcrrarp] that the pending resolution 
is a reflection upon Mr. Pinchot, the head of the Forestry Sery- 
ice. I shall not attempt, as I deem it inappropriate at this 
time, to enter into any detailed discussion of this unfortunate 
controversy which has arisen between the Forestry Service in 
the Department of Agriculture and the administration of the 
Interior Department. Some of us are well aware that the con- 
troversy over the control of the national forests between the 
Interior Department and the Agriculture Department is a very 
ancient one. It appears that certain charges were preferred 
by Mr. Glavis, an employee of the Interior Department, against 
his superior officers. If those charges were well founded he 
ought to have all possible protection in them, but it was found 
by the President that the charges were not only not sustained, 
but that Mr. Glavis had been guilty of misrepresentation and 
suppression of material facts in formulating said charges. 

This is a serious charge against Glavis. Now, what has the 
Forestry Department to do with that? It appears from a letter, 
a copy of which is in my hands, from Mr. Pinchot, that he 
states that two of the employees in the Forestry Department, 
Messrs, Price and Shaw, countenanced the publication by Mr. 
Glavis of certain facts concerning the so-called “Cunningham 
claims.” In other words, it appears that two employees at 
least of the Department of Agriculture in the Bureau of For- 
estry countenanced certain charges made by Mr. Glavis against 
the head of his department. In the letter to which I have re- 
ferred Mr. Pinchot says: 

You asked me what recommendation I would make to Secretary 
Wilson as to Price and Shaw. Without hesitation I shall take the 

ition that their actions violated a rule of propriety as between the 
epartments. 

Again, in the same letter, he says: 


Price and Shaw-—— 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman submit to an 
inquiry? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not in the midst of reading a letter. 

Now, the statement of what Mr. Pinchot said 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You ought to read what Mr 
Pinchot said as his view as to what Shaw and Price had done 
It is only one or two sentences, which modifies very materially 
what you have said. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
the letter modifies anything I have said, he may read it. 
the same letter Mr. Pinchot says: 

Price and Shaw concede that what they did transgressed propriety. 
But measured by the benzo gas a which faced them, by the pax Y o 
their motives and the results which they accomplished, their breach ot 
propriety sinks well nigh to insignificance. 

An investigation was carried on, and upon the merits of its 
conclusion I do not assume to pass. The President found Glavis 
guilty of “ misrepresentation and of concealment of the truth.” 
If he was right and if these men countenanced Glavis's course, 
then they were guilty of more than impropriety. Iam not assum- 
ing that Glavis is guilty or that these men are guilty; but if 
Glavis made charges against his superior in which were mis- 
representations and concealments of the truth, and the em- 
ployees of another department were engaged in countenancing 
that sort of thing, then that was wrong. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PARSONS. What did the employees of the other depart- 
ment have to do as to what Glavis should have said? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was claimed that they had in their 
possession information derived from this quasi rival branch 
of the Government, and it is said that they countenanced his 
charges. Now, I do not know what that means in detail; but 
it is said that they countenanced those charges, which the Presi- 
dent says were false and based upon concealment of the truth. 
Now, that is not a reflection upon Mr. Pinchot. Here is a 
square issue, whether Glavis's charges were true and sustained 
or they were not. If the charges were true, then Glavis ought 
to be reinstated and his superiors held responsible. If they 
were based on false representation and concealment of truth, 
and he had been encouraged by employees of another depart- 
ment of this Government, then these other employees should 
be condemned. All that this resolution does is to provide that 
both shall be investigated and the very truth ascertained and 
guilt laid at the doors of those who are guilty, and those who 
are innocent should be acquitted of all these charges. [Ap- 
plause.] Now, who shall say that if a charge upon the one 
hand was built on falsehood, misrepresentation, and conceal- 
ment of fact upon the part of Glavis, countenanced by the em- 
ployees of the Bureau of Forestry, that it is not proper to in- 


If the gentleman thinks anything in 
In 
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vestigate both branches of the government service and find | in perpetrating false charges against the Interior Department, 


what the truth is? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
to me? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Upon the ground of the gentleman’s 
argument as to finding out who are guilty, should there not be 
an investigation of the President, to find out how he arrived 
at his conclusions on the charges? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. There is no charge against 
him; but, besides, there are numerous reasons why he should 
not be investigated in this proceeding. But here is a charge 
that these men countenanced dishonest charges on one hand 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT, Is any bad faith charged against Mr. Pin- 
chot? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. None that I know of. There is noth- 
ing in this resolution to investigate Pinchot, but to investigate 
the Bureau of Forestry in the Department of Agriculture, in 
which these men are employed, and in which it is specifically 
charged that aid was given in misrepresentation and conceal- 
ment of the truth. Now we are proposing to haye an investiga- 
tion of both branches of the service and see who is in the right 
of it and who is in the wrong, and to hold him responsible who 
is wrong. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I see the resolution says “shall make a thor- 
ough and complete inyestigation of the administration and con- 
duct of the Interior Department, and its several bureaus, offi- 
cers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry in the Agri- 
cultural Department, its officers and employees.” Is not Mr. 
Pinchot an officer of the Bureau of Forestry? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Why does not that language include him in this 
investigation? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He is included in general terms. 

Mr. DAVIS. In that investigation? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman misunderstands me. 
This is an investigation of Mr. Pinchot’s whole bureau, and the 
action of these employees in these matters which he says are 
a breach of propriety. I do not know that they are even a 
breach of propriety. If things dishonest haye been committed 
in the Interior Department, as has been charged, I would have 
every employee of this Government the freest possible to call 
attention to the corruption in any branch of the service he is in, 
or in any other. 

It is not only a breach of propriety, but it is infamy for the 
employees of one department to connive at the making of false 
charges based upon misrepresentation and concealment of facts 
against another department of the Government. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the gentleman think a mere 
breach of propriety or an alleged breach of propriety on the 
part of one or two subordinate employees of the Forestry Bu- 
reau is sufficient ground for appointing a joint congressional 
committee to investigate the question whether or not there has 
been a breach of propriety? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We are not investigating a breach of 
propriety. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Is not that the utmost that is charged 
by anyone against the employees of the Forestry Bureau? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The charge said they countenanced 
false representation and concealment of the facts. Is that a 
breach of propriety, according to the gentleman’s standard? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is the sole charge that is made 
against these employees. There is no allegation anywhere and 
there never has been a charge or an insinuation that any em- 
ployee of the Forestry Bureau was guilty of bad faith in the 
disposition of the public lands. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does not this very letter say that they 
countenanced the charges of Glavis which it is claimed are 
based upon false representation and concealment of facts? 
That is no impropriety. That is a charge of crime against in- 
tegrity. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Why do you want to unite an investi- 
gation of that kind of misconduct with an investigation whose 
main purpose is the question of the disposition and control of 
the public resources of the country? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will readily answer the question. 
The object of these investigations being consolidated is this: 
The investigation of the truth of the Glavis charges largely gov- 
erns the determination of the propriety of these men in the 
Agricultural Department aiding him. If they were aiding him 


then that same evidence that shows the guilt of one side will 
show the innocence of the other, and vice versa, so that these 
matters are indissolubly connected. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzergarp] says 
he is opposed to the procedure here outlined. Here was in 
contemplation an investigation in both Houses separately, with 
double expense and double labor. It was highly desirable that 
there should be one investigation and not two. 

Then, if we are to have one investigation by Congress and 
not two, how are we to accomplish it? At first it was thought 
that perhaps a concurrent resolution could be passed which 
would be effective. Then the question arose as to whether 
parties who refused to appear or who refused to testify could 
be punished for contempt. It was found that there were no 
authorities upon that subject sustaining the power of either 
House or of both combined to punish for contempt. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Frrzerrarp] called attention to a 
case in 1864, but did not proceed to its final conclusion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I suggest that the gentleman will 
find that they ordered the man into custody, but later directed 
that he be discharged, because his testimony would be so worth- 
less that it made no difference. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Ah, the truth is that they discovered 
that there was so much doubt of the right to put him into 
custody that they never dared to impose any punishment upon 
him, although he was flagrantly in contempt. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We paid $20,000 to have that compila- 
tion made, and I have stated exactly what is in it. Two days 
after he was ordered into custody—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But it was never attempted to punish 
him. That is not authoritative for the power of the House 
or Senate to punish. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask a question for information, and I wish 
to say before doing so that I am not opposed to this resolution. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would cheerfully answer the gentle- 
man even if he was. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am in sympathy with the resolution; but 
since the gentleman asserts that this resolution is based upon 
charges and countercharges coming from various sources re- 
cently, I would like to ask what was the occasion for putting 
this language in the resolution: 

Which committee is hereby empowered and directed to make a 
thorough and complete investigation of the administration and conduct 
of the 8 Department, its several eee rea ia Mon and — Akara 
and of tbe Bureau of Forestry in the Agricultural ries nemo oe its 
Pact igs and employees, touching or relating to reclamation of public 

Has there been any insinuation during this Ballinger-Pinchot 
controversy regarding the reclamation of public lands, and if 
not, why does this appear in the resolution? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I understand there has been. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for information. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman mean any in which 
Mr. Pinchot was involved? 

Mr. DAVIS. I take the resolution as it reads. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am asking you what you mean by 
your question—the officers and employees of the Agricultural 
Department? 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘Touching or relating to the reclamation of the 
public lands. Where, how, and why did that get into the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was in the resolution when intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it not a dragnet to take up all possible 
things, or has there been any direct charge against any bureau 
in regard to the reclamation of the public lands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is what this says. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I think not. 

. DAVIS. I will read it again. 

. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman claim that the 
Bureau of Forestry is charged with the reclamation of public 
land? 

Mr. DAVIS. It says, after leaving the Interior Department: 

artment, its officers and 
eue Daraa o ue toting oy eee en Baia of bakie lands. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the gentleman stopped in the 
middle of a sentence. 

Mr. DAVIS (reading)— 

Or any et held in trust by the ouez States for any purpose, 
including all the natural resources of such land. 

But there is only one thing, and that is the reclamation of 
public lands, 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The language used, as the gentleman 
well knows, is broad in order to cover all that precedes it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have heard a lot of talk about the reclama- 
tion of public lands, the setting apart of a great forest reserva- 
tion, but this seems to be a new thing. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is good authority that there is 
no power in either House of Congress, or the two Houses 
jointly, or in either House separately, to puniri for contempt 
a witness refusing to testify before a committee appointed 
by concurrent resolution. It is true that an arrest was made 
in the case suggested by the gentleman from New York, but no 
attempt was ever made to proceed to judgment in the contempt 
proceedings except the judgment of dismissal. ~ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit me to read? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. s 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I read from page 72, volume 3, of 
Hinds’ Precedents, section 1720: 

A joint committee has ordered a contumacious witness into custody. 
On March 9, 1864, we find the joint committee on the conduct of the 
war under the authority given them by the concurrent resolution 
creating them, agree to the following: 

“Resolved, That Francis Waldron be ordered into the custody of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to be safely and securely kept until 
further order of the committee, said Francis Waldron having refused 
to testify before this committee.” 

And on March 11 the committee ordered the witness discharged, on 
the cee that his testimony could not be relied on, and no beneficial 
result could be obtained by forcing him to testify. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That certainly is good ground for dis- 
charging a man for contempt. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is good authority for the power of 
Congress under a joint committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As a matter of fact, the joint com- 
mittee, having discovered the gravest possible doubt as to the 
power to punish, failed to proceed with the contempt proceed- 
ing, and there is no case in American history which proceeded 
to a judgment in such case. Now, it was not the purpose to 
take the chance upon this extremely doubtful proposition in 
this matter, and it having been determined by the Supreme 
Court of the United States that a commission created by Con- 
gress might be authorized to call to its aid the courts, and the 
courts might compel attendance and testimony and punish for 
contempt of their orders, thus it was determined to follow it 
and utilize that plan in this case and take no perils of miscar- 
riage of justice. 

And so this resolution was framed in the only way to insure 
its effectiveness, and was drawn in the only form that can make 
a successful investigation certain in that respect. 

I am not so much alarmed about the dignity of the House as 
is the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Before the gentleman from Iowa leaves 
that point, will he discuss the legality of a committee created 
by statute and not created by the President of the United 
States? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I shall take great pleas- 
ure, upon the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD], in so doing, and I will read two sections of the 
Constitution of the United States. In that article on the Execu- 
tive this language occurs: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur; and he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers, and 
consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the 
United States, whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided 
for, and which shall be established by law. 

I omit the balance of that section. I find, however, this 
language in the Constitution in the article on the legislative 
branch: 

No person holding any office under the United States shall be a 
Member of either House during his continuance in office. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is an additional objection that I 
had overlooked. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy 
in acknowledging that it has been revealed to him. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, here are two provisions, one providing that officers of 
the United States shall be appointed by the President, and the 
other providing that no person holding any office under the 
United States shall be a member of either House during his 
continuance in office. I take it that the words “ office” as used 
in these two sections are of the same meaning. This question 
has been before the Congress, and I now read from Hinds's Par- 
liamentary Precedents, volume 1, page 604: 


Conclusion of the Judiciary Committee that the member of a com- 
mission created by law to investigate and report, but having no legis- 
lative, judicial, or executive powers,» was not an officer within the 
meaning of the constitutional inhibition. 


I am not going to take up the time of the House to read all 
that is said in connection with this decision, but if it is an 


office to hold a place on a commission like this, that must be 
filled by the President, it is an office that removes a man from 
his seat in this body, and time and again it has been held, both 
by the courts and by the Congress, that an appointment of this 
character is not an office within the meaning of this other pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution. It has been so held by the 
Supreme Court of the United States itself. 

Mr. Speaker, this investigation is not a reflection upon Mr. 
Pinchot. It is not a reflection upon any given individual. A 
great controversy has here arisen as to the integrity of the ad- 
ministration of the Government. This resolution proposes to 
investigate that charge in all its ramifications, and to bring 
the whole truth to the attention of the American people. The 
resolution was purposely drawn wide in scope, unlimited in 
time, and I believe that if this resolution is adopted we will be 
able to clear up where the crookedness is and eliminate it. It 
is not an indignity to the Congress, because if the President did 
not see fit to approve this resolution, we have still the right to 
pass any form of resolution we may desire, but by this form of 
resolution we avoided two hearings by two independent com- 
mittees, at double the expense, and secured a finding by one 
committee upon one complete and sweeping investigation, and 
saye every legal question as to the ability of the dishonest to 
evade giving testimony. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I now offer two amend- 
ments, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

X 2 lines 11 and 12, the lan A 

. 1 11 . l Department, its 
— oe Sree ont o¢ inea 5 and 6 the language: 

e Bureau of Forestry, its officers and “employees, as it 
may deem desirable.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sidered as pending. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, after I had delivered an 
address in this House last month in support of my resolution 
providing for the appointment of a committee to investigate 
the conduct of the Land Office with regard to the public domain 
in Alaska, the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ballinger, chose 
to construe my remarks into an attack upon him, and stated 
in a public interview that he courted the investigation which I 
proposed. When that announcement was made I had every 
reason to believe that a real investigation might occur. Later 
on, however, we find the same official of this administration 
addressing a letter to a Member of the United States Senate, 
laying down the lines upon which he was willing that this in- 
yestigation of him and his office should be conducted. Mr. 
Speaker, it is not customary when an official or an individual 
is under serious charges, widely published, for him to dictate 
how and when and by what body an investigation shall occur. 
Yet, Mr. Speaker, the proposal made by the Secretary of the 
Interior in his letter has been practically accepted by the 
powers that be in this administration, and they are now com- 
mitted to the plan of investigating Ballinger in the manner 
that Ballinger wishes to be investigated. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Secretary Ballinger criticised my resolution of investigation 
as being too narrow. I purposely made it narrow, so as to 
make it effective. It did not provide for the investigation of 
the whole Interior Department, as the pending resolution does, 
ineluding the Pension Office, the Patent Office, and any other 
bureau. It did not provide for the investigation of the For- 
estry Service, in the Agricultural Department, for the reason 
that no charges are made against the Forestry Service. It pro- 
vided specifically and definitely for the investigation of the 
Land Office, over which Mr. Ballinger presided for one year, 
and which is now under his jurisdiction as Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. Speaker, there is such a thing as making an investigation 
too broad; if you take in too much territory you will have no 
real investigation. The kind of investigation we want in this 
ease is a sort of investigation that you have with a diamond 
drill, that goes down into the bowels of the earth at a given 
point and brings up exactly what you go after. 

In this letter to a Member of the United States Senate, Sec- 
retary Ballinger says: 

I therefore court the widest and fullest inquiry by Congress— 

Not by the House of Representatives, ns he had at first inti- 
mated in referring to my resolution, but “ by Congress — 
into these matters, and since you have stated to me your desire to 
aid me in establishing before Congress and the country the injustice of 


the attacks which have been made and reiterated from time to time, I 
shall hope that there shall be no delay in the offering of a proper reso- 


The amendments will be con- 
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The investigation called for by House resolu- 
tion of the conduct 
the Interior during 


lution of investigation. 
tion No. 142, to make a full and complete investi 
of the General Land Office of the Department o 
cent years relative to coal lands and other public domain in the 
erritory of Alaska, etc., is entirely too narrow to accomplish a full 
and impartial investigation, such as I desire. 

Well, now, if the Congress of the United States is to investi- 
gate alleged frauds in a certain office, is it to make such in- 
vestigation as the accused man desires or does it propose to do its 
duty to the American people and make such an investigation 
as will establish the truth or falsity of the charges? That is 
the question. [Applause.] In another portion of this same 
letter, the Secretary of the Interior says: 

And, furthermore, such 5 should embrace the Forest 
Service, since I have reason to believe that the pernicious activity of 
certain of its officers has been the source of inspiration of these charges 
and involves, in part, the common administration of the public domain. 

Why investigate the Forest Service? Who has made a 
charge against the Forest Service, calling for a congressional 
investigation? The Forest service is not under accusation 
until put there by Mr. Ballinger. His accusation is “ pernicious 
activity.” Has Congress power to investigate what one ap- 
pointee of the President calls “ pernicious activity ” in another 
appointee of the President? 

Is not that a family affair for the President himself to look 
after? Congress, however, is charged with the care and custody 
of these great natural resources stored up for the people’s use 
in Alaska, and when charges are directly made and published 
that the Land Office, having the duty of looking after these very 
interests, has for several years been run and operated in the 
interest of the men behind fraudulent claims, it seems to me it 
would be an outrage for Congress to permit the man under 
accusation to direct what shape the investigation shall take. 
It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of the Interior 
in his extremity has resorted to the tactics of the cuttlefish 
under attack. I looked up just now and find set forth in a per- 
fectly reliable authority, the Encyclopedia Britannica, that the 
habits of the cuttlefish when attacked are strikingly suggestive 
of the tactics adopted by Mr. Ballinger in demanding an investi- 
gation of the Forest Service for pernicious activity at the same 
time that the Land Office is investigated for fraud. I read: 

As a means of defense the cuttlefish are provided with an ink bag, the 
discharge of which opens into the funnel by which the water is e 
from the two gills; when attacked the animal instantly darkens the 
water with a black fluid from this bag and retreats in the obscurity 
it occasions. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Is not the gentleman play- 
ing the cuttlefish a little in order to protect the Forest Service? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all. If the gentleman has any 
charge against the Forest Service, or if he knows of any fraud 
or charge of fraud against the Forest Service, let him introduce 
a resolution of inquiry and I will support it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I at least stand here as an independent 
representative of my district. I introduced this resolution as 
such. I do not know Ballinger, I do not know Pinchot, and so 
far as I know I have never seen either man, but I considered 
when these grave and sweeping charges were made and widely 
published they should be investigated and we should not permit 
the waters of investigation to be darkened by bringing in for- 
eign issues. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
a statement? I just wanted to say, in reply to the gentleman, 
I know Mr. Ballinger and I know Mr. Pinchot. I know both 
of them, and I do not believe that either one cares about any- 
thing but having a fair investigation, and I believe that when 
this resolution was introduced investigating both of them that 
both desired the investigation. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not care whether Mr. Pinchot de- 
sires to be investigated. I do not want the time of this com- 
mittee taken up in investigating charges never made against 
him, but do desire it to investigate definite and specific charges 
ee have been made and widely published against the Land 

ce. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Do you object to the 
Forestry Bureau being investigated? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all, so long as it does not inter- 
fere with an investigation of the Land Office. When that is 
ordered I will have no objection to an investigation being had 
of Mr. Pinchot. F 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to take any unnecessary 
time of the House, but I want to recite briefly what the charges 
are in this case, and ask this House whether these grave and 
serinus charges should be mixed up and investigated with alle- 


gations of “ pernicious activity“ at the hands of another ap- 
pointee of the President. Suppose it was found that Mr. Pin- 
chot had been guilty of pernicious activity; suppose it was 
found that his subordinates had assisted in bringing these 
charges against the Land Office, would that make these charges 
any the less true, would it reduce the duty of Congress to in- 
vestigate the charges that were made? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here, in brief, as I have hastily jotted 
them down, are those charges: 

That Mr. Ballinger in 1907, as Commissioner of the Land 
Office, repeatedly sought to bring the fraudulent Cunningham 
claims to patent in spite of reports and evidence that they were 
fraudulent. 

That under his order patents had actually been prepared 
ready for his signature. 

That the order was only revoked and his signature was only 
withheld when Glavis protested and vigorously expostulated, 
making a covert threat to take it to the Department of Justice. 

That, while Land Commissioner, Mr. Ballinger furnished the 
owners of the Cunningham claims with copies of confidential 
letters and telegrams between government agents in the field 
and the Land Office relating to their claims. y 

That, upon the establishment of the fact that these claims 
were illegal, he went before a committee of this House and 
urged the passage of a bill curing the fraud and making 
fraudulent claims valid. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 

man. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. This was a few days before Mr. Ballinger 
retired from the Land Office. Shortly after he retired from 
the Land Office, in March, 1908, he appeared before it as the 
paid attorney of the same fraudulent claims he had sought to 
urge to patent. Later, the charge is, he wrote the land office 
in Alaska, representing himself as the attorney for other claims 
that had been before the Land Office. Later still a claimant 
wrote the same land office in Alaska, saying Mr. Ballinger was 
his attorney. 

These acts and others show Ballinger to have been an at- 
torney representing questionable land claims against the Gov- 
ernment. That and more occurred during the year which 
elapsed between his retirement as Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and his appointment as Secretary of the Interior. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, we know the more recent history, after 
he became Secretary of the Interior. We know how in that 
higher position, having the Land Office under him, pressure was 
renewed in the case of these claims to force them to patent, 
We know how Glavis resisted, charging fraud, and finally took 
the matter to the Department of Justice; and we know that 
the Department of Justice rendered a decision holding that, 
notwithstanding the decision of the Department of the Interior, 
these claims were fraudulent. Glavis was right, and Ballinger 
and Dennett were wrong. Then we know that Glavis was arbi- 
trarily, summarily, and without hearing dismissed from the 
service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are many other rumors and some 
other charges. I have not time to go over them, but I say they 
are definite enough and ugly enough to warrant an investigation 
which should be held right down to the charges themselves; and 
then if any gentleman wants to investigate Mr. Pinchot in a 
separate investigation, I shall be very glad to take part. 
Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how does the time stand? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has sixty- 
two minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much on that side? 

The SPEAKER. Forty-three minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped at some 
future time, after proper preparation, to address some remarks 
to the House upon the question of the policy and administration 
of the forest reserves. 

For that purpose I had prepared and introduced a resolution, 
directed to the Secretary of the Interior, calling for certain 
definite lines of information as to the character of the forest 
reserves as they now exist; as to what had been done in the 
way of surveys definitely to fix their boundaries and ascertain 
the characters of those lands; as to what eliminations had been 
made from the forest reserves of lands that were nonforest in 
character or more valuable for agriculture, grazing, and mining 
than for their timber growth, and what the cost would be of 
making a survey of all the forest reserves of the country, with 
a view to making these eliminations. 
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It has been suggested to me that this resolution now pending 
is broad enough in its scope to embrace the inquiry contained in 
my resolution, and it was because of that suggestion that I 
directed the question to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL], when he was presenting this resolution, as to whether 
or not in his judgment it was broad enough in its scope to em- 
brace the inquiry and to secure the information that I desired 
to get. He replied that in his judgment it was broad enough; 
and I want to say that I believe I possess information relative 
to the administration of the forest reseryes and the character 
of the lands embraced in them, information in a general way, 
that ought to satisfy your minds that if this resolution is not 
broad enough in its scope to elicit the specific information asked 
for in my resolution then it ought to be. 

Mr. Pinchot has repeatedly stated, and he asserted in the 
most emphatic manner, in his speech delivered in New Rochelle, 
in the State of New York, the other day, that every act of the 
Forestry Bureau had been strictly within the letter of the law. 
In order that I may do the gentleman no injustice, I want to 
quote his language. He said on that occasion— 

The fact is that the service (the Forestry Service) has had warrant 
of law for everything it has done. 

Now, if the Forestry Service has had warrant of law for 
everything it has done on the forest reserves in the West, then 
all I have to observe is that we have some laws in this country 
that are sadly in ueed of being Americanized. 

Up to 1894 and beginning, I believe, in 1891, there had been 
withdrawn from entry out of the public domain of this country 
as forest lands some 17,500,000 acres, and that was the entire 
extent of the forest reserves as they existed prior to 1897. 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF FORESTRY COMMITTER. 


In 1896, at the suggestion of the then Secretary of the In- 
terior, there was a commission appointed by the National 
Academy of Sciences for the purpose of investigating the forests 
upon the public domain of the West and of recommending a 
forest-reserve policy to Congress. That commission consisted 
of seven gentlemen, the principal of whom, and the gentleman, I 
take it, who is responsible for the report made at that time, was 
Mr. Gifford Pinchot, the present head of the Forestry Bureau. 
As the result of a preliminary report made by that commission, 
the forest reserves had added to them some twenty-one and one- 
half million acres of land, bringing the reseryes in round num- 
bers up to 39,000,000 acres, this last addition being made in 
February, 1897. This commission then, in May, 1897, submitted 
its final report, a copy of which I hold in my hand, and which, 
like the dodo, is supposed to be extinct, and which, judging 
from the character of its contents, I should think the gentleman 
who wrote it would hope was extinct. 

It was the opinion of this committee that the reserves as they 
then existed, embracing, as I have stated, some 389,000,000 
acres of land, had been very roughly and inaccurately mapped 
out, and that they ought to be surveyed for the purpose of 
eliminating all lands nonforest in character from the reserves 
and throwing them back into the public domain. But I want 
to quote the recommendation of the committee itself as it 
appeared in this report. On page 39 of this report I find the 
following: . 


Topographical and economic surveys upon which it would have been 
pa le to establish scientifically the proper boundaries of the reserved 
ands do not exist, and their limits have been laid down roughly with 
the idea that they would be modified as soon as it was possible to 
determine adequately what portions were more valuable for the pro- 
duction of minerals and for agriculture and grazing for their 
timber growth, and that such lands would then opened to entry and 
settlement. In all the forest reserves visi your it saw 
opportaninas to improve their boundaries and found lands which can 
not be permanently reserved without inflicting serious hardships and 
losses on the community. 


I ask you gentlemen to compare this language and these rec- 
ommendations specifically with what I shall undertake to show 
you has been the subsequent policy of the Forestry Service with 
reference to these withdrawn lands. I again quote: 


Only a small 5 of the White River Plateau Timber Land Re- 
serve in Colorado, for example, is forest land, the remainder be 
covered with grasses and scattered clumps of oak bushes. Such lan 
is, of course, most valuable for pasturage, and its withdrawal from use 
cripples the important cattle industry of the on. In the Washing- 
ton Forest Reserve and in the Cascade Forest Reserve are mineral 
deposits which can not wisely be held from entry, and near the borders 
of others there are lands more valuable for agriculture or fruit grow- 
ing. than for other purposes. 

t is evident that such lands should be taken from the forest re- 
serves as soon as it is practicable to do so, but before this can be done 


roc oF those parts of the public domain which have been reserved or 
whi ae be. reserved ould be accurately surveyed and carefully 
mapped. 


The recommendation to survey and eliminate is repeated on 
page 85 of the report in the following language: 


Such reserved lands should then be surve; as rapidly as possible, 
in order that their true character can be peti oe Aenged and such 


parts of them as may be found less valuable as forest lands than for 

other purposes opened to sale and entry, while the remainder should be 

held 3 by the General Government and administered by a 

8 forest bureau for the benefit of the people in the whole 
REVERSAL OF POLICY. 

That was the opinion of Mr. Pinchot in the year 1897, and 
these were the recommendations that he made. But what, may 
I ask, has been done with reference to the carrying out of the 
recommendations in that report? I want you to bear in mind 
particularly that at the time the report was made the forest 
reserves amounted to only 39,000,000 acres of land. Now, not 
only has nothing been done to carry out the recommendations in 
that report in the way of accurately surveying these lands and 
making the necessary eliminations, but the forest reserves, since 
then, and in the same crude and insufficient manner, have been 
increased from 39,000,000 acres to almost 200,000,000 acres, an 
area five or six times larger than the six New England States. 

And not only that, but it is now the apparent policy of the 
Forestry Bureau to retain all of these lands, regardless of their 
character, and to continually add to them other lands which 
can not be claimed to be forest in character or fit for timber 
growth. Only recently I have received complaints of an 
attempt to add 150,000 acres of treeless lands to two of Colo- 
rado’s fourteen or fifteen forest reserves. 

Now, I can not speak for other States. I am not familiar 
with all the conditions in other States, as I am with the condi- 
tions in my own State, but I believe the conditions in that State 
apply generally to other Western States in which forest reserves 
have been established. At the time the report was made by 
Mr. Pinchot and his associates the combined forest reserves in 
Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah, as shown at page 
26 of the report, only aggregated about 6,000,000 acres. Since 
that time, and without any surveys having been made to elim- 
inate nonforest land from these reservations, the forest reser- 
yations in the State of Colorado alone have been increased from 
6,000,000 to 16,000,000 acres, approximately one quarter of the 
entire State, which embraces in the aggregate 65,000,000 acres, 

MEMORIAL OF COLORADO LEGISLATURE. 


I have here a copy of a joint memorial of the last session of 
the Colorado legislature to the Congress of the United States, 
which is now pending before the Senate of the United States, 
in which it is said that less than one-third, or not to exceed 
5,000,000 acres of these 16,000,000 acres of land are forest in 
character or are valuable for the production of timber. 

I want to quote some things from that memorial. It has 
been repeatedly said that there are no charges pending against 
the Forestry Service, and that therefore there is no reason 
why the Forestry Service should be investigated. I therefore 
want to call your attention to the fact that while there may 
be no charges pending before this body in the nature of charges 
now pending in some ultra-conservation journals—for I do not 
know where else they are pending—against the Secretary of the 
Interior, that there are charges pending, and I am going to 
read only three of them for the purpose of enabling you, gen- 
tlemen, to determine whether or not you think there is such a 
condition existing on the public domain touching the conserva- 
tion of our natural resources as ought to be made the subject 
of congressional investigation, if not in this resolution, then in 
some other; and as far as I am concerned I am going to avail 
myself of the first opportunity to get this condition investi- 
gated, and for that reason I propose to support this resolution 
exactly as drafted. 

This memorial says, first: 

While less than a third of the lands so segregated into national 
forests are forest lands in fact, nor contain merchantable timber, the 
said Seeretary of Agriculture has assumed charge of the grasses and 
forage thereon, and renting out the privilege of grazing upon these 
lands for valuable considerations. 

I want to say that as far as the Secretary of Agriculture is 
concerned, with all due respect to that estimable gentleman, 
you can eliminate him and substitute the Chief of the Bureau 
of Forestry, because, in so far as the administration of the 
forest reserves is involved the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry 
is the Secretary of Agriculture. ~ 

He used to be Secretary of the Interior also, and when the 
gentleman discovered that he had been ousted from the office 
of Secretary of the Interior and could only hereafter run and 
manage the Bureau of Forestry and the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and when the Secretary of the Interior would no longer 
violate the law by adding to the forest reserves from the public 
domain without the reserves in States in which such an in- 
crease was expressly forbidden by statute, then there appeared 
upon the horizon this cloud, no larger than a man’s hand, which 
now threatens to overwhelm the whole country. So I exoner- 
ate the Secretary of Agriculture from any responsibility or lia- 
bility for what has occurred on the forest reserves. 


ea ee ee 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


395 


The next charge is that— 


The most valuable mineral lands in this State are located upon said 
forest reserves, and the Secretary of Agriculture— 

Meaning thereby the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry— 
has made rules and regulations to govern prospecting, location, and de- 


velopment of said mineral lands, and insists upon the right to pass 
upon the validity of mining claims without any authority of law. 


The next is that— 
While the laws of this honorable body— 
Congress— 


permit and encourage the settlement of these public lands by citizens, 
the Secretary of Agriculture— 


Meaning thereby the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry— 


has assumed to dictate what lands may be settled and what may not, 
and who shall enter upon and settle thereon, thus 33 interfering 
with the settlement and development of lands within this State. 


ACTION OF TRANSMISSISSIPPI CONGRESS. 


In addition to these charges in the memorial, showing the 
urgent need of an investigation of the forest reserves, I wish 
to call attention to the recommendations upon this proposition 
of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress at its last annual 
convention. It is unnecessary for me to establish a character 
for the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress. It is too well 
known as a body of national good repute, representing the very 
best that is in the commercial, industrial, and agricultural life 
of the West. After a debate, in which all sides had a full and 
free hearing, the convention unanimously adopted resolutions, 
a copy of which I have here, urging upon Congress— 


The enactment of a law that will authorize the President to — ene 
a commission to determine with the aid of actual surveys such 
other examinations as may be found necessary, the boundaries of those 
parts of the public domain which should be retained permanently by 
the Government as forests, and that upon its recommendation the 
Arnie should be authorized to open all other lands to entry and 
Sale, 


So manifestly fair and so undeniable were these resolutions 
that not a single delegate from all the States between the Mis- 
sissippi River and the Pacific Ocean cast a yote against them. 
Furthermore, the Forester himself was present at and ad- 
Pressed the convention prior to the adoption of these resolu- 
tions. 

CHARACTER OF FOREST LANDS, 


While everyone who has any personal knowledge of the 
forest reserves knows in a general way that they include much 
nonforest land and lands more valuable for other purposes, 
sometimes a specific instance is worth more by way of proof 
and gives one a more definite idea of the true situation than a 
great many generalities; and while I do not want to rest my 
case upon a single instance, particularly against the most able, 
extensive, cunning, and energetic propaganda now being carried 
on in this country, I want to state the substance of an article 
in the Denver News of November 3, 1909, entitled “ Where 
conservation is expensive; what some of the lands included in 
Pinchot's estate are capable of producing: 


Last spring some gentlemen connected with the Colorado State 1 
cultural College * + + planted 10 acres of tatoes in Middle 
Park, right next to a forest reserve, at an elevation of a little over 
7.800 feet. o They also planted some cabbage. The other day 
they dug those potatoes. s The 16 acres averaged a little over 
100 sacks per acre, and the price is $1.50 per sack. * * * That 
makes a gross income of $150 per acre. But the farmers around there 
made better records, because t 2 panan earlier. Many of them got 
150 sacks per acre; hardly any of them got as low a yield as 100 sacks, 
the return from the agricultural college land. The gross cash income 
from potatoes in that region, therefore, ran from $150 to $225 per acre. 

And right adjoining are thousands of acres of equally good land in 
the forest reserve, which yield a gross income according to the For- 
ester's report, of about 2 cents per acre. There is no difference in the 
guslicy of the land. There is no difference in elevation—much of the 

orest reserve is no higher than the land where the state college was 
raising potatoes. * * 

The cabbage field wasn't large, but its cash return was at the rate of 
$450 per acre, three times what the college 8 yielded and twice 
the highest potato record in the district, so far as we know. Timothy 
hay is giving a gross return of about $25 per acre this year. * * 

One acre of privately managed land in timothy hay equals in income 
1,250 acres of forest land leased for grazing. 

One acre of privately managed land in potatoes equals 7,500 acres 
of forest land in grazing. 

One acre of privately managed land in cabbages equals 22,500 acres 
of forest land in grazing. * * * 

Out of the 15,746,000 acres of land in the national forests of Colo- 
rado only 30 per cent is really timbered, and nearly 40 per cent, or 
6,298,000 acres, is destitute of even scrubby brush. This unforested 
arei, nearly 10,000 square miles in extent, should be thrown open for 
settlement to-morrow. Sew 

The figures given are from one single district of the State, We have 
other figures of other districts, and from time to time we shall give 


them. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
ruption? 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact that these alleged accu- 


sations which the gentleman brings against Mr. Pinchot are 


Will the gentleman permit an inter- 


merely policies of the department, which have been approved 
by President Roosevelt and by President Taft? [Applause.] 


` Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I can not imagine 
that the President of the United States, with the vast and mul- 
titudinous duties of his office, is cognizant of everything that 
is going on in a single department of the Government. I have 
made a study of this matter myself for the last few years, and 
while I claim to have found out a good many things about it, 
there are a great many things that I do not know. The laws of 
the forest reserves are not made, Mr. Speaker, by Congress. They 
do not require the approval of the President. The Use Book 
of the Forestry Service is the constitution of the forest reserves, 
and this constitution, together with all the multitude of laws, 
rules, and regulations thereunder, is changed from day to day, 
because this constitution partakes of the quality of the by-laws 
of a corporation, which may be altered, amended, or repealed 
at any meeting of the board of directors, which in this case 
consists of the Chief of the Forestry Service [laughter], and 
no man can know what the laws are governing the forest re- 
serves in this country until he has seen the latest daily product 
of the typewriter in the office of the chief of that bureau. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Is he aware that President Roosevelt segre- 
gated most of these lands that are in the forest reserves? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REEDER. Does the gentleman think that President 
Roosevelt was led around very much by any subordinate? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I have every reason to believe, I 
will say to the gentleman from Kansas, that the present policy 
in the administration of the forest reserves in this country, and 
dating back to the time of the creation of the Bureau of For- 
estry, has been absolutely at the suggestion of the Forester. 

Mr. REEDER. I was not talking in regard to that matter, 
I was asking in regard to the segregation of these reserves, 
The gentleman’s theory is that a great deal of these reserves 
should not be in the reserves. I say it was segregated by 
President Roosevelt, and for a purpose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REEDER. And I presume the gentleman knows the 
purpose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REEDER. The purpose was to prevent the obtaining of 
these forests by speculators through the timber and stone act 
and the lieu-land laws which the President could not get re- 
pealed by this House. Mr. Rooseyelt, all concede, was not led 
around by anyone in what he did in this or any other matter. 
He was doing what he thought was right, and I believe in the 
main was right. We have ample opportunities here to make 
laws to have those lands surveyed and those lands that do not 
belong in the reserve taken out, but who among those who 
are against Mr. Pinchot and President Roosevelt in this forest 
preservation has tried to have these laws remedied? Who has 
tried to have these lands surveyed in such a way that that 
which is not forest would be taken from the reserve, or to haye 
the timber and stone act and lieu-land laws repealed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I have not been a 
Member of this body long enough to furnish the gentleman with 
the information that he asks, but I can tell him that during the 
time I am permitted to remain here I am going to try to get 
those lands out of the reserves. I know them. I live on them. 
I did not get my knowledge of them from the window of a 
Pullman car or a conservation magazine. I am not going to 
question the motive of the President of the United States in 
making these withdrawals, which were necessarily temporary 
in character. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. Why does the President retain in office such a man as 
the gentleman has described Mr. Pinchot to be? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Why does he retain him in office? 
Well, I would say this to the gentleman from Tennessee, that 
there are serious indications that he will not be retained there 
indefinitely. [Laughter.] But I am not going to rejoice over 
the fact that he may be taken hence, because the system that 
he established will still remain. Whether he is the Forester 
to-morrow -morning or not, one-fourth of the great State of 
Colorado, and that a most valuable fourth of it, will be only a 
federal tenancy, its people occupying a lower legal status than 
pay tenancy known even to the common Jaw under the feudal 
ords, 

And the uses of the public domain will still be rented out to 
the highest bidder, revocable at the will of the Forester, and the 
usufruct and profit and benefit of it will be diverted into the 
Federal Treasury, when they ought to go to home owners and 
settlers who will settle on that land and build homes and pay 
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local taxes and contribute to the support of this Government. 
If these lands are valuable enough to be rented out to occu- 
pants under permits, why are they not valuable enough to be 
owned by the occupants? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, in order that we may thoroughly understand him. I want 


to ask him this question: Does the gentleman charge upon 
Pinchot that he increased the forest reserves from 29,000,000 
acres to nearly 200,000,000 acres without the President’s con- 
sent or knowledge, or without the knowledge and consent of the 
Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. No, sir. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is your charge? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. What I charge is this: I charge 
that his suggestions and recommendations were accepted 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. By whom? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. By the President and by the Sec- 


retary of Agriculture. 
Then why do not you blame the Presi- 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
dent? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The Chief Forester, whenever he 
wanted to do so, would run over to the White House and have 
a few more million acres withdrawn from the public domain, 
and the President would sign the order, until Congress with- 
drew the presidential power to do so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understood the gentleman to 
say a few moments ago that he had made a study of this ques- 
tion for some years and that he did not get his information 
from riding through the country on a Pullman car, but he knew 
from actual experience what the facts were. Is that so—I 
mean in the State of Colorado? Now, are you prepared to 
specify one single violation of law by Gifford Pinchot? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I can specify some things that 
look to me like violations of the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You are a good lawyer, and you 
say you have studied out this thing and know the facts at first 
experience. Have you ever charged anywhere that he has 
violated any law? Do you know of anybody else who has made 
the specific allegation or charge that Gifford Pinchot has vio- 
lated the law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I have my office files full of com- 
plaints about the exactions and abuses of the Forestry Service 
and 
3 COOPER of Wisconsin. But is there any violation of 

w? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. If my colleague will permit me, I 
would like to say to the gentleman from Mississippi, as well as 
to all others who are plying him with these irrelevant questions, 
that they are not as familiar with the conditions in the West 
as we are endeavoring to show them through this strong pres- 
entation my colleague is making. And to those who ask the 
question, “ Who has made any charges against Pinchot?” I 
suggest to my colleague that if he can prevail on the Members 
to have more patience they will have heard before he gets 
through more charges against Pinchotism” than have been 
made against Ballinger. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Thanking my colleague for his 
suggestion, here is something—let me answer the remark of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. I do not care about that question 
going in the Recorp without being answered. I would like to 
have treated this thing consecutively. I wanted to show you 
first that these reserves ought to be surveyed and nonforest 
lands eliminated and that the welfare and development of the 
West depends upon such a policy, and I wanted to show you 
now that the Forester is not only to-day attempting to hold 
every acre which he has got in the reserves regardless of its 
character, but I propose to show that he is reaching out after 
every acre of land that he can get without regard to its char- 
acter—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Is it your understanding of this resolu- 
tion that is now pending that those policies of the forest re- 
serves which you are now discussing, and to which I under- 
stand you are opposed, are to be investigated by this joint 


committee? 
PROBATIONARY HOMESTEADS. . 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I have asked that question, 
whether they would be, and have been informed that the reso- 
lution would embrace them. But I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr] to an alleged 
practice of the Forestry Bureau, which is only one of the many 
. indications of its position upon the settlement of the forest 
reseryes, to an institution which it is alleged to have devised 
and which it terms “ probationary homesteads.” Here is what 
relates to it, and purporting to be copied from a letter issued 


by the Forestry Bureau, and I think we ought to have authentic 
information whether any such practice as this has ever been 
instituted and fostered in the Forestry Bureau, and whether 
it is lawful. 

A settler made an application for a homestead. He wanted 
a homestead on a forest reserve under the act of June 11, 1906, 
which permits selecting agricultural lands on forest reserves. 
The Forester is said to have written him this letter: 

Your application * for forest homestead under the act of 
June 11, 1906, is on file * + and covers the following lands. 


Here follows description of 160 acres of the public domain. 
s * o s > > s 


I would suggest that you take out a special-use permit for 40 acres 
of the tract applied for and experiment upon it. ou may select the 
40 which appears best suited for experimental demonstrations, for 
which a permit will be issued by this office without charge. 

Now, listen to this, particularly you men from the plains, who 
know how long it took to subject that country to agriculture— 

It is believed that two years should be- sufficient to demonstrate 
whether the land will produce farm crops of enough value to justif 
its listing for agricultural we If results are such that your appli- 
cation is rejected, but if you still desire to continue occupancy of the 
40 acres under special-use permit, you may be allowed to do so upon 
payment of the usual annual charges. 

Now, is not that an interference with the homestead laws of 
the United States? And then, maybe, if this man perchance 
did demonstrate within two years that on 40 acres of barren 
mountain land he could make it profitable, it is left with the 
Forester to decide whether he will take it for what they call a 
“ranger site.” I would like to have an investigation into the 
entire ranger-site proposition, and see whether they have any 
authority of law for that sort of an institution, and particu- 
larly for this type of the withdrawal of such sites outside of 


forest reserves, : 
RANGERSTEADS, 


I had an instance called to my attention not long ago, and I 
said to the man, “I want you to produce proof; I do not care 
about any general charge. I want you to get the papers and 
send them to me.” And he did send them, and I have them 
in my possession, showing where a settler filed on a homestead. 
He had to file a contest. He succeeded in his contest, ousting 
the contestee. After that, and after getting his land listed 
as agricultural land under the act of June 11, 1906, he was 
kicked off the land by the Forester, and it was turned over to 
the Forest Bureau as a rangerstead. To-day the ranger is still 
occupying it as a rangerstead. To-day, instead of being a 
homestead—the little piece of land forming the nucleus of an 
agricultural community, and maybe in the course of time build- 
ing up a whole township of farms—what have you got? A 
federal forest ranger, who stands there as a warning to the 
settler to keep off, an example of what would happen to the 
man who tried to get an adjoining homestead. Surely such a 
practice prevents this land from being taken up for homesteads, 
and discourages all settlers from going upon it. 

Now, that is not an isolated case. The forestry report of 
1908 shows that while they only approved 1,181 homesteads on 
forest reserve land in the year ending June 30, 1908, they ap- 
proved 1,675 rangersteads, and in order to establish some of 
these rangersteads they kicked settlers off who had defective 
titles to these lands. It does not require only a defective title, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen. If in the discretion of the For- 
estry Bureau they want a homestead as a rangerstead and the 
homesteader has not got a patent they can kick him off and pay 
him for the improvements he has made, if they see fit, or they 
can just confiscate the improvements. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman a question; 
then I will not interrupt him further: Is it your understanding 
that this resolution is wide enough and deep enough in scope 
to provide for an investigation of the entire Roosevelt policy 
and his administration as to conservation? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I was advised that it was broad 
enough in its scope to include the whole forestry question and 
the character of the lands embraced in the reserves necessary 
for the purpose of re-forming the reservations, if that should 
be found desirable. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then that would mean an investigation 
of the entire Roosevelt administration and policy? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I can not go that far. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. From whom did the gentleman 
get that information? He says that he was so informed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. As to the resolution? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That this resolution is broad 
enough to go into the whole conservation question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether this resolution was broad enough in its 
scope, 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] ? 


BOARD OF SURVEY. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes; that there may be an in- 
vestigation of the character of the forest lands, under which, if 
they deem it necessary, to recommend a policy of elimination 
such as was recommended by this committee. I want also to 
call attention to the fact that this committee, of which Mr. 
Pinchot was the practical head, reported the form of a bill, 
attaching it to the report, providing for ‘a forest- survey com- 
mission, and designating the make-up of that commission, how 
it should be constituted, and what its personnel should be, and 
providing for an appropriation. The section of the proposed 
bill dealing with this matter reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the Director of the 
Geological Survey to make topographical surveys of the forest lands 
reserved for sale and entry under this act: And it is provided, That 
there shall be appointed by the President a board, which shall be desig- 
nated the board of forest lands, consisting of one officer of the Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, one member of the United States 
Geological Survey, one member of the United States Coast SAA A and 
two persons not connected with the government service: And it is fur- 
ther provided, That the members of the board of forest lands s 


serve for five pes and that they shall be eligible for reappointment 
in case that the duties for which this board is created are not com- 


shall be the duty of said board of forest lands to 
determine from the results of said surveys and other information, as 


the pur rosecu 
appropriated the sum of $500,000, and the 
hereby authorized to make such an allotment from s sum as he May 
deem necessary to meet the expenses of said board of forest lands as 
herein provided. 


But now, instead of following up that policy, Mr. Pinchot 
sees fit to take the position that anybody who favors that policy 
is an enemy of conservation, and I have been flattered to think 
that while my little resolution has never been in print, he had 
it in mind when he made his famous stillborn New Rochelle 
speech, which was a defi to the administration and a bid to 
place the crown of martyrdom on his head, which appears to 
have been surrounded by a nimbus from his birth. He is not 
Satisfied to have a mere nimbus, but wants a crown to sur- 
mount it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman where this was 
published? It appears to have been printed in the Ladies’ 
Home Journal, from the pictures I see. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. It was printed in the Washington 
Times. This is the Washington Times’ version of it; and while 
that speech was never delivered, I have no reason to doubt that 
this was the typewritten copy that was furnished to the news- 
. papers before he took the train and got stalled in the snow up 
there in Pennsylvania. Now, listen, gentlemen. I have already 
called your attention to the fact that this committee, of which 
he was the leading spirit, after a personal examination of the 
forest reserves, recommended their survey, to eliminate non- 
forest lands, and urged such a policy as necessary; and then, 
after that recommendation, the reserves were increased five- 
fold—from, in round numbers, 40,000,000 to, in round numbers, 
200,000,000 acres—without any such action being taken. But 
the other day the Forester said: 

Another, and usually plausible, form of attack is to demand that all 
land not now, bearing trees shall be thrown out of the national for- 


k With a fair chance we can and will reclothe these 
denuded mountains with forests, and we ask for that chance. 


REFORESTATION A FAILURE. 


Now, gentlemen, I wish I had the time to go fully into that 
proposition, to show you that the reforestation of the Rocky 
Mountains as proposed by the Forestry Bureau is purely vision- 
ary and chimerical. Whenever and wherever, until recently, the 
Forester was forced from cover he has steadily asserted that it 
was the policy and purpose of the Forest Service to eliminate as 
rapidly as possible treeless lands from the reserves and throw 
them back into the public domain for entry and settlement. 
While I have followed pretty closely the reports and utterances 
of the Forester, it was not, so far as I am informed, until he 
made in the newspapers his undelivered New Rochelle speech 
that he came squarely out with a declaration of intention to 
hold the treeless lands in the forest reserves. 

In that speech, from which I have already quoted, Mr. Pin- 
chot came squarely out for the retention of the treeless lands 
now embraced within the forest reserves, and henceforth it will 
be useless for anyone to deny that the reserves are practically 
closed to the permanent home builder and are open only to the 
federal tenant, who is known in the Forestry Service as a per- 
mittee under a revocable permit—reyocable at the will and 
pleasure of the Forester. 


But Mr. Pinchot makes the plea that with a fair chance he 
can and will reclothe these denuded mountains with forests, and 
he asks that chance. It is upon this single ground that he bases 
his plea to the retention within the forest reserves of tens of 
millions of acres of treeless lands. If this claim is not tenable, 
if this proposition is not practical, then the Forester, having 
elected to base his entire claim to the retention of these lands 
upon it, his case falls to the ground. Let us see what showing 
for reforestation the Forester makes in his own reports. 

The Forester in his report for 1906 devotes about a dozen 
pages to reforestation. He was very enthusiastic about this 
feature at that time. In his 1907 report reforestation shrank to 
about one-half dozen pages. In his 1908 report, the last avail- 
able, that subject occupies a scant two pages; but small as it is, 
it discloses to my mind very ample reasons for the shrinkage of 
that subject, for, from the Forester's report of 1908, at page 21, 
it appears that up to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, but 15,000 acres of national forests, or less than two-thirds 
of one township, had been planted. I have a letter from a 
Republican county official in one county, asserting the forest 
nursery there to be a total failure, and I have a letter and 
photograph from a Democratic editor in another county, the 
latter asserting and the photograph showing the nursery there 
to be a total failure. 

But the Forester himself, in his report for 1907, at page 20, 
says: 

Of the trees planted in 1905, the small percentage which were not 
destroyed by rabbits or other pests are in good condition and from 
24 to 36 inches higħ; more than 90 per cent of the trees planted in 
1906 and nearly r cent of those planted in 1907 were destroyed, 
while in the brush 95 per cent were seriously injured. 

If at the close of the fiscal year 1908 the Forester had only 
succeeded in planting 15,000 acres of trees, nearly all of which 
failed, how long will it take him to plant fifty or seventy-five 
million acres—what will it cost, and what will be left to show 
for the expenditure? 

Let me give you some practical idea of the magnitude of this 
proposition. Last fall I attended a pioneer day celebration at 
Steamboat Springs, in Routt County, Colo. A former lady 
superintendent of schools surprised even the residents of the 
county by telling them that it contained two schoolhouses 205 
miles apart. When it came my turn to go on, I tried to convey 
some idea of the magnitude of my congressional district by call- 
ing attention to the fact that that great county was only one of 
forty-four in the district. And since coming to Washington I have 
learned that the legislature last winter created a new county, 
the county of Jackson, out of territory in the other district and 
attached it to mine. I was several months in discovering that an 
area probably as large as Rhode Island had been added to my 
district. Mr. Pinchot could not reforest Jackson County or any 
other county in my district in five years if he concentrated 
his whole bureau upon it, and yet my district does not com- 
prise much more than one-twentieth of the forest reserves in the 
United States. 

It is my honest opinion that nature will reforest the Rocky 
Mountains or they will not be reforested. I observed conditions 
closely while going about over the State last year, and I 
noticed that some cut or burnt tracts were slowly reforesting. 
Other ranges are not only bare now, but have evidently been 
barren of trees for centuries, but whether naturally barren or 
denuded by fire or cutting, the slopes of the Rocky Mountains 
clothe themselves with a thick growth of grass and other herb- 
age that retains moisture and prevents washing. I can show 
you barren ranges and will defy you to find a hatful of dirt 
which has washed from their slopes in years. The only wash- 
ings are in gulches, in which erosion can never be stayed so 
long as the world lasts. 

If, as is contended, the slopes of the Rocky Mountains were 
denuded in places by fires centuries ago and the mountains 
thereby put in danger of being washed away, it would seem that 
there ought to be some tangible evidence of devastation wrought 
after this great lapse of time; and it should not be necessary, 
in order to frighten Congress and the country, to illustrate 
presidential messages with photographs of the horrific dev- 
aranom wrought by deforestation in China, India, and else- 
where. 7 

Furthermore, as to such denudations of the Rocky Mountains 
as have occurred, I want to call your attention to the statement 
of the forestry committee, at page 19, that— 


Fire and rage chiefly threaten the reserved forest lands of the 
public domain. In comparison with these, the damage which is in- 
fiicted by illegal timber cutting is insignificant— 


Thereby exonerating the people of the Western States from 
any charge of vandalism and the wanton destruction of the for- 
ests, as now believed by a great many well-intentioned, but unin- 
formed people in other sections of the country. 
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It was estimated by the Forester that less than one-fifth of 
1 per cent of the cost of the forestry policy for the fiscal year 
1910 would be necessary to preserve the forests from fires. So 
much for that. And since the inauguration of the grazing-fee 
system on the reserves, not only for cattle, but for the “ hoofed 
locusts,” as the Forester formerly denominated the sheep, the 
graye danger to the forests from that source appears to have 


been averted. 
TIMBER CUTTING. 


In fact, dangers appear to threaten the forests only when the 
destroying agencies are not handled by the Forester. 

The average enthusiast would be surprised to know that not 
timber saving, but timber cutting, is the object of the Forestry 
Service, stated second in order. Even we who are critical of 
the system haye vaguely supposed that the preservation and not 
the cutting of the timber called the service into being, but this 
appears from the Forester's own reports not to be the case. It 
is stated on page 17 of the report for 1908 that the “ use of the 
national forests as a source of timber supply was more general 
than ever before.” Progress in the cutting of timber, under 
the Forest Service, is shown in the report, from which I take 


the following: 


AMOUNT CUT UNDER SALES. 


Board feet 
SS SSS SSS ˙ ˙mA . a L 
11! TT.. 138, 665. 000 
ny (HG Rae A CPE ET OGTR ASE OE AS RT EBS 194, 872, 000 
pt: Soe Sekt cota tea int tae ES ON ae ERS med ree eC — 892, 792, 000 


The report very naively states that “were it desired, the 
present receipts from timber sales could be quickly doubled.” 

Most assuredly. 

Former Senator Teller, of Colorado, is authority for the 
statement that the number of sawmills on a single reserve was 
increased from one to six under the Forest Service. The differ- 
ence of course is, in the mind of the Forester, that the former 
was a wasteful, while the latter is a conservative, cutting. 

“To protect the public from monopoly prices,” to quote the 
oft-repeated statement of the Forester, is one of the benefits to 
inure to the people from government sale of timber, but we are 
contrariwise informed in the latest bulletin of the bureau, Cir- 
cular 171, page 18, that— 

This timber was sold at prices no lower than those paid for timber 
of the same kind and quality on private forest lands. 

Obviously the lumber trust need not worry about government 
competition. And perhaps it would not, anyhow, in the case of 
a government official who, after a life spent in teaching free 
trade in lumber, even converting a former President of the 
United States to that view, suddenly changed front and gratu- 
itiously informed Congress during the debate on the Payne 
tariff bill that— 


The removal of the tariff on lumber will neither reduce the price to 
the consumer nor preserve our forests. 


COST OF THE FORESTRY POLICY. 


A disturbing and, in my judgment, a threatening factor in 
the present forestry policy is its great and rapidly growing 
cost, aS appears from the following table of appropriations 
since the inception of this policy: 

Witty-firet’ Congrese._. xx... — 

Fifty-second Congress. — 
Fifty-third Congress 
Fifty-fourth Congress 
Fifty-fifth Congress — 
nh Cong n a 
Fifty-seventh Congress rer 
Appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1907----__ 1 
Appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1908______ 
Total estimates for the year ending June 30, 1909__ 
Total estimates for the year ending June 30, 1910 


The cost, it will be noted from this table, has more than dou- 
bled with each biennial period for a number of years past. 
For the biennial period ending June 30, 1910, it will approxi- 
mate 510,000,000. Not more than one-third of this sum will be 
returned from the various uses on the reserves, What I fear 
is, and I so warn the people in reserve States, that at no dis- 
tant day Congress will undertake to make the national forests 
self-sustaining. 


FEES TO BE INCREASED. = 


This can not be done without increasing three or four fold 
the present charges for uses. 

Mr. Pinchot himself foresees this danger, for in a speech be- 
fore the Colorado legislature last spring he said: 


E year I have trouble convincing the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House, which makes the la gp olen sce for the forest reserves, 
to prevent an increase in the rental of grazing lands, but I will always 
work to this end, to keep the price where it is. 


Yet, Mr. Pinchot, as a member of the National Forestry Com- 
mittee, signed a report containing the following language 
(page 25) : à 

It is evident that ultimately the sale of forest supplies from the 


Government timber lands should not only cover all expenses of gov- 
ernment forest management, but produce a steadily increasing income. 


He also stated in that report, and he has repeatedly stated, 
but not in the West, that— 

The public domain of which these timber reserves form a part, be- 
longs to the penpe of the whole country, and not to those of any one 
section. It is right, therefore, that the forest reserves should be 
managed for the benefit of the people of the whole country and not for 
any particular class or section. 

This statement involves a most pernicious and false doctrine, 
which I shall notice later, a doctrine utterly revolutionary of 
the public-land policy of this Government from the beginning 
and upon which the Nation itself has been built, as well as be- 
ing grossly unjust and injurious to the public-land States. Be- 
fore discussing this question, however, I want to still further 
point out the danger of increased charges for the uses of the re- 
serves. 

As fairly indicative of the views held by conservationists in 
States which have no public domain or resources to conserve, 
I quote the following statements from a speech delivered in the 
House in the second session of the Sixtieth or last Congress: 

The national forests should not only be so handled as to prove of 
permanent and increasing public benefit, but that they should pay all 
costs of their maintenance. If the Forest Service is permitted to pur- 
sue its avowed policy with reference to national forests and is given 
the funds urgently needed for its work, it will not only attain but it 
will much surpass this result. 

Had the Forest Service charged last year for grazing privileges what 
they were actually worth, these charges would have more than paid all 
the expenditures of the service for the current year. 

As the Forester has already stated that the timber sales should 
not only pay all costs of administration but produce a profit, it 
will be seen that a multiplication of the process might be made 
to wipe out the present deficit in the National Treasury and 
prevent future deficits, But I continue to quote: 


If it is necessary that the increased expenditures should be met by 
increased returns, that can be done. 

The growth of business on national forests can go on until the re- 
turns greatly exceed the expenditures with absolute safety to the for- 
ests themselves, provided that the growth does not get beyond the 
trained force available to handle it. 

A sort of endless-chain process of conservation to extract 
all the traffic will bear, which can no doubt be patiently en- 
dured by the trees, but heaven help the people! And therefore, 
I repeat, let those concerned be warned. 

FALSE DOCTRINE OF GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, the corner stone of the 
present policy and future programme of the forest reserves 
rests upon the false doctrine that these lands are, and of right 
ought to be, held and administered in perpetuity for the profit 
of the Federal Government. Such a doctrine I denounce with 
all the power that is in me. The Government, it is true, holds 
the fee in these lands, but not, Mr. Speaker, as an individual 
owns the fee in lands. The Government holds the legal title as 
a trustee for all the people who may be qualified and who may 
care to go upon them and settle and build homes and develop 
them; and that is the policy upon which the very growth of 
this Nation rests. That is the unvarying history of the public 
domain from the first land law to the last—not to hold for 
sale at the highest possible price, as does the private owner; 
not to rent or lease for profit, but to sell as rapidly as possible 
and for the lowest possible price. Never, Mr. Speaker, has the 
idea of profit to the Government been a factor in its land policy. 
Its profit came in the shape of that magnificent galaxy of 
Western Commonwealths, which are to-day the pride of the 
Nation and the source of its food supply. [Applause.] 

Now, 2 committee of college professors, theorists, and vision- 
aries ransack imperial Europe and archaic Asia, as shown in 
their report, and import from there the institution which is to 
revolutionize the greatest and most beneficent policy ever formu- 
lated by this Government and convert the once free domain of 
the West into a bureaucratic appendage of the Federal Govern- 
ment, from which, by a system of fees, charges, and penalties 
such as no private landlord ever enjoyed, every possible dollar 
will be wrung. 

Such a policy I denounce as a discrimination against the 
public-land States and a robbery of their people. But the minds 
of the people in other sections have been poisoned against us 
by the propaganda, and while this condition lasts this institu- 
tion in its present form must endure. 

OTHER ABUSES. 

It would be impossible within the compass of these remarks 

to go into all of the features of the forestry policy that deserve 
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your earnest consideration—the iniquities and abuses of the 
permit system; the one-man government; the building up of 
a vast federal bureau with thousands of employees and other 
thousands to be added; and the creation of this vast and bur- 
densome federal institution to carry out the original simple pur- 
pose of preserving the timber from destruction by fire and 
wasteful or unlawful cutting. 

I will take a place second to none in opposition to the theft, 
monopoly, or destruction of the public domain and its re- 
sources, but when I see the harmful extremes to which their 
so-called “conservation” is being carried, which is in truth a 
locking up of natural resources from ownership and proper 
use and a confiscation of the people’s rights, and when I recog- 
nize the harm that must result, I feel that I would be shirking 
my duty for fear of misrepresentation did I not voice my con- 
victions. 

By all means let the light into the Forestry Service as well as 
into the Interior Department; determine in a spirit of justice and 
after full investigation what would be fair to the West and 
what would be fair to the Government. If this be done, the 
West will confidently anticipate the result and cheerfully abide 
by it. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD] is temporarily absent from the Hall, 
and he asked me in his name to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER]. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. Speaker, I never saw a trial of 
an important criminal case that was defended by able and 
astute counsel that it was not a part of the mode of defense 
to try the prosecuting witness instead of the defendant. It 
seems to me that that is the policy which is proposed by the 
gentleman who started this inquiry with a resolution to investi- 
gate the charges that were made against the Secretary of the 
Interior. The great crime is charged against the director of the 
Bureau of Forestry that he violated the proprieties of his office 
and of official ethics by telling what he knew about the Interior 
Department. I am astonished now to find from the gentleman 
who comes from the border, or possibly from inside one of the 
forest reserves of the State of Colorado, that in this inquiry 
they propose to investigate not only the charges made against 
these officials, but the entire policy of forest reserves. He says 
he is opposed to this policy which was inaugurated by the last 
President, and met with the favor of the people, which has been 
administered at the hands of Mr. Pinchot in a way that has 
never been charged to be fraudulent in any particular. And 
now, in order to divert attention from the issues which were 
made before the country in connection with the withdrawal of 
water-power sites, in connection with the entry of coal lands in 
Alaska, and particularly the group called the Cunningham 
claim,” they propose to try and condemn Mr. Gifford Pinchot, 
because, forsooth, he is in favor of forest reserves. The gentle- 
man admits that he gets this information from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who introduced the resolu- 
tion, and whose name is authoritatively given here as the leader 
of the House members of this committee. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I want to say that I do not be- 
lieve it does embrace it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understood the gentleman to say a 
moment ago that it did. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. No; I said that I had been as- 
sured that it did, but I do not believe it will embrace it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am glad to know that the gentleman 
was talking about something else during the three-quarters of 
an hour he has been discussing the case, because his remarks 
were entirely confined to an attack on the policy of the forest 
conservation and its administration, which is absolutely foreign 
to the charges upon which an investigation was demanded. 

Now, my time is very limited. If we are going to investigate, 
in this inquiry which is now being started, the men who have 
had the temerity to tell what they knew about the secret his- 
tory of the Interior Department, I offer this amendment to this 
resolution, in order that they may be protected, and I ask that 
the Clerk read it. 

Tne SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the last word: $ 
ravers , e Aa 
be heard before said committee in person and by counsel.” ota Fars 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I ask for two minutes more. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield two minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It may be that it would be within the 
discretion of the investigating committee to allow Mr. Pinchot 
or Mr. Glavis or any others whose official record is involved in 
this inquiry to appear in person or by counsel before the com- 
mittee, but I think it ought to be incorporated into the resolu- 
tion itself, so that there will be an express provision guarantee- 
ing the rights of these men whose reputations have been attacked. 
one of whom has been removed from office, that they may have 
counsel to conduct this inquiry to protect them in their rights 
and in the result which the verdict of this committee will have 
upon their personal and official standing. I say it ought 
15 be guaranteed to them by the express terms of the resolution 

Mr. Glavis, who has been attacked here by the gentleman 
who introduced the resolution, whatever else he has done, has 
saved to the country, as has been demonstrated by the fact, 
some 83 coal claims in Alaska which by survey contain ap- 
proximately 63,000,000 long tons of coal. If it had not been for 
Mr. Glavis these claims would have been expedited to patent 
and clear listed a long time ago. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man that the resolution carries the right of counsel for thé 
committee, and why should not it give authority to others to 
appear personally or by counsel? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Exactly; they ought to be accorded by 
the resolution the same rights and privileges that the other side 
has in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fiye minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I desire the Clerk will read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, on page 1, lines 1 to 7, inclusive, and insert “the present 
standing Commi ands 
tively, said committees are. 


on Publie L of the House and Senate, respec- 


i y : 
Also strike out the word “is,” in line 8, where it first W agpi 

On 1, line 10, strike out the word “and.” Also, s e out line 
11 and ail of line 12, except the word “ touching.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, my amendment seeks to do this: 
Instead of a special committee from the Senate and House, as 
provided in the pending resolution, it leaves the investigation 
of this Ballinger question to two well-organized committees, to 
wit, Public Lands of the House and Senate. I have never, in 
my short service in this House, heard any reasonable objection 
or question raised as to the ability, industry, or integrity of the 
Public Lands Committee of the House or of the Senate. These 
two committees represent a large group of States. These two 
committees, acting together, could go into this matter fully and 
in its entirety. I believe frankly that it would give the country 
better satisfaction to let these two well-organized bodies take 
up this matter and deal with it rather than to appoint any spe- 
cial committee, whoever it might be. 

I might add further, that in the appointment of this commit- 
tee the personnel of this committee will be scrutinized by the 
press of this country and the public, who demand some rights in 
this investigation. 

These committees were appointed at a time when there were 
no prejudices in the minds of anyone here, when there was no 
excitement and no pressure from partisan friends, when there 
could be no taking of sides either for Mr. Pinchot or the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and I submit that this ought to be done, 
and I hope in the wisdom of the House it will be done. It is. 
also true and may well be added that those committees may 
properly claim jurisdiction over this matter, by reason of the 
character of the matter involved. 

Now, one word about the elimination from this investigation 
at this time of the Forestry Service. I congratulated my friend, 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Marrry], on his able speech, 
and I am glad to pay him the compliment, but I want to suggest 
to the Speaker of this House, and I want to suggest to its mem- 
bership, that the troubles in Colorado are a long way from the 
Cunningham claims in Alaska. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman, in connection with his amendment of this resolution, 
if it is not a fact that the membership of this proposed joint 
committee has already been selected in advance and their names 
published in the newspapers? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing about that. I 
take it that that was merely a supposition on the part of the 
press as to who that committee would be. I have no informa- 
tion on that. 

It is not my purpose to try to determine whether Ballinger 
is guilty or whether he is innocent. Neither is it my purpose 
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to determine the guilt or innocence of Pinchot, concerning 
whom so much has been said. Neither of them is on trial here 
before the bar of this House; the proceedings here are merely 
to put one or both of them on trial before a committee of House 
Members. In my judgment, the people of this country want to 
know. whether or not the Secretary of the Interior has used 
his official position to further to patent a lot of fraudulent 
claims in the Alaskan country to help a lot of clients that he 
had recently acted for. I again repeat the people are deeply 
interested in this matter, and their interest will never lessen 
or still until they know the truth by a committee honestly and 
impartially constituted, and who, pursuant to that power, hon- 
estly, fearlessly, and courageously delve into the matter and 
afford to this Congress and the American people the real truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 

The gentleman from Colorado has enlightened us on the 
question of forestry and some of the attendant evils incident 
to the administration of that office. I care not to take any 
issue with him as to his charges, but I am anxious to take 
issue and to likewise oppose his position when he says the two 
men and the two departments ought to be investigated together 
and at the same time, as this resolution provides, 

No charges have been made against Pinchot, and the Ameri- 
can people do not believe that he is in the wrong. They may 
complain of his policies, but honest policies do not make dis- 
honest men or occasion their investigation. But, be that as it 
may, personally I care not if they are, this is no time to 
try him. Because one high offender is brought to tardy jus- 
tice by what now appears an honest information lodged against 
him, why does it follow that he who seeks to carry out the law 
and see that it is not supinely overridden and abused should 
also be investigated? We might with the same propriety ask 
that in every information filed by the Department of Justice that 
they be included in the prosecution and tried at-the bar of 
justice with each petty offender. It is false and worse than 
folly for this Government, when grave charges are filed against 
one arm of this Government, to let the one charged dictate 
what treatment the party shall have who brings him to jus- 
tice. It is wrong and folly for this Congress to let the real 
issue be clouded with a lot of matter that has no bearing as 
to whether Ballinger is guilty or innocent in the Cunningham 
fraudulent coal-claim matter. Those who differ with Pinchot's 
policy, however widely, do not bring that question less re- 
mote to the Ballinger association with the Cunningham coal 
claims. : 

It is my judgment that the informants.should enjoy absolute 
immunity at least until this matter has been tried, and I ques- 
tion whether or not we should not follow many of the States 
who say that the informant shall always enjoy absolute immu- 
nity, to the end that the Government may know when and 
where, and quickly so, too, when their officers prove unfaithful 
and recreant to their trust. 

I am not in favor of intimidating one department because 
they come to Congress with a complaint against another depart- 
ment. The result can be but one, to wit, that it sets a bad 
precedent and is an invitation to future prospective informants 
to conceal rather than let in the light. It brings about a you 
scratch my back and I will scratch yours” programme that is 
dangerous in any government. The informant should receive 
praise rather than condemnation, at least until we know of bad 
faith. 

The gentleman from Iowa, who sometimes displays more en- 
ergy than logic, while presenting his views of this resolution 
and in his urging its passage, dwelt long on the fact that 
Glavis had been insubordinate to his superior; that he was 
guilty of certain improprieties. To some of us of a more blunt 
and homespun nature it might be better for this administra- 
tion to spend more time on economies and common sense and 
not so much on red tape, formalities, and proprieties, and the 
deficit in the Treasury would not be so large at the end of each 
month, If there were not so much propriety partisanship poli- 
tics and such an oversupply of useless officeholders, we might 
get some of our approved rural routes established. 

The truth is when officers do wrong they should be brought 
to speedy justice, and I care not whether it comes from a 
subordinate, an underling, or from where. The fact that we do 
or do not agree with the informant’s policies makes no differ- 
ence. I think a large per cent of the American people share 
this humble but honest belief along with some of the rest of us. 

There is nothing to this question of “ proprieties” when it 
comes to conserving the Nation's assets, whether it be in dollars 
and cents or whether it be in Alaskan coal claims. When the 
bandit comes in the nighttime to rob our home or our banks no 
one is so much of a mollycoddle as to censure for the absence of 
proprieties. Neither should proprieties enter in when the Na- 
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tion’s resources are Involved. We need fearless men like Glavis, 
who dares to attack superiors or anyone else, in order to let in 
the light of day. We need men like Pinchot, who stands willing 
to fight, even if it costs him his head. Glavis is gone from the 
service; no use to investigate him. Nothing against Pinchot 
from any source, only the wrath of Ballinger, who is about to 
be marched in to justice. Now, what does this mean to en- 
shroud in mystery and entangling alliances the investigation of 
a department that needs none, when all the time and all the 
skill of the committee will be needed to protect the assets of 
this Government? I again repeat, I am not here to defend 
Pinchot or Pinchotism, which seems to be worrying the gentle- 
man from Colorado, for I know not whether his policies be 
good or bad. For the purpose of this investigation, it matters 
not to me which the case may be. I believe in solving the 
Ballinger problem first, without having the cloud and the mys- 
tery of the other to confuse and divert attention from the real 
issue. Then whether Mr. Ballinger proves to be guilty or inno- 
cent, he will have plenty of time, and he has plenty of friends 
here who can help him secure an investigation of Pinchotism, as 
well as Pinchot, and I will vote with them if I think at the 
times he needs investigation. 

My point is, do not confuse one with the other. Let each be 
prosecuted and defended upon his respective merits. It is 
not the mission or the purpose of this Congress to settle back- 
yard rows between two departments of the Government. It is 
their burning duty, however, to protect the property of this 
country from every transgressor, whether he be in office or out, 
high or low, white or black, savage or civilized. 

I think what will result if the informants in this case are 
ruined and stained by bruises from a useless investigation, 
brought about only by reason of the information they imparted, 
is that never again will any oflicer of the Government dare pre- 
sent to the Congress and to the Government wrongs against a 
superior in the service, however wrongful they may be. Those 
of us on the outside can not know of their crooked work, and 
those on the inside will be afraid from this example to inform. 
I pray with this condition of affairs, with lack of knowledge on 
the outside and fear on inside circles, when will the people have 
their innings, and when will the property of this Government 
be made secure from the dishonest officeholder should one per- 
chance ever enter the Government service unawares? 

This question is not asked idly; it is but the query of the 
thousands all over the land and country that have read of this 
sorrowful condition of affairs in the official service. 

Let this House elect a committee so that it may represent 
the will of all. Let them represent different States, If not, 
send it to the well-organized Committee on Public Lands, that 
was organized not for political purposes but to do honest service 
for an honest government. Have a committee that will be 
approved by the great tax-paying public, who walks meekly 
and often alone to honest service and honest effort every day in 
every year. Legislate confidence in his mind, and legislate him 
closer to the Government, not farther away. 

Strike out the portion of the resolution that refers to the 
Pinchot matter until this matter is over. This will take out all 
intimidation. This will unseal the lips of all who have infor- 
mation, rather than instill silence and fear. Do not besmirch 
an informant trying to do his duty. until you know he acted 
through venom, a thing not now believed or thought by any con- 
siderable number of the American people or this Congress. 
Let in the radiant noonday sun of information and let the Con- 
gress and the people know. 

If Ballinger is innocent, raise him out of the mire. If he 
is innocent, place the mantle of honesty and innocence around 
him and let his family and the world know. If he is guilty, 
oust him, and let the finger of shame point to him as he travels 
along the thoroughfares, and let Glavis and all other honest 
and faithful informants be reinstated, and say to him and to 
them, in accents clear and loud— 


Thou good and faithful servant, thrice and thrice again, well done, 


[Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 1, page 3, after the word “ committee,” insert the words “or by 
any subcommittee thereof.” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the 
amendment is to compel all meetings, whether of the generai 
committee or of a subcommittee, to be open to the public. It is 
a remarkable fact that under the resolution, as presented, any 
subcommittee appointed from the proposed general committee 
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could go anywhere in any State or Territory of the United 
States and hold a meeting and take testimony in secret. Line 7, 
on page 2, refers to “said committee or any subcommittee 


thereof.“ Now, what is meant by the words “said committee?“ 
“Said committee“ is the general committee of 6 Senators and 
6 Representatives mentioned on the preceding page of the bill. 
Again, we find in line 15, on page 2, the same words, “said 
committee or any subcommittee” used as follows: “ Said com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof is further empowered to 
take testimony,” and so forth. But in line 1, on page 3, the 
words “or any subcommittee thereof” are omitted and the pro- 
vision is simply that “all hearings by said committee shall be 
open to the public.” 

Thus, twice on page 2 there is reference to “said committee 
or any subcommittee thereof,” but on page 3 the reference is 
only to “said committee,” plainly meaning, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] acknowledged this morning 
when I interrupted him during the course of his remarks, that 
only the hearings of the general committee were to be public. 
That is all that the resolution makes mandatory. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, did not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that his 
criticism was well taken, and that it was an oversight on the 
part of the committee that reported the resolution? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but I was fearful that 
some of the Members of the House did not hear what the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylyania admitted this morning, and might 
not be so willing to accept my amendment. The gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Martin] has just said that he proposes to 
vote for the resolution exactly as it was drawn and presented. 
Apparently he does not want the subcommittee prohibited from 
holding secret meetings. And yet he wants the whole Forest 
Service and all its past history investigated. He wants the 
whole forestry policy—the policy of the Government—investi- 
gated under this dragnet resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going ‘to vote for the resolution when 
amended, although I do not think that subcommittees ought to 
be appointed—subcommittees that may go hundreds—even thou- 
sands—of miles from the city of Washington, take testimony, and 
report it here to the other members of the committee. The 
other members of the committee would be no more competent 
than you or I to pass judgment on the testimony of witnesses 
from a mere reading of the report of a subcommittee. The 
whole committee, or a quorum of the whole committee, ought 
to hear all of the testimony and see all of the witnesses face to 
face. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, it is an elementary proposi- 
tion in a legal pleading that the issues should be resolved to as 
simple form as possible. The issues in this matter ought to 
be resolved into as simple form as possible. That is all that 
the public demands. That is all that the public interest re- 
quires. Now, the remarks of the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. Martin] were very interesting and to me very instructive. 
With much that he has said ef the policy of the department 
with reference to the forest reseryes I am in accord, at least 
so far as the lights before me now show the way, but I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, to the membership of this House that the question 
of policy is not a question to be thrashed out before a special 
commission. There are committees, one in this House and one 
in the body at the other end of the Capitol, that now have 
jurisdiction to inquire into and to report legislation remedying 
whatever of defect there may be in the question of policy. 

But the immediate matter which is challenging the attention 
of the country and which therefore challenges the attention of 
this House is the charge which goes to the personal and official 
integrity of a high member of this Government, and that issue 
ought to be plain, simple, and straight, and I submit that it 
ought not to be confused by entering into an investigation of 
other departments and of other individuals against whom no 
charges have been made. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, though 
I know not how it may seem to others, that the langnage of 
this resolution is an effort to confuse the issues and to becloud 
the facts. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 
Democratie side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop]. 

Mr UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think it is well for the 
House not to confuse the issue in this case, I think it may be 
possible that some people desire the real issue that is presented 
here to come out of this House in confusion and come out of 


xLV——26 


[Applause on the 


the investigating committee in confusion. Now, the proposition 
that has stirred this country from one end of it to the other, 
turning it up like a volcano, so that the administration itself 
could not sit in silence, so that this House had to respond to 
that sentiment, has been in reference to one proposition—the 
administration of the General Land Office in the Territory of 
Alaska, The case is simple; there is no confusion about the 
issue. There is a vast coal field in Alaska, possibly more valu- 
able than any coal field we have in the United States. It is the 
treasure house of our country for the future, the supply of coal 
on which the navies of the United States must depend in the 
years of the future, when they are operating in the Pacific 
Ocean. That land was open to settlement by citizens of the 
United States. A large number of claims were filed on this 
coal field. It is a known fact that the Guggenheim system has 
a railroad now within 30 miles of this vast area of coal. It is 
charged that these systems and specially interested persons sent 
dummies, men who did not desire to make entries for their own 
purposes, but merely as tools of other people, to enter this vast 
tract of land with the intention of turning it over to this syndi- 
cate. Agents of the Government were sent to investigate the 
matter. A man named Glavis was sent by the Interior Depart- 
ment to make this investigation. During the making of the 
investigation Secretary Ballinger, then head of the Land Office, 
insisted that he should immediately make his report. Glavis 
insisted that he must have time to investigate the question. 
The charges say that Secretary Ballinger was all the time at- 
tempting to hold down the investigation, to force these special 
agents to make their report, to close up the proposition, and 
issue the land patents to the fraudulent entrymen. 

Now, that is the charge. That charge involves moral tur- 
pitude. No officer of this Government could recall an agent 
sent forth to investigate fraud that was about to be per- 
petrated upon the Government and have a report of that agent 
in his hands saying that there was fraud there and asking for 
additional time, without being involved in the case himself. 
Now, I do not say those facts are true, but those facts are 
the charges which are made. Those are the charges on which 
this House proposes to investigate this case. Now, when the 
matter came before the House, we do not find it presented for 
an investigation of those charges alone, but we find that the 
scope of the investigation is broadened as far as possible, even 
broadened way beyond the department under which the General 
Land Office holds its authority. They want to broaden it te 
the extent of investigating the Forest, Service. Now, what 
connection did the Forest Service have in reference to this 
alleged fraud on the Government, the fraud charged against 
the Secretary of the Interior? The only connection in the 
world that it had with the matter was that this man Glavis, 
the agent of the Department of the Interior, investigating this 
matter, consulted with two officers of the Forestry Department 
as to what they knew about the matter. Now, how did they 
know about it? Why, part of this vast coal field is in a forest 
reservation, and these officers, Shaw and Price, of the Forestry 
Service, had investigated it, because that part of the field 
was within their jurisdiction, and they furnished to Glavis, 
the agent of the Department of the Interior, the information 
and knowledge that they had in reference to the matter. Now, 
that is all the Forest Service has to do with this proposition 
and the only connection it has with this proposition, and 
yet they say that in order that we may have light and know 
whether an officer of the Government of the United States 
has or has not been involved in a fraudulent transaction, we 
must go out and investigate the management of an entirely in- 
dependent department. 

Now, what is that for? It can not throw any light upon 
these fraudulent entries of coal lands, It can not throw any 
light on the question of whether Secretary Ballinger is inno- 
cent or is guilty. I see no purpose that can possibly be accom- 
plished by bringing in the Forestry Service in this investiga- 
tion except to becloud the matter and make the committee find 
a Scotch verdict, and not get down to the real facts as to 
whether this officer of the Government has been guilty of con- 
duct that involves moral torpitude. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Martin] demonstrates 
where you are going. He says that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says that this resolution is broad 
enough and wide enough to investigate the policy of main- 
taining forest reserves in the Rocky Mountains. Well, now, 
that is a great question, a question that this House might 
thrash out for years, a question that will never be settled satis- 
factorily to the mountain people and the valley people at the 
same time. But it has nothing to do with this, The charge 


that the gentleman from Colorado brings against Mr. Pinchot 
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is that he has broadened the forest reserves too much. But 
the gentleman from Colorado knows as well as I and you know 
that Mr. Pinchot, the head of the Forestry Service, has noth- 
ing in the world to do with that except the mere matter of 


recommendation. The law fixes it. The President of the 
United States establishes forest reserves, and there the respon- 
sibility lies; not on the man who happens to recommend this, 
that, or the other to him. He charges that there ought to be 
a survey of these forest reserves, and that this department 
has been guilty of improper conduct because it has not made a 
survey. I say to my friend from Colorado that that is a charge 
that ought to be made here in the House. Nobody can order 
those surveys until the House has made an appropriation of 
the money with which to make the survey. Mr. Pinchot or the 
Forestry Service can not make any such survey. It is a matter 
that our friends from the Western States have clamored for 
for many years. In fact, I myself think that Congress ought 
to appropriate sufficient money to fairly and justly survey these 
forest lands. 

But when our friend from Colorado charges it against the 
head of the Forestry Service, he is charging a man with refus- 
ing to do that for which Congress has never furnished him 
the money. Now, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania is going 
to throw light on this question and the committee is to go into 
an investigation of all these questions, where is it to lead to? 
The only possible charge that anybody can make or is made 
with reference to the Chief of the Forestry Service in this mat- 
ter is that he has been guilty of “pernicious activity.” Per- 
nicious activity“ in what? “ Pernicious activity“ in protecting 
the property of the United States. “Pernicious activity” in 
protecting the public land of the United States for the benefit 
of the Government and people of the United States. No charge 
involving moral torpitude. 

Why, if you want to broaden this inquiry and go into investi- 
gations of the various services, why do you not broaden it still 
further? Why do you not offer an amendment here where you 
say the committee shall investigate the conduct of the Interior 
Department, its several officers, and employees? Why do you not 
say that it shall investigate the conduct of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, its officers, and employees? I say to gentlemen on that 
side of the House that there are pending in this House now 
bills calling for an inyestigation of the sugar frauds in the 
Tr Department; charges that are proven absolute theft 
from the United States Government for twenty years past. But 
you have not reported those resolutions, 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Would the gentleman recommend a congres- 
sional investigation of the sugar-trust matters at this time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I certainly would. 

Mr. GAINES. Does not the gentleman believe immunity 
would be given to persons in such an investigation, if it were 
thorough, who might otherwise be convicted of crime? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not, provided that the committec 
that was appointed had brains and sense enough to protect the 
Government from any such proposition. I do not care to go 
into a discussion of that question now. I am not going into 
the question of the sugar investigation. All I say is that if 
these gentlemen broaden this investigation and bring in the 
Forestry Service, they had better broaden it enough to bring in 
the Treasury Department and investigate known frauds that 
are crying for investigation to-day. [Applause.] 

Now, there is one other proposition pending here. For the 
reasons I have stated, I shall vote to strike out the provision in 
this resolution for an investigation of the Forestry Service. If 
somebody will make proper charges, charges that are war- 
ranted, I am willing to investigate that bureau or any depart- 
ment in this Government; but I want charges made before Con- 
gress goes into the investigation. 

Now, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has offered 
an amendment to this resolution providing that this committee 
shall be elected by the House instead of appointed by the 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I have always believed, and I believe 
now, that the minority in every body should be represented on 
the committees by men of the selection of the minority, and not 
men placed on the committees by the instrument of the ma- 
jority. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I believe that if 
you want a fair investigation of any question, the best way is 
to put the two contending political sides at daggers’ points, 
placing men on the committees who will fight, not men who are 
placed there to agree. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

There are plenty of precedents. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is nothing new, There are 


many precedents in the past where this House. has elected the 

membership of investigating committees instead of having them 

appointed by the Speaker. 

4 . — Are those Democratic or Republican prece- 
ents 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not remember whether Demo- 
cratic, Whig, or Republican, but I say there are precedents. 

A Mr. REEDER. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
on. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. REEDER. Would it not naturally follow that if a few 
Republicans should assist the minority to carry this amend- 
ment, that the minority would name the committee? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. REEDER] that the House would elect the committee, 
not the Democratic Members, or a few Members from that side, 

Mr. REEDER. It would naturally follow that the Demo- 
crats would elect the committee, and thus we would have the 
minority in control to investigate a Republican Cabinet member. 

Mr, SABATH. Then we would have a good committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, have I any time remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LOWDEN). 
has five minutes. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to offer this amendment before 
the time is exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
offers an amendment which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words H. J. Res. 103,” and also the title and the 
resolving cla and all thereafter, and insert: 

“ Resolved, That the 1 oyge of the House be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to appoint from membership of the House a committee of 
7 with full power, and whose duty it shall be to make a full and com- 

lete inves tion of the conduct of the Department of the Interior 
uring recent years with relation to coal lands and other public do- 
main in the Territory of Alaska and report the testimony and their 
SWE tor pink TTT 
. of witnesses, to administes oaths, to take OAY, and 
reduce the same to writing, and to employ such stenographic heip as 
may be necessary, all expenses to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this amend- 
ment will be to provide a special House committee, to make this 
investigation on behalf of this House, the representative body 
of the American people. It does not require the consent or ap- 
proval of the President. Such an investigation will be made 
without the help of some other body. At the proper time I 
shall ask for a vote upon that amendment. 

I wish, in the few remaining minutes, to voice my opposition 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Nor- 
RIS}. I shall not vote to elect a committee of the House. I 
believe that if the Speaker has not the confidence of the House 
and of the country sufficiently to justify his appointment of 
committees, he should never have been elected Speaker, and 
he should now be turned out of office. 

There is one fact that might induce me to vote to elect this 
particular committee. From everything that has happened and 
from all the information I can gleam, it seems that this entire 
proceeding has not been originated or perfected in either House 
of Congress, but apparently it has all been arranged in the 
White House. 

Even the Members of the two Houses who are to compose 
the committee have been announced, and we are to go through 
something of a farce when we provide that the committee of 
the Senate shall be selected by the Vice-President, and the com- 
mittee of this House shall be selected by the Speaker; because, 
so far as our information is, they will merely be ratifying the 
action of the President himself in selecting the Members from 
these two bodies. Congress is thus put in the unfortunate atti- 
tude not only of arranging an investigation along the lines sug- 
gested and demanded by the accused, not only of submitting its 
action to the President, so that there can be no mistake or slip 
up in the programme and something put in that has not been 
arranged in advance, but even the membership of the committee 
itself has been arranged in advance and given to the public, 
so that they may see just whom the President is willing to trust 
in this investigation. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from New York refers to 
the newspaper publications purporting to give the names of the 
committee of the House side, I want to say to him that it is 
without the authority of anybody who had any right to speak 
and that no selection has been made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
authorized to make that statement In behalf of the Speaker 
of this House, then, of course, I can not under any circumstances 


The gentleman 
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vote for the Norris amendment. But it seems so direct, so con- 
vincing, and so entirely settled that I thought this opportunity 
should not be permitted to pass without entering my protest 
against the delegation of all the powers not only of the House 
but of Congress itself to the occupant of the White House. 
Coming events will tell whether this prediction has been accu- 
rate or not. We have the membership purporting to have been 
selected by the White House, and if the Vice-President and 
Speaker hereafter select the men whom it has been announced 
here are to conduct this investigation the inference and facts 
will be sufficient to convince even myself that at last Bismarck 
has surrendered. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. In view of what the gentleman from New York 
said, if we wait to find out whether or not the Speaker of the 
House and the Vice-President shall carry out the prediction, 
the horse is already gone and the stable door is unlocked., 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true. I want to say that the 
object of the investigation is not so much, as it is now arranged, 
to ascertain the accuracy of these graye charges that have been 
made against a member of the President’s Cabinet as it is to 
find some scapegoat and have the responsibility placed on some- 
body else than the man who should assume it for turning a 
particular individual out of the public service. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I do not regard this resolution as 

an attack upon either the Secretary of the Interior or the Chief 
Forester. I do not believe the adoption of it will be so re- 
garded by the country. I do not assume that a crime has been 
committed. I take it, the purpose of the resolution is to find 
out whether that is true. I have absolute confidence in the in- 
tegrity of the Secretary of the Interior. As the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] so well said in introducing 
the resolution, men do not become suddenly infamous. The 
record which Richard Ballinger has made in public and in pri- 
vate life is certainly such as to justify his friends in asking 
what a universal principle of our system of jurisprudence gives 
him—the reservation of judgment until the facts shall be 
known. I have the highest regard for Gifford Pinchot, the 
Chief Forester. Few men in this country have given to the 
Nation more capable, more disinterested, or more patriotic sery- 
ice. Inheriting great wealth, he might have devoted his life to 
travel, to sport, to the pursuit of mere pleasure, but he has 
chosen to put all this behind him and give his services at a 
compensation far below what he might have earned, if earning 
had been necessary to him, in private life, to build up a great 
branch of the public service to which he is devoted heart and 
soul. It is Gifford Pinchot more than any other man who 
is responsible for the conservation policies of the past few 
years, and it is the work he has done and is doing, and I hope 
will continue to do, that will build him a monument more en- 
during than bronze or marble. 

I speak, therefore, as a friend of the man and a friend of 
the policies for which he stands, in giving my support to this 
resolution. I shall not permit myself to be placed in the atti- 
tude, because I refuse to vote for an amendment striking out 
all reference to the Forest Service, of indorsing the attacks 
that have been made on that service. It seems to me abso- 
lutely clear that there can not be an investigation of the charges 
that have been made against the Interior Department which 
did not include an investigation also of the administration and 
conduct of the Forest Service. 

It is well known to every Member of this House that it was 
a difference of opinion as to the scope of their jurisdiction, a 
difference of opinion as to the interpretation of the law, be- 
tween the Secretary and the Chief Forester that has brought 
about the controversy we are now attempting to put in the way 
of settlement. It was not the discussion over the Cunning- 
ham claims in Alaska alone that prompted this resolution. 
There were differences of opinion in regard to the withdrawal 
of power sites in the forest reseryes, differences of opinion in 
regard to the reservation of ranger stations, differences of 
opinion on a great many other subjects—the most natural dif- 
ferences of opinion when you consider the characteristics and 
the training of the two men. Mr. Pinchot, approaching these 
questions from the standpoint of a scientific enthusiast, 
wrapped up in the one idea which he has made his own, and 
about which he is building his life, very naturally assumed the 
position that a public official could properly do anything the 
law did not forbid him from doing. Secretary Ballinger, 
trained as a lawyer and a jurist, approaching this subject from 
that point of view, would most naturally entertain the opinion 
that an administrative officer should confine himself within the 


law, should do nothing whatever which the law did not ex- 
plicitly and in terms permit. It is a most natural difference of 
opinion, I say, and it does not follow because they have dis- 
agreed that either has committed a crime. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the gentleman think it a. proper 
function of Congress to investigate a difference of opinion be- 
tween two appointees of the President? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a difference of opinion which has led to 
a controversy in which the country has become interested, and 
the country is demanding this investigation. I believe that 
the country is demanding an investigation which shall be broad 
and sweeping in its terms. I believe that everybody in any 
way concerned in the controversy desires to have the investi- 
gation broad and sweeping in its terms. I know that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior does and I know that the Chief Forester 
does, and I know that the President of the United States does, 
and I believe the people of the United States do. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the gentleman believe that the 
people of the United States are demanding an investigation of 
Gifford Pinchot's administration of the Forestry Department? 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman had stood as long as I have 
on this floor defending the Forestry Service against attacks on 
every hand 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Oh, I am not asking what Congress is 
demanding, but the people of the United States. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it may certainly be concluded that Mem- 
bers of Congress represent the people of the United States, and 
gentlemen have stood on this floor, representing great States, 
making most serious and earnest criticism of the policy of the 
Forestry Service, of the nature of the administration of that 
policy, and, as I started to say, I have stood here hour after 
hour, year after year, as Members of the House will bear me 
witness, defending the Forestry Service against these attacks. 

I confess that for myself I should like to have the “ twilight 
zone” wiped out, the twilight zone that lies between the letter 
of the law and official discretion, and I believe this investiga- 
tion will help to clear up that vague region. I would like to 
find out exactly what the Forestry Service can do and what it 
can not do in the administration of this great trust, and I 
believe this investigation will bring out suggestions which will 
help us to draw that line. 

Mr. JAMES, Then, as I understand the gentleman's posi- 
tion, he would have the committee report that Mr. Pinchot is 
an enthusiastic scientist and Mr. Ballinger a profound jurist? 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, I am not responsible for the gentleman’s 
understanding. I do not think the House misunderstands my 
position. ; 

Mr. PARSONS. Is not the purpose of including the Forestry 
Bureau within the scope of this resolution to investigate that 
bureau so far as it relates to the granting of the grazing privi- 
lege? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment the investigation 
of the Forest Service is included in this resolution because the 
charges against the Interior Department can not properly be 
inquired into without liberty on the part of the committee mak- 
ing the investigation to inquire also into the administration 
and conduct of the Forest Service. 

Mr. PARSONS. And does that relate to anything more than 
two things in the forest reserves, namely, the coal and the 
power sites? 

Mr. SCOTT. I think perhaps it may not relate to more than 
those two things, but that will rest with the committee. The 
authorization in the resolution is very broad. 

Mr. PARSONS. Then should not the resolution be confined 
to the question of coal deposits and power sites? 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I think the resolution is right when it 
gives the broad privilege of inquiring generally into the con- 
duct of both of these departments of the Government, because 
while there may be no charge of criminal misconduct in rela- 
tion to anything outside of the coal and power sites, yet there 
has been great indignation expressed on the floor of this House 
this afternoon by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCH- 
cock] and repeatedly iterated and reiterated by the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpELL], showing a deep-set and wide- 
spread discontent among the people of those States because of 
the interpretation which the Chief Forester has put upon the 
authority vested in him, and I hope that the result of this in- 
vestigation will be to clear up these misunderstandings—be- 
cause I believe they are nothing more than misunderstandings— 
and result in recommendations for specific legislation upon 
which the Congress can safely act. 

Mr. PARSONS, But this resolution is introduced, as I under- 
stand it, at the request of the Secretary of the Interior. Now, 
I do not suppose 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
that, because I introduced it 


You are mistaken about 


Mr. PARSONS. I supposed, from your speech, you intro- 
8 it because the Secretary wanted the investigation to be 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. But I did not introduce it 
at the request of Secretary Ballinger. 

Mr. PARSONS. So that the investigation he desired may 
be had, but I did not understand that the investigation related 
to the granting of grazing privileges in the Forestry Service. 

x Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Suppose the Chief Forester pursued a 
wrong policy in regard to the grazing privileges on the forest 
reserve and in regard to the stations for forest rangers, what 
has that to do with the specific charges of fraud in regard to 
Alaska ie lands which are made against the Secretary of the 
Interior 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, in reply I might ask the gentleman this 
question: In what way does the privilege granted in this resolu- 
tion to the committee to inquire into these matters relating to 
the administration and conduct of the forest reserves interfere 
with its rights and privileges and duties to investigate the 
other matters to which the gentleman refers? And I wish to 
emphasize that point because it has been frequently referred 
to here this afternoon. Statements have been made here which 
would seem to warrant the conclusion that because we are per- 
mitting an investigation also into the Forest Service we are 
thereby in some way limiting or hampering the investigation 
that is to be made into the affairs of the Department of the In- 
terior, and to that conclusion I absolutely dissent. There is 
nothing in the resolution that can possibly be tortured into such 
a construction. > 

Mr. LINDBERGH. May I ask the gentleman, if the commit- 
tee is to inquire into all the matters included in the resolution, 
about how long does the gentleman think it will be before we 
would get a report? 

Mr. SCOTT. The resolution calls for a report to this Con- 
gress, and it seems to me there will be no difficulty in obtaining 
it within that period. It is a great question that ought to be 
carefully investigated, but which ought not to consume an un- 
reasonable length of time. And I wish to repeat that there is 
nothing in this resolution which would in anyway point in 
the direction of a whitewash or of limiting an investigation of 
the charges that have been made in reference to the adminis- 
tration of the Interior Department. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. It seems to me the scope of the resolu- 
tion is so large that it will be impossible for the committee to 
report in the time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, I do not anticipate that difficulty, Mr. 
Speaker. The scope of the resolution is no broader than it 
should be. It is no broader than Mr. Pinchot himself desires 
it to be, and I am sure I speak with authority on that subject. 
It is no broader than justice requires it should be. It is no 
broader than the country desires it to be, and I trust the reso- 
lution will be adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. We are ready for a vote now, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 
These amendments will be reported by the Clerk in the order 
in which they come in the text of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ww “ee 
n A DON ier thatect te words.“ elected IY.: DS it wil read: 
“By the President of the Senate from the Members of that body, and 
six of whom shall be elected by the House of Representatives from the 
Members of that body.” 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it, but the Chair 
would prefer to order tellers. 

Mr. NORRIS. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 146, 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 87, as follows: 


YEAS—149. 

Borland e Denver 
Bowers Collier Dies 
Bu 0 Dixon, Ind. 
Burleson Cooper, Wis. Edwards, Ga. 
Burnett Covington Ellerbe 
Byrns Cox, Ind. Ferris 
Cantrill Cox, Ohio Fish 
Carlin G Flood, Va. 
Carter Cullop Floyd, Ark. 
Clark, Fla, Davis Fornes 

layton e Dent Foster, III. 
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Gallagher Humphreys, Miss. Moss S 
Garner, Tex. James Murdock Shee ey 
Garrett Jamieson Nelson Sherw 
Gill, Mo. Jones Nicholls Sims 
Gillespie endall Norris Sisson 
Gilmore Kitchin Oldfield Slayden 
Glass Kopp Padgett Small 
Godwin Korbly Page Smith, Tex. 
Good Lamb mer, A. M. Stanley 
Gordon Latta Parsons Stephens, Tex. 
Graham, III. Lee Patterson ulzer 
Gronna Lenroot Pickett Talbott 
amlin Lever oin Taylor, Ala. 
Hammond Linbergh Pou Taylor, Colo. 
Hardwick 1 Pujo Tho A 
Hardy Lovering Ransdell, La. Tho: N. C. 
Haugen McDermott Rauch Tou Velle 
Hay McHenry eid Underwood 
Hayes Macon Richardson Volstead 
Henry, Tex. Madison Rothermel Watkins 
Hinshaw Maguire, Nebr. Rucker, Colo. Wickliffe 
Hitchcock ayna Rucker, Mo. Willett 
Houston 8 Russell Wilson, Pa. 
Howard Miller, Minn. Sabath Woods, Iowa 
Hubb Towa Moore, Saunders 
Hughes, J. Morrison Shackleford 
Hull, orse Sharp 
NAYS—146. 
Alexander, N. Y. Elvins Knowland Prince 
Allen e Kronmiller Reeder 
Anth: Esce! üstermann Roberts 
Austin Fassett Langham Rodenberg 
Barchfeld Fitzgerald w tt 
Barnard ocht Lawrence Simmons 
Bartholdt Foss e Slem 
tes aines Low Smith, Cal. 
Bennet, N. Y. Gardner, Mich. Lowden Smith, lowa 
ett, Ky. oebel McCall Smith, Mi 
Bingham Graft McCrear: Spe 
Boutell Graham, Pa, McCredie Stafford 
Bradle Grant McGuire, Okla. Steenerson 
Brownlow Greene McKinlay, Cal. Sterling 
Burke, S. Dak. Griest McKinley, III. Stevens, Minn. 
Burleigh Guernsey McKinne: Sturgiss 
Butler Hamer McLaugh Mich.Sulloway 
Calder Hamilton Madden Swasey 
Calderhead Hawley nn Tawney 
Campul Heald artin, S. Dak. Taylor, Ohio 
Cassidy Henry, Conn. Miller, Kans. Tener 
Chapman Higgins Millington Thistlewood 
Cocks, N. Y. Hollingsworth Mondell Thomas, Ohio 
Cooper, Pa. Howell, N. J. orehead Tilson 
Cowles Howell, Utah Morgan, Mo. Tirrell 
Creager Howland Mo: , Okla. Townsend 
Crow Hubbard, W. Va. Moxley Vreeland 
Davidson Huff Murphy Wanger 
Dawson Hull, Iowa Needham Washburn 
Humphrey, Wash. re Weeks 
Diekema Johnson, Ohio Olmsted Wiley 
Joyce Palmer, H. W. Wilson, III 
Douglas Kahn Parker Wood, N. J. 
Draper Keifer Payne Young, Mich. 
ee Kennedy, Iowa Pearre Young, N. Y. 
Dwight Kennedy, Ohio Perkins 
Knapp tt 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—5. 
Currier Goulden Hughes, W. Va. Mclachlan, Cal. 
Dalzell 
NOT VOTING - S7. 
Alken Edwards, Ky. Hill O'Connell 
Andrus Estopinal Hobson Olcott 
Ashbrook Fairchild Hughes, Ga. Peters 
rel: Finle Johnson, Ky. Plumley 
Bartlett, Ney. Foelker Johnson, 8. C. y 
ll, Ga. Fordney Keliher Raine 
Brantley Foster, Vt. Kinkaid, Nebr. Randell, Tex. 
Broussard Fo Kinkead, N. J. Reynol 
Burke, Pa. Fowler Lafean Rhinock 
rd Fuller Langley Riordan 
Candler Gardner, Mass. Legare Robinson 
Capron Gardner, J. Lindsay Sheffield 
Cary Garner, Pa: loyd Baap 
Clark, Mo. Gill, Md. Loudenslager Southwick 
Cole Gillett Lundin Sparkman 
Cook Goldt. MeMorran ls 
Coudrey Gregg alb, Wallace 
Cravens Hamill Martin. Colo. Webb 
Crumpacker Hanna Moon, Pa. Weisse 
Dickson, Miss. Harrison Moon, Tenn. Wheeler 
Driscoll, D. A. Heflin Moore, Pa. oodyard 
Driscoll, M. B. Helm Mudd 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the roll call, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The rules of the House require that 
nobody shall be at the Clerk’s desk during a roll call. The 
gentleman at the desk a moment ago has just left. I ask the 
Speaker to see that the rule is carried out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not noticed any Member of 
the House at the desk. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Kennedy, one of the officers of the 
House, was at the Clerk’s desk a moment ago. It is prohibited 
on the part of the employees on our side of the House, and pro- 


-hibited on the part of Members. 
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The SPEAKER. The rule is silent as to employees of the 
House; but the Chair believes that the employees of the House 
should not be at the Clerk’s desk unless their duties require it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all I ask. 

The SPEAKER. Hitherto, so far as the Chair recalls, with 
some length of service, employees of the House, both of the ma- 
jority and minority, have sometimes come to the desk during a 
roll call without protest; but if protest is made, as it is, the 
Chair will see, if his attention is brought to it, and even with- 
out that, if he notices it, that they do not come to the Clerk’s 
desk during a roll call. The Chair’s messenger stands at the 
desk here, and the Chair is personally responsible that he be- 
have himself. [Laughter.] 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. 

Mr. Marsy with Mr. Cravens. 

Mr. BAncLAx with Mr. ASHBROOK, 

Mr. Capron with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. Fosters of Vermont with Mr. HOBSON, 

. PLUMLEY with Mr, HEFLIN. 

. FAmcCHILD with Mr. GOULDEN. 

. WHEELER with Mr. WEISSE. 

. ANDRUS with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Hens of West Virginia with Mr. Wens. 
. SourHwick with Mr. O'CONNELL. 

Mr. HL with Mr. RANDELL of Texas, 

Mr. Orcorr with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. Coox with Mr. Huemes of Georgia. 

. SHEFFIELD with Mr. RHINOCK. 

. Woopyarp with Mr. WALLACE, 

. SNAPP with Mr. SPIGHT. 

. REYNOLDS with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

. Pray with Mr. ROBINSON. 

. Mupp with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. Moon of Tennessee, 
Mr. Louyprn with Mr. LLOYD. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. LINDSAY. 

. LANGLEY with Mr. LEGARE. 

. LAFEAN with Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 
Mr. KINKA of Nebraska with Mr. Kerner. 

Mr. Hanna with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina. 

Mr. GILLETT with Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky. 

Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania with Mr. HELM. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. HAMILL. 

Mr. Forrxe with Mr. GREGG. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

Mr. FouLknop with Mr. GILL of Maryland. 

Mr. Forpnry with Mr. ESTOPINAL. 

Mr. Fortker with Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. 

Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. Dratiscorn with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. Couprrey with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Core with Mr. BELL of Georgia. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada. 

Until January 15: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as yeas 149, nays 
— 5 ee proceedings following second roll, in re yote of Mr. 
Foss. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 1, lines 1 to 7, ar rad also strike out the 
word “is,” in line 8, ‘where it occurs and “that the 
present standing committees of public leat of the House — Maste 
respectively, said committees are.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to a point of order. There was 
s0 much confusion in the House we could not hear the amend- 
2 reported, and I ask that the amendment may be reported 
aga 

The SPEAKER. There was confusion; the House will be in 
order; and the Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw that amendment. I offered it to the House and do 
not desire to press it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has the 
right to withdraw it. 

Mr. FERRIS. I withdraw the amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the amendment. 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page i, 2 — out lines 11 and 12; the words proposed to be stricken 


out being and of the Bureau ot Forestry in the Agricul 
ment, its officers and employees.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
It seems to the Chair that the two amendments should go 
together. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ot ag Sie ei sn te on Pea! eat 
as it may — — i SENE 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote will be 
taken upon the two amendments together. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment may 
bé reported again, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first of the two 
amendments. 

The Clerk again read the first amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk again read the next amendment. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote will be 
taken upon the two amendments together. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for a division, 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Before the announcement of the result, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 65, nays 226, 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 91, as follows: 


YEAS—65. 
Adamson Cullop y Rauch 
Alexander, Mo, Dies Hughes, N. J. Ro 
Ansberry on, ames Rucker, Mo, 
Beall, Tex. Ellerbe Jamieson Sabath 
Boehne Ferris Kitchin Shackleford 
Booher Fitzgerald Korbly Sherwood 
Bor Fornes b Sims 
Gallagher Latta Sisson 
Byram Gil, Mo MeDermoit ‘Thomas, N.C, 
yms 0. TMO omas, 
Cantrill Gillesp Maguire, Nebr. Underwood 
e Gilmore Moss Watkins 
Glass Nicholls Wickliffe 
Covington Gordon P. Willett 
1 Graham, III. Pcindexter 
Cox, Ohio amlin Pou 
g Hammond Ransdell, La. 
NAYS—226. 
Adair Douglas Howland Miller, Minn. 
Alexander, N. Y. Draper Hubbard, Iowa 
Allen fet Hubbard, W. Va. Mo 1 
Ames Dwight uff Moon, Tenn, 
Anderson Edwards, Ga. Hull, Iowa Moore, Tex. 
Anthony Ellis Hull, Tenn. Morehead 
ustin = Elvins 5 ——— Wash. — Mo. 
brighi umphreys, Miss. Morgan, Okla, 
Barnard E Johnson, Ohio Morrison 
Fassett Joyce Morse 
Bartholdt Fish Keifer Moxley 
Ga. Flood, Va. K Murdock 
tes Floyd, Ark. Kennedy, Iowa Murphy 
Bennet, N. X. t Kennedy, Ohio Needham 
Bennett, Ky. Foss Knap Nelson 
Bingham Foster, Ill. Kno d Norris 
Boutell Kopp are 
Bradle Gardner, Mich. Kronmiller Oldfield 
Brownlow Garner, Kiistermann Olmsted 
God Langham 
Burke, S. Dak. Goebel Lawrence Palmer, A. M. 
Burleigh Good Lee Palmer, H. W. 
Burleson Graff Lenroot Parker 
Butler Graham, Pa. Lind 
Calder Grant Livingston Patterson 
Calderhead Greene Lon Payne 
Griest Perkins 
Carlin Gronna Lovering Pickett 
Cassi G Lowden Pratt 
Chapman Hamer McCall Pray 
Clark, Hamilton ceCreary Prince 
Clayton ; Hanna McCredie Pujo 
Cocks, N. Y. Hardwick McGuire, Okla. Reeder 
Collier Haugen McHenry Reid 
8 Hawley McKinlay, Cal. ardson 
Cooper, Wis. Hay McKinley, Ill. Roberts 
Cowles yes McKinne . 
Heald McLaughiln, Mich Rucker, 
Crow Henry, Conn. Macon Russell 
Davidson Henry, Madden Saunders 
Davis Madison Scott 
Dawson Hinshaw Mann Sharp 
Denby Hollingsworth Martin, Colo. 5 
Dent Martin, S. Dak. Sherley 
Denver Howard S Maynard Simmons 
ow 2 Slayden 
U Miller, Kans. Slemp 
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Smith, Cal. Sturgiss Thomas, Ky. Weeks 
Smith, Iowa Sulloway Thomas, Ohio Wiley 
Smith, Mich. Sulzer . Tilson Wilson, III. 
Smith, Tex. Swasey Tirrell Wilson, Pa. 
Suoy Tawney Tou Velle Wood, N. J. 
Staford Taylor, Ala. Townsend Woods, Iowa 
Steenerson Taylor, Colo. Volstead Young, Mich. 
Stephens, Tex. Taylor, Ohio Vreeland Young, N. Y. 


terling 
Stevens, Minn. Thistlewood 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—5. - 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Currier Goulden Kahn 
Dalzell 
NOT VOTING—91, 

Alken Edwards, Ky. Hobson Olcott 
Andrus Estopinal Hughes, Ga. Pearre 
Ashbrook Fairchild Hughes, W. Va. Peters 
Barclay Finley Johnson, Ky. Plumley 
Bartlett, Nev. Foelker Johnson, S. C. Rainey 
Bell, Ga. Fordney Jones Randell, Tex. 
Brantley Foster, Vt. Keliher Reynol 
Broussard Foulkrod Kinkaid, Nebr. Rhinock 
Burke, Pa. Fowler Kinkead, N. J. Riordan 
Byrd Fuller Lafean Robinson 
Candler Gardner, Mass. Langley Sheffield 
Capron Gardner, N, J. Law napp 
Carter Garner, Pa. Legare Southwick 

Fill, Lindsay Sparkman 
Clark, Mo. Gillett Lloyd Spight 
Cole Goldfogle Loudenslager Stanley 
Cook re; un Talbott 
Coudrey Hamill MeMorran Wallace 
Cravens Harrison alby Webb 
Crumpacker Heflin Moon, Pa. Weisse 
Dickson, Miss, Helm Moore, Pa. Wheeler 
Driscoll, D. A. Hill Mudd Woodyard 
Driscoll, M. E. Hitchcock O'Connell 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. HITCHCOCK, 

Mr. Law with Mr. STANLEY. 

For the remainder of this day: 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. CARTER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether I am re- 
corded on the previous vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
is not. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to state that I sat in my seat and voted 
“no,” and I ask that my vote may be recorded. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, a point of order, The 
gentleman is too late. The vote has been announced. 

The SPEAKER.. This is the general practice of the House: 

When a vote actually given fails to be recorded, the Member may, 
before the approval of the Journal, demand as a matter of right that 
correction be made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that this is 
not the time for any such correction. It must come on the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Other business has intervened, and the 
gentleman can not at this time correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a correction of the Journal. 
The vote can be recorded, if the gentleman voted, at any time 
before the approval of the Journal. The practice is well set- 
tled. While the vote does not change the result, even if it did 
it could be recorded under the well-settled practice of the 
House, 

The Chair reads from Hinds's Precedents, volume 5, section 
5970: 

On July 19, 1882, during the consideration of the contested-election 
case of Smalls against Tillman, the question was taken on the resolution 
declaring that Tillman was not elected, ete., and the announcement is 
made that there were—yeas 145, nays 1, not voting 145. 

The vote was next taken on the resolution declaring that Smalls 
was elected, ete., and there were—yeas 140, aye 5, not voting 145. 
The Speaker thereupon voted, making—yeas 141, nays 5, a total of 
146, just a quorum. 

The Speaker thereupon announced that on the vote preceding the last 
there had been an error in the tabulation and that in reality the result 
on the resolution declaring Tillman not elected had been—yeas 144, 
nays 1, a total of 145, 1 less than a Lb ye 

he 8 declared that he would vote, and did so, making the 
result 145 yeas and 1 nay—a quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. That is, in principle, the same as the 
present situation. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Foss, and he voted “no.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pase 1, in line 10, strike out the word “and.” Also strike out 
line 11 and line 12, except the word “ touching.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, the substance of that amend- 
ment having been voted upon, I will withdraw it. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 1, on page 3 of the resolution, after the word “ committee,” 
insert the words “or by any subcommittee thereof,” so that it will 
read “all hearings by said committee or by any subcommittee thereof 
shall be open to the public.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the last word, “ every official or ex-official whose conduct 
shall be involved in the Lah ren re herein provided for shall have 
the right to appear and be heard before said committee in person and 
by counsel.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question’ was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Livingston) there were—ayes 185, noes 2. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words H. J. Res. 103” and also the title and the 
resolving clause and all thereafter and insert: - 

“ Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be, and he is hereby, 
directed to appoint from the membership of the House a committee 
of seven with full power, and whose duty it shall be to make a full 
and complete investigation of the conduct of the Department of the 
Interior during 5 with relation to coal lands and other 
public domain in the Territo of Alaska, and report the testimony 
and their findings and conclusions to the House; and said committee 
is empowered to send for persons and papers, to summon and compel 
the attendance of witnesses, to administer oaths, to take testimony and 
reduce the same to writing, and to 1 such stenographic help as 
may be necessary, all expenses to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHertey, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table, 


PHILIPPINE COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following order which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House order 3. 

Ordered, That the privileges of the floor, with the right of debate, be 
extended to BENITO LEGARDA and MANUEL L. Quezon, Resident Commis- 
sioners appointed by the Philippine legislature in accordance with the 
provisions of the act approved Poly 1, 1902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will not in- 
clude in that also the right to have offices in the House Office 
Building? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no objection to such an amendment. 
This is the order that was made at the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I remember the order passed at the last Con- 
gress, and the question was raised as to whether under that 
these gentlemen were entitled to offices in the Office Building. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no objection to haying that added as 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the order at this time? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

“And ordered ee That the said Resident Commissioners be en- 
titled to have offices in the House Office Building.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
order. 

The question was taken, and the order was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I give notice now that on 
to-morrow morning, after the approval of the Journal, I shall 
move to take up for consideration the bill making appropria- 
tions for the army. 
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CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (H. R. 8914) to 
open for settlement and entry under the general provisions of 
the homestead laws of the United States certain lands in the 
State of Oklahoma was changed from the Committee on the 
Public Lands to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By unanimous consent reference of so much of Executive Doc- 
ument No. 258 as relates to estimates of appropriations was 
changed from the Committee on Expenditures in the State 
Department to the Commitee on Appropriations. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o'clock and 48 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for United States post- 
office at Santa Rosa, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 485)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Isle au Haut Thoroughfare, Maine (H. Doc. No. 486)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for naval training station, 
Norfolk, Va. (H. Doc. No. 488)—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Savannah River, Georgia (H. Doc. No. 487)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting revised estimates of appropriation for the naval service 
(H. Doc. No. 489)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs and or- 
dered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriations for naval station at Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii (H. Doc. No, 490)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for credit to the ac- 
counts of Capt. George H. Cameron, U. S. Army (H. Doc. No, 
491) to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for International 
Bureau of Weights and Measures (H. Doc. No. 492)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Assistant Secretary of State 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of repre- 
sSenation at conference on maritime law, at Brussels (H. Doc. 
No. 493)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with recommendation, a draft of a bill to abolish the land office 
at Des Moines, Iowa (H. Doc. No. 494)—to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Olerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14612) to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
58), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BENNET of New York, from the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 16871) to amend section 13 of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization 
of aliens throughout the United States,” and for the relief of 
clerks of courts exercising jurisdiction under section 8 of 
said act, reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 89), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13468) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia,” reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 56), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 13471) providing for the regulation and suspension of 
traffic and processions on highways in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 57), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 4 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5463) to amend an act approved September 30, 1890, 
providing for the building of a bridge across the Arkansas 
River at Dardanelle, Ark., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 82), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12188) to authorize Ashley County, Ark., to construct a bridge 
across Bayou Bartholomew, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 83), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KNOWLAND,:from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12189) to authorize Ashley County to construct a bridge 
across Bayou Bartholomew, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 84), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12140) to authorize Ashley County to construct a bridge across 
the Bayou Bartholomew, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report. (No. 85), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13872) to authorize the counties of Bradley and McMinn, Tenn., 
by authority of their county courts, to construct a bridge across 
the Hiwassee River at Charleston and Calhoun, in said coun- 
ties, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 86), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 15387) permitting the building of a public 
highway bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, 
Minn., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 87), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 15815) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 

across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo 
Sarees Republic of Mexico, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 88), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr, MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
124) to authorize the Chicago, Indiana and Southern Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Grand 
Calumet River in the city of East Chicago, Ind., reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 59), which said 
bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2723) to authorize Beaufort County 
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Lumber Company, of North Carolina, to construct a bridge or 
bridges across Lumber River, in the State of North Carolina, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 60), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6559) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across Black River at Pocahontas, Ark., reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 61), which said 
bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6753) to extend the time for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Kansas City, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 62), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6866) to extend the time for construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Camden, 
Ark., reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 63), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 
Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8243) to authorize the Indiana Harbor 
Belt Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Little 
Calumet River in Thornton Township, in county of Cook and 
State of Illinois, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 64), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11063) to authorize the Alabama, 
Tennessee and Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across Noxubee River, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 65), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H, R. 11135) authorizing the building com- 
mission of Horry County, S. C., to construct a bridge across the 
Waccamaw River, S. C., reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 66), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11135) to authorize the building com- 
mission of Horry County to construct a bridge across Wac- 
camaw River, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 67), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11305) to authorize the Phillip & 
Strangways Lumber Company, of Arkansas, to construct a 
bridge or bridges across the St. Francis River, in the State of 
Missouri, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 68), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11395) to authorize the city of Minne- 
apolis, in the State of Minnesota, to build a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city of Minneapolis, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 69), which said bill 
and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11896) to authorize the Kiskiminetas 
Connecting Railroad Company, a corporation created under the 
laws of the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and erect a 
bridge across the Allegheny River in Armstrong County, Pa., 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 70), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. i 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11409) to authorize the Forest Product 
and Manufacturing Company to construct a bridge across Pearl 
River, in the State of Mississippi, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 71), which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11410) to authorize Drew County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 72), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11411) to authorize Bradley County 
to construct a bridge across Saline River, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 73), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11741) permitting the building of a 
railway bridge across the Mississippi River, in Aitkin County, 
State of Minnesota, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 74), which said bill and report were laid on 
the table. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15432) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to amend an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River,“ approved 
January 9, 1909, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
5 591855 (No. 75), which said bill and report were laid on the 

e. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15675) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Red River and to establish it as a post- 
road, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 76), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 837) to authorize the county commis- 
sioners of Malheur County, Oreg., and Canyon County, Idaho, 
and the Chamber of Commerce of the town of Ontario, Oreg., 
to construct a bridge across the Snake River at the town of 
Ontario, Oreg., reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
2 revert (No. 77), which said bill and report were laid on the 

e. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1441) to reenact and amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road, reported 
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 78), which 
said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2290) to authorize the Alabama, Ten- 
nessee and Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across Noxubee River, reported the same adversely, accon- 
panied by a report (No. 79), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He glso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2433) to authorize the Idaho and Wash- 
ington Northern Railroad to construct a bridge across the Pend 
Oreille River, in the State of Washington, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 80), which said bill 
and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2459) to revive and amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Minnesota, Dakota and Pacific Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Missouri River, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 81), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17072) for the relief of Richard T. Gott, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas N. Gott, deceased—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6261) granting a pension to Ella Nickerson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14787) granting a pension to Joseph McClair— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16704) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Alex. B. Stevenson and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 16768) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Bell— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17070) for the relief of the council of Zion 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Williamsport, Md.—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17260) to con- 
struct a road in the State of Colorado between the Atchison, 
Topeka and Sante Fe Railway station in the town of Las 
Animas and the United States Naval Hospital, and to make an 
appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 17261) providing for the 
adjustment and payment of accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Claims. 
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“By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17262) to 
provide for United States surgeons, immigrant inspectors, and 
matrons on vessels carrying immigrant or emigrant passen- 
gers between ports of the United States and foreign ports—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 17263) to amend an act 
entitled “An act relating to the liability of common carriers 
by railroad to their employees in certain cases,” approved April 
22, 1908—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 17264) ‘authorizing the con- 
struction upon the military reservation at Fort Morgan, Ala., of 
a suitable building or buildings for the use and accommodation 
of the customs service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 17265) to establish a fish 
hatchery and biological station in the Sixth Congressional Dis- 
trict of the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17266) pro- 
viding for a suitable memorial to the memory of Maj. Gen. 
William Stark Rosecrans—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17267) relat- 
ing to bills of lading—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 17268) appropriating 
$20,000 for the improvement of the Gasconade River between 
Gascondy and Arlington, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 17269) for the 
completion of the Savannah River and harbor improvement—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 17270) to provide for the re- 
organization of the diplomatic service of the United States—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 17271) for the improvement 
of the upper Cape Fear River from Wilmington to Fayetteville, 
N. C.; by the construction of two locks and dams of sufficient 
size and strength to afford a channel 8 feet deep for continuous 
navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 17272) mak- 
ing appropriation for the improvement of the Missouri River 
from the ‘southeast corner of the State of Nebraska to the 
mouth of the Platte River, in the State of Nebraska—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 17273) to suppress pools, 
trusts, and combinations in trade and to provide penalties for 
violations of its provisions, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17274) providing 
for the appointment of two cadets from the District of Co- 
lumbia to the United States Military Academy at West Point— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 17275) 
to authorize a survey of Quiver River, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 17276) to authorize a survey 
of Yallabusha River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 17277) providing for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection and completion thereon 
of a public building in the Borough of the Bronx, New York 
City, in the State of New York—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. * 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17278) grant- 
ing pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who 
served in the civil war and the war with Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17279) to 
make competent as evidence in civil and criminal cases the 
proved or admitted signature or handwriting of persons—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17280) to make competent as witnesses 
persons convicted of crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17408) authorizing ex- 
tra officers for the army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 17409) to continue the im- 
provement of Red River in Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 17410) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17411) to create a depart- 
ment of transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17412) for the con- 
struction of a lock and dam in the Ohio River near Madison, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17413) for the construction of a lock and 
dam in the Ohio River at Florence, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17414) for the construction of a lock and 
Hage in the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17415) providing 
for the erection of a public building at Fairfield, Iowa—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17416) providing for the erection of a 
public building at Washington, Iowa—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution (H. Res. 198) empowering 
and directing the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion to investigate certain alleged conditions in naturalization 
proceedings, ete.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution (H. Res. 200) referring the 
President’s special message—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DENT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 104) to continue 
in full force and effect an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the appropriate marking of the graves of the soldiers and 
sailors of the confederate army and navy who died in northern 
prisons and were buried near the prisons where they died,” 
etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 105) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. MANN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) concerning 
the Fifteenth Annual Congress of Hygiene and Demography— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 107) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to extend an invitation to the States in connection with 
the Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and Demog- 
raphy—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Concurrent resolution (H. ©. Res. 29) 
concerning immigration of aliens into the United States—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 17281) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas C. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 17282) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob C. Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17283) for the relief of Manuelita Swope— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 17284) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Moss—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17285) granting an increase of pension to 
Cordelia Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 17286) granting a pension 
to Harvey L. Rutherford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 17287) granting an increase 
of pension to John ©. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17288) granting an increase of pension to 
Thornton F. Males—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17289) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17290) to correct and complete the military 
record of Anderson G. Pittman—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 17291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Snyder—to the Committce on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17292) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 17293) for the relief of Paul 
E. Huettner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON; A bill (H. R. 17294) granting a pension to 
John E. Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17295) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Echols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17296) to correct the military record of 
Sylvester W. Quackenbush—to the Committee on Military 


8. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 17297) for the relief of 
George W. Melntyre's heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17298) granting a pension to Susan F. 
O’Bannon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 17299) for the relief 
of William Minshew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17300) for the relief of the heirs of Andrew 
E. Hodges—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17301) for the relief of George H. Wright 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17302) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Henderson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 17303) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Carroll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 17804) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Shreve—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17305) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Weayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17306) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Petry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17307) to change the military record of 
Matthew Fuller—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 17308) granting a pension 
to Sarah Helen Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17309) granting a pension to Emma B. 
Mindt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17310) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha P. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 17811) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander MeLane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17312) granting a pension to M. Claire 
Hughey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 17313) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Fowler Merritt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 17314) granting an increase 
of pension to George Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17315) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Nutting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17316) granting a pension to Margaret 
Cocok—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17317) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 17318) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to A. Sidney Alden—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 17819) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17320) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Balls—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 17321) granting a pension to 
Luther Detwiler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17322) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Dromgold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17323) granting 
a pension to Gertrnde M. Snedeker—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17324) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli T. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 17325) 8 increase 
of pension to N. Raymond Griffith—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17326) granting 
a pension to William S. Potts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 17327) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Quint—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17328) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17329) granting an increase of pension to 
John Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 17330) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Ramey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17331) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17332) granting an increase 
of pension to Betsy Ann Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17333) 
granting an increase of pension to P. H. Byron—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17334) for the 
relief of Sarah A. Borah and the heirs of George Harrison 
Borah, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: A bill (H. R. 17335) granting a pension to 
Adaline Balinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17336) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17337) ting an increase of pension to 
Ella Stewart—to the Comm on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17338) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Chesshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17339) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Watters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17340) granting a 
pension to Jefferson Temple—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McHENTY: A bill (H. R. 17341) granting a pension 
to Jane Heist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17342) granting a pension to Joseph B. 
Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17343) granting a pension to Jacob M. 
Stratiff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17344) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Strausser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17845) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Hunter Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17346) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Search—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17847) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Bitler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 17348) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Boyer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17349) granting an increase of pension to 
Lenson Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17350) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hermon—to the ee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17351) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Boll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17352) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Pendleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17353) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Costello—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17354) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. McHenry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17355) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Whedon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 17356) for the relief of 
Anna O. Brush—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R, 17357) granting an increase 
of pensfon to Robert McPhillamy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 17358) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Mann—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17359) granting an increase 
of pension to Mason Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17360) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Tarbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17361) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Moffit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17362) granting a pension to John Lim- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 17363) granting a pen- 
sion to Harrison Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17364) granting a pension to James 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17365) for the relief of the estate of John 
Sibley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 17366) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George S. Engler—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17367) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17368) granting an increase of pension to 
John Feiandt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. n 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17369) granting 
an increase of pension to Ella Nickerson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 17370) to correct the military 
record of William N. Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R, 17371) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Holland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17372) granting a 
pension to Albert L. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 17373) for the relief of the 
estate of John V. Schermer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17374) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander F. Safely—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17375) granting 
a pension to Edward A. Poag—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17876) granting a pension to Alice C. 
Weir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17377) granting a pension to James 
Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17378) granting a pension to J. F. Napier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17379) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert N. Stewart and to grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17380) for the relief of heirs of George 
Wright—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17381) for the relief of Mrs. Repsay 
Rowan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 17382) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Ligget—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17383) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 17384) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph O. Lemon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of New York: A bill (H. R. 17385) to amend 
an act entitled “An act for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of John Cassidy,” approved and passed 
March 13, 1903—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17386) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 17387) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint Col. James F. Rand- 
lett, retired, to be a brigadier-general of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 17388) granting 
a pension to John Sink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17389) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Trowbridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17390) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Carter—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17391) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 17392) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David W. Reed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17393) granting an increase of pension to 
Jarvis W. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17394) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob D. Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17395) 
granting a pension to Oran G. Blessing—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17396) granting 
an increase of pension to John T. Maddix—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17897) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Heller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17398) granting an increase of pension to 
Everett B. Ingals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 17399) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to reinstate John H. Booker, jr., and others as cadets in 


the United States Military Academy—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17400) granting 
an increase of pension to Larkin Fesler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 17401) 
granting an increase of pension to William Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17402) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Feinour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17403) granting a 
pension to Sarah Needham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17404) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17405) for the relief of Peter W. Wiggin- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17406) for the relief of Capt. Wilson 
Strickler, Company C, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17407) to correct the military record of 
W. F. Barr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John Gessner, Caleb Ackerman, Henry L. Lindsey, Andrew J. 
Hill, Jacob Painter, Albert B. Cavalier, Buker Woodruff, Wes- 
ley Sulser, Erwin M. Harley, Frank Togger, and William H. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
the heir of Samuel G. Mason and the heir of William A. Gat- 
trell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: Petition of business men of Petersburg, 
Boonville, Oakland City, Owensville, Fort Branch, Princeton, 
Mount Vernon, and Rockport, Ind., in opposition to the passage 
of the proposed parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of J. K. Mansfield Post, 
No. 75, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the National Trib- 
une pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Iowa Park and Forestry Asso- 
ciation, indorsing the present administration of the Bureau of 
Forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William G. Balls—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Barnhart Brothers & Spindler, 
of Chicago, Ill., favoring certain amendments to the corpora- 
tion-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ed- 
win Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles F. Gon- 
solla—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of O. H. Shepherd, of 
Carrollton, Ohio, against increase in rate of postage on peri- 
odicals—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office 
Department. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Franklin M. Harrison, John A. Verneulen, and Wil- 
liam Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of Bloomfield (Ohio) Farmers’ In- 
stitute, against removal of the tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Byesville (Ohio) Farmers’ Institute, favor- 
ing a postal savings bank and a parcels-post system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of residents of Brown 
County, Wis., against removal of special tax on oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of William Rhode Post, 
No. 191, Grand Army of the Republic, of Swanville, Minn., 
fayoring the National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Albion, Wis., 
against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of John B. Burrud Post, No. 444, 
Grand -Army of the Republic, of Marion, N. X., favoring H. R. 
14533—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. PUJO: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza- 
beth P. Bell, previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post of Minonk, Ill, favoring bill granting warrant for 160 
acres of land now owned by the Government to every honorably 
discharged Union soldier who served in the war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, for creation of a yolunteer officers’ 
retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of Worcester Branch of the 
National Metal Trades Association, for repeal of the corpora- 
tion income tax of 1909—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph O. Lemon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Wesley Rolfe Post, No. 332, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Stanards, N. Y., favoring the 
National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 8, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the RECORD. 
A pair was filed yesterday with the pair clerk between Mr. HILL 
of Connecticut and Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Through some in- 
advertence it was omitted from the Recorp, I ask to have the 
Record corrected so as to show that pair. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Rrecorp will be cor- 
rected in accordance with the statement of the gentleman from 
New York. 

There was no objection. 


PUBE-FOOD LAW. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report (H. 
Rept. 91) from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce on House resolution 67, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 67. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of . be, and he is hereby 
aoaea “to furnish to the House of Representatives the following in- 
ormation : 


made or issued seeki ing 
forcement of the act o 


3 and 
ei the Sec- 
n from the operation of said ar or from prosecution for viola- 


Third. If any such order or direction as referred to herein has been 
made, then that a copy thereof be transmitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, together with any and all papers in connection therewi 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the report accompanying the reso- 
lution which the Clerk has just read is a recommendation that 
the resolution be laid upon the table, and for this reason: In 
the ordinary course of business of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce the resolution was referred to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. I now ask to have read the Secretary's 
letters which will be found accompanying the report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DECEMBER 8, 1909. 


Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives. 
Dran Sm: I have your two letters inclos copies of resolutions 
67 and 68. L ee poe te Sees tants mots te pees a a full 
outline of the work that has been done in the execution of ie pure 


food and drugs act. 
Very truly, yours, JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
DECEMBER 30, 1909, 


Hon. James R. Mann 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and F. Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 


Daa Mr. Mann: Relative to House resolution 67, I desire to inform 


1. No executive order or direction has been ey or issued 89 
e B0, 1908, See “An act for preventing. the AASTAT sai 
en “An act for preven e ma 
on f adulterated, — misbranded, or isonous, re 
„ foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, ‘and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes.” 


you 
os 


2. Executive orders and directions have of course been made affect- 


or the enforcement of the said act. The more im- 
these orders have been published by the department and 
ublie distribution. 
3. No order or direction has been made by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture or the Agri cultural Department exempting any person from the 
operat of above act or oe from D for violations of said 


I thank you for calling my attention to this resolution. 
Very respectfully, 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there were four resolutions intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON], one 
addressed to the Department of Agriculture, one to the De- 
partment of the Treasury, one to the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, and one to the Department of Justice. All 
of the resolutions were referred to those several departments. 
The report in this case sets forth the fact in reference to the 
matter. The letter from the Secretary of Agriculture seems 
to have answered substantially the inquiries contained in the 
resolution itself, and for that reason the committee did not 
think there was any need of having it passed through the 
House. At the proper time I shall make a motion in accord- 
ance with the direction of the committee, to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. Before doing that I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. How much times does 
the gentleman want? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the right 
of recognition in my own right. I am the author of this resolu- 
tion, and I request that the resolution and the report be re- 
ferred to the calendar under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, of course, would be entitled 
to recognition, but not until, under the rule, the gentleman 
from Illinois yields the floor. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. MANN. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 
much time does he desire? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Well, I desire first to dispose of the 
question 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not take the gentle- 
man from Illinois from the floor without his assent. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that this matter is not properly up for consideration. I have 
requested the report and resolution be placed on the calendar, 
and I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman desires the report 
to go over, I am perfectly willing that that should be done. 
There is no desire on my part to force consideration of the re- 
port against the protest of the gentleman. I understood the gen- 
tleman was willing to have the report considered at this time, 
and I do not wish to be put in the attitude of seeking to force 
consideration of the gentleman’s resolution against his objec- 
tion, regardless of any point of order, which I do not think is 
well taken. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be put in 
the attitude of refusing a courtesy, but I supposed, being the 
author of this resolution, that I have the absolute right to have 
the resolution and report referred to the calendar, and I have so 
requested. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing that the resolution should 
go to the calendar, but that is the first suggestion the gentleman 
has made to me in reference to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that if the gentle- 
man had the floor he makes the point of order that this bill 
under the rule should be referred to the calendar on his request, 
being an adverse report 

Mr. STHEENERSON. Under Rule XIII. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, the Chair presumes, relies 
and the chair proceeds without objection from the gentleman 
from IIIIinois—on Rule XIII, clause 2, which is as follows: 

All reports of committees, except as provided in clause 61, of Rule Xx 


That refers to privileged reports, and this is a privileged 
report— 
together with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to the 


Clerk for printing and reference to the proper calendar under the direc- 
tion of the Speaker. 


Then, on the next page: 

Provided, That bills reported adversely shall be laid on the table, un- 
less the committee 8 a bill, at the time, or any Member within 
three days thereafter, sha request its reference to the calnncer to 
which it Thall be referred, as previaed in clause 1, of this rule. 

Now, this rule applies to nonprivileged matter; but under 
another rule this is a privileged report, and the Chair thinks it 
does not come within the rule just read, being privileged. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, then I would raise the 
further point of order that as author of the resolution, in charge 


— the S operau 
are e avaliable for 


How 
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of the resolution, I have the right to have it referred to the 
calendar at my request in preference to its being taken up. 

The SPEAKER. But the rule is well established in the prac- 
tice of the House that the Member reporting a resolution from 
the committee is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, it 
seems to me that this resolution, being a privileged resolution 
for the purpose of requesting a department to furnish informa- 
tion, the rule expressly provides that where it has not been 
reported within a week that the author of the resolution may 
call it up as a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; but this is a report 

Mr. STEENERSON. It is an adverse report, and it is more 
than a week since they should have reported it, and the fact 
that they now make an adverse report does not take the control 
away from the author of the bill. I make the point that the 
request to place this bill on the calendar is a matter of higher 
privilege than the report of the chairman. 

The SPEAKER. The report now being made on a privileged 
resolution, whether it was made in time or not, the matter 
is before the House and may not be sent to the calendar under 
the rule relating to adverse reports on reports not privileged. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Made an adverse report. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. But in privileged matters there 
is a distinction, the Chair will state to the gentleman, between 
Rule XIII and Rule XI. The rule that the gentleman has in 
mind applies to nonprivileged matters and does not apply to 
privileged matters, which is provided for in another rule. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I do 
not know whether it can be done by unanimous consent, but I 
desire to oblige the gentleman in every way I can. I will ask 
unanimous consent that the consideration of the resolution and 
report be postponed for the present. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will ask the gentleman to modify that 
by requesting that these four resolutions, with the reports 
thereon, be placed upon the calendar. 

Mr. MANN. That will be the effect of it, as far as I can see. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire further time to consider it. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing, and I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It would go on the calendar as unfinished 
business. It could not go on the calendar under any rule of the 
House except by unanimous consent, except as it would go on 
the calendar as unfinished business. The Chair supposes the 
object of both gentlemen will be obtained if that is done. 

Mr. MANN. Is the matter disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman desires unanimous con- 
sent to postpone the further consideration of this resolution—to 
what time? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, indefinitely; I will endeavor to accommo- 
date the gentleman. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I object to that unless the request is 
modified to this extent—that it is placed on the calendar. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing that it should be placed 
on the calendar. Of course it would go there, necessarily. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Well, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It would go on the calendar; it can go on 
the calendar as unfinished business, subject to be called up 
when the House desires to consider it. The Chair thinks that 
accomplishes probably what the gentlemen desire. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a priy- 
lleged report (H. Rept. 92) from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, on House resolution No. 66, addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and without reading the re- 
port. I do not desire to call it up at this time, but will call it 
up later. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Can not we agree to the same dispo- 
sition? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 66. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish to the House of Rep- 
resentatives the following information: 

First. Whether or not any executive order or direction has been 
made or issued seeking to suspend or affect the operations or enforce- 
ment of the act of Congress of June 30, 1906, entitled “An act for 
preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or 
misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes.” 

Second. Whether any order or direction has been made by the Sec- 
retary of the artment of Commerce and Labor or the partment 
of Commerce and Labor exempting any person from the operation of 
said act or from prosecution for violations of said act. 

Third. If any such order or direction as referred to herein has been 
made, then that a ged tnea be transmitted to the House of re- 
sentatives, together with any and all papers in connection therewi 


Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the report—the resolution haying been read—may be 
printed in the Recorp, and the resolution placed on the calendar. 
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The SPEAKER. As unfinished business? Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to inquire if that would give both resolutions preferential posi- 
tion over all other matters except those of higher precedence? 

The SPEAKER. Well, it already has that right. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It has that right to-day. 

The SPEAKER. It would have no higher privileged position 
than it would have at this moment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If considered at this moment it could be 
decided one way or the other, and while I am willing to agree 
to postpone it to a fixed time, I am not willing that both shall 
continue preferential indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, in the absence of unanimous 
consent, under the present condition, the House will be in con- 
sideration of this report. Of course it is subject to postpone- 
ment to a day certain, or indefinitely, or to be laid on the 
table. Various motions would be in order about it. The report 
has not been considered. The gentleman can withdraw the 
report. > 

Mr. MANN. I am not in a position to do that. If I did so, 
the gentleman could call the matter up as privileged. 

The SPEAKER. That would involve making the report 
through the box, and the rules contemplate that as to privileged 
matters it should be made from the floor. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Whether, when a privileged report is presented 
to the House under the rules of the House, it is necessary to 
dispose of the report at once? 

The SPEAKER. No. The House may postpone it to a day 
certain; may postpone it indefinitely; it may lay it on the table; 
it may consider it. 

Mr. MANN. But, if I understand, the other day a report 
was submitted 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it may be presented 
for reference to the calendar. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I am presenting this for now. 

The SPEAKER. In which case it would be read only by 
title. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I ask—that it be read by title and 
go to the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read and will go 
to the calendar. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this is pre- 
sented as a privileged report; and while the House can deter- 
mine what disposition it will make of it, either by postponing it 
to a day fixed, or laying it on the table, or postponing it indefi- 
nitely, there is no procedure that necessarily carries it to the 
calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to the opinion that 
to put the report on the calendar, over an objection from a 
Member desiring immediate consideration, would require action 
by the House. It is a matter of privilege, pending before the 
House for disposition, and subject to any one of the motions 
which would be in order. 

Mr. MANN. Then, I ask unanimous consent again. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Kentucky has reserved the right to 
object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; why not dispose of it, say, next Thurs- 
day? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Suppose the question of consideration should 
be made against this resolution and the House should not con- 
sider it now, what would then be its status? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was first inclined to say that, in 
that event, which is not presented, however, it would go as un- 
finished business; but, consideration on the merits not having 
begun, the question of consideration may be raised, and if the 
House, on the question of consideration, declines to consider it, 
it must be somewhere. It can not remain with the committee,- 
because the committee has reported it. If the House should 
decline to consider it, then, it seems to the Chair, it would go to 
the calendar. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If I may be recognized for that purpose, 
I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest that the gentleman has not the 
floor to raise that. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I said, “if I may be recognized.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
wants to yield the floor, then some of us may desire to be rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
raise the question of consideration, he can take anybody off the 
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floor, of course, as a matter of right. 
eration is not a matter of grace. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will correct 
the Chair, if the Chair is in error. The gentleman from Ii- 
nois was recognized on a former resolution somewhat similar 
to this. The gentleman made a report. So far as the Chair 
recollects, the gentleman was not recognized, but after he made 
the report—this is the second one—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. No, the first one has never been acted upon, 
if the Chair will permit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to see if he understands 
the matter. The Chair said the gentleman would be recognized 
to present a privileged report. The gentleman from Illinois 
IMr. Mann] presented this privileged report. Then there was 
conyersation on the question of procedure, but so far as the 
Chair recollects no one took the floor on the merits, and con- 
sideration therefore did not begin. Now, if that is the condi- 
tion, it is the right of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED], if he desires so to do, to raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will permit, I suggest to the 
Chair that there are two reports pending upon which no action 
has been taken. 

The SPEAKER. 
sent—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; there was no unanimous consent. 
Unanimous consent was suggested, but the Chair never put to 
the House the question of unanimous consent, because the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky would have made the same point that he 
made as to the second resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that it went 
upon the calendar as unfinished business, without objection. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. I raise the question of consideration, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania raises 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. SHERLEY. As to what report? 

Mr. OLMSTED. As to this report now pending. 

The SPEAKER. On the second report. 

Mr. SHERLEY. May I inquire what is the status of the 
first report? 

The SPHAKER. 
finished business. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 


The question of consid- 


The other report, by unanimous con- 


The first report is on the calendar as un- 


By what action of the House? 

The SPEAKER. By the consent of the House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But I beg to respectfully submit that the 
Chair never put that question. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not pending. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But I insist that the Chair can not—simply 
by a statement—ignore the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not leave this matter of 
business to go back to another resolution. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But I submit that this has no right of 
present consideration unless the first proposition has been dis- 
posed of, and the statement of the Chair can not ignore the 
fact. There was a general talk here looking to unanimous 
consent, but the Chair never did state the request for unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the resolution would 
go over as unfinished business, and no objection was made. It 
now stands as unfinished business, and the gentleman from Illi- 
nois presents this resolution. 

Mr. SHERLEY. All I can do is to submit that the Chair's 
statement is not accurate, and I submit that I have the right 
to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] raises the question of con- 
sideration. The question is, Will the House consider the reso- 
lution? 

The question was taken, and the House refused to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I present the following privi- 
leged report (H. Rept. 93) on House resolution 68 and ask to 
have the same reported by title, and I give notice that I will 
call it up at a later time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution (H. Res. 68) requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to 
furnish certain information in reference to the pure food and drugs act. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota raises the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. MANN. I did not ask to have the resolution considered 
at this time. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House consider the 
resolution? 

The question was taken, and the House refused to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I present the following re- 
port (H. Rept. 94) on House resolution 69, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 69, 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, requested to furnish to the House of Representatives the 
following information : 

First. Whether or not any executive order or direction has been 
made or Issued ens. to suspend or affect the operations or the en- 
forcement of the act of Congress of June 30, 1906, entitled “An act for 
preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or 
misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other i oses.” 

Second. Whether any order or direction has been made by the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States exempting any person from the opera- 
tion of said act or from prosecution for violations of said act. 

Third. If any such order or direction as referred to herein has been 
made, then that a copy thereof be transmitted to the House of Repre- 


sentatives, together with any and all papers in connection therewith. 
Fourth. What, if any, 3 for violations of said act have 
been ted States courts for the northern district of 


8 in the Un 

Illinois that are still penom the further prosecution of which has been 
stayed or suspended by executive order or by direction of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, giving the title of each case, 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota raises the 
question of consideration. 

The question was taken, and the House refused to consider 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution goes to the calendar, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
15384) making appropriations for the support of the army fot 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911. Pending that motion, ] 
would like to know if we can not arrange for the time foi 
general debate. 

Mr. SULZER. I hope so, and I would suggest to the gentle 
man from Iowa that we on this side would like to have twit 
and a half hours. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Would the gentleman be satisfied with 
five hours of general debate, one-half to be controlled by dim 
and the other half by myself? 

Mr. SULZER. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask fos five 
hours of general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the army appropriation bill, 
and asks unanimous consent that general debate continue for 
five hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hur] and the other half to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer]. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Hurt of Iowa was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill of which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. R. 15384) making appropriation for the su ri 
AEAT 2 2 fiscal vane ending N 1911. ei 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think at this 
time it is necessary for me to enter into any special explana- 
tion of this bill. The department, under the instructions of the 
Executive, reduced the estimates to the lowest point poss ſble, 
in my judgment, for the support of the army. In fact, in one 
instance the committee, after full hearings, increased the esti- 
mate for the Commissary-General of the Army $500,000, because 
it was shown that it would be absolutely impossible to feed the 
army on the amount reported in the Book of Estimates. The 
Secretary of War and the Commissary-General both, in testifying 
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before the committee, admitted that there would be at least a 
deficiency of $500,000 if the amount was not increased. 

In many items a deficiency is not an unmixed evil, but for the 
appropriation for rations for the army it may become not only 
a hardship upon the department but a wrong upon the citizens, 
At many of the posts where supplies are purchased in the imme- 
diate vicinity and delivered to the army, if there is not the 
money necessary to pay for them as delivered under contract, 
the man supplying them is compelled to go to his bank for the 
money and carry the Government until a deficiency bill is 
passed and an appropriation made and the amount paid over. 

Now, I do not believe it is good legislation, where we know 
a certain state of affairs must come about, to deliberately under- 
appropriate for the support of any great department of the 
Government. 

I think the members of the committee in reading the bill will 
find that the Committee on Military Affairs has been almost 
too careful about the incorporation of any change of existing 
law. In some cases, where amendments may be offered on the 
floor, the committee would cordially indorse the same, but be- 
lieving at this time that everything should be held to the lowest 
possible point and as few changes attempted as _Dossible, we 
have erred, if at all, on the side of caution. 

Mr. Chairman, for some time there has been abroad in the 
country an idea or a statement that our military expenses for 
wars past and for current expenses amount to 72 per cent of 
our revenues, It seems to me that this is an unfair statement 
to go before the people. I do not conceive that it is necessary 
for me to apologize for any sum of money necessary for the 
defense of the country. Only recently, however, upon the floor 
of this House the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveias] quoted 
with approval a speech delivered by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Tawney], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. On page 304 of the Recorp of January 4, in the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras], I find the 
following: 

In a powerful speech delivered 8 Mr. Tawney, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, at Chicago last May, entitled“ The Cost 
of Armed Peace,” I find the following paragraph concerning the reve- 
nues of the current fiscal year 

“Therefore we have expended this fiscal year on account of prepara- 
tion for war 41 per cent of all our revenues, and on account of wars 

past 31 per cent of all our revenues, or a total expenditure of 72 per 
Sent of all the revenues thus far collected during the current fiscal 
on account of wars it is said we are preparing to avoid and wars w ich 
we have had in the past.” 

Mr. Chairman, the people take that to mean that we have 
expended 72 per cent of all our revenues. The speech does not 
say that exactly. It says of all collected so far during this 
year. The fair intent of the language is that it costs this 
Government 72 per cent of all of its revenues for wars past 
and preparation for wars to come. 

Now, what were the expenditures during the fiscal year to 
which the gentleman refers? I take this from the table com- 
piled by the Committee on Appropriations, found in a book to 
be found in the room of every committee having appropria- 
tions to make. I find that the total appropriations amounted 
to $1,044,401,857.12. The army appropriation for the same 
fiscal year was $101,195,883.34. For the navy, $136,935,199.05; 
fortifications, $8,170,111; Military Academy at West Point, 
$2,581,521. I will say to the committee that all of these appro- 
priations at West Point, except about $600,000, were for per- 
manent improyements that will last forever. Now, that makes 
a total of $248,832,714. I am willing to add to that whatever 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEyY] says he carries 
in the sundry civil bill. There is a small appropriation carried 
in that bill for military posts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman also add the amount 
carried for the permanent appropriations for the army and 
navy and the permanent appropriations for the militia? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to add all 
of that also. I am willing that he should take out of his sun- 
dry civil bill the entire amount for the maintenance of the 
Department of War, and also to have him take out the 
$4,000,000 appropriated for the militia. Now, put that all to- 
gether and add it to this sum, taking the total appropriation, 
and it is impossible for me to see how he can arrive at the 
percentages he states to the country, Taking what may be 
known as the legitimate expenses, it amounts to less than 25 
per cent. I know the gentleman includes in his calculation 
$160,000,000 spent for pensions. What has been done is hardly 
chargeable to now. Of course we had a great war in this 
country some forty-five years ago, and if he includes the 
amount now paid for pensions for wars past, why not go fur- 
ther and say that we expended over $6,000,000,000 during that 
war, indpendent of the pensions? 


There is not a man on this floor who would challenge the 
pension roll or the cost of the war which preserved the life of 
the Nation, because it was the best investment this Nation ever 
made in peace or war. [Applause.] The pension roll now 
amounts to $160,000,000. Mr. Chairman, I want to call atten- 
tion to something else. We have expended something over 
$6,000,000 because of our military occupation of Cuba, We are 
expending money every day with the army in carrying on the 
civil government. Let us take the Engineer Corps of the army, 
a body of trained, able men. They are confined almost entirely 
to civil duties in the river and harbor works, and they are 
saving the Government hundreds and hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, because of the fact that they hold a commission and 
have a high sense of honor, and are doing this work for less 
than it would cost if it were done by civilian employees. I do 
not know that I am in favor of doing it all by the army. I 
would be glad if the army were relieved of all of it. But that 
can not be done. There is not a man on this floor who would 
support a measure to take the river and harbor work away 
from the War Department and place it entirely in the hands of 
civilian employees, and yet this is reckoned as part of the mili- 
tary expense, so-called, of this Nation. Not only that, but 
I have here a report of the Secretary of War showing the de- 
tails of army officers, and so forth, other than river and harbor 
work, and I find with the Philippine government that there are 
15 officers engaged. That does not include the scouts or con- 
stabularies; with the Cuban Government, at the time this re- 
port was made, there were 3; with the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission there are 29, all of them doing civil work, and you re- 
member when a distinguished offieer of the army, not of high 
grade, only a lieutenant-colonel now, was placed in charge of 
that work the Government was paying $30,000 a year to a 
civilian engineer, and the work was not prosecuted with the 
vigor, the intelligence, and with the harmony that has existed 
since Colonel Goethals took charge of the work. [Applause.] 

And yet you charge this up to the military expenses. The 
people of this country are naturally and properly opposed to 
great armies and great armaments, but the people of this coun- 
try are not opposed to doing justice to any branch of the service, 
and I say that it is absolutely unfair to send out to the country 
the misleading statement that 72 per cent of all our expenditures 
are for wars past and wars to come. I will say this to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], who is one of the 
ablest of our membership, that if we had expended a little 
more money each year prior to 1898 in preparation for war we 
would not only have saved thousands of valuable lives in the 
camps at home, but we would have saved millions of dollars of 
extraordinary expenses forced upon the Government in the hour 
of its peril, [Applause.] A large number of officers are on duty 
with schools and with the militia of the States. In my judgment 
this Nation pays less than any other great nation of the world for 
its military and naval defense. It has the least army, and we 
need the least army. If we paid the same wages that is paid 
in other nations, the cost of our army would be a mere bagatelle, 
Take Japan. They pay 60 cents a month for enlisted men. Is 
there anybody here who wants to see the American soldier put 
on a 60-cents-a-month basis? Germany pays $2.50 a month; 
France, $2.50 a month; Austria, 90 cents; and so on through 
the nations; but you must remember they are not yolunteers. 
They are compelled to serve whether they want to or not and 
receive these wages. If we were to adopt their military system 
of conscription, it would not make any difference what we pay. 
It would be simply saying to every citizen: “ You owe the Govern- 
ment your service in the army and the Government will not 
permit you to escape that service, even by trying to run off to 
some other country.” We do not want that system, and nobody 
here wants it. What we desire is the most economical adminis- 
tration we can get and the smallest army and navy that we can 
do business with, in order that this Nation may always defend 
its integrity, resent any insult to its flag, and maintain the 
safety of American citizenship in every country on earth. That 
is all we want. [Applause.] 

Why, if my friend from Minnesota, with his great ability, and 
my friend, the apostle of peace, from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], 
would get together and have England and Germany and the 
United States and Japan form an alliance of peace and say to 
all the nations that this continued and increasing armament 
must stop and it will be regarded as a hostile act on the part 
of any nation to build a battle ship or to enlist a soldier, it 
would not be long until we would only have navy enough to 
police the seas and army enough to do police work at home. 
It is an ideal condition, and I hope it can come, but I confess, 
Mr. Chairman, I can at this time see no hope that any of the 
great nations propose to go into an alliance that will compel the 
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peace of the world, and until that time does come this great 
Nation of ours must be ready at all times to meet all contin- 
gencies, without threatening any nation, but with the assurance 
of strength, give all the world notice that we know our rights 
and have the power, men, and money to defend them. That 
is all I desire to say on that, but I wanted above everything 
else to correct this idea that out of $1,044,000,000, 72 per cent 
goes to wars past and for preparation of wars to come. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. . Will the gentleman yield to 
a question at that point? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Why, certainly. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. We have on various occa- 
sions listened to the gentleman from Minnesota state that 65 
or 66 per cent of our revenues were expended for wars that 
we have had and wars that we are looking for. The gentleman 
from Iowa criticises that statement. I would like to know 
what the gentleman states is the proportion of our revenues 
spent for wars that we have had and wars we are preparing 
for, in order that the people may judge between these two state- 
ments which is substantially correct. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I bave given my figures. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I would like you, if you can, 
to make a statement as to what proportion of our revenues is 
spent for wars that we have had and wars that we are looking 
for, and what percentage they form of our revenues. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say this to the gentleman, that 
for the wars of the present and for the wars of the future the 
total appropriation will not exceed $250,000,000 a year—that is, 
for this coming year—if the appropriation bills go through 
finally as reported. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney] was dealing with the total appropriations for the 
army, navy, fortifications, including the Military Academy, not 
putting in $4,00,000 for the militia, a small amount that is car- 
ried in the sundry civil bill—only a small amount. I say it 
will not exceed $255,000,000 out of a total of $1,044,000,000, 
Now the gentleman can figure the percentages. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman does not include the perma- 
nent appropriations. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But we never make that much expendi- 
ture annually for the army and navy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are permanent appropriations of 
$100,000,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is included in the disbursements 
from the current revenue. 

Mr. MICHAEL B. DRISCOLL. It seems to me that since the 
gentleman is discussing the percentages, and the gentleman from 
Minnesota has given his, that the gentleman from Iowa ought 
to be able now, or at some other time during this debate, to 
give his statement of the percentage of those expenditures, so 
that the people may be able to know what they are. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is, I believe, fairer to give the total 
amount expended than the percentage. We have these perma- 
nent annual appropriations of something like a hundred mil- 
lions. These permanent expenditures include the interest on 
the public debt, the sinking fund, and everything that goes into 
these permanent annual appropriations, a very small amount 
military expenses, 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The people of this country 
would like to know what percentage of our revenues are spent 
on war. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It seems to me like the gentleman from 
New York and every other citizen of the country could take 
the total expenditures and subtract the amount legitimately 
spent in wars of the past and wars to come. Now, as to this 
$160,000,000, I do not regard that as legitimate, for the pension 
roll of this country is excessive, as compared with any other 
nation, and one that we would not have had except for the won- 
derful results of the war. 

But for those wonderful results of the war we never would 
have had a pension roll in this country of such great liberality ; 
we never would have had a pension roll where a private soldier 
gets more in the shape of pension than he did in the shape of 
pay if it had not been for the tremendous results of the con- 
flict and the marvelously good effect on the country arising from 
their victory. That $160,000,000 is largely in excess of what 
would have been given by this country but for the great civil 
war, a war between the sections, a war that had it succeeded 
would haye made of this glorious country nothing but a mere 
aggregation of discordant States with the hostile line originally 
the old Mason and Dixon line. But the process of disintegra- 
tion would not have stopped there. When the war started Cali- 
fornia was off on the Pacific slope, and the States there were 
not bound together with the Eastern and Western States by the 
great transportation lines, and they might haye come to the 
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conclusion that they could do better on their own account; and 
further, our friends in the New England States, that are always 
considered by some of our people to be disposed to look after 
their own interests, might have believed that they could do 
better than when joined to the great Middle West, where we 
have not only the world’s granary, but ultimately will have the 
great financial heart of this country, a country filled with the 
most progressive and intelligent citizenship in this Republic. 
They might imagine that they would do better than hanging on 
to the Pacific slope and New England. But the West always has 
held on to the Mississippi. There never will be a time when the 
West will let the Mississippi go through hostile territory. So 
that we would have this country broken up into hostile nations, 
probably half a dozen republics, not one of which would be large 
enough or strong enough to be taken into account by any nation 
of the world. 

For that reason pensions for the old civil-war veterans have 
exceeded anything known in the history of the world before. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the com- 
mittee has just illustrated the truth of the statement that when 
you begin to boom real estate you get away from figures very 
rapidly. His beautiful tribute to the Northwest is interesting; 
but I want to ask him about a statement that he made a mo- 
ment ago. As I understood him, he said that present wars and 
wars to come—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, I was just using the language of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. He said for present wars and wars to come 
the aggregate was $250,000,000, and he did not include in that 
the $165,000,000 a year being paid for past wars. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I stated that, but the other was added 
for the wars past. I wanted to quote the language used by 
my friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dovetas], who was 
quoting from the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], 
that on account of wars past 31 per cent of our revenues were 
being expended, and that on account of preparation for war—I 
suppose that is wars still to come—and for present expenses, 
41 per cent of our revenues were being expended, making 72 
per cent, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The figure you gave was about $250,000,000 
as the current appropriation. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Two hundred and forty-eight million 
dollars. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. For wars that we are looking for, to use 
the expression of my friend from New York [Mr. MICHAEL E. 
Driscoti], and excluding those wars that are past. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I myself have made the 
statement based on the statement of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Tawney], chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, before the House, which statement was not disputed 
at the time, that we are expending about two-thirds of our 
revenues for wars which we have had, and wars for which we 
are preparing. I should like to know how far that statement 
is out of the way. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Add that $160,000,000 for pensions, and 
you will have a little over $400,000,000, or considerably less than 
one-half of the total expense. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I just want to ask one more question, Mr. 
Chairman. When the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. TAWNEY] made that statement, as I understood 
him, that the cost of wars that have been, and for those wars 
that my friend from New York [Mr. Micuarr E. DRISCOLL] is 
expecting 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I am not expecting any 

Mr. SLAYDEN. He had reference, according to the custom, 
in making those estimates, to the revenues of the Government, 
exclusive of the postal receipts. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is what I want to call atten- 
tion to. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
I said net revenues. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa, 
statement, as I read it here. 
apparently referred to. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And that being true, I want to ask the 
chairman of the committee how he could reconcile those strag- 
gling figures with the statement that our military appropria- 
tions cost us less than those of any other great government. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Because we have less army than any 
other great government on earth and less military expense for 
support of an army than any great government except Japan. 
I think our military expenditure exceeds that of Japan, but it 
does not cost as much as Germany. 


That is what I meant when 


The gentleman did not qualify his 
It was the total appropriations he 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Japan is one government that has terrified 
certain Members of Congress. . 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the military expenses of Japan 
are the least of any nation, man for man, because they pay a 
field marshal only $1,500 a year. A colonel in their army only 
gets $700 a year, and their whole expense is graded down 
through all the grades, It is practically a matter of patriotism 
with them, certainly not pay. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Why, certainly. Y 

Mr. HARDY. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
annual appropriations for this last fiscal year amounted to 
$1,044,000,000, or about that? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is the report I have, the state- 
ment sent to our committee from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. HARDY. That includes appropriations for postal ex 
penses? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It includes all expenses. 

Mr. HARDY. Now, leaving out the income from postal 
sources, the annual reyenues of the Government amount to only 
about $750,000,000, do they not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the post-office income is hardly 
as much as the gentleman's question indicates. 

Mr. HARDY. Something over $200,000,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the annual income from postal 
receipts is not equal to the appropriations. 

Mr. HARDY. Not quite. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the appropriation is something 
over $200,000,000. 

Mr. HARDY. Two hundred and forty million dollars. Now, 
as I understand it, leaving out the post-office revenues, both 
receipts and expenditures, then, taking your own figures, 
$255,000,000, besides $160,000,000 for pensions, that makes 
$415,000,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is right. 

Mr. HARDY. Is it not a fact that it amounts to something 
like 70 per cent of the revenues of the Government, leaving out 
of consideration the post-office receipts? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, no; not at all. I think, if the 
gentleman will deal fairly with the question and treat the 
army and navy on the same basis as every other department, he 
will not come to that conclusion. You might as well take the 
State Department, which has a very small expenditure, and 
claim that it had a very large per cent. The amount, includ- 
ing pensions on the one hand and excluding postal revenues, 
would not be over 50 per cent. 

Mr. HARDY. I am speaking only of the statement of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The statement of the gentleman from 
Minnesota did not exactly convey the idea he had in his mind. 
I am trying to treat the gentleman's statement as he gave it 
to the people all over the country. j 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me. In view 
of the statement of the gentleman, I want to say the statement 
I made in the address that the gentleman has quoted from was 
made on the basis of excluding the postal revenues and ex- 
penses. These are always treated as a balanced account. Tak- 
ing the balance of the current revenues of the Government as 
the basis, the expenditures on account of preparations for war, 
including everything that is expended on that account for the 
fiscal year 1909, were at the rate of 41 per cent when the speech 
from which you have quoted was delivered. 

The gentleman from Iowa, while he accuses me of having 
made a misleading statement, unconsciously misleads the publi¢ 
by not stating all the expenditures on account of wars past. 
He confines his statement to the expenditure on account of 
pensions. That is not the only expenditure on account of 
wars past. The gentleman knows very well that we maintain 
soldiers’ homes as the result of past wars; we maintain national 
cemeteries as the result of past wars; and we are furnishing 
the soldiers, in addition to their pensions, artificial limbs, which 
amounts to hundreds of thousands of dollars every year. Taking 
the aggregate expenditure on account of the past wars, includ- 
ing interest on our war debt and excluding the postal revenues 
and expenditures, the percentage was 31 per cent; and taking 
the expenditure on account of wars to come out of the revenue, 
exclusive of postal revenue, it amounts to 41 per cent, or was at 
that rate last May. I have given the details, and I will, if I can 
get the opportunity, give the House the full details. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman will include all the 
appropriations and then take the percentage—— 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I have and will; the gentleman from Iowa 
has not, and there is where he is mistaken. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I did this much: I took all the appro- 
priations and submitted a tabulated statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota and assumed it was correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is correct; but there are other appropria- 
tion bills carrying an authorized expenditure of public revenue 
on account of the army that is not carried in the army bill or 
the naval bill, but the expenditures are made just the same. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman from Minnesota has 
charge of the appropriations for the soldiers’ homes. I do not 
know just what that amounts to, and I do not know how we can 
tell without we segregate it; but, as shown, a large part of 
so-called “ military expense” is for civil work, and this will 
largely balance the extras referred to. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It is stated in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is not stated in the table which the 
gentleman submitted. Now, on the whole, the charge for sol- 
diers’ homes is not an excessive amount. It is for a great 
charity. I suppose on the same theory you could charge up to 
the different charities what different localities of the country 
are paying for the support of the poor. It is true that if it 
were not for the soldiers’ homes you would have these national 
charities just the same in another form, as state charities. So 
you would have charities for the poor people in this country, 
although it might not be in soldiers’ homes. 

Mr. HARDY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether or 
not the estimates of the gentleman from Minnesota as to the 
81 per cent covers or includes interest on the public debt that 
was created by past wars? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not know anything about that. I 
can only say that if you include in the cost of the past wars 
the public debt or interest on the public debt you can say that 
the cost for the preservation of the country, even in the Spanish 
war, largely exceeded all other appropriations. 

What I wanted to get at was this: Now, at this time, with- 
out war, our appropriations legitimately chargeable to the mili- 
tary defense of the country is not a question of pensions or in- 
terest on the public debt, but What are we doing to-day? The 
past we have been compelled to meet, as we shall be compelled 
to meet the future. But what we are now concerned with is, 
What are we doing to-day as regards the military expenditures? 
If you take the amount we are spending from year to year to- 
day for the support of the army, for the support of the navy, for 
the building of military and naval schools, it will not amount to 
80 per cent of the revenues, excluding the post-office receipts. 

Now, I have taken more time than I expected to, and I will 
yield thirty minutes fo the gentleman from California [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Chairman, in general public 
interest, the subject of conservation“ has crowded “ forestry ” 
off the boards and now holds the center of the stage. Some 
speakers and writers treat it as a new activity of the Govern- 
ment, but it is far from that. For many years trained and 
capable men have enthusiastically though quietly labored in the 
field of conserving the natural resources of the country, and 
they are still pressing forward in the good work. The manage- 
ment of our forests, mines, and water powers are but additional 
branches of a work long under way. 

Something more than the conservation or saving of our re- 
sources has been going on, Efforts have long been making, 
and with marked success, to improve on what nature bestowed. 
The work of the Bureau of Soils is an interesting and conspicu- 
ous illustration of this. There the object constantly in view 
is not merely to “ conserve” what we have in the way of fer- 
tility of soil, but to add to its productiveness, and thus make a 
given area respond to the needs of an increasing population. 
Hand in hand with the Bureau of Soils go the Bureaus of 
Plant and of Animal Industry, Irrigation Practice, Entomology, 
Publications, ete., all having for their object the saving of 
what we have and adding thereto. These are in the Department 
of Agriculture. In the Interior Department, the Geological 
Survey has been looking after fuel supplies and the economical 
uses of coal, oil, and other products of mother earth. Here 
there is much yet to be done. We now secure by our best 
methods of combustion and steaming but a small percentage— 
12 per cent or less—of the actual potentiality of our fuels, and 
the researches being made to discover better results are among 
the most important that can be undertaken. 

In a conversation with one of the principal officers of the 
Geological Survey, he stated that the ordinary locomotive 
sweeping through the country realized but about 4 per cent of 
the actual potentiality of the coal used, and that an electric 
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light, such as we use in our houses, represents one-seventh of 
1 per cent of the potentiality of the coal that started the power. 

When we reflect that in the consumption of 100,000 tons of 
coal we secure the actual benefit of the heat or power units in 
12,000 tons or less, it is apparent how great is the loss. 

The Reclamation and the Forest Services are bringing up their 
departments of the work of making the most of what nature 
has placed in our way. These bureaus are adjusting themselves 
to existing conditions and settling down to steady work and 
long years of usefulness. In both, and particularly in the work 
of the Forest Service, only time can bring noticeable results, 
We are virtually giving the western mountains the rest cure. 
In the reproduction of forests, not years but centuries are re- 
quired. But meanwhile the best methods of harvesting what 
we have will be employed. Wood preservatives will be brought 
into use, while another division of the nation’s conservation 
work will be seeking out substitutes for wood. The rapid sub- 
stitution of cement, brick, glass, and other forms of earthy 
matter in structural work during recent years goes a long way 
toward relieving the anxiety once felt over our disappearing 
timber supply. 

APPRECIATION OF PAST EFFORTS. 

I sometimes think that in our zeal for the newer forms of 
conservation we do not give fair credit to what is being done by 
the quiet workers in what may be called the food-supply 
divisions of the work. An alert and ingenious people will find 
substitutes for timber; the heat of the sun, the waves of the 
ocean, and the power of falling water will take the place of 
fuel, but what can we look to as a substitute for the products 
of the soil? The men who are clearing the way to make two 
bushels of wheat grow where but one grew before; or those who 
are making the fields and ranges sustain two domestic animals, 
and much better ones, too, where but one found feed before are 
the conservators who are, in the most important particular, look- 
ing out for the welfare of the next generation. We little know 
and poorly appreciate the real importance of what is being ac- 
complished by these faithful public servants. I say this with no 
desire to belittle or discredit any of the other branches of the 
service. 

CONSERVING WATER POWERS. = 

In the recently expanded interest in the husbanding of our 
natural potentialities much attention has been directed to the 
subject of water power and its uses, and this is the phase of the 
conservation question to which I desire to address myself 
briefly. I am not certain but what there has been a little hys- 
teria in certain quarters, a little feverish excitement not en- 
tirely warranted by the facts, though I cheerfully admit that 
the problems presented are important and call for the efforts of 
our best minds in their solution. What are the factors in this 
problem, and what the legislative demands? 

A NATURAL MONOPOLY. 


The first fact encountered is that the source of this element of 
wealth, the seat of this great human agency, is and must con- 
tinue to be remote from fhe habitations of men, the scene of 
human activities. Water runs downhill with the greatest force 
in the mountains, but precipitous mountain sides will not be- 
come the home of industrial man. It is only because we are 
beginning to learn how to transmit this potentiality to the busy 
communities in the valleys and at the seaports that the problem 
exists at all. But this fact of the remoteness of the power is 
important in many phases of the case in hand. 

The next factor is the fact that the present radius of 
economic transmission does not exceed about 150 miles. From 
these two factors there naturally results the third one, 
namely, that hydro-electric power is a natural monopoly, and 
at every legislative step it will be well to bear in mind that, 
generally speaking, we are dealing with a monopoly and not 
with a competitive force. Coal from the antipodes competes 
with the fuel oil of California and Texas, but electric current in 
one State has little or no part in the industries of the next one; 
indeed, there are likely to be few cases where this subtle power 
will cross the second county line. 

Of course, inyentive genius may change all this. Electric 
power may yet be transmitted through the air or the earth 
without wires and thereby or otherwise the zone of utilization 
may be greatly increased. But we can deal with that phase 
of the case when we come to it. 

I do not say that the accentuation of these monopolies ought 
to be ignored in framing legislation. My suggestion is that 
that phase of the case is not the one of first importance. 

A POWER PLANT. 


Coming to the consideration of an individual plant, we find 
that it consists of three parts: First, there is the right to use 


the water of a flowing stream, generally called a “water 
right.” Second, the right to use adjacent lands for the water 
conduit, the power house, and the transmission line; in some 
cases the water is impounded in reservoirs, and then there is 
the right to inundate certain lands. And, third, the super- 
structure—the pipe line or ditch, the power house, and the poles 
or towers, and the wires. 
STATES CONTROL WATER RIGHTS. 


The water rights are within the gift of the States. This 
is true as to both navigable and nonnavigable streams, and 
Congress can have nothing to say as to the manner of their 
disposal. 

Although the doctrine of riparian rights prevails in this 
country generally, the Federal Government, as a landowner, 
has no hand in the disposal of water rights on the public do- 
main, because it has by due enactment relinquished that right 
to the several States. In 1866 Congress passed a law, now codified 
a section 2339 of the Statutes at Large, which reads as fol- 
ows: 

Whenever, b; 


priority < posesion; rights to the use of water for 
ther 


mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or o have vested 
and accrued, and the same are and acknowledged by the 
local customs, laws, and the decisions of courts, the rs and 


shall be maintained and protected in the 
same; and the right of way for the construction of ditches and canals 
for the purposes herein specified is acknowledged and confirmed. 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

Mr, SMITH of California. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is known as the Field Act, I under- 
stand, and does that prevent the National Government from re- 
yoking that act and changing the policy so far as the water 
powers that have not already become vested are concerned? 

Mr. SMITH of California. I should suppose Congress might 
repeal that act, and thereby take the position it had before 
that, although, as will be seen by some of the decisions I shall 
read, the Supreme Court of the United States has held that 
the act of 1866 was hardly necessary, but that these rights re- 
sulted as growing out of the practice of the country. Of course 
if this section were repealed, I suppose that then as to water 
rights attaching to government lands, the situation would be 
different from what it is now. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think there could be any question 
of the power of Congress to legislate as to water rights that 
are on the public domain that at the present time have not be- 
come vested. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I will state to the gentleman that 
when he started out to find water rights throughout the West 
generally that have not become vested he would have a very 
long search, for a very, very large percentage of them have been 
acquired privately. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Surrkl, in answering the 
question of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD], 
admits that the act of Congress to which he refers did more, 
so far as water rights were concerned, than to recognize the 
constitutional condition of affairs, but that the real legislative 
purpose of that enactment was with regard to the granting and 
recognition of rights of way. Clearly, Congress has the right 
to say whether the public lands shall be used, and under what 
conditions, within certain restrictions, they may be used, and 
that act is popularly known as the right-of-way act;" and asa 
matter of legislation, so far as the water rights were con- 
cerned, it was simply a recognition of a fact and a grant of a 
right of way. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I am of the opinion that the act 
was actually more than a recognition of the virtue of a prac- 
tice. I would like to read briefly from one or two decisions of 
the Supreme Court touching the real meaning and effect of the 
act of 1866. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Do I understand that the gentleman is ad- 
vocating the repeal or amendment of existing law as now 
applied to water rights? 

Mr. SMITH of California. No. I am merely clearing the 
ground to discuss another phase of the case a little later on in 
my remarks. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Are the laws generally and faithfully car- 
ried out in that respect? 

Mr. SMITH of California. In what respect? 

Mr. GOULDEN. In reference to water rights and the pro- 
tection of water rights and the conservation of water rights. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes, sir. There is no dissatisfac- 
tion with the law in the Western States as to that. 

The language of this section is not entirely free from am- 
biguity, but the courts haye repeatedly construed it to mean 


owners of such vested rights 
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a complete relinquishment to the States of the right to dispose 
of water flowing across the public domain. I quote: 


It is birt Mialee that Congress intended, 2 the language 
used is not happy, to recognize as valid the customary law with respect 
to the use of water which had grown up among the occupants of the 
ublic land under the peculiar necessities of their condition, and that 
— may be shown by evidence of the local customs, or by legislatlon 
of the State or Terr tory, or the decisions of courts. (Basey v. 
lagher, 1874, 20 Wall., U. S., 670.) 

is section recognizes the right of the prior appropriator of water 
upon the public domain, even as against 


the United States and its 
rantees, if such appropriation was authorized by the statute of the 
tate where the appropriation was made. (Howell v. Johnson, 1898, 
89 Fed. Rep., 556. 


It is the established doctrine of thfs court that rights of miners,, 
who had taken possession of mines and worked and developed them, 
and the rights of persons 1 8 had constructed canals and ditches to be 
used in mining operations and for purposes of agricultural irrigation 
in the region where such artificial use of the water was an absolute 
necessity are rights which the Government had, by its conduct, recog- 
nized and encouraged and was bound to protect before the passage of 
the act of 1866. e are of opinion that the section of the act which 
we have quoted was rather a voluntary recognition of a preexisting 
right of possession, constituting a valid claim to its continued use, 
than the establishment of a new one. This subject has so recently 
received our attention, and the grounds on which this construction 
rests are so well set forth in the 1 cases, that they will be re- 
lied on without further argument. (Atchison v. Peterson, 20 Wall., 
507; Basey v. Gallagher, id., 670; Forbes v. Gracey, 94 U. S., 762; 
Jennison v. Kirk, 98 id., 453.) 

This law was enacted to meet the needs of the early miners 
and farmers in the Far West. Their necessities were poorly 
understood at the national capital, and having no apprecia- 
tion of the ultimate value of water rights, Congress turned the 
` whole subject over to the people on the ground. The Western 
States accepted the grant and have enacted various laws for 
the acquisition of water rights, and with much regret I must 
admit that the great majority of these privileges have been 
privately acquired. 

THE CALIFORNIA LAW. 

While the laws in the States differ in some particulars, they 
all, I think, contain these two features: First, among rival 
claimants, the one first in time is first in right; and, second, no 
one can hold an idle water right, but his claim extends to only 
so much water as is continuously devoted to a beneficial use. 
When he ceases to so use it, or in the proportion as he ceases 
to so use it, the right lapses. 

The law of California, which may be taken as a fair sample 
of what the Western States have done, contains these sections, 
quoting from the civil code: 

1410. The right to the use of running water flowing in a river or 
stream or down a canyon or ravine may be acquired by appropriation. 

1411. The appropriation must be for some useful or beneficial pur- 
pose, and when the appropriator or his successor in interest ceases to 
use it for such a purpose the right 
— 1 As between appropriators, the one first in time is the first in 
right. 

1415. A person desiring to . water must 
writing, in a conspicuous place at the point of intend 
ing therein: 1. That he claims the water there flowing to the extent 
of (giving the number) inches, measured under a 4-inch pressure; 2. 
The purpose for which he claims it and the place of intended use; 
3. The means by which he intends to divert it and the size of the 
flume, ditch, pipe, or aqueduct in which he Intends to divert it. A copy 
of the notice must, within ten days after it is posted, be recorded in the 
office of the recorder of the county in which it is posted. 

1416. Within sixty days after the notice is ed the claimant must 
commence the excavation or construction of the works in which he in- 
tends to divert the water, or the survey, road, or trail building neces- 
sarily incident thereto, and must prosecute the work diligently and un- 
interruptedly to completion. * 

1417. By completion“ is meant conducting the waters to the place 
of intended use. ` 

I want to make it perfectly clear that Congress has nothing 
to do now with the disposal of water rights. Some eastern 
publications rather frequently refer to “the Nation’s valuable 
water rights,” but literally it has none. When the National 
Government wants to appropriate water on its own land for 
the irrigation of its own land, it must proceed according to 
the state law where the land and water are situated. 

THE ELECTRIC PLANT. 


There is little to be said on this point that is not already 
within the range of common knowledge. Where the stream is 
rushing rapidly down a mountain side, the water is diverted 
into a ditch or pipe line and carried along the adjacent moun- 
tain side at a less fall than that of the river, so that in a com- 
paratively short distance—perhaps a mile or two—the stream 
bed has fallen away until it is some hundreds of feet below 
the water conduit. Here the water is dropped back into its 
channel, passing the wheel as it descends, and thus giving up 
its power. From the power house the transmission wire extends 
to the place of the electric current’s use in the valley below. 

POWER SITES. 

The land traversed by the water conduit and the transmission 
line, and the site of the power house and of the dam and reser- 
voir above the intake, if any, constitute the “ power site,” about 


t a notice, in 
diversion, stat- 


This 
Jand being remote from railroads and settlements and being, 
as a rule, exceedingly rough and precipitous, has a market value 
of one or two dollars per acre. Where these lands have passed 
into private ownership, the power companies have little difficulty 


which so much has been said during recent months. 


in securing the necessary easement by private agreement. If 
that fails, a suit in condemnation is resorted to, and the ap- 
praisement is not high. 

Where the Government owns the land or any part of it—and 
that is the sole factor to be dealt with here—the case is quite 
different. If the last sentence of section 2339, above quoted, be 
read again, it will be seen that a free right of way for all parts of 
a power plant was given. That was the law from 1866 down to 
1901. In the latter year Congress passed an act which had the 
effect of repealing the right-of-way provision in the former act 
and substituted in its stead a law reading as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby 
is, authorized and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by 
him, to permit the use of rights of way through the public lands, forest 
and other reservations of the United States, and the Yosemite, Sequoia, 
and General Grant national parks, California, for electrical plants, 
poles, and lines for the generation and distribution of electrical power, 
and for telephone and telegraph purposes, and for canals, ditches, 
pipes and pipe lines, flumes, tunnels, or other water conduits, and for 
water plants, dams, and reservoirs used to promote irrigation or mining 
or quarrying, or the manufacturing or cutting of timber or lumber, or 
the supplying of water for domestic, 8 or any other beneficial uses 
to the extent of the ground occupied by such canals, ditches, flumes, 
tunnels, reservoirs, or other water conduits or water plants, or elec- 
trical or other works permitted hereunder, and not to exceed 50 feet 
on each side of the marginal limits thereof, or not to exceed 50 feet 
on each side of the center line of such pipes and pipe lines, electrical, 
telegraph, and ee lines and poles, by any citizen, association, or 
corporation of the United States, where it is intended by such to exer- 
cise the use permitted hereunder or any one or more of the purposes 
herein named: Provided, That such permits shall be allowed within or 
through any of said parks or any forest, military, Indian, or other 
reservation only upon the approval of the chief officer of the depart- 
ment under whose supervision such park or reservation falls, and vp 
a finding by him that the same is not incompatible with the publie 
interest: * * And ‘ovided further, That any permission given 
by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act may 
be revoked by or his successor in his discretion, and shall not be 
held to confer any right, or easement, or interest in, to, or over any 
public land, reservation, or park. 


ONLY A REVOCABLE PERMIT. 

This, it will be observed, gives no permanent easement at 
all, but, on the contrary, expressly says that a permanent right 
to the use of the land is not intended. It might be presumed 
that no officer would revoke such a permit, especially when 
valuable works had been constructed thereon, but as a matter 
of fact, two days before he went out of office, Secretary Garfield 
did revoke 40 of these permits to cross public lands, in several 
cases electric plants costing some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars being then in useful operation thereon. The effect of 
this order of revocation has, up to this time, been nil, though 
where the land occupied was in a national forest the company 
has been formally notified to cease operations and vacate. Ifthe 
order to vacate—that is, to destroy the plant—can be enforced, 
then a very dangerous power is lodged in an executive officer. 
If it can not be enforced, then the right to revoke the permit is 
a thing to be laughed at, and those who secure permits virtually 
take permanent easements. In either view of the case the 
present law is not satisfactory. How should it be amended? 

THE POINTS AT ISSUE. 

The discussion of this subject on the rostrum and through the 
public press during the past year has developed the following 
questions : 

1. For what length of time should an easement be granted? 

2. Should a money consideration be exacted as the price of 
the grant? 

3. Should an annual fee or tax be demanded as a considera- 
tion for the grant? 

4. Should the Federal Government attempt to reserve to it- 
self any supervisory power over the operations of the power 
company, including the fixing of rates to be paid by consumers? 

5. What part, if any, should the States be permitted to have 
in fixing the terms of the grant? 

These are the questions to be settled by Congress, and I think 
there is a general concurrence of opinion that they should be 
settled this winter, that development may proceed in the West. 

THE LIFE OF THE EASEMENT. 


There is not a wide difference of opinion on the first point. 
The prevailing opinion seems to be that the life of the grant 
should be limited to about the normal run of a bond issue usual 
in such enterprises. That means about the span of one genera- 
tion and will leave the next one free to make such terms as 
changed conditions may justify. 

AS TO THE PRICE. 

There are sharp differences of opinion as to the second and 

third propositions. Those who claim to be the orthodox “con- 
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servationists” assert that these easements represent national 
assets and should be sold for a price. Others take exactly the 
opposite view. and with them I concur. In the century and a 
quarter of this Nation’s existence it has never treated natural 
opportunities as stock in trade, and it would be manifestly 
unfair to change that policy as to a few features now remaining 
in one part of the country. But there is a better reason than 
that—a fundamental one. The United States of America is not 
a business institution, looking for profits and dividends; it is a 
government, pure and simple. It has all along invited the indi- 
vidual to lay hold of the gifts of nature and convert them to 
the uses and enjoyment of his fellow-men, taking the increment 
to himself. That is still the safe and sound rule. 

The whole people of the Nation are no more entitled to 
share directly in the value of a so-called “ power site” than they 
are in the benefits of a good harbor, a navigable river, or a 
rich valley. Surely these have never been sold for a price, 
though their immediate benefits are enjoyed only by those living 
in their vicinity, not by the people at large. This new doctrine 
of national assets and national profits out of natural resources 
is unsound, illogical, and un-American. How can there be a 
national distribution of these blessings without a corresponding 
participation in disadvantages elsewhere? Shall we take from 
those who have and divide with those who have not? Or shall 
we merely take from those who have and forget the other side? 
58 whole doctrine is repugnant to the genius of our institu- 

ons. 

A FEDERAL TAX. 

As a matter of taxation the idea is equally indefensible. First, 
because it would be an inyasion of a State's legitimate field of 
taxation; second, because of the gross inequality of such a tax. 
If the Government were hard pressed for revenue—as, for ex- 
ample, in time of war—and should lay a uniform tax on all 
water powers in the country—East, South, and West—it could 
be defended. Then everyone who enjoyed the God-given power 
of running water would contribute. But to say that a power 
company here and there in a few States only shall pay an an- 
nuity to the Government is utterly indefensible. 

It should not be forgotten that this is not a price or a toll for 
a yaluable water privilege, for the water rights are obtained 
from the States. Nor should the effect on the State's right of 
taxation be overlooked. Whatever tax one government exacts 
the other government must remit, for there is a limit to such 
burdens on industry. The question is simply this: Shall the 
Federal Government exact a price or demand a perpetual tax 
for stepping aside and allowing a State property to be devel- 
oped and made useful? 


A BURDEN ON THE PEOPLE. 


This matter goes a step further. These power companies 
will be, generally speaking, public-service corporations, and 
their charges and profits will be fixed by the States, as in the 
case of municipal gas and water companies. Taxes paid will 
be recouped from the consumers, and hence these federal 
charges will at last fall upon the man whose machinery is run 
by the electric current, whose house is lighted, or whose farm is 
irrigated by the water pumped by this power. Can anyone 
justify a tax on such activities of life here and there in occa- 
sional places in the West? 

In the district which I haye the honor to represent here many 
thousands of dry and sterile acres have been made fruitful— 
are now golden and purple with the orange and the grape—and 
thousands haye found happy homes because power from a 
mountain stream makes pumping for irrigation possible. De- 
velopment in this direction has just begun. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres yet await the advent of the home builder and 
the pump. Villages and towns may have productive industries 
because of the presence of suitable power facilities, and modern 
lines of transportation are made possible in the same way. 
Shall these be singled out for federal taxation merely because 
the Government owns some worthless land? An individual who 
would thus impose onerous burdens as the price of stepping 
aside for such important enterprises would be denounced as an 
unworthy citizen. 

FEDERAL OR STATE CONTROL.’ 

As to the fifth proposition, the control of these public-service 
corporations by ngtional authorities, I take it that no one who 
has ever read the Federal Constitution will contend that such 
control may be exercised as a matter of sovereignty. That 
power resides in the States. The law of the case is simple and 
easily within the grasp of the lay mind. At the outset the 
colonies or original States each possessed all of the inherent 
powers of sovereiguties. For sufficient reasons these sovereign 
States formed a more perfect union,” and by the Constitution 
of the United States they gave to the new government certain 
enumerated powers. But they were careful to say that “the 


powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, or 
to the people.” Nowhere in the Constitution can be found any 
delegation of authority over the affairs of public-service cor- 
porations doing business wholly within a State. ‘This is ele- 
mental and not disputed in any quarter that I know of. 

But some are contending that such a power may be created 
in the National Government by the contract granting the ease- 
ment; that is to say, it is claimed by a few that the Govern- 
ment might say, “ We will give you the right to cross public land 
if you will agree to charge consumers only such rates as some 
federal official shall name.” A more extraordinary proposition 
has seldom been presented, nor one more offensive to the 
sovereign States. It means that the people, acting through 
their state and local governments, can not be trusted to care for 
themselves; the protecting wing of some federal official must be 
spread over them. Who has a right to say, judging by past ex- 
periences, that the people, in their local governments, are not to 
be trusted? Or that the States should abdicate their preroga- 
tives in favor of some bureau chief here at the national capital? 
The suggestion is offensive. It indicts either the integrity or 
the sanity of the people in their local affairs—the same people, 
by the way, from whom springs this much-vaunted federal 
superiority. 

I want to be put down as one who does not hold this low esti- 
mate of the state governments. 

A FUTILE THING. 


But any attempt to run local affairs from Washington must 
prove futile. The rights and powers of a State can not be 
taken away from it either by act of Congress or by a contract 
to which the State is not a party, or by contract at all. Let us 
suppose a very plain case. 

Suppose the Federal Government, by due enactment, should 
decree that the price of power in a given community should be 
$30 per horsepower year. Suppose the consumers, being dis- 
satisfied, appeal to their State for relief, and the latter, upon 
inquiry, says the rate should be $25 or $28. Or suppose the 
power company, Claiming the national rate was too low, should 
seek protection from the State and the latter should find that 
the rate should be $32 or $35. Does any one doubt what would 
become of the federal rate? If we can not do this work thor- 
oughly and effectively, we had better leave it alone. Any at- 
tempt to deal with the subject here might be used to defeat 
necessary state legislation, and thus do much harm and no good 
in the end. 

NEAR OR REMOTE CONTROL, 

What part, if any, shall the sovereign States have in making 
terms with the power companies? The general answer to this 
question will be “nothing.” For some reason not easily under- 
stood, these political factors are in bad repute. A good many 
do not seem inclined to trust them, especially where 
tions are concerned. Although the general tendency of the 
times is to bring government nearer home to the people, there 
is a demand in some quarters that it be sent off to the Nation’s 
capital. I do not find that this is because of an undying faith 
in the Congress. We, individually and collectively, are not 
loudly praised. In fact, we are characterized as a bad lot. The 
departments of the executive branch, especially those having to 
do with government lands, have certainly not been the idols of 
the people. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. We have people constantly applying here 
for rights to construct dams across different rivers. If that is 
continued in that way, why could not the General Government 
grant all those rights to the State and leave it to the State to 
determine whether the party should construct the dam or not? 

Mr. SMITH of California. There is this distinction: The 
Federal Government has always, in admitting all of the States 
to the Union, inserted a provision in the act of admission re- 
serving to itself the control of navigable streams; and to turn 
over to the State the control of navigation of the rivers, which 
is involved in the question of putting a dam or a bridge across 
the river, would be in violation of those conditions. Further 
than that, it frequently happens that navigable streams are 
the boundary lines between two States, and consequently it 
would be a matter of confusion as to which State would grant 
the right to span the river. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, until within the 
last few years the General Government did not assume control 
of the navigable rivers so far as the construction of obstruc- 
tions to navigation in the way of dams or bridges is concerned, 
and until that time, which was only a few years ago, the States 
had plenary power over authorizing the construction of both, 
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bridges and dams. And Congress can at any moment abandon, 
if it so desires, the control of the General Government on that 
subject, and then it will go back to the States. 

‘ue SMITH of California. Yes; that is true as a matter of 

W. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Why could it not grant to the States 
this right, subject to the rights of navigation being retained in 
the Government 

Mr. SMITH of California. It could. 

Mr, LINDBERGH. And evade this presentation of a bill for 
each particular case? 

Mr. SMITH of California. It might do that. I am speaking 
to-day only of the question of the use of the public domain in 
so far as nonnavigable streams are concerned, but I hope gen- 
tlemen interested in similar questions in regard to navigable 
streams will not overlook the point of my argument, if any is 
contained therein. 

If the people on a nonnavigadle stream must come to the 
United States Government for permission to use a bit of in- 
valuable public land, the situation is nearly identical with 
that of those who come for permission to obstruct a navigable 
stream, and the arguments whether the Federal Government 
should, in giving them that permission, attach to it these condi- 
tions of control and taxation are the same in one problem as in 
the other. 

The oldest Member on this floor does not remember the time 
when affairs pertaining to the public domain was not under 
fire. In this identical matter in hand, the Interior and Agri- 
cultural departments have had sole authority with the fullest 
power to act in granting the use of the public lands to power 
companies, and not one of the reforms demanded have been 
carried into effect. As stated above, Secretary Garfield found 
the contracts so unsatisfactory that he repudiated or annulled 
them, as he had a legal right to do. In the light of these cir- 
cumstances and others, why should these local matters, each one 
affecting its own community in its own way, be lugged off to 
Washington, 3,000 miles from the scene of operations? 

THE POWER TRUST’S ADVANTAGE. 


It should be borne in mind that to give the Federal Govern- 
ment power to regulate prices charged the public for power 
would not be creating a new power of protection to the people; 
it would only be changing this power from the hands of local 
authorities to the authorities at Washington. At the present 
time city or town trustees have as much power to regulate prices 
charged by power companies within their respective fields of 
authority as the Federal Government could ever acquire. Out- 
side the cities and towns the county authorities have this power. 

Now, supposing that there is a plan on foot to bring all the 
power companies of the Nation together in a gigantic trust. 
Which would suit this trust better, to have the authority to fix 
its charges divided among several thousand local officials, each 
of whom is closely in touch with the people whom he represents 
and to whom he must look for a continuance of his authority, or 
to have the power to fix charges throughout all the Nation con- 
centrated in the hands of one federal executive officer who owes 
no direct responsibility to the people and is not selected by 
them? Assuming that the majority of public officials are cor- 
ruptible, which would be the cheapest for the supposed water- 
power trust to buy, one Cabinet officer, bureau chief, or depart- 
ment clerk, or all the city and town trustees and all the county 
superyisors in all the States interested? 

Assuming that only a few public officials are corruptible, 
which would offer the trust the greatest chance of securing an 
unfair advantage—to have one office or one commission to fill 
with purchasable material, or to be obliged to control the elec- 
tions in every town and county in the Nation? 

This is the gist of the question: Is it safer for the people to 
keep the authority to superintend these public affairs in the 
hands of their own neighbors—men whom they meet socially 
and in a business way and to whom they can go at any time 
with their protests—or to put it in the hands of an unknown man 
at the national capital whom they probably could not see if 
they took the trouble to go to Washington, and who, in the na- 
ture of things, could know nothing, either at first, second, or 
third hand, of the local conditions? Who would really do the 
work under federal supervision? The President could not, for 
he is already overworked. A Cabinet officer or bureau chief 
could not handle the thousands of cases for the same reason. 
The real work of investigating the facts, as to the actual 
amount of capital invested in each case, the cost of operation, 
amount of depreciation, and needs for betterments, would be 
done by some subordinate whose name eren is not known 
throughout the floor on which he works. I do not mean to cast 
any aspersions on this class of workers as a class, but I assert 


that it is preposterous to say they can better be trusted to guard 
the interests of the People than town and county officials when 
the attacking party is the power trust,“ of which we have 
heard not a little. y 

A man very prominent in water-power affairs in the West 
said to me not long ago that if Congress would only give some 
bureau chief authority to grant permits for a definite term of 
years they would be satisfied. He rested easy that they could 
make satisfactory terms in due time. 

THE STATE'S PART. 


But whether we will it or not, the States will have a large 
part in the construction and operation of these great agencies. 
It so happens that there are certain constitutional restraints 
placed on the actions of Congress and certain powers reserved 
to the States, powers amounting to duties, powers which can 
not be laid down or surrendered, and powers which the people 
directly affected will certainly call into action. Before we as- 
sume to do too much here in this body, let us note what some 
of these powers of the State are. It is within the power of the 
State— 

To incorporate a company to build the plant. 

To limit its capitalization—a matter of the very first impor- 
tance in connection with rate making. 

To make rules governing the construction of dams, pipe lines, 
and so forth, even on the public domain. 

a pects the plant from injury by the mischievous or evil- 
minded. 

To make rules for the distribution of the current, so that the 
consumer may not be oppressed. 

To fix the price at which the current shall be supplied. 

To enforce the payment of the lawful rate and prevent the 
collection of a higher one. 

These powers can not be taken away from the States, and 
these duties can not be performed by the Federal Government if 
the States assert their rights, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Do I understand the gentleman 
asserts that the United States authorities in granting the right 
of way or granting some part of the domain to power companies 
ean not as a part of that grant affix a condition as to the use of 
that water, charges that are to be made for it, which the State 
has a right to regulate over and above that condition? Do I 
understand that? 

Mr. SMITH of California. I make this statement, that what- 
ever regulations the Federal Government might make, the States 
could sweep them aside at any time. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If that be true, how will the 
gentleman reconcile that with a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in a case which went up from Maryland, 
where the United States owed the State of Maryland a sum of 
money? The State of Maryland made a contract with an agent 
and attorney to collect that money. It was a solemn contract 
by the sovereign State of Maryland. Congress in due time made 
an appropriation paying the debt, but affixed as a condition of 
that payment that no part of that sum due and paid should be 
paid to any agent or attorney. That sum was paid to the State 
of Maryland. The state authorities decline to pay the contract 
that the sovereign State had made, alleging as a reason for it 
this condition affixed by Congress to the State’s money. The 
ease went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States held that Congress had the 
right to affix that condition; that it was a perfectly valid condi- 
tion, and it was a superior authority to the act of the State of 
Maryland. Is not that similar? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Well, I think I can differentiate 
that. I have never read the decision to which the gentleman 
alludes, but I assume the gentleman has stated it quite clearly 
and fairly. The power of the State to regulate the affairs of a 
public-service corporation are inherent in the State, and this 
argument of mine is based upon that proposition. In the case 
you have cited evidently it was not inherent in the State to dis- 
pose of a portion of the money which the Federal Government 


Will the gentleman allow me 


had paid. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, It was the State’s own prop- 
erty. This money was the property of the State of Maryland, 


and the United States had the right in paying this money to the 
State of Maryland to affix the condition as to its use, which the 
State of Maryland was obliged to recognize. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I will leave it to so good a lawyer 
as yourself, or any lawyer, and I think I can leave it to the 
laymen of this House, as to whether the Federal Government, 
which is simply a landowner within a State, so far as the public 
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domain is concerned—that has been decided so. many times that 
the cases are too tedious to read 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of California. 
more. - 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
man. 

Mr. SMITH of California. That the power of the State to 
regulate the affairs of the corporation is superior to any power 
which the Federal Government can exercise through a contract 
made with a power company to which the State is not a party. 
I should like to examine the case to which you refer before 
undertaking to differentiate it entirely. 

The States, then, having the initial factor, the water right, to 
bestow, and being burdened with every duty in connection with 
the construction and operation of the plant, it has seemed to me 
that the wise thing to do was to turn over to the several States, 
in trust for the people, the easements in question and give them 
a free hand in working out the whole problem. The bill to that 
effect has been widely discussed in the western press during the 
past few months and has general indorsement, except among 
those who say “the people at home can not be trusted.” 

Before leaving that point I will bring to your mind thor- 
oughly, and this is the solution of the power question to which 
I have arrived, that the simple thing and the businesslike thing 
to do is for Congress to turn over to the States the selection by 
the States, under a prescribed method, of whatever public lands 
may be necessary to accommodate the ditches, pipe lines, canals, 
and so forth. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to take the gentleman’s time 

Mr. SMITH of California. You may take the time now, if 
you wish, or wait until I conclude. 

Mr. MANN. I will take it after the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I want to say just one more 
word in conclusion. Whether the easement be granted to the 
power companies direct by the Federal Government or passed 
through the hands of the States, it should be granted “in trust 
for the people” and be the public’s contribution to the enter- 
prise so that it may not be capitalized by the company and be- 
come the basis of an issue of stocks and bonds; and so, also, if 
at any time the government, either national, state, or local, 
should decide to acquire the plant, a price could not be exacted 
for what the people in the beginning bestow on the company. 
This, I am informed, is the procedure in Australia, and possibly 
in some other foreign countries, and should be adopted in this 
country. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to ask the judgment of the gentleman 
from California, for he has given such careful consideration to 
the subject: Suppose a man owns the property on both sides 
of a stream where there is water power, and he enters into a 
contract with some company that desires to construct a dam 
and develop and use the water power, and he made that grant 
to the company with the condition that the charges to be made 
by the company for the water power should not exceed a sum 
named in the contract; is it possible to make such a condition in 
the contract, in the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. SMITH of California. No such contract can be para- 
mount to the authority of the State. As between that individual 
and the power company the contract might be maintained until 
such time as the State stepped in and exercised its inherent 
police power to fix the rate. 

Mr. MANN. In regard to a higher rate? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Or a lower rate. 

Mr. MANN. I was not asking the gentleman anything about 
a lower rate or a higher rate—but not to exceed a certain rate? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Oh, it is just as necessary that 
the State should say that the rate is too low as that it is too 
high. 

Mr. MANN. The question I am asking is, Can the State 
change that contract without making compensation? 

Mr. SMITH of California. Yes; unquestionably; it can 
brush that contract aside at the first moment that it may take 
hold of the matter. The Federal Government has no more 
authority to make a contract s 

Mr. MANN. I am not speaking of the Federal Government; 
I am speaking of the State. 

Mr. SMITH of California. The State can brush that contract 
aside whenever it thinks as a matter of justice between the 
investor and the user the rate should be something different. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s judgment would be that, in 
case the man owned the water power and owned both sides of 
the river? 

Mr. SMITH of California. 


gress. 


I would like to have five minutes 


I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 


That is not the case before Con- 


Mr. MANN. That may be the case before Congress, 

Mr. SMITH of California. It is not now. 

Mr. MANN. I ask the gentleman's judgment in this case, 
whether it is possible for a man owning the water power to so 
provide that the State shall not require him or his lessee to 
charge a higher rate than he wants? 

Mr. SMITH of California. If it becomes a public service, 
and he begins to distribute the power to the people for use, then 
the State acquires jurisdiction. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Even to the confiscation of his 
property? 

Mr. SMITH of California. No. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
property ? 

Mr. SMITH of California. 
rate were made too low. : 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I yield one hour to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. KÜSTERMANN]. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Chairman, in giving the Members 
of this House the conclusions reached after a thorough study ot 
the merchant-marine question, it may be advisable to say that 
there is no one more anxious to restore the American merchant 
marine to the seas than I. There is no one more desirous of 
having our glorious flag displayed from ships sailing the oceans 
than I am. For that matter I do not think that there is a 
Member in Congress who is opposed to an increase of our mer- 
chant marine or who would not rejoice over bringing back the 
American flag to the oceans. They only differ in the methods 
to be employed to bring desired results. 

There are some who think that a mail subsidy will increase 
the number of ships flying our flag. There are others, and I be- 
lieve they are in the majority, who are of the honest opinion 
that placing our ships sailing to foreign countries on equal 
terms with the ships of other nations will bring about the de- 
sired end without relieving the Public Treasury of millions of 
dollars every year, and in an indirect way taxing every one of 
our people for the benefit of a few shipowners. 

While previously I had given this matter a most thorough 
study, I made use of my summer vacation to read everything 
obtainable on this subject, to gather facts and figures, and ta 
procure the opinion of a number of leading men in our coun- 
try, practical and successful business and professional men, 
who are not moved by selfish motives but whose patriotism and 
love of our country caused them to give this matter their 
earnest consideration. 

This class of men almost unanimously are of the opinion that 
little will be accomplished for the restoration of our flag on the 
seas by paying the shipowners for the patriotism thus displayed, 
while on the other hand there are a number of men who, with- 
out giving the matter any real thought, are carried away by 
mere sentiment and desire to have the American flag at the 
peaks of ocean ships, no matter what it costs to induce the 
owners of the vessels to hoist the Stars and Stripes. 

Again, we find that the shipbuilders of this country, almost 
without an exception, are in favor of subvention and against the 
practical solution of placing American ships, sailing to foreign 
ports, on equal terms with the ships of other nations. In my 
opinion they would be more benefited than harmed by allowing 
foreign-built ships, to be used only in foreign trade, to come 
under American registry. 

Even under our present subsidy system and the laws prevent- 
ing foreign-built ships to come under American registry, not a 
ship for foreign trade has been built in American shipyards for 
several years. 

Experts say that the life of a ship is about twenty years, and 
during this term of years there is usually spent as much in 
repairs as the ship has cost in the first place. Repairs on 40 
ships would equal the building of 2 or 3 ships. 

Why, then, not reap the benefit of repairs as long as there is 
no prospect, even under the subsidy bill now pending, of getting 
orders for new ships. 

There is no question that our shipyards will eventually be 


You might confiscate his 
The courts would interfere if the 


-able to compete with other countries in the building of new 


ships. 

There was paid during the last year, under the law of 1891, 
to 8 ships (4 on the Atlantic and 4 on the Pacific Ocean) the 
sum of $1,185,148.25, which, according to to the report of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, was $626,261.04 more than 
would have been the maximum rate allowed to steamers not 
under contract. 

As you all know, under the existing law we pay $4 per out- 
going mile to steamers of the first class (20 knots) ; $2 per mile 
to steamers of the second class (18 knots), and $1 per mile to 
steamers of the third class (16 knots). We are also paying to 
American steamers not coming under the above classification 
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80 cents per pound for carrying letters and cards, and 8 cents 
per pound for carrying other mail matter, while we pay to for- 
eign ships, many of greater speed, only 35 cents per pound for 
carrying letters and 41 cents per pound for other mail matter. 
All in all we are thus already subsidizing a few ships to the 
amount of nearly one and a half million dollars every year. I 
have no objection to continuing the present rate, which would 
give a 20-knot ship going to the Philippines about $30,000, and a 
ship of the same class going to Brazil about $23,000 for each 
trip. 

I object, however, as was proposed in last year’s subsidy bill 
and again this year to placing a premium on slow ships by pay~ 
ing them the same rate that is now being paid for fast ships. 

During the hearing of the Merchant Marine Commission a 
few years ago some one interested in the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company was asked whether the amount now paid them 
was satisfactory and sufficient. 

His answer was: “ We would like to have more.” 

Why, of course they would like to have more, but can we con- 
scientiously pay more when already we are paying a very high 
price for the service rendered? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Do I understand you to 
say that the Pacific Mail Company was receiving $2 a mile? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. No, sir. 

If we acceded to the demands made by some subsidy shouters, 
we would soon be obliged, as is suggested in a little pamphlet 
sent to me, to issue $300,000,000 in 2 per cent bonds to be used 
to subsidize American ships. 

Another one suggests that $200,000 be paid out of the United 
States Treasury to American shipbuilders for every 7,000-ton 
or over dead-weight cargo steamer, and $22,000 per year to the 
owner for running it under our flag. Such unreasonable de- 
mands show what will be asked of us if we go any further into 
the subsidy business. 

The subsidies paid by foreign countries, per registered ton 
of their merchant marine fleet, is as follows: 
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The fleet of both France and Italy has not materially in- 
creased under their policy of subsidy. Finding that subsidy 
has not accomplished what was expected of it, France is anx- 
iously waiting to have the end of their subsidy period, the year 
1914, arrive, when in all likelihood the act will not be renewed. 
The largest French line, Messageries Maritimes, on account of 
the subsidies, has drifted into poor business methods, and after 
paying no dividends to their stockholders for two years would 
have been passed into bankruptcy if the Government had not 
again come to their rescue by going into partnership with them. 
Italian ships, in spite of the large subsidy, can not even hold 
their own against the nonsubsidized foreign ships in the Med- 
iterranean, their own territory. 

Japan, according to a recent consular report, is heartily sick 
of their subsidies, and thinks seriously of abandoning that 
policy. 

Germany last year subsidized only two lines, the North 
German Lloyd and the German Africa Line, to the total amount 
of $1,860,000. These lines make regular trips to East Asia, 
Australia, that part of New Guinea which is under German 
protection, and the German possessions in Africa. 

These lines are so unprofitable that none would have con- 
sented to make regular trips to those German possessions if 
Germany, needing the connection for political and military rea- 
sons, had not consented to pay a certain sum toward the main- 
tenance of those lines. The contract was made with the lowest 
bidders. The amount paid includes the payment for carrying 
the mail. 

Great Britain either subsidizes for speedy ships or for ships 
keeping up the connection with their many colonies, which they 
could not do without receiving aid from the Government. 

The Cunard Line, with 23 ships of 244,466 tons, received a 
little over $600,000 in 1908; the Union Castle Line, 37 ships, 
$27,850; the British-India Steamboat Company, 110 ships, 
$45,000; the Peninsular and Oriental Line, 61 ships, $1,700,000; 
the Allan Line, 27 ships, $10,000; the Royal Mail Line, 48 ships, 
$87,500; the African Line, $76,775; and the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad Company, 65 ships, $300,000. 

In all, Great Britain paid in 1908, the latest year of which I 
was able to procure official reports, only $5,625,000 to about 400 
vessels. I may also add that the greater part of Great Britaip’s 
aid consists of the Suez Canal fees refunded: to British ships, 
and Great Britain very well affords to pay back to its own 
ships these extremely high fees (sometimes over $1,000 for a 
single ship) because its income from the canal in one year 


amounted to $5,636,105, more than all the money paid out in 
subsidies. After we have our Panama Canal in operation there 
would probably be no objection raised to letting ships under 
the American fiag have the free use of it. 

Much ado is made by our subsidists about the fact that Great 
Britain advanced $12,500,000 to the Cunard Line at 2} per cent 
interest per year for the building of the 28-knot turbine ships 
Mauretania and Lusitania. Germany already had 24-knot ships, 
and Great Britain, not to be left behind, advanced this large 
amount in order to have the turbine system given a trial and ia 
order to have ships under the British flag that surpass in size 
and speed any boat on the oceans, 

I venture to say that if American citizens would give us boats 
of equal or greater speed American capitalists could be easily 
induced and would be glad to be given a chance of showing 
their patriotism by advancing a similar or even larger amount 
at the same rate of interest to any line in this country that 
would place under the American flag two such ocean greyhounds, 
The security is ample and the interest is about the same as paid 
by banks. 

Now, while Great Britain pays certain amounts—always to 
the lowest bidder—for having their mail carried in speedy 
ships, and especially to their colonies, our subsidy enthusiasts 
propose that our Government pay a larger amount for slow 
ships—16 or 18 knots—than has ever been paid by any country. 

Not to encourage the procuring of new speedy ships, but to 
enable some certain steamship companies to again bring onto 
the seas some slow ships that they found unprofitable to run, it 
is demanded by the subsidy shouters that some new steamship 
routes be now established and large rewards given to the steam- 
ship companies for thus bringing 8 or 12 ships of slow speed 
under the American fiag. Take the proposed South American 
line. We are told that there is hardly any ship now going to 
Central and South America direct from this country, while the 
truth is that a chance to ship goods from New York to the re- 
publics in South and Central America is.given three or four 
times a week, also at short intervals from New Orleans and 
San Francisco. 

We are also told that letters to Central and South America 
are frequently sent by way of Liverpool, England. 

I have in my possession the schedules of steamers for the last 
three months, and not one shows a single letter to be sent by 
way of England, all by direct routes from the United States, 

At this point I wish to say that when I went to the Post- 
Office Department to examine these schedules the officials were 
under the impression that part of the mail was sent by way of 
Liverpool to South America; but upon my request they looked 
over their schedule of steamers for December to ascertain the 
number of ships named to convey the mail via Liverpool, and 
they found that not a single steamer during that month was 
designated to carry the South American mail via England. 
Then I asked them to look over the schedule of the previous 
month, and again the same result; and then still another 
month, and again the same result. Not a letter sent by way 
of England during the three months, while it is being told by 
the subsidy people right along that we send most of the mail 
to South American ports by way of England. 

Just to show you the difficulty of getting this information, 
let me say to you that while the schedule and a reply to my 
inquiry was promised me in the next mail, none ever reached 
me. A day later I saw in the papers that according to a recent 
order no more information was to be given to Congressmen 
except with the consent of the head of the department. It thus 
seems that I was the first sufferer under this order. However, 
I procured the schedules from the Public Printer and paid my 
good cash for them. - 

The scheđule of steamers for December shows 12 sailing days 
during the month for Curacao, Venezuela, Cuba, the Mexican 
States, Bahama Islands, etc., by vessels under the American 
flag, receiving SO cents per pound for carrying letters. 

It also shows 18 sailing dates during the month, direct from 
New York to Central or South American ports, of American- 
owned ships sailing under foreign flags, and 24 sailing dates of 
foreign vessels. 

There are also a number of American-owned ships under for- 
eign flags making regular trips from New Orleans, Mobile, 
Philadelphia, Boston, Tampa, and San Francisco. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? The gentleman has given some consideration to the 
facilities as to mail. Will he tell us how does this apply to 
merchandise? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I am coming to that. 

Mr. GRONNA. And while you are on that, I would like to 
ask the price paid for carrying mercantile products to South 
America, compared with foreign countries? 
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Mr. KUSTERMANN. The competition is so great that the 
freight rates are very low, but I am coming to that and can 
give you some figures. 

Thus there is no trouble to get our goods shipped to Central 
and South American ports, to send our mail, and for ourselves 
to reach there by boat direct from this country. 

Some of the American-owned ships, most of them sailing un- 
der foreign flags, may not have more speed than 12 knots, but 
sailing on one of them will get you there as soon as will the 
speedier British ships by way of Liverpool. ; 

Increasing our trade with the Central and South American 
Republics is not prevented by not being able to find ships ready 
to take our goods, but simply because our manufacturers have 
had their hands full in supplying home and European markets, 
and have therefore neglected going after the trade in our sister 
republics. Of course, as was frequently brought out in the 
hearings before the Merchant Marine Commission, it is neces- 
sary, in order to secure such trade, that agents be sent there 
who know the language and conditions in those countries. 

No special advantage will be gained by inducing owners of 
16 and 18 knot ships, by government aid, to have some of their 
steamers now laid up for want of profitable business make 
regular trips to Central and South America. It will be a waste 
of the people’s money to pay an 18-knot ship $23,000 for each 
trip to Brazil. It may be true that our letters would reach 
there a few days sooner than on the ships now sailing there, 
but as Mr. Shallenberger, former Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, said in the hearings before the commission: 

Under our rules of the speediest ible dispatch of mail we could 
not send our mail to Central and uth America on American boats 
if another vessel under foreign flag would deliver it quicker. 

Or course we could establish lines where there are no foreign lines 
at present, putting on steamers of less speed than those which cross 
the Atlantic and ing mail as well as cargo, but there might soon 
be foreign vessels of greater s to those parts, which for mail pur- 

we would have to give the preference. We could scarcely make 
the appropriation available for subsidizing vessels of slower speed and 
of greater carrying capacity. 

It is certainly true that the people are more interested in 
having their mail reach its destination as speedily as possible 
than they are in the particular boat that carries it. Under a 
recent arrangement with Germany, letters from the United 
States to places in Germany are now carried on German steam- 
ers, leaving on stated days, for 2 cents per ounce, while the 
charge for sending them out on the first speedy boat leaving 
New York, whether by American, British, French, or other 
lines, remains 5 cents per ounce, 

For the sake of experiment, I sent on the same day two 
letters to my daughter in Germany, one at the 2-cent and 
another at the 5-cent rate, and I was informed later on that 
the 5-cent letter arrived at its destination six days before the 
2-cent letter did. ; 

Hereafter I will always pay the 3 cents extra for the greater 
speed in delivery. 

The subsidy enthusiasts raise a great cry over the fact that 
we are paying out large sums every year to foreign ships for 
carrying our products and general exports to foreign markets. 

Our farmers, our wool and cotton raisers, and manufacturers 
are mainly interested in getting their goods to market at the 
lowest possible freight rate. 

Great Britain has only the competition among British ships, 
Germany relies for the transportation of her exports on Ger- 
man ships, France on French boats, and Italy on Italian ships, 

All ships of the world, however, come to the United States to 
get a share of our trade with the outside world, and there is 
nowhere such keen competition in transportation rates as there 
is in our country. 

Do we want to change this favorable condition by driving out 
the competition, either through differential tariff rates or 
through higher tonnage duties? This would be killing the 
goose that lays the golden eggs. 

Any extraordinary advantages given to our own ships would 
bring forth retaliatory measures from the foreign shipping 
interests, who certainly would claim that they were at least 
entitled to the tribute that came from carrying their own goods 
to our markets. 

The fact is that the present tonnage of the world is already 
greater than there is any need of, and the law of supply and 
demand applying to shipping as well as anything, the great 
competition has so reduced the ocean rates that there is very 
little profit in it for anyone. 

Our shippers, however, are benefited by it, and would seri- 
ously object to any measure that would drive out the competi- 
tion that has enabled them to place their products in foreign 
Sorani at as low a rate as from our Middle States to the 
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The shippers do not wish to pay any more to American boats 
for transporting their goods than the foreign tramp steamers; 
but when 4,000 tons of coal were to be transported to San 
Francisco during our fleet's trip around the world, President 
Roosevelt, in a truly patriotic spirit, gave orders to haye the 
coal taken in an American ship, even if 50 per cent more was 
asked by the American vessel than by a foreign boat. The 
rate of the foreign boat was $3.35, while the American ship 
asked $7 per ton; and this being 110 per cent more than asked 
by the foreign ship, the Navy Department made a contract with 
the foreign vessel, the Government saving $14,600 by so doing. 

Our subsidy enthusiasts claim that the Navy Department 


‘should for patriotic reasons have paid that difference and em- 


ployed an American vessel, but I doubt whether the citizens in 
general, patriotic as they are, would have sanctioned it. 

The Dakota and Texas farmer and the Georgia planter is not 
lacking in admiration of our proud flag, but I doubt whether 
they would be willing to pay more for carrying their wheat and 
cotton abroad on ships flying our glorious banner. 

Last year the Canadian lines received a bonus from the gov- 
ernment of $232,164 for carrying 22,000 tons of freight to Aus- 
tralia, $146,000 for carrying 25,000 tons to South Africa, and 
$50,000 for 15,000 tons to Mexico, at the rate of $10, $6, and 
$3.25 per ton, respectively, and with all this outlay of public 
funds the Dominion finds on its first official inquiry that it is 
beaten badly by other foreign ships not receiving any govern- 
ment aid. - 

To sugarcoat the subsidy pill it is suggested that we only 
spend in subsidies the $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 which accrued 
from the profit our Government is making on its present for- 
eign mail seryice. ; 

It was only by this profit that the deficit of our Post-Office 
Department was kept below $20,000,000, and I-do not believe 
that the people of the United States are willing to have it in- 
creased to $25,000,000 by taking out of our post-office funds 
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000 for the purpose of adding about a 
dozen ships to our merchant marine. 0 

Again, we are told that these ships are necessary as trans- 
ports in case of war. I have it on good authority that that 
particular type of boat which the Government is asked to pay 
$4 per mile for is not in any way fitted for transport purposes. 
In connection with this it will be interesting to hear what 
1 Dewey, the hero of Manila, has to say on this subject. 

e says: 


The American navy is not quite so helpless as one might imagine 


from remarks made Mr. Landis. We have 15 collie d 
transports already in the service. Of course these would not bé piga 
in case of war and I hope we shall continue to add to this number, 
But one can do most anything with money, and if we were to have a 
war we could purchase as many ships as we might need. 
Rear-Admiral Robley D. Evans says, replying to Mr. Landis’s 
ar a about our navy without subsidized ships being a 
bluff— 
Mr. Landis made the common mistake of talking about 
which he knows nothing. S e 
: The Labor Journal of last month speaks of subsidy as fol- 
ows: 


An effort will be made to subsidize the ship trust under the pretext 
of iting the foreign mail service and foreign commerce of the 


Uni States, and of providing an auxiliary navy for use In case of 


war. The auxiliary na humbug was invented to give Congress an 
appearance of right to subsidize ships under the “war power.” Under 
our system of government no man or body of men has the right to 
a imona or other property from A and give it to B; to do that by 
aw is robbery. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Who says this? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. The Labor Journal, one of the leading 
trade publications of the country. 

A general subsidy to all ships, as demanded, especially by the 
shipbuilders, is out of question, because unconstitutional. 
Clause 3, section 8, Article I, gives Congress power to regulate 
commerce with foreign countries, between the States, and with 
the Indian tribes, but it can never be stretched to authorize 
the paying of general subsidies. 

Any single State might subsidize its shipping, but it can not 
demand that this be done by other States. The demand can 
only be made for navigation laws. 

Many patriotic men of our country demand the change of our 
navigation laws. The owners of a large number of ships in the 
United States demand that the navigation laws, as far as the 
trade with foreign countries is concerned, be changed so as to 
enable them to successfully compete with foreign ships. Under 
present laws they are obliged to sail their ships under foreign 
flags, and they are anxious to have the laws modified so that 
they can fly our own glorious banner from the peaks of their 


ships. 
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Robert Dollar, one of the leading shipowners in the United 
States, says: 

I can do without subsidy if the United States Government would 
permit three things: 

7 ane shipowners be permitted to buy their ships in the cheap- 
est market. 

Second. That the antiquated inspection laws be changed. 


Third. That American shipowners be allowed to man their ships as 
those of other countries do. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman quoted 
there from Captain Dollar, and I think Captain Dollar is very 
high authority. I heard Captain Dollar state this summer that 
it was a myth that American ships could be built for a third 
more than ships built abroad. He is a practical sailor and 
shipowner and ship buyer. He says, as a matter of fact, they 
cost 100 per cent more than foreign ships. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I have a letter here from Captain Dol- 
lar received this morning, which I will read later on, referring 
to that. 

After corresponding and consulting with many leading ship- 
owners in this country, all anxious to see the American flag 
restored to the ocean, I prepared a bill (H. R. 12312) which 
has the hearty approval of our largest shipowners. 

Mr. Andrew W. Preston, president of the United Fruit Com- 
pany, of Boston, which has 47 ships in actual service—3 under 
the American flag and 44 under foreign flags—writes to me as 
follows: 


Referring to the bill introduced by you in the House of Representa- 
tives to amend the laws relative to commerce and navigation, I wish to 
take this opportunity of complimenting you and your action in this 
matter. Your Dill indicates that you are entirely familiar with the 
conditions in the country ag? our commerce and navigation, and 
I wish to assure you that your bill has our hearty indorsement. 

During the past two or three years this company has had at least 
11 steamships built in British yards, owing to the fact that it would 
pare cost at least one-third more to have built such vessels in this 
country. 

I inclose herewith a schedule showing our steamship service, and am 
sending you under separate cover copy of the map recently published 
by_us on which our steamship routes are clearly shown. 

Wishing you the success which your efforts deserve, and assuring 


you of our hearty support, I remain, 
Yours, very truly, A. W. Preston, President. 

My bill proposes the following important changes in our 
navigation laws: 

1. Admission to American registry of foreign-built vessels if 
used for foreign trade. 

2. Only the master, officers, and engineers of the ship re- 
quired to be United States citizens. 

3. A mutual agreement as to sustenance entered into by the 
master of the ship and the crew to take the place of a food 
schedule as heretofore provided by law. 

Mr, HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I understand that the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the American line in the 
Pacific Ocean, employs Chinamen exclusively. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. That may be. 

4. Foreign capital allowed in corporations owning foreign- 
going ships to the amount of 40 per cent of the capital stock. 

I want to say that if I was the owner of the finest ship in 
this country, if I should run short a thousand or ten thousand 
dollars in the building or in the operation of the vessel, and asked 
a friend in a foreign country to let me have a loan, giving him 
that much interest in the ship, down would come the American 
flag from my ship. That would be the effect of one of our 
. antiquated navigation laws. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is not true when a ship is owned by a 
corporation, is it? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. It is here in our country. 

Mr. PERKINS. None of the stock of the corporation can 
be owned by a foreigner? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. A ship can not run under our flag if 
any of the capital invested in it is owned in a foreign country. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have not heard all of the gentleman’s speech, 
but if he will permit two or three questions I should like to 
ascertain the position he takes. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. It is getting pretty close to my time 
limit, and I can not get any more time, I am told, because it 
is all disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I would really prefer not to. Later I 
will give the gentleman all the information he wants. I think 
I am a living encyclopedia on merchant marine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. That is why I asked the gentleman the question. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I will be pleased to answer the gentle- 


man later. If that clock was not in front of me, I would be 
pleased to do so now. 

The fifth provision of my bill provides that— 

Ships owned by a naturalized citizen to remain under Ameri- 
ean registry if the owner remains away from his country not 
longer than three years (instead of one year as heretofore). 

The changes in our navigation laws as proposed in my bill 
will, I am thoroughly convinced, bring under American registry 
within a short time several hundred foreign-going ships, which, 
while owned by Americans, are now prevented from sailing 
under our proud American flag by the existing outgrown and 
outrageous navigation laws. 

Rather a few hundred American flags added to our present 
ocean fleet, without aid from the Government, and with the 
well-known American push and energy a few thousands in the 
course of five or ten years, than a few dozen subsidized ships 
that fly our glorious banner simply because they receive for 
this display of patriotism several million dollars out of the 
Public Treasury. 

Now, I wish to read a letter from Mr. Frank Waterhouse, of 
Seattle, Wash., one of the big shipowners of the Pacific coast who 
is deeply interested in this question, as he owns many ships, and 
it seems is willing to hoist the American flag over them if we 
will let him: 


FRANK Wartsrnouss & Co. (INCORPORATED), 
Seattle, Wash., December 28, 1909. 


Hon. GUSTAV K0sTERMANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: I received copy of your bill suggesting changes in the 
navigation laws of this country, together with your various speeches 
on the subject of ship subsidy to-day. I heartily agree with every word 
you Se on this subject, and with every particular of your 
propo: è 

As the result of many years’ experience in the operation of both 
American and foreign built vessels, I am utterly opposed to the idea of 
attempting to improve the condition of the American merchant marine 


by the payment of any form of ship subsidy. This plan has been 
tried by many other natio: and, so far as I am aware, has proved a 
failure in every instance. ides bei a form of class legislation, 


which is most objectionable, it offers only the most artificial and tem- 
porary kind of remedy. I do not believe that the man exists who has 
ad practical experience in the operani of American vesseis in compe- 
tition with foreign vessels, whether the latter were subsidized or not, 
who could or would conscientiously state that he believes this country 
could build an adequate merchant marine, which would be of material 
assistance in the development of our fore trade, and which would 
furnish our army and navy with the colliers, cargo transports, and 
supply vessels they require by the passage of a ship subsidy bill. 

‘or the last ten years I have been operating steamers from Pacific 
coast ports to China and Japan in competition with the subsidized 
vessels of thë Nippon Yusen Kaisha. During this riod our fleets 
have included both American and foreign built vessels. Through the 
stress of competition the American vessels had to be withdrawn—al- 
though 1 were operated during a period of great prosperity in the 
trade in which they were engaged- on account of their excessive first 
cost and the heavy expense o 5 resulting from the same — that 
is, depreciation, insurance, and interest cha: 

Our nonsubsidized British steamers, however, have not only held 
their own, but they have steadily developed and increased their trade, 
while the subsidized trans-Pacific service of the Nippon Yusen Kaisha 
has recently been cut in two on account of the . operation 
of this particular line. To-day a considerable portion of the press of 
Japan is discussing the question as to whether or not it has paid the 
Japanese Government to subsidize its merchant marine, and whether 
or not it is a wise policy for it to continue so to do. I am reliably in- 
formed that there is a strong and wing rening in Japan that a mis- 
take has been made in this respect, and the feeling in France on this 
same question is even more pronounced. 

A merchant marine, to be engaged in the foreign trade, would be 
of no value to the United States unless it can aid in the development 
of the same, and unless it can furnish our army and navy with all the 
auxiliary vessels they will Ase go's in case of emergency. Vessels which 
can assist in the development of our foreign trade must be able to ac- 
cept rates of freight as low as the vessels of foreign nations accept. It 
is because American vessels can not live at the low rates which pay the 
foreign vessels that the former have practically disappeared from the 
foreign-carrying trade of the world. No subsidy that our Congress 
would ever a to pay could equalize the difference in the cost of con- 
struction and operation under the American flag and make American 
vessels a profitable investment. 

I believe in the principle of offering very liberal mail contracts to 
secure the building of fast steamers in American shipyards, but I do 
not believe in offering subsidies, under the guise of postal subventions, 
to assist in the maintenance of comparatively slow American vessels 
now built and now engaged in our foreign trade. It would appear to 
be poor business to give away the profit we are now making in the 
carriage of our foreign mails, unless we can secure better speed than 
now furnished by, and likely to be offered by, foreign steamship com- 
panies. Why should this Nation desire to undertake, at a loss to itself, 
services which it is now securing at a profit to itself, and being for the 
most part pees in a most satisfactory manner? 

Fast mail steamers, however, do not constitute an efficient commerce- 
develop: merchant marine. The most effective tools for this service 
are the slow o boats, which can afford to carry their cargoes at 
minimum rates of freight. Nor will the mail steamers furnish any part 
of the auxiliary fleet of colliers, cargo boats, animal transports, and 
supply ships which are needed by our army and navy. We shall never 
have an efficient merchant marine until we can make the ownership of 
American vessels a profitable investment, and this can never be accom- 
plished until we can acquire and operate vessels as cheaply as our for- 
eign competitors. 

In ny opinion, the only manner by which we can secure and maintain 
an efficient merchant marine is through the admission of foreign-bullt 
vessels, not more than 5 years old, and not less than 1,000 tons gross 
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shall not more than American shipowners will 
not naturalize forelgu-bullt steamers unless the yp ig man oe of operating 

our flag are at least equal to those under a fore flag. 

Yours, very truly, 

Frank WATERHOUSE. 

Now, I suppose you have all heard of the American Flag, 
which is the Cleyeland, Ohio, publication of the subsidy shout- 
ers. But you may haye not heard of the titles given to two 
other organs mouth organs of this so-called“ Merchant Marine 
League.” First is the American Flag, of Cleveland, then comes 
the one bearing the proud name “Our Flag,“ of San Francisco, 
and the other one is called the “ Stars and Stripes,” of Seattle. 

Clothed with these patriotic titles these organs of the subsidy 
interests believed they could safely wage war on whom they 
chose and print such libelous statements as they desired about 
those who oppose the vicious system of subsidizing of ships by 
the Government. But they have overreached themselves, and 
I propese to show up these wolves, stalking around under cover 
of patriotic titles and representing pretty nearly everything— 
except patriotism. 

The Stars and Stripes reached me this morning. It evidently 
does not like me. Instead of bringing arguments to bear, and it 
evidently is very short in its supply, it resorts to silly drivel of 
the following character: 

Kü t f nal privil 
Sd tow Sage ape ond ix we apieuleriog of Tigun DAREA 
ha: Sr smplaped’ iy Cecunen: ren aae Sinee in bis Aight 
st our American merchant marine. Possibly Mr. KÜSTERMANN 


ingly suspicious when an alleged 
party platform, 1 adm h 
— 4 — 5 against legislation which would be so generally beneficial to 


this 

Regarding my “pigeon English,” I guess those fellows are 
right, but I challenge them to learn the German language at 
the age I learned the English language, word for word, and I 
guarantee that their German will come nearer to the mono- 
syllabic ejaculation of a donkey than the melodious cooing of 
a dove. [Laughter.] 

Now, then, the balance of this article of personal abuse refers 
to the proposition that I, as a Republican, ought to stand by the 
platform. Mr. Chairman, I claim to stand closer to the platform 
than they do who are asking millions and millions of this Gov- 
ernment for subsidy. Our platform does not speak of subsidy. 
It speaks of building up the merchant marine, and I am willing, 

amendments to our navigation laws, to give them four 
or five hundred American flags without pay, while the subsidy 
shouters are only willing to give us sixteen or twenty ships 
which will cost us five or six million dollars. So I think I stand 
closer to the platform than they do, and I happen to know that 
the people of the country agree with me. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Is it not a fact that in every Republican 


convention for the last twenty years there has been an attempt | 


to get into that platform a plank declaring for ship subsidy? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I do not know; I have not been in the 
inner circle. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Did not General Grosvenor attempt to get a 
plank of that kind in the platform, and was not it voted down 
almost unanimously, and they inserted in lieu thereof the dis- 
criminatory duties which appeared in the platform of 1896, as 
opposed to the ship subsidy and in favor of the old American 
discriminatory duties? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I can only speak of the last Repub- 


lican platform. 
Will the gentleman let me furnish the 


Mr. BARCHFELD. 
information? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BARCHYFELD. The gentleman from North Carolina has 
quoted something that is a misstatement of facts. In every 
national convention since 1896 the Republican party has un- 
alterably committed itself to the proposition of rehabilitating 
the merchant marine. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am not on the inside, but if that is the 
gentleman's statement, I know more about it than he does. The 
gentleman is not on the inside. 

Mr. BARCHFELD. I can give the gentleman some further 
information—that his party in every convention since 1896 has 
taken a position just the opposite. 


Mr. KITCHIN. It has condemned ship subsidy. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon 
doing a little of this talking myself. 

After having given you my own conclusions in this matter I 
will now submit to you statements relating to this subject made 
by a number of leading business and professional men in our 
country. 

James J. Hill says: 

So far as I have investigated this matter, I think no amount of direct 
bonus will build our merchant marine into any life worth living. If 
the Government Lee ng ten or twelve million dollars, how long 
would it be before a few sh would haye the subsidy and then no 
inducement to others who could not get the subvention to go into the 
shipping business because they could not compete with the man who 

already got in and received government aid. 

Aside from this, the Government can not assume a burden for the 
benefit of one class without doing it for the benefit of others. 

John F. Crowell, expert in Bureau of Statistics, says: 

The great competition among cargo vessels has brought the freight on 
grain from Boston to Liverpool from 51 cents per bushel in 1900 down 
to 1g cents a few years later. 

As to subsidy, he says: 


Subsidy has failed in most cases to produce destred results, because 
it undermines independent enterprise by its very dependence upon the 
Public Treasury. 


Fred. W. Taylor, of Philadelphia, who operates a line of 
steamers between Philadelphia and London, says: 

Allow us to puy ships in the lowest markets and change navigation 
* 5 operate them in competition with foreigners. 


—— e in our m „ placed there by the Govern- 
ment, our individual enterprise would be weakened. 
British subsidies are only mail subsidies for large and speedy steam- 


ers. ‘ 

French subsidies have not been a success. With the most enormous 
8 the development of the French merchant marine has been 
verx g- 

é reason of ocean rates being low is that there is now too much 
tonnage in the world. 

Even if subsidy were given, the foreigners, to whom the cargoes be- 
long and who pay the freight, would designate the ships it should be 
carried in. 

C. Morton Stewart, jr., of Baltimore, says: 


If I would be allowed to purchase a vessel in England and sail her 
under the American flag, I will agree to do so and sail her within 


sixty days. 
os can not build up a merchant marine which is to carry commerce 
with a awon twenty-four hours’ notice, of converting the same into 
a war y 
If we are to have subsidy for that Arg oa then we must have a lot 
of boats of a distinct afore will not of any commercial value. 
They must have of at least 20 knots, but for commercial pur- 
poses we want a 10-knot boat, the maximum speed for the minimum 
amount of fuel. 
James R. Foard, president of Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
says: 
Why should an American shipowner be more restricted as to the men 
„ in his ships than in employment of servants in his house- 
0 
Equal terms with other countries is the solution. 
Captain Thayer, of San Francisco: 


The life of a ship is twenty years. Even if bought in foreign coun- 
tries ‘the repairs In twenty years would be more than the original cost 
ship. 


James A. Patton, of Bartlett, Farwell & Cuningham, of San 
Francisco, largest handlers of grain in the country: 

Vessels grain to Liverpool at a very low rate, sometimes as 
ballast for no’ 8 

W. G. Sickel, of San Francisco, connected with the Interna- 
tional Mercantile Marine: 

If you look at it from the sentimental standpoint, it is necessary to 
pay, subsidies. 

f you look at it from the standpoint whether we have facilities to 
get our cargoes to foreign parts, we do not need any more inne . 

A great subsidy enthusiast lately refused to pay for a fi cargo to 
Liverpool a 16-cent rate in American bottoms when a British ship 
offered a 15-cent rate. 

William O. Vilter, one of the largest manufacturers of ma- 
chinery in Milwaukee, Wis., when asked whether he could ship 
direct to South America, said: 

We always ship direct from New York. 

When asked whether a direct mail line from New York to 
Brazil would help his trade, he answered: 

It would be of little use. If we wanted to work up trade, we could 
do it with present facilities by simply sending a representative who un- 
derstood the language. It does not cost us any more now to get ship- 
ments there than it would with a line of American ships. 

Richard Chilcott, of Seattle: 

I will not say that vessels of foreign nations in the lumber and 
grain carrying are all making money. To the contrary, it is my opinion 
that many are losing money for themselyes nor allowing American 
owners to make any. 

J. T. Steele (exporter, Seattle): 

It is my opinion that freights are k down the great competi- 
tion —— idan ships, and what naan = ewe possible rates. 

Ernst Laidlow, of Portland: 

It has been said that there were no American shi in forel 
trade. This is wrong. In the lumber trade at feast a Large portisn 
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of the shipments to China, Australia, and the Philippines are carried 
in American bottoms. There are 15 American. ships carrying lumber 
from Portland to foreign ports. 


Referring to the French subsidies, he said: 


See how their subsidies work—a lot of ships selling about the seas 
aimlessly, for no other purpose than to earn the subsidy. It has de- 
moralized shipowners, at least as far as business morals are concerned. 

The French Government is paying a subsidy for the number of miles 
traveled. Their subsidy act was taken so much advan of that the 
French Government faces a deficit of $27,000,000, and they will only 
be cate glad when the year 1914 arrives, and with it the end of 
su es. 

If we would allow ships to be bought in any market, as other coun- 
tries do, we would soon have a pretty American merchant marine. 
It would bring many fine ships under American flag. 

The backbone of any merchant marine is the tramp steamer and 
sailing vessel. Whoever stated that in Seattle the American shi 
came in competition with foreign subsidized vessels in foreign trade 
made a mistake. The only competition there are unsubsidized tramp 
steamers and vessels. 

As to South American trade, if the enterprising American manu- 
facturer saw any 3 of trade, he would have a man there drum- 
ming up the trade before aag pot! pomp shipowner would sail his 
ship up and down the coast the hope of the manufacturer getting 
a cargo together. 


Edgar W. Wright, of Portland, states: 


No American ship from this port carries in competition with for- 
eign subsidized ships. 

The big American line “ Sewall fleet,” at Bath, Me., has a number 
of 5 7 carrying freight to foreign ports. They have for years been 
competing successfully with foreign lines. None of their ships are idle, 
while many foreign ships are. 

have a friend in San Francisco who bought four British ships, 
running them under the British flag. He would be pleased to have 
them at San Francisco and under the American flag, but under our laws 
he is not allowed to do so. 

It was stated that we had no direct line to South America. There 
are elght or ten direct lines of steamers running from New York to 
South America, You can ship freight there almost any day in the 
week, although they are steamers sailing under foreign 

The Houston line, with 34 steamers, carries freight direct from New 
York to Brazil; also the Prince line. During the rate war these 
steamers took freight to Brazil for $2.10 per ton. 

To increase our merchant marine in a natural way, our internal de- 
velopment must reach the stage where it forces us back to the sea by 
lack of opportunity on shore. 


George Taylor, Portland, Oreg.: 
There are at present four American ships in our river loading for 
foreign ports, one with a full load of sulphur for Japan. 


The German policy of free ships has increased the German shipbuild- 
ing business—first in repairs, afterwards in building ships. 


James Ralph, San Francisco: 


Why deny the privilege of buying foreign ships to Americans and of 
course bringing them under the American ae 

Why deny American owners of over $100,000,000 Invested in foreign 
tonnage the o 9 of placing them under the American flag? 

There are at least 20 British ships in the port of San Francisco, all 
owned here. ‘The owners would, I am certain, register them from the 

ort of San Francisco to-morrow if our laws would not prevent them 
rom doing it. They have American masters and officers ih command. 

One of our largest shipowners wanted to build a 7,500-ton dead-cargo 
steamer. He was asked $415,000 pane shipbuilders, and decided to 
have it built in Scotland for $200,000. 

A few years ago I was more in favor of a subsidy than I am now. 
The French bounty act has proved a curse to the shipping of the whole 
xoria and ae neither benefited the French shipowners nor the French 

overnment. 


Frank M. Todd, of San Francisco: 


Advocates of subsidies claim the British merchant marine was built 
up on them. That is not so. The whole amount of cash payments to 
British ships is 17785 a compensation for carrying the mails, for 
employing only British officers, and carrying naval reserves, and main- 
taining at great cost speed capacities unjustified by the demands of 
commerce. The whole of these payments amounts to less than one-half 
of 1 per cent on the capital invested in British shipping. In 1902 
there were 8,352 steamers of over 100 tons under the British flag. Of 
these about 1,300 were liners and about 7,052 tramps. The tramps 


ja wit | 80 per cent of the world’s trade, and few of the liners and not a | 
e nny from the British Gov- ` 


single one of the tramps ever received a 
ernment for anything. The British subsidies are not bounties. They 
are compensation for hard services rendered, and there is mighty little 
competition to get. A great many British subsidies in the past have 
been put up at public auction and bid in by the steamship companies 
who were bidding against one another, and some of them have been 
taken at a loss to the com ies. The recent subsidies and subven- 
tions voted to the Cunard Line are of such a character and ire 
such service in return that over in Great Britain people consider that 
the Cunard Line has got the worst of that 3 

We have heard a great deal lately about French subsidies. They 
resulted in an overproduction of French vessels, which went about 
carrying freight at ridiculous prices, cutting one another’s throats com- 
mercially, and 1 the business; and California farmers have 
been getting the benefit in lowered charters: 

Gentlemen, I am for the free and unlimited naturalization of ships. 
whey let a contract for a 6,000-ton Sa steamer on the Wear a few 
weeks ago for $26.75 a ton, and I say our shipowners could get ves- 
sels that cheap they could pecans go into the — 1 carrying trade 
and hold their own in it. nd I believe they would buy so many that 
the repairs would more than compensate our shipyards for any possible 
loss of business until, under the healthy stimulus of competition, they 
pen 60 the shipbuilding business as expertly and economically as the 

ritish. 

And, gentlemen, remember this: It takes more men to work a shi 
and handie her freight than it does to build her. When a ship 
launched then only begins her expense account. Every time she comes 
into port she has to be overhauled. Her advent at the home port pro- 
vides work, generally speaking, for the pilot, the towboat company, the 
watchmen, the stevedores, the freight clerks, the teamsters and com- 


mission men, and for the shipwrights, riggers, and calkers, for sail, 

block, and spar makers, for machinery men and boiler shops, and often 

ship railways and dry docks, and she comes to her home port every time 

her owners can get a return freight.. They like to see their property, 

and, though repairs may be cheaper abroad, they want them ma 

where they can oversee the job and know what they are getting. 
INITIAL COST AND OPERATING EXPENSES. 


You will be told—probably have been—that the Initial cost is but a 
small item; that the thing really sticks at the difference in operatin: 
expenses. I do not believe it. If I have to pay $150,000 for a vesse 
that I mint have bought for $100,000, and that my competitors can 
buy for $100,000, there is an interest account equal to half again what 
my riyal has to stand, and it runs against me to the end of time. 

Nor are the operating expenses very much to our disadvantage. 1 
have it on good authority. Shipowners at this port tell me the costs 
on American and British vessels owned here are not greatly different. 
American officers are a little more expensive, but seamen's wages are 
the same. It is useless, gentlemen, to compare wages at San Francisco 
with wages at Liverpool. The comparison that counts is between the 
wages under different flags at a given port. 


R. P. Schwerin, general manager of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
boat Company : 

If you want to give the freighter some assistance, give it the 17 55 
tunity to compete with all other nations, allowing them to procure their 
crew anywhere in the world. You can thus create a merchant marine, 
and haying created a merchant marine, he are going to create the 
moter eerie for the American boy through the great number of ships 

oat and the large number of berths created for officers. 


J. E. Thayer, of California: 


The life of a ship is twenty years. In twenty years we spend in 
repairs the full value of the cost of the ee Repairs on_20 ships 
are equal to the building of 2 or 3 ships. he cause of Germany's 
—— * of her magnificent shipyards is readily traced to that 
channel. 

I believe our American shipyards have been killed by an excess of 
well-meant but ill-advised patriotism. We have forced the payment of 
double value for our ships rather than acknowledge that we could buy 
them cheaper elsewhere. 

The subsidies of the English nation do not reach 1 per cent of her 
— The British tonnage has grown up entirely outside of the 
subsidy. 

The best way to restoration is to restore. I feel the same pride in 
our good old flag floating over a naturalized ship as I do in the acces- 
sion to our ranks of the talented foreigners who seeks a home in this 
88 — 55 becomes an American citizen and identifies himself with 
our eres 


H. Mosle, of Galveston: 


I am fully convinced that any subsidy will be a failure and am abso- 
lutely convinced that we will not have any merchant marine unless 
we have free ships and free crews. 

One hundred thousand dollars out of this one city went under the 
Norwegian flag last year. 

bh can not compete unless we are placed on equal terms with other 
nations, 

If the Italians, Norwegians, Swedes, Germans, and British, however, 
can run their ships at a rate that we can not compete with, had we 
8 let them have it and attend to business that we are better 

or 


Pearl Wight, of New Orleans: 
We now have a line once a fortnight to Brazil, but running under a 
foreign flag. 


C. H. Ellis, of New Orleans, president of the board of trade: 


Our company owns a 2 fleet of en operating under the Nor- 
wegian, Swedish, German, English, and American flags. The cost of op- 
pian them under American laws, as compared with those of other 
countries, compelled us to run many vessels under foreign flags. 

My plan is to allow the owners of foreign vessels who are American 
citizens to transfer them to the American flag, under American officers, 
but crews to be selected from any nationality. 

By allowing the transfer of foreign American-owned ships to Ameri- 
can registry we would form a nucleus for the upbuilding of the mer- 
chant marine, and we would cripple the foreigner by taking his ships 


away. 
We have 9 ships under the American flag, 60 under the Norwegian, 12 
under the German flag, and 8 under the English flag. 


W. P. Ross, of New Orleans: 


Austria, France, and Italy (the three European nations that have 
real subsidy laws) have between them developed a fleet of 2,500,000 
tons gross register—at what cost, I do not know—whereas Germany, 
the 7 portion of its tonnage not receiving subsidy, bas a fleet of 
2,900, tons. Holland, Norway, Denmark, and Sweden, without sub- 
sidy, have a fleet of 2,700,000 tons, and England, with very limited 
subsidies, has a fleet of 14,866,000 tons, out of a total of 28,632,000, 
not considering sailing vessels. 


Judge J. R. Beckwith, of New Orleans: 


The plan of subsidy always seemed to me immensely impracticable. 
Money not invested on emotion. People will not invest money on a 
contingency of getting paid 12 subsidy unless they feel absolutel 
certain that the subsidy will continue for a certain length of time. If 
the present Congress or the next Congress were to grant a subsidy, 
there would be this trouble, that before men embarked any money 
ships to a large extent they would want some better guaranty than 
Congress can give them, that appropriations would be made to meet it, 
and that subsidy would not be pped. 


S. A. Swann, of Brunswick : 

The competition of the seas must be carried on as competition in any 
other business. 

I would prefer that foreign shi; 
than have us taxed to pay a boun 
a merchant marine. 

am in principle to an 
zen is made to pay out of his 
not stand on its own feet. 


carry our cotton to foreign markets 
in order that this country may have 


system by which any American citi- 
et to build up some system that can 


The people of this coun t cheaper to ship in forel; 


botto; t reduced rates Of ereit than to ttempt to build shi 

m: at redih rat 0 al 

meet those low rates of freight. = 
W. S. Shallenberger, former Second Assistant Postmaster- 

General: 


We are confronted with the 
almost impossible to forward our 
line than e En; and Ge 


probability in the future of finding it 
mails m country by any other 
Beca der 


the speed of foreign ships is made ter, one will find that 
peverel Gaye One. gained te. the- arriva: our mail by haps the 
British line over American line. as we have always 


0 

done, the rule which sends mail by the quickest we are prevented 
from giving preference to an American tine over a foreign line in dis- 
pat Hence it is that on the Pacific coast, while we have 
very service now in vessels of American „ we do send a 
good deal of mail by the Em Line to Japan 

le of the Northwest are demanding that we forward their mail by 
Pha line, reaching Japan, as they say, severa. earlier. 
As to a line to South America, we could not have a vessel 
the mails if another vessel under foreign flag would deliver t 
quicker. Of course we could establish lines where there ace no —.— 


e lines at present, putting on steamers of less 8 

which cross the Atlantic and carrying mail as as cargo, but 
there might soon be foreign vessels of greater speed to those 
which for mail pu we would have to give the preference. We 
could scarcely make the appropriation available for su vessels 
of slower speed and of great carrying capacity. 


Frank Waterhouse, of Seattle, one of the most prominent 
shipping men on the Pacific coast, in answering an inquiry re- 
garding his views on the subject, prints the following abstract 
in the New York Journal of Commerce: 

A aah Wad THAT JON sares, win. mae that. wall meena Oo nese 
themselves constitute a merchant marine, and that a large fleet of 
cargo vessels is indispensable. If the United States is to have a mer- 
chant marine capable of taking its proper place in the f en 
trade of the world, and our gee Sage navy with the cargo 
transports, supply vessels, and colliers w they ge we must 
haye a large number of cargo boats which can be built and operated 
in competition with the vessels of other nations. 
should can steamers will be 

the same should 


and na with the cargo transports, supply 
would tie in case of war, and whether they would place the American 


1 ay its proper position jn the foreign trade of the world? 

y opinion is that the Lay, of the 1 measure would 
principally benefit the American already established, and possibly 
assis Company 


in reestablishing the service of the Oceanic Steams: 

between San Francisco and Australia, and secure the estab 

aay, at the jutsids, th: t it — coon an patlatn et posable —— 

say, a e outside, tha would secure the o: y twelve 
W steam d te tes extant ob the uoboniyy trea ee IEN 


small steamers saili 
ying the British flag, a 
able of 8 ft 15 
eo a 0 
ey near future. 


ith faster shi, romi: the 5 
so ine American people are going to pay ! subventions for ocean 
mail service, they will at least require er and efficient service 
as that offered between the same ts by foreign lines. I think the 


r 
res I suggested to you for payments are more favorable than 
A et incorporated in the Humphrey bill, as I understand the latter 
roposes monthly service to the Philippines, four 16-knot steamers, 
„000, while ropose the same service, with 18-knot steamers, for 
800,000. If the = bill is passed, the subsidy will probably 
be paid to an existing line, but if the 18-knot requiremen 
steamers will have to be built in American shi 
sidy. The vital requirement in the carri: of 

Unless American shipowners are permitted to buy their vessels where 
the like, and to operate them under lations more modern and sensi- 
ble than our present na’ tion laws, is no pro t of the United 
States ever securing an adequate merchant marine. ericans will not 
invest in yessel property unless there is at least a reasonable chance 
of working it at a profit. At the present time the American investor 
is satisfied In placing his money in vessels engaged, and to be engaged, 
in our lake and coasting trade, which, as a rule, is exceedingly profit- 
able on account of our monopoly of it, and in which we have a large 
merchant marine en and he is content to allow the foreigner to 
carry American to and from foreign ports at such low rates of 
freight as could never be dreamed of by American-built vessels operat- 
ing under our present navigation laws. 

at would happen if the trade between the United States and the 
Orient were monopolized by American carriers? Just this: Practically 
our entire trade with the Orient would cease, as our merchants would 
be wholly unable to meet their foreign commenters on account of the 
cikerence in the freight rates charged by foreign and American 
carriers. 

The first requirement in the rehabilitation of the American merchant 
marine is to enable it to meet the competition of all competitors, not 
by any class legislation or other artificial means, but because it is built 
and can be operated as cheaply in every respect as vessels engaged in 
similar trades owned by foreign nations. 


Mr. Robert Dollar, shipowner of San Francisco, in a letter to 
Mr. F. Waterhouse states: 


I understand that Mr. HUMPHREY’S bill has the su 
chane Marine League and many C 


pport of the Mer- 
ongressmen. Since I learned this, 


= ras likely this will be the bill put through Congress, I take no 


re as tha us that we are to have no American 
ships, as all t bill gives us is a mail subsidy to existing lines and 
— more e league in this city is working for that and nothing 


t into disrepute by parties who have an ax to 
to kill the efforts of those who honestly are trying to get a 


Yours, very truly, ROBERT DOLLAR. 


Mr. Dollar also sends the following expression of his views on 
ship subsidies to Winthrop L. Marvin, of Boston, who has been 
appearing in print in eastern publications as an advocate of 
subsidies, Mr. Dollar writes: 


Mr. WINTHROP L. MARVIN, 
683 Atlantio avenue, Boston, Mass. 

My Dran Sır: Your favor of the 25th Instant received. I can not 
do more than t what I have already written, and I inclose you an 
article on Mr. ee 2 5 co I wrote, and which fully answers 

your letter. 

I am in favor of a merchant marine, and it is evident to all shipp 
men the 3 bill is not intended to give it. At its best it wil 

All 
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only help a few o: 
two new lines. 
us what our country needs. You ask if the law was changed to ow 
me to the flag, would I do it under existing conditions? I 
answer emphatically “ No,” but with the follo changes I would 
answer as emphatically, “ Yes.” It is just as well for Congress to 
know that unless they put the American ships engaged in the foreign 
trade on an basis with foreign nations we never can maintain a 
mercant marine. To do this the following changes would have to be 
made: 
First. That outside of steamers receiving mail subsidy we will be 
permitted to buy our ships where we can get them the chea to en- 
in foreign trade % fry me have Lloyds’ hig classi- 
0 


cation and are not over 
This neither aff the steel manufacturers nor the shipbuilders, as 
no ships are being built in 5 rds for the foreign trade. 
on serv 


Second. That our in ce shall be ed closely fol- 
lowing the English board of trade ci ay Gons, under which more than 
half of the steam tonnage of the world is operated. 

Third. That in the of our ships we shall carry as many 
men as our competitors and no more. ` 

Q That the officers 1 be American citizens; the crew can 


be of any nationality, but if an American crew is carried, Congress to 
pay the rag gp $1.25 a day for every American citizen employed. 

is being the approximate difference in an American or foreign crew, 

This would give us a merchant marine without costing the country a 
cent, or if Congress does not want a merchant marine without spe, ing 
for it, then by paying the American shipbuilder a salar ar $250, 
for a 7,000-ton dead weight steamer and then e shipowner 
$17,000 a year to operate it, then they can have what our stump poli- 
ticians clamor for, namely, an American ship built in an American yard 
with American material, manned and operated by American citizens, and 
under American lations. This sounds very patriotic and spread 
eagle, but so utterly impracticable that it can not considered. Then 
on this coast we are hampered by state taxes; on a 7,000-ton ship it 
would amount to $2,500 a year, while operating under a foreign flag 
we have no taxes of any kind to pay. 

In insurance premiums the American steamer Is ur 1 per 
cent over British. This is now a arly established erential. 
American officers. This will cost 


0 cost and expense can not exceed our competito otherwise the 
American will be crowded out by the competition. We do not ask Con- 
gress for a cent, and seek no favors, but we demand justice and fair 


play. 
Yours, very truly, ROBERT DOLLAR. 


Probably the greatest blow to their hopes and ambitions that 
the subsidy people have experienced came the other day when 
the New York Chamber of Commerce, the leading business men’s 
organization of this country, and composed of men keenly alive 
to the welfare and best interests of the United States, set its 
foot down hard and fast against the subsidy plan of building up 
our merchant marine. 

Here is what the New York Journal of Commerce says of this 
important action, in its issue of December 18, 1909: 


REJECTS SUBSIDIES, FAVORS FRED SHIPS—-CHAMBER OF COMMERCE DIS- 
CUSSION ENDS—NIXON SUBSTITUTE RESOLUTION ADVOCATING DISCRIM- 
INATIVE DUTIES DEFEATED—THEN RING FREE-SHIP AMENDMENT ADOPTED 
AND THEN THE COMMITTE®’S RESOLUTION AS THUS AMENDED DE- 
FEATED—THD NET RESULT IS NO ACTION BY THE CHAMBER AT ALL. 


The chamber of commerce, at a special meeting yesterday, placed 
itself definitely on record regarding its attitude toward ship subsidies. 
The three steps taken at the meeting, in the order in which they were 
taken, were: 

First. The os of the Nixon substitute resolution, which ad- 
vocated discriminative duties as a practical means of building up the 
merchant marine. 

Second. The adoption of the Ring amendment to the original reso- 
lution. This, in be „provided for granting American 5 to for- 
eign ships, which were, however, not to be permitted to operate in the 
coasting trade. 

Third. After this amendment to the original resolution had been 
agreed to, the resolution Itself, as amended, was defeated. 

Thus, officially, the chamber refused to indorse the subsidy proposals 
that emanated from its committee. the same vote it nullified its 
preceding action in favor of the free-ship amendment. But the hearti- 
ness with which the original action on the amendment was taken 
leaves no doubt of its genuineness, and ts sufficient assurance that the 
indorsement of the amendment was not a part of a tactical move de- 
signed to defeat the entire proposition. 

e net result of the entire dtsenssion that was started in June last 
is that the chamber has refused to send any recommendation on the 
subject to Congress. 
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At the outset a rule was ee on motion of G. Waldo 8 
chairman of the committee, that should be limited to ten 


minutes. The attendance at the was fully 300 members, which 
ber be considered tative gather 
be time of Mr. Nixon for advoca his substitute resolution 
extended to twenty minutes to permit to complete his carefully 
pre ent. is argument Siig 5 — at r w, who 
e chamber at a preceding m and declared the plan 
for discriminative ties all bricht in theo 


ut not practical. Mr. 
Nixon also combated the Senator’s argumen that in the Middle West 
there is a strong opposition to the promotion of a merchant marine, 
Louis Windmaller opposed discriminative duties. He said: 
“I move as a substitute for the original resolution and for the 
amendment and for the substitute which has been offered that our com- 
mittee of foreign commerce and the revenue laws be e to re- 


under. the by-laws. 
Mr. Edward D. Page said: “I aed te okip tems re, that the only 
a that those of us who are o p subsidies in toto have 
expressing their opinion on to —.— ogy Woda on each of three 
prope itions before — If there is any other course open, I should like 
When the 


ear it suggested.” 
ixon substitute had been cet ie of the amendment to 
the original resolution offered by Wel ing, president of the New 
York Produce Exchangi 


e, came up for considers on. The text of the 
amendment follows: 


Following the word legislation,’ in next to last line, insert includ- 
Ing a change in our navigation laws that will permit Americans to own 
foreign-built ships, place them under the American flag, and officer and 
operate them on a — to compete with the shipping of other coun- 


“Resolwed, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New Yor 

approving th the e ganenn rovisions of Senate bill 28, yenes by the Unit 
1908, but which failed in the House, providing 

for ocean mal service between the United States and South 3 
the Philippines, Japan, China, and Aus 
committee on the revival of our merchant m: 
operation of = commercial bodies in a movement to bring Sook = 
enactment of a similar bill at the next session of Congress, 
further legislation as may promote the interest of American shipping: ad 


ARGUMENT OF WELDING RING, PRESIDENT OF THE PRODUCE EXCHANGE. 


Mr. Ring, alis a Senator 
DEPEW loo 


—— government door for appro- 
ress will find them Say Spee 
8 ‘O00 600. 4 water ways, to cost 
1, creased irrigation 


e army, navy, r pensions, and a total that will be startling in 
its vast amount. ae it not time to call a halt on these vast expendi- 
tures by our Government, and particularly where there is no real neces- 
sity for at least one of them? 


“WHAT WOULD BE EXPECTED OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


A fair illustration of what the Government would be to 
do in the granting of subsidies or bounties is shown in the fact that 
at the present time steel rails can be sapen from the port of Ant- 
werp to Honolulu at a freight rate of 85.5 ig ton, while to ship the 

Same rails from New York to Honolulu b; American steamer would 
cost $11.20 per ton. Is it right to ask the . to step in and 
pay to shipbuilders and shipowners this v: difference in freight in 
order to have these rails carried by an ‘American-betlt ship? I think 
the illustration speaks clearly for itself. 

“The real interests g these claims for subsidies are not ae 

owners, but the steamship 3 who in the disguise of a 
subsidy for shipowners are really deman a bounty for 8383 
If the principle is a fair A1 ried y do they endeavor to hide under the 
Sie grag ofa 8 when they are really asking bounties? 

as been stated that oti er nations have built up their merchant 
MHA = the ald a subsidies ; but while this may have been so to a 
limited extent, there is not a nation of any importance which has 
subsidies or bounties for shipbuilding purposes that has not a 
same time left the door open for any merchant or shipowner to 3 
his ships in the cheapest market in which — can be e 
Even at the present day many of the largest ship owning countries are 
buying their tonnage from the lish builders, because such tonnage 
is cheaper than they can build it at home. 


A DIFFERENCE OF $3,000,000 IN BUILDING SIX SHIPS. 


il An try oe abron 0 
new paeng pig at an a e cost of 
gy a 


tween 

erican ein 
“When ge ae estimates 
build them in if built in this 
her, and there 
em under the 


3,000, 
on only six oma ee and 
that would permit in competition with foreign- 
owned ships. Is it right, is it fair to ask the American ple 8 pay 
such enormous sums for the — of the 9 88 
Compare the t success of Great Britain and 1 in bel 


ropriation of $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 as an entering 
Prank adm ch larger 


ey expect to get very mu 
their 
that refuses to permit its 
them, 


rst efforts meet — success. 
The United States is the only country 
merchants to buy their ships in the cheapest market, but compels 


if they desire to own American tonnage, to chase it from American 

builders and sail it under our out-of-date na tion laws. Is it fair to 

— the American owners of the 600,000 tons of oe shipping 

m oan piecing 4 this under the American flag if they so desire 

matter is discussed and conside: 

my conviction that this chamber should not commit 

mt of bounties, pare and olution, and I therefore renew my 
amendment to the —— — 5 


eign shi 
7 With these changes we would speedily haye a merchant marine, 
~ 5 ag cost to our Government 

H. Outerbridge 8 Mr. Ring. He said in part: 

M Senata Depew says Aerst such dies to en could never be had, and 
ces instea 

— from * Si 

gee hg some — and 


$750,000 se annum, refe: to it as a method to repay the oar 
pc ee the Goron sË the ne punos of 7 — 

Senator omi subventlon 
was peee for it — — 3 previous ty 
ventions to 1 55 9 of the Caner Lin 5 to 6,000 
sterling, or $130. annum, and that it did not a; pl — — 
Lee the 5 Lusitania, but to the entire flee 

2 “This admiralty subvention. was in no sense a subsidy for the pur- 


pose of assisting or commercial 
purposes. The amount was based upon an estimated cost of the con- 
struction of these ships under the adimirsity regulations, fitting them for 
use as cruisers in times of war. As a matter of fact, the cost of each 
of these steamers exceeded the estimated cost and the amount of the 
government loan of capital by about $1,500,000 each, so that the com- 
$5,000,000 was = to furnish from their own means or credit about 
pet ant amortization, on which they must earn from 
the, operation 10 th the ships during the period of 3 life. 
admiralty regulations require specific {ype of construction, 
which, I am informed, adds about 25 per cent to the cost s a ship 
above what she woua cost if built sis = for commercial 
The strengthening for and other nay: 
amount of weight a one 
beg increas! 


yen omg 
any sh ips of the fleet at an 


e Cunard Company in running a line 


time t they may be wanted. It is a 
means enabling the Bri Government to be porosa with spe- 
cially de esigned scout sap or p i subject to their call, without, 
however, e expense of manning or maintaining them in times o 
peace. 


“This subvention, therefore, is something given for value received 
and z ce different per — a 15 A — ohar term is 8 used. 
British pays to the Cunard Line 
£68,000, or, ro speaking, $64 000 a year for maintaining its fast 
weekly mall 8 to the 


THE PAYMENTS TO ige AMERICAN LINE. 
“ Senator DEPEW yars b forgot to mention that the United States 


Government has for years paying the American Line $739,000 —.— 
annum for maintain Boat, cage aeexice with two Am 

built shi the St. Tode, and St. ish ships admitted 
to American re try without —.— ma 5 e Paris and New 
Vork and yet I am credibly informed that these ships have never been 


able to earn anything for their owners, and there inly not 
been evidenced any desire or proposition to build additional ones here 
. a th speed, and quality, ared with thi 
In proportion to their cost, comp. w. e 
Cunard boats, the results of this payment would seem to be conclusive 
evidence that liberal mail subsidies will not improve our conditions in 
providing a mercantile marine. 
“ Whenever this subject is discussed by public men there is always an 
e to patriotism w which obscures the economic facts. 
us listened to Senator Roor’s eloquent appeal to members 
£ the x ane at the annual dinner, but it appears to me that we 
should divest ourselves of sentiment and analyze existing conditions in 
a purely commercial spirit, so that any proposed 
upon m fondamentelly sound commercial Compe bases. 
“ If that is the proper view point for the ¢ Chamber to take, it is neces- 


sa ie 1 
service to countries with which 


. Bisse adequate m: 
we have dy an important commerce, and where such 
facilities do not PE mcs 


ist; and 
“ Second, is there a profitable opaning I aa capital to own 
and operate Amer erican ps in the carrying of 
“In the United States the decline of i its me 


railroad, the mine, the mill, and the enormous ao of land 
wither only for the hand of man to develop and construct, p and 
continues to prore; vastly more attractive and profitable b 8 


energy map ital than snipping, and has had more to do, even than 
our Denne shi — Spb in reversing the condition of early colonial 
days and in a capital and ene to interior development. 


Mr, Nixon truly says that the great lead in the art of building and 
operating ships which these other nations haye thus obtain 
be overcome means. 


German 8 her greatest maritime development by permitting 


ed can not 


Pair now exists which would seek to 
ven a fair am et remains 
an investigation o 


a world-wide 
priations — 
not be attained. 
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PERMIT CITIZENS TO BUY SHIPS FOR TEN YEARS. 


“Should we not, therefore, before committing this chamber to a gen- 
eral subsidy policy—the scope and extent of which once embarked on 
we can not foresee, but which if undertaken on a scale we can 
certainly see will lead to failure of the desired ob and result only 
in favoritism to a few lines—suggest a more di method of enabling 
the 8 of our people to properly investigate and determine whether 
a profitable field is here open; and if so, a method by which, without 
any restrictions, they could rapidly catch up to the lead already pos- 
sessed by several foreign nations? The method of investigation and 
the remedy would both be made eee DT the repeal of all artificial 
restrictive disadvantages now existing, and conversely permitting our 
citizens to buy ships wherever they can buy them cheapest and operate 
them without any of the existing restrictions, say, for a period of ten 


large fleet, oon as much as in the building of new steamers, that the 
shipyards 


Editorially the Journal of Commerce, of New York, has the 
following comment: 

e CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ON SUBSIDIES. 

The rejection of the Nixon substitute, the adoption of the Ring amend- 
ment, and the rejection of the amended resolution, sufficiently defined 
the ition of tħe chamber of commerce on the ship-subsidy question. 
Mr. Nixon’s proposal meant a revival of the old, discredited and aban- 
doned policy of discriminating duties -or 8 heavy charges upon 
foreign shipping visiting our seaports, while relieving American ship- 
ping of such burdens. This would be equivalent to making it at least 
as expensive for foreign vessels to do ocean carrying for us as for 
American vessels and compelling them to charge as high rates. To be 
effective the discrimination would have to be sufficient to throw the 
advantage on the side of American-built vessels, operated under all the 
restrictions of our navigation laws, and to suppress or seriously restrain 
the foreign competition. 

This would be quite as costly as a subsidy and bounty policy suffi- 
cient to make the expensive and korai burdened American ship ing 
profitable in competition with foreign sh ipp . The difference in tha 
respect would be that the cost, instead be A by the Gov- 
ernment from the proc of taxatlon, would fall directly upon our 
foreign trade. It would raise all rates for ocean transportation to the 
level necessary to make the American shipping profitable. The inevit- 
able effect would be a heavy and discouraging burden upon the trade, 
equal to a tax upon both imports and exports, while the chief argument 
in favor of subsidies is that it would promote our foreign trade. 

The argument is fallacious and delusive, but it has a superficial 

lausibility which the discriminating duty argument wholly lacks. 

ust so far as the latter helped American sippa it would injure 
American trade. So far as it deprived foreign s ippin of its accus- 
tomed business it would intensify its competition and make it necessary 
to increase the discrimination to maintain the ground for American 
shipping. It would necessitate the mp een of many treaties with 
fore countries, provoke international ill-feeling and be destructive of 
our foreign trade. The wonder is that able men should be so blinded 
by their own self-interest as to advocate such a short-sighted and futile 


policy. 

Mr. Ring’s amendment pro that American registry be granted 
to foreign-bullt vessels owned by American citizens. e vote by which 
this was adopted was expressive of the sentiment of the chamber of 
commerce on that subject. The resolution to which it was attached 
was rejected by a decisive vote, carrying the amendment with it, be- 
cause it expressed approval of the bill which passed the Senate last 
year and was defeated in the House, and favored the enactment of a 
similar bill by the present Congress. That was the bill providing for 
increased mail subsidies for second-class vessels under the act of 1891 
on certain prescribed lines to South American ports and to the Philip- 
pines, China, Japan, and Australasia. This is the subsidy 5 in its 
mildest form of mail “subventions” to certain parts of the world, 
where there is the least competition in 5 the United States 
and where special pleas are made for building up American trade. 
Even in this form the chamber of commerce took positive ground 
against it, the majority evidently realizing that it would be for the 
exclusive benefit of certain established lines at the expense of the 
Government and of no benefit to American commerce, which does not 
lack for shipping facilities wherever there is sufficient demand to make 
them des hoe to those who can furnish them at far less cost than 
that at which they can be supplied oy American shipowners. 

The Ring proposal, standing on its own merits and not entangled 
with the subsidy scheme, had the sapport of the chamber of commerce, 
and should be put in an independent form as the basis of the policy to 
be urged upon Congress. American capital and enterprise are excluded 
from the ocean carrying trade by the requirement that they can only 
enter it with vessels built in American shipyards at a cost largely in 
excess of that of foreign-built vessels of the same type and capacity 
and sailed under restrictions that make their operation much more ex- 
pensive than that of foreign vessels. The difference is so great that no 
considerable merchant marine could be built up in the face of it without 
an enormous expenditure for subsidies, and then there would be no 
more trade to carry, no more development of commerce, than if the 
carrying was done at much less cost by foreign shipping. The sane 
policy is to remove the obstacles from the way of American capital and 
enterprise instead of trying to make them profitable in this business 
at the expense of the Government and out of the procecds of taxation 
upon all other business. 

American capital and enterprise are already enlisted in shipping in 
our foreign trade, but 1 55 have to sail under foreign colors. Tet them 
bring their ships under the American flag, let them buy more ships as 
they need them where they cost least, and operate them on the same 
terms under their own national colors as under those of other countries, 
and there will be American merchant marine which will grow from 
year to year with a healthy growth. It will give work to American 


foreign shipyards. But no illusions should cherished on the subject. 
This pons of free ships, free material for building and equipping ahi 
and m from s ling restrictions in operating thom: woul 


energies. 
Still another one: 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE BARS SUBSIDY, 


The New York Chamber of Commerce refuses to indorse any measure 
for the rehabilitation of the American merchant marine to which is 
attached a provision for ship subsidy. In a lively debate to-day between 
Lewis Nixon, the shipbuilder, former Representative William H. Doug- 
lass, and Jacob H. Schiff, the attitude of the chamber was definitely 
placed on record. 

Resolutions were adopted “emphatically favoring the rehabilitation 
of the American merchant marine,“ but the chamber refused to urge 
upon Congress “liberal provisions for the immediate establishment of 
American owned and managed mail and freight lines to our dependen- 
cies and the leading commercial centers of the world.” 


Here is some more food for thought in an editorial in the 
Journal of Commerce of December 28, 1909: 


A LAME PLEA FOR SUBSIDIES. 


It is a lame and halting plea for ship subsidies that Commissioner 
Chamberlain, of the Bureau of iy ta works into his annual re- 
port. He does not make the plea directly, but presents it by a kind 
of hypnotic suggestion in telling what other countries have done, what 
this country has and has not done, and what might be done. We have 
already spoken of the weak effect of his statement regarding the result 
of alleged subsidies of other countries, These have not been the means 
of building up their merchant marine, but only of serving certain special 
arse py important to them on account of their position among the 
nations. This is especially true of Great Britain, on account of its 
widely extended empire, requiring regular mail communication and 
3 a powerful navy with auxiliary forces in time of trouble for its 

efense. 

Notwithstanding these special needs, the subsidized lines constitute 
only about 8 og cent of the British shipping, and neither the merchant 
marine nor the foreign commerce of Great Britain has been built up 
or made greater by the aid given to them. The purpose and effect have 
been something quite different. Germany has only granted mail 
subsidies to certain lines to Africa and the Orient in the hope of de- 
veloping trade there, and the experiment has had poor success. Its 
merchant marine has not been helped by it. The repetition of these 
stale misstatements in official quarters is discreditable and it is gettin 
rather tiresome. Commissioner Chamberlain shows in other parts o 
his report that he knows subsidies are not the cause of the development 
of fore — 

Eq y feeble is his attempt to answer the demand for the repeal 
of our antiquated navigation laws. It may be that the term “ anti- 

uated” applies strictly only to that ancient statute which limits 
American. registry to American-built vessels, but that is the one most 
desperately clung to, and other obstructive laws are bound up with it. 
It presents a fundamental obstacle which renders futile all efforts to 
encourage an American merchant marine. If, as Mr. Chamberlain 
says, it is “at best a dead letter” and its repeal “ may be advocated 
in order to clear the way for subsidies when its inadequacy has been 
shown,” why not get it out of the way of all efforts to promote the 
growth of American * What is the sense of clinging to it when 
it is of no earthly use and is in the way of every plan for getting 
shipping under the American flag? It is particularly absurd to u 
subsidies as a means of getting a merchant marine over such an ob- 
struction as that, for it would cost hundreds of millions of dollars and 
fail in the end, because the foreign advantage in competition on the 
seas would still remain and other nations could outbid us at a cost far 
below ours. 

Commisioner Chamberlain is quite right in saying that repeal of 
the registry law would not necessarily lead to the placing of trans- 
Atlantic ships under the fiag of the United States. Of course not. 
Nobody pretends that it would, but that is no reason for leaving the 
old snag in the way of every other effort. He refers to the investment 
of American capital in foreign ships and says that there is no reason 
why American capitalists should invest in ships having American an 
istry, for 3 would prefer for business reasons to continue with the 
investments ships registered abroad. There we run up against the 
navigation laws, whether you choose to call them “ antiquated ” or not. 
It is made to cost more to equip, fit out, and man vessels under the 
American flag than under other colors, as well as to build er to own 
them, and, wherever Americans are compelled to compete with foreign- 
ers in any business they may undertake, it is foolish for their Govern- 
ment to put burdens and restrictions in their way which force them to 
expatriate their business in order to car it on at all. Americans 
would prefer to run ships under the flag of their own country if they 
were allowed the same freedom and afforded the same protection that 
. get under alien flags. 

ut it is still quite true, as Mr. Chamberlain says, that neither 
American capital nor American labor being predis to the sea at 
the present time, and a better opening being afforded in the merchant 
navies of other countries, “ there is no reason to expect that anything 
but subsidies will ever build up an American merchant marine so long 
as business conditions continue what they are now." There is no rea- 
son to expect that subsidies would build up an American merchant 
marine either, so long as conditions remain the same, except on certain 
favored lines where it could be precariously maintained by government 
bounty. The reasonable inference is, not that we should resort to sub- 
sidies, but should change the conditions where they impose artificially 
unequal terms, and let foreigners do the fetching and carrying where 
it is unprofitable to do it ourselves. The subsidies would not help trade 
in the least, and so far as they helped shipowners and shipbuilders it 
would be at great cost and at the expense of capital and labor engaged 
in other business. 

The sensible course would be, first of all, to remove the obstacles and 
difficulties out of the way, so far as they are created by our own laws. 
Make the building of ships, the owning of ships, and the operating of 
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e American flag as under other 
; and, if Goins kang e Sen TT and —.— still find it more attractive 


ships in foreign trade as 


lucrative to work on shore than in rtation on the sea, let 
them do so and get their transportation done — those who will do it 
erican pen pes ee 5 

0 0 


a mai 
particularly important to our Government, Ain shall know what it will 
cost and can form an estimate of its effect. But so | as conditions 
continue as they are now, a subsidy T DONT ea can only 
ublic money upon a lot of lame d business W. 
tions ener unprofitable and which the laws of the ‘Country make im- 
possible, 


And now, in conclusion, let me read you a letter just received 
from the president of the New Orleans Board of Trade, Mr. 
Crawford H. Ellis, who is largely interested in a ship company 
that operates 9 ships under the American flag, 60 under the 
Norwegian flag, 12 under the German flag, and 8 under the 
British flag, a total of 89 ships. 

Here is the letter written in answer to my letter of a recent 


date: 
New ORLEANS Rosse OF Trapp (LIMITED), 
ew Orleans, January 
Hon. Gustav KÜSTERMANN, 
House of Representatives, ‘Washington, D. C. > 

My Doar Mr. KÜSTER : Referring to your letter under date of 
the 11th ultimo, in 8 1 5 inclosed me co oy of of or 1 25 amending 
the present na tion laws, giving the f the right to 
buy or bulld sh in fore countries an . then under the 
American ate while engaged in foreign eg I have read over 5 bill 


and 1 do and I must say you aara 8 the und vay fully 

I do Sor believe there are an. ons that might 
Should the bill be enac’ nr “law in its present 

eid develop no unfavorable features, am satisfied that great 


many American corporations or individeals owning steamers end 0] 
ating them under * flags will transfer th the American flag. 


Yours, ve 
a CrawrorD H. ELLIS, President. 


It is to such men that we must look to bring back the Ameri- 
can flag to the oceans. 

As a patriotic citizen, he would undoubtedly rather see all 
of his company’s ships under the Stars and Stripes than under 
foreign flags, but our moss-covered navigation laws have pre- 
vented him from doing so. This one company could, if a change 
of our laws placed them on equal terms with foreign ship- 
owners, give us more ships under the American flag in one 
week than $25,000,000 paid out in subsidies would bring us in 
five years. [Great applause.] 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I now yield seven min- 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to offer an 
amendment to this bill providing for the restoration of the 
army canteen; but realizing as I do that such an amendment 
would be subject to a point of order and that the point of 
order would surely be made, I shall content myself at present 
with sending to the Clerk's desk an editorial on that question from 
the Chicago Evening American of January 3, 1910, which I shall 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SOLDIERS MADE INSANE BY HYPOCRISY AND IGNORANCE, AND MANY MADE 
HOPELESS DRUNKARDS BY THE SAMH AGENCIES. 

[From Chicago Evening American, Wednesday, December 15, 1909.] 

A car filled 9 crazy soldiers is on its way from San Francisco to 
Washington, in charge of Maj. J. M. Kennedy. Of these unhappy 
insane men a majority will spend their days in a government insane 
asylum, and, in nine cases out of ten, this is due to the rank SE pine 

of Congress, the orance and bigoted fanaticism of Prohibitionists 
that have succeeded in abolishing the army canteen. 

mae of these insane soldiers are brought from the Philippines, and 

ir insanity, as et al Kennedy says, due 70 their dri g rat the 
e, poisonous, hig 5 65 alcoholic drink ed “bino,” loaded with the 
Alert alcohol and 1 other poisons. The men drink this dreadful 
stuff and become 3 because ignorant Prohibitionists have per- 
suaded a h itical Congress to abolish the army canteen. 
President Taft knows that is true. 

Every Member of Congress knows that it is true. But the Con 
man fears the much exaggerated voting power of the Prohibitionists, 
whereas he has nothing to fear from that carload of crazy soldiers, en- 
listed to serve their country and then made victims of — i hypo- 
critical fanaticism. 

When the soldiers had their canteen gor were content, and they 
were, as a whole, a remarkably sober body of men. 

No strong drink could be served in the canteen, and the men did not 
bh vr 0 off to the whisky dive or craze themselves with vile native 

r 

The man in charge of the canteen ranked as a 3 offi- 
cer. He allowed no man to drink to excess. Any soldier Crag fered 
sign of intoxication was ordered to go — bed, and he went; 
next day he was glad that he paa been at the soldiers’ club and been 
made to obey the rules of tiger 

No man made a penny out of Every cent taken in over 
and above expenses was devoted to Koomas — delicacies—nonalcoholic— 
for the soldiers. 
o-day — eg dives that surround army pontz; old soldiers’ homes, 

lace where isy rules in the name of tem 3 

the victims of sharks. 5 
habit and drink nothin: 

o voted against the K 


en they choose, and not a few of the ardent advocates of canteen 
Sbolition outside of Congress do the same. 
The situation is ceful to the country, a sample of puritanical 
hypocrisy that should tolerated no lon 
en cians to drink mild beer or light "wines are forbidden — — 
that in th 5 ce, and then in the name of tem 
here d hypocrisy th . 
samedi am 5 


ven to the dive and to the vilest 
bstitute 8 the truly 3 canteen, 
the army testifies that this is true. 

Gen. Fred. Guin himself an ardent prohibitionist, who marched in 
full uniform at the head of a Prohibition parade, declares that the 
abolition of the canteen has vastly increased drunkenness in the army. 

army doctor knows that the abolition of the canteen has in- 
c disease. 2 hospital aya of our American army is to-day 
the worst of any in the world 

How ea that st Siri the an that ons force their minority views 
— a majori subserviency of 8 
ght drinks in 
force them to take instead the vile 1 of ne dive ere 


ate te protect 
editors, every 
explain 5 their 

e 8 in the long run does not pa 
in mgress ould fight ak the 


5 
it be restored, and the army will not be permanently 


for the benefit of dive kee 
t man at Washington will m it his business to see to this? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to add and 
will add nothing, for fear that I might detract by my remarks 
a the convincing force of the language that has just been read. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, at this time I shall not take up 
but a few moments of the attention of the committee in connec- 
tion with the pending bill. I listened with much interest to the 
remarks of the distinguished chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], regarding the military ap- 
propriations, and with much that he said I substantially agree. 
Suffice it for me to so say at this time that the appropriation 
bill for the army, now under consideration, comes before the 
membership of this House with a unanimous report, and in my 
judgment it is one of the best appropriation bills, take it all in 
all, that has ever been presented by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The bill has been made up in accordance with the 
policy that the Government is now compelled to pursue on 
account of the financial exigencies of its Treasury. Every 
dollar that could possibly be saved from this appropriation bill 
has been eliminated. It has been prepared most carefully along 
the lines of economy, and carries appropriations much less for 
the maintenance of the army than any other appropriation bill 
submitted for several years past. Hence I do not think that 
any Member of the House can find anything in the bill to criti- 
cise and to that end I indulge the hope that this bill will meet 
with approval and pass the House unanimously. 

Just a word more. When the bill is taken up under the five- 
minute rule there may be something in it here and there that 
will need explanation; and if so, I shall be glad to discuss the 
question, if it be deemed necessary. That is practically all that 
I desire to say now. I want to yield the balance of my time 
to different Members who have requested to be heard. I now 
yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
OLDFIELD]. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Chairman, at this time when an in- 
vestigation seems imminent, growing out of the so-called “ Bal- 
linger-Pinchot row "—and each of these gentlemen appears to 
be anxiously champing the bit in anticipation of such investiga- 
tion—as to the policy which this Government should pursue with 
regard to the conservation of our natural resources, I desire to 
call the attention of the committee to a law placed on our 
statute books in 1875, and ask that it be repealed. That law 
was approved on March 3, 1875, and if there was ever any 
excuse for its becoming a law, I think the time has long since 
passed. I refer to the following act: 

An act granting to railroads the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States. 

If the act did not go any further than to give the railroads a 
right of way through the public lands of the United States, 
there might possibly be sufficient excuse for the law; but the 
statute, under the decisions of the circuit court of appeals and 
the Supreme Court of the United States, goes a great deal fur- 
ther than that. 


The statute I desire repealed reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way through the public lands 
of the United States’ is hereby granted to any railroad company duly 

organized “yp ee laws of any State or Territory, except the District 
of Columb’ y the Congress of the United” Sta which shall 
have filed w. tht ne, — of t of the Interior a co 7, 7 ts articles of 
. and the proof ot oy organization un bay gre to the 
extent of 100 feet on each side o the central line of the said road 
the right to take from the pubiic lands adjacent to the line of said 
road material, earth, stone, and timber ne or the construction 


tions, to exceed in amount 20 acres for each station, 
of one station for each 10 miles of its road. 
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Mr. Chairman, it will be seen at a glance that this statute is 
filled with special privileges in favor of railroad corporations, 
oe which the ordinary citizen of the Republic does not 

oy. 

The special privileges in this law extend a great deal further 
than one would think from a casual reading of it. 

Mr. Chairman, the word “adjacent” seems to be the joker 
in this law. 

It has been held by the circuit court of appeals, Judges San- 
born, Thayer, and Riner, sitting in the case of Bacheldor v. 
United States, decided December 13, 1897, reported in the 
Eighty-third Federal Report, at page 986, Twenty-eighth Circuit 
Court of Appeals Report, page 246, that a railroad company can 
go 25 miles on either side of its right of way and cut all the 
government timber it needs for the construction of its roadbed 
and still be on adjacent land. 

The court also, in the same opinion, quotes approvingly a 
decision rendered by Judge Hallett in the case of the United 
States v. Denver and Rio Grande Railroad Company, reported 
in the Thirty-first Federal Report, at page 886, in which the 
court held that timber should be regarded as adjacent to the 
right of way of a railroad without reference to township or 
section lines if it is within reasonable hauling distance by 
wagon. That is, the railroad company, under these decisions, 
can cut and use the government timber for the purpose of mak- 
ing its cross-ties, its bridge material, and material for building 
depots, snowsheds, and side tracks if within 25 miles on either 
side of its right of way, or if the timber is within a reasonable 
hauling distance by wagon, without paying the Government one 
penny for such timber. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of 
United States v. St. Anthony Railroad Company, reported in 
the One hundred and ninety-second United States Supreme Court 
Report, at page 524, held that lands 20 miles from the railroad's 
right of way were not adjacent, but held that lands 2 miles from 
the right of way were adjacent. However, the court, in dis- 
cussing the matter, practically said that lands more distant 
than 2 miles would be adjacent lands, but did not say how far 
beyond the 2-mile limit they would remain adjacent. 

Also in the case of the United States v. Denver and Rio 
Grande Railroad Company, reported in the One hundred and fif- 
tieth United States Supreme Court Report, at page 1, the court 
held that timber cut from government land adjacent to the right 
of way could be used at any point along the proposed line of 
railway for the purpose of constructing the roadbed; that is, 
cross-ties, bridge material, depots, side tracks, and water tanks. 

In addition to these special privileges afforded the railroad 
companies by this unjust statute, they are given 20 acres of 
the public lands every 10 miles for depot grounds and side 
tracks. 

Mr. Chairman, these are privileges which the ordinary citizen 
does not enjoy. 

The Congress of the United States has been very liberal, in- 
deed, with the railroad companies of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a statement, to be found 
at the end of my remarks, showing that the Congress has been 
very liberal in the matter of subsidizing railroads. I dare say 
much more liberal than the people have ahy idea it has been. 

This statement shows that the railroads since 1850, up to 
June 30, 1909, have been given 159,125,734.25 acres, and they 
have received patents for 113,879,674.16 acres of the public 
Jands. This enormous amount of land belonging to the people 
has been given by Congress to the railroad companies. In 
other words, Congress, since 1850, has given about one-twelfth 
of all the lands in the United States to the railroads in the way 
of subsidies, and the railroads have received patents for about 
one-sixteenth of all the lands of the United States, or 113,879,- 
674.16 acres. 

To illustrate the enormous amount of lands which have been 
granted to the railroad companies since 1850, it is shown that 
they have been granted more land in the way of subsidies than 
was cultivated in both corn and cotton during the year 1907. 

It will be seen that the last of the more than 159,000,000 
acres of the public land the railroad companies succeeded in 
having the Congress to grant them was on March 3, 1871. 

It seems that they should have been satisfied after they had 
gotten 159,000,000 acres of the people’s land without paying for 
it, but they were not. 

Just four years later, on March 3, 1875, they succeeded in 
having Congress pass the statute under consideration, giving 
them the rights of way through the public lands and the timber 
adjacent to said rights of way with which to construct their 
roads. 

In other words, after they had gotten for nothing more than 
one-sixteenth of all the land in this Government as a subsidy 
they succeeded in passing a statute the effect of which seems 


to give them the timber on the land for the purpose of construct- 
ing their roadbeds, the title of which still remained in the Gov- 
ernment. 

While the people can not possibly be benefited by the repeal 
of this statute in any way approaching the benefit they would 
have received had this statute never been passed, yet they will 
be benefited several million dollars no doubt, and as a matter 
of principle the statute ought to be repealed. [Applause.] 

It is of course impossible, I presume, to take this vast area 
of land from them now, but it is possible to repeal the statute 
in question which gives to the railroads so much valuable 
timber for which they ought to pay the Government a rea- 
sonable price. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, if the ordinary citizen of this Republic goes 
on government land and cuts down one stick of timber for fire- 
wood to warm his wife and children in the winter time, he is 
liable to a criminal prosecution under a federal statute. 

If the ordinary citizen goes on government land and cuts 
timber for the purpose of fencing his newly cleared land, or 
for the purpose of building shelter for himself and family, or 
for the purpose of building barns or sheds for his live stock, 
he is liable to a criminal prosecution in the federal court. 

But the railroad companies, under this statute, as construed 
by the courts, are enabled to go anywhere from 2 miles to 25 
miles on either side of their rights of way and cut all of the 
government timber they want, to construct their roadbeds, side 
tracks, and depots. 4 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
a settler upon the public lands or anywhere in the vicinity of 
public lands has not the right to take timber from the public 
lands for fencing, firewood, for the improvement of his farm- 
houses, barns, sheds, and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. OLDFIELD. No; he has not. 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
a settler on the public domain has not that right? 

Mr. OLDFIELD. A settler has that right on his own land, 
but he has not the right to go onto other lands and cut down 
timber for any other purpose than for a railroad company. 

Mr. MONDELL. I know the gentleman does not want to put 
a statement which is not correct into the record. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that a settler in the West does not 
have the right wherever there are public lands to go generally 
upon the public lands to secure timber for his own use? The 
N certainly does not want to be understood as saying 

at. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. I do not think he has. 
thing about settlers. I spoke of citizens. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is mistaken if he thinks he 
has not, for certainly he has. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, does the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] have reference to the stat- 
ute that permits the cutting of wood for fire purposes to the 
amount of $50 only? Because to that extent I will say that the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. OLDFIELD] may be mistaken, 
for the law is that he may be permitted to take as much as 
$50 worth for fire purposes. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman from Colorado will permit 
me, the limitation to which he refers, if he will recall, is a 
limitation of regulation and not of statute. The statute places 
no limitation on the amount of timber that a settler upon the 
public lands may take from the public lands anywhere for the 
improvement of his property. r 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. If the gentleman from Arkansas 
will permit me, I will accept the explanation made by the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetx] that it is a regula- 
tion, but we in the West have been governed so much by these 
regulations that we regard them as laws. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OLDFIELD. I am familiar with the regulation referred 
to by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxpzrw] and the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER]. 

This regulation was made by the Department of the Interior 
on February 10, 1900, and applies only to the States of Colo- 
rado, Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, 
Nevada, and Utah, and the Territories of Arizona and New 
Mexico. ; 

This is a regulation made by the Interior Department, but is 
not general in its nature, and applies only to the States and 
Territories I have just named. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is there a similar regulation with regard 
to the railroad companies? Can they cut more than $50 worth 
of timber? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the gentleman has been stating ac- 
curately what the decisions of the courts were with regard to 
these limitations. 


I did not say any- 
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Mr. OLDFIELD. At this time when so much proof has been 
adduced by men whose opinions are entitled to great weight 
to the effect that the natural resources of our country should 
be conserved, and especially that our timber resources should 
e aati guarded, I believe Congress ought to act. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

* While the courts have held that railroads, under this statute, 
may go from 2 miles to 25 miles on either side of their rights of 
way and cut down the timber on government land for the pur- 
pose of constructing their roadbeds, yet my observation con- 
vinces me that they frequently go even farther than 25 miles 
on each side of their rights of way and cut down and use the 
government timber. 

I am sure I have seen ties cut by the railroad company from 
government lands anywhere from 20 to 30 miles from its right 
of way, and this timber, remember, is not used solely for the 
purpose of constructing that part of the road adjacent to said 
land, but, under the decision of the court in the case of the 
United States v. Denver and Rio Grande Railroad Company, 
reported in the One hundred and fiftieth United States Supreme 
Court Report, at page 1, may be used anywhere along its line 
of road. 

It may be carried 100 miles or even 500 or 1,000 miles from 
the place where it is cut to be used. 

I think this statute ought to be repealed or so amended as to 
compel the railroads to pay a reasonable price for such timber. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, to illustrate how unfair and how unjust this 
law really is. I will shy that about three years ago two men, 
good citizens too, wrote me a letter stating that a storm had 
recently blown down some timber on government land in their 
neighborhood, and asked my advice as to whether they could 
under the law saw up this timber into lumber and build a 
schoolhouse or a church. 

I looked up the matter and advised with the timber man of 
the United States Government in that territory, who told me 
that while he would be glad to help the people asking for this 
blown-down government timber, yet there was no law by which 
he could do it, and if they should use this timber for the pur- 
pose they mentioned or for any other purpose they would be 
liable to a criminal prosecution in the federal court. 

Hence that timber is lying there on the ground to-day rotting 
unless the railroad company has decided to use it. [Applause.] 

Such a situation is flagrantly unfair to the citizenship of this 
country. [Applause.] 

While the Iron Mountain Railroad was building the White 
River Railroad in my district a few years ago, right well do I 
remember that when a man was arrested charged with the crime 
of cutting government timber and could prove that he was cut- 
ting the timber for the railroad company, that was the end 
of his case, but if he were unable to make such proof, it was 
quite different, as he was usually convicted and punished. 


I remember quite well that Joe Pinnix and John Emery and 
Milt Russell were arraigned in the federal court at Batesville, 
while the White River Railroad was being built in my district, 
charged with the crime of cutting government timber. 

The proof showed that they were cutting the timber for the 
White River Railroad, hence they were, under this statute, very 
promptly discharged. 

About the same time J. S. Wallace was arraigned in the same 
court charged with the crime of cutting government timber. 

The proof failed to show that he was cutting the timber for 
the railroad company, hence he was convicted and fined $100. 

Mr. Chairman, this sort of condition ought not to exist. This 
situation caused by this unjust statute is unfair to the ordi- 
nary citizen of this country, and the statute should without 
delay be repealed. [Applause.] 

There is another reason why the railroads should be com- 
pelled to pay for the timber they take from the government 
lands, and that is, if they were compelled to pay a reasonable 
price for the timber they use in the construction of their roads, 
they would no doubt be more economical in the timber they 
use and less extravagant in the destruction of the timber they 
destroy in getting their timber to their rights of way, for it 
seems to be one of the failings of human nature that one is 
more extravagant with the things which cost him nothing. 

I dare say if a bill should be introduced to-day by any Mem- 
ber on this floor, giving any particular, plain, ordinary citizen 
the privilege of going on the government land and cutting down 
timber for the purpose of fencing his newly cleared land, it 
would be met by the objection that the beneficiary in the bill 
was granted a privilege not accorded other citizens, yet this is 
the very condition we find in this statute which has been the 
law since March 3, 1875. 

Yet I do not recall that Mr. Ballinger, who seems to be 
very much interested in the conservation of our timber re- 
sources, has ever asked or recommended that this statute be 
repealed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the plain citizen of this Republic is entitled 
to just as much consideration at the hands of Congress as the 
great railway companies. [Applause.] 

I concede that a railroad is a good thing for a nation, State, 
or community, but I claim that the ordinary citizen is also a 
good thing for a nation, State, or community, [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the difference is that the people have never 
asked special fayors and special privileges at the hands of Con- 
gress, while the great railway corporations and other great in- 
terests are always here clamoring for more than they are 
entitled to, and they usually get the lion’s share, 

We boast that we have a Government where every man is 
equal before the law, and I would to God it were so. 

It is impossible, however, to have such a government when 
unequal and unjust laws are placed and are permitted to re- 
main on our statute books, [Applause.] 
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RAILROAD-CONSTRUCTION LAND GRANTS, 


Date of grant. 


Do... 
June 10, 1852.. iiannibal and St. Joseph. 


35 
51 
2 3 
a iuw Rock and Fort Smith 1, 052, 082. 51 052. 61 
-| Memphis and Little Rock.. 838, 400. 00 184, 33 
Burlington and Missouri River 1, 046, 062. 73 389, 11 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific... 1, 228, 526. 96 644, 747.17 
Cedar Rapids and Missouri River. 1, 025, 795. 67 1, 166, 836. 63 
Dubuque and Pacific............ 1, 207, 145. 51 1, 239, 464. 08 
Florida, Atlantie and Gulf Central 1, 815, 496, 22 1, 308, 620. 88 
-| Florida Central and Peninsular. 1, 034, 279. 72 721, 613. 88 
Florida and Alabama 147, 942. 81 166, 691. 08 
Alabama and Florida 439, 972. 58 399, 022. 84 
.--| Coosa and Tennessee... 95, 033, 12 67, 784. 96 
.| Alabama and Chattan 832, 693. 62 653, 808. 57 
-| Mobile and Girard ....... $02, 181.16 302, 181. 16 
-| South and North Alabama 594, 689. 60 445, 438. 43 
Selma. Rome and Dalton 508, 620. 33 458, 555. 82 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette 128, 000. 00 128, 301.05 
a Marquette, Son ton a Ontonagon. 305, 929, 59 305, 929. 59 
-| Ontonagon and Brule River .. 680! 033: 37 518, 065. 38 
cagoand Northwestern. 9 x 
:| Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw 1, 053, 138, 67 743, 787.58 
.| Grand Rapids and Indiana 954, 373.83 652, 521. 10 
Port Huron and Lake Michigan ....... $7, 467. 44 37, 467. 44 
Flint and Pere Marquette 589, 290. 83 512, 877. 03 


Southwest Branch Pacific.......... 
St. Tonis, Iron Mountain and Southern 


Certified or 
Total area. atented to 
une 30, 1907. 
Acres. 8. 
siss 2, 595, 133. 00 2, 595, 133. 00 
419, 528. 44 419, 528. 44 
737, 130, 29 737,130.29 
778, 550. 04 611, 323. 
S 1, 159, 080. 
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RAILROAD-CONSTRUCTION 


ees St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha... 


8 and Northwestern 
Shreveport an 


Chicago, 3 and St. Paul.. 
Pacific. 


Union 
Denver Pacific). 
Kansas 

guma Pacific sae Branch 


Do 
May 12, 1864 
July 2, 1864 ... 
July 2, 1864, ete 
July 
J 


It will thus be seen from the report of the commissioner that 
the total area granted to railroad companies from September 
28, 1850, to March 3, 1871, was 159,125,734.25 acres, while the 
total amount patented to said companies to June 30, 1907, was 
110,320,440 and a fraction acres. The difference between the 
grants and the patents is accounted for by the fact that many 
of the grants covered lands whose title had already been parted 
with by the United States under preemption, homestead, or other 
land laws. 

Since June 30, 1907, the commissioner informs me that the 
following lands have been certified or patented to railroad 


m es: 

87 nen Acres. 
4009 state grants TT S 4, 178. 62 
1908, 35. 1, 128, 698. 84 


Total for year 1908 1, 132, 867. 46 


Total for year 1909 to June 30 2) 426; 366. 57 
To which a add all lands W to i une 30, 1907 110; 320, 440. 13 
a 113, 879, 674. 16 


45, 228, 858. 42 


PRICES OF THESE LANDS. 

It must be remembered that these grants and patents cov- 
ered in their day and time lands which under the present clas- 
sification would be agricultural lands, pasture lands, timber 
lands, and even coal lands. A large part of them were valuable 
agricultural lands and a still larger part more valuable timber 
lands. It is difficult to estimate the value of the lands patented 
and still more difficult the value of the lands granted. The fol- 
lowing estimate is submitted, however, for what it is worth: 

VALUE OF THE LANDS PATENTED. 
118,879,375.83 acres, at $1.25 per acre, the minimum 


$142, 549, 592. 72 


riee — —— — ae e e a e - 
113,879,375.83 acres, at $2.50 acre, the double 
as Ace ab 8 ber ac. üs Polis 287, 600. 185.44 
o a a ra 
average ere tanana Secale A setae heart ceo 569, 398, 370. 88 


From this it is evident that the railroads have received from 
lands actually patented a sum between $150,000,000 and $569,- 
398,370, and nearer the latter than the former. The calcula- 
tion for lands granted may easily be made. 

From the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1909, at 
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page 40, it will be seen that the people have gotten by home- 
stead, since the homestead law was passed, up to June 30, 
1909, a total of 115,124,295.68 acres of the public lands; the 
railroads have gotten, in the way of subsidies, nearly as much, 
or 113,879,674.16 acres of the public lands, 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, upon two occasions I have 
already addressed this House concerning the condition of affairs 
in the Kongo Free State. I have taken occasion to say that I 
believe that the reported atrocities in the Kongo Free State 
were due mainly to the actions of one native tribe fighting 
another, and that the Belgians, instead of being responsible for 
any of these outrages, had done a great deal to put a stop to 
them. Notably was this the case in the extermination of the 
Arab slave trade by the late King Leopold, a seemingly impos- 
sible task successfully carried out at his private expense. I 
have also had occasion to express my firm conviction that the 
agitation directed against the Belgians in Great Britain was 
due to a desire on the part of the latter country to appropriate 
to itself the vast territories of the Kongo Free State, both on 
account of the natural resources there and because that terri- 
tory offered the best opportunity for the construction of the 
Cape to Cairo Railway to the British. 

Under these circumstances, I felt called upon to enter an 
earnest protest against the action of our Department of State 
in presenting its note of last year to the Belgian Government. 
Secretary Root was led by the British into an attempt to pull 
the chestnuts out of the fire for them. How gravely our De- 
partment of State was mistaken as to the actual condition of 
affairs in the Kongo will appear from the following articles. 

The first appeared in the New York Tribune of January 4, 
1910, and is as follows: 

DEFENSE OF LEOPOLD—NO KONGO ATROCITIES, SAYS ARCHBISHOP IRELAND. 
ST. PAUL, January 3. 


8 1 in a statement Issued for publication an A 
y defended the course of the late King Leopold of Belgium in h 
soyernine 5 a calm 5 of fact says the arch- 
bishop, “the general American 2 changes very eer for the better 
its tone with regard to the ad nistration of the Kongo under the late 
King of Belgium. There was st first the passionate outcry against 
barbarous cruelties committed under his r 
— — or reports of ee ote an 
being listened to, and the bogy of atrocities is 


me. Now, however, official 
unprejudiced travelers are 
is being more or less put 
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“As a plain matter of fact, there were no ‘atrocities’ in the Kongo. 


This may not be taken as mean that the Belgian operations on 
the whole, in a new and untried field of labor, were a times free 
from abuses of any kind, but that the oft-proclaimed ‘ atrocities’ took 
place and were the results of a general ad tration is entirely false.” 


The next is from the New York Sun of December 19, 1909: 


LEOPOLD NOT AS BAD AS PAINTED—-PROFESSOR WHEELER, OF YALE, TALKS 
ON THE LATE MONARCH—-SAYS HR WAS A MODEL CONSTITUTIONAL KING, 
AND THAT THE STORIES OF KONGO ATROCITIES WERE MUCH EXAGGER- 
ATED BY THE ENGLISH FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES. 


New Haven, CONN., December 18. 


Prof. Arthur M. Wheeler, of Leer. lecturer on European Leia! in 
discussing the death of BID gs 3 that he belie the 
reports of the atrocities of Kongo had 


doctored by the re 7 
and that these reports were inspired by the desire of the En to 
obtain for themselves the territory of the State to enable them to com- 
plete their Cape to Cairo railroad. He also said that Leopold was a 
mos, 5 King Leopold true,” said Prof 
“If eve g sa S ng were e. essor 
Wheeler, “he would be no blacker than the rest of them. There is a 
vast deal of exaggeration in the reports of the cruelties in the Kongo, 
without a doubt. If you will take a map of Africa you will see that 
the route of the Ca to Cairo Railroad runs onally across the 
Congo State; hence the attempt by the English to blacken the record 
of Leopold there. 
“England will get the territory eventually, I a Se and these. re- 
orts of the cruelty of the Belgians sent out from glish sources are 
line with this 1 of the British. If there is 8 worse than 
the operations of the British in Africa I do not know of it. The way 
they treated the Zulus, mowing them down with Gatling Men is hardly 
worse than the cruelties attributed to the Belgians. too, they 
sent down to the coast cargoes of gin, and some one has told me that 
there are enough gin bottles at the port of entry to make a pile as 
high as one of the Pyramids. 5 
“When Christian nations war on their inferiors, they have a habit 
. of dropping their civilized habits, you know. We drop everything called 
‘international law’ when we war on barbarism, which we keep when 
we war on Christian nations; for instance, that exalted Jameson raid. 
In Miss Kingsley’s book you will find, if you care to look, some facts 
of the manner in which the Africans were treated by the English, with- 
out honor or conscience, 
with its tremen- 


England is on each 
mistaken, 

I attach no 

so appa I am very 

“At home Leopold was a model constitutional sovereign. Why should 


he be so satanic to the natives of the Kongo? These reports come from 
English and Portuguese sources.” 


“How about the ae brought back by the missionaries?” Pro- 


fessor Wheeler was asked. 

“The missionaries are dependent on the Governmen 
member,“ he said. “They can not stay except under 
Government, and therefore speak well of it. ou must remember that 
the rivalry between the English and Belgian missionaries is most in- 
tense. It is a fight between the Protestant and Roman Catholic. This 
would add to the coloring of the reports, and altogether I am not 
inclined to regard seriously the indictments. 

“Leopold at the time he came to the throne was a Protestant. He 
married a Roman Catholic, and his children have been brought up in 
that religion. When he came to the throne he told the Belgians that he 
had his trunk already packed, and any time he was found to be unsatis- 
factory he would leave. 

“What was the result? He proved to be one of the best constitu- 
tional kings who ever lived, developing the resources of the country and 
improving conditions continually. No one can stay in Belgium without 
learning that. If he erred in Africa it was because everyone else has 
erred. ‘'The end justifies the means.’ He must have laborers in the 


you must re- 
e ægis of the 


Kongo. If the chiefs didn't furnish them he must do as the British did. 
x old was not ostracised because of his relations with women, nor 
did he lose caste. How could he? The adventures of royalty are such 


that were he brought before the judgment of the al families he would 
be like Warren Hastings, no one could show a much better record himself. 
“The late ey | had a fine grasp of ps in Europe. He broke 
from traditional lines, and his judgment on European situations was 
most valuable. 
“The Kongo? I think that before long you will find that on one pre- 
text or another England has bored a hole right up through the territory.” 


The third is a “broadside,” issued by the leading men in 
Belgium, as follows: i 
BRUSSELS, November 21, 1909. 


We, the undersigned, righteously indignant at the continued unfair 
criticisms and attacks made by some English people upon our country 
concerning its African possessions, can not refrain from publicly giving 
vent to an emphatic protest. 

We earnestly desire to raise our voice, as apparently urged to by 
His Grace the Lord Archbishop of e at the meeting held in 
London on the 19th of November, 1909, and feel assured that in doing 
so we are helping to dispel many a misunderstanding and to overcome 
many a preju ice. 

On the 15th of November, 1908, Belgium took over the administra- 
tion of the Kongo, which up to that time, under agreement of the 
powers, was a free State. 

The annexation gave rise to exhaustive debates in Parliament, bear- 
ing both on the past and on the future, every opinion being 1 igs pen 
considered, so that not the slightest doubt can remain as to the hon- 
esty of the nation’s intentions or its full consciousness of the responsi- 
bilities the annexation entails. 

The future of the colony has now been provided for by an organic 
law, most carefully elaborated and passed through both houses by vi | 
large majorities. It places the colony under parliamentary control, 
and it may be safely said that no other law relating to colonial or- 
ganizations is more truly liberal in character, 

Scarely had the country decided to take over the Kongo when the 
Prince Royal of Belgium went on a journey through the colony and 
carefully investigated into the state of affairs. The whole country fol- 
lowed his movements with the greatest interest and appreciation. 

Almost simultaneously the colonial minister went to en in order 
to study for himself the condition of things from every possible point of 


view. He crossed the greater part of the Kongo territory and inquired, 
even to the minutest details, into the organization and administration. 

Everyone was at liberty to approach him, to speak to him without 
fear or resi t whatsoever. 

Soon after his return to Belgium he submitted to Parliament a pro- 

gramme Bropesing, the abandonment of the system of exploitation of 
he products of the domain by the administration, the collection of 
taxes in money to be made general, and this in lieu of labor; further 
to give facilities to commerce and to private Initiative, and to promote 
the moral and technical instruction of the natives. 

This 5 is the expression of a 8 and civilizing 
policy which has been accepted, in principle, 7 all parties. 

In England well-informed opinion has likewise received it favorably; 
the Government and a large portion of the press have referred to it 
with an obvious desire for conciliation and appeasement. 

We welcome with great satisfaction these signs of relaxation, inas- 
much as we earnestly desire to maintain the bonds which unite us so 
closely to the English people, bonds made of time-honored sympathies, 
of the same respect for the liberties of the people, and of common 
political and commercial interests. 

Nevertheless, distrust is still lurking in some minds, distrust as to 
the future, and this distrust shows itself in resolutions, public declara- 
uona — — libelous writings which every true patriot can not but resent 
and deplore. 

We deem it our duty publicly to express our regret thereat and to 
potas against attacks so unmerited, and which, we have every con- 
dence in asserting, Belgium shall never give cause for in the future. 

This duty is imperative in view of the fact that Belgium has raised 
herself into prominence and stands great and honored among the 
nations; that she has always discharged her international obligations 
faithfully and correctly; that there is hardly any social progress to 
which she has not been a party; and that she is fully aware of her 
moral responsibility to the civilized world. 

The Kongo is now dependent on a mother country which is indus- 
trious and wealthy, well organized, enjoying political end social insti- 
tutions which n not fear comparison, and where a free press, con- 
stantly on the watch, enlightens public opinion. It is subject to the 
control of a parliament possessing great authority, checked by a vigi- 
lant opponat, and has a minister responsible to Parliament for all 
the acts of his administration. 

porne not these facts to remove the shadow of suspicion? 

And yet, strange as it may appear, whereas on the one hand a high 
tribute is paid to our national character, on the other hand it is 
asserted that our colonial administration would tolerate criminal acts. 

Is it to be believed that the Belgian people could be indifferent to 
such a monstrous state of affairs, and that our Parliament, our press, 
and public opinion in our 8 could remain unmoved by it? 


A few days ago, at the Guildhall banquet, M. Asquith, the prime 
minister of England, expressed his confidence in our parliamentary 
institutions, and, referring to the cordial relations existing between 


the two countries, welcomed the declaration of our colonial minister, 
“for,” he said, it has opened a prospect more hopeful than any which 
has hitherto been offered to us.” 
That the people of England should suspend their judgment in the 
meantime is all we ask. 
That they should cease to treat the Belgian colony differently from 
1 which are subject to the same international rules. 
This primary justice it is our duty to claim, and we do claim it 
with greater faith from a nation that prides herself on her love of 
8 and country, and, therefore, will be able the better to respect 
others the same feelings and to silence accusations which are alto- 
gether unwarranted. 
Aug. Beernaert, Minister of State, the President; Ch. 
Dejace, Professor at the University at Liege; Dubois, 
Director of the Antwerp Superior Commercial In- 
Professor at the Universit, of 
oya 


. Of Brussels, the 
ee of Mechlin; Reverend Rochedieu, Presi- 
ent o 


man, 
Nerincx, Vice-President of the House of Representa- 
tives; Har: ies, Vice-President of the House of 
Representatives; de Lantshee Minister of State; 
Woeste, Minister of State; eune, Minister of 
State; Count P. de Smet de Naeyer, Minister of 
State; Devolder, Minister of State; van den Peere- 
boom, Minister of State; Van Den Heuvel, Minister 
of State; van Maldeghem, First President of the 

= Court of Cassation ; Lameere, President of the House 
of the Court of Cassation; R. Janssens, Attorney- 
General at the Court of Cassation ; Jouveneau, First 
President of the Court of Appeal, Brussels; de 
Prelle de la Nieppe, Attorney-General at the Court of 
Appeal, Brussels; Van Maele, First President of the 
Court of Appeal of Ghent; Callier, Attorney-General 
at the Court of Appeal of Ghent; Ruys, First Presi- 
dent of the Co of Appeal of Liege; Henoul, 
Attorney-General of the Court of Appeal of Liege, 
€h. Bauss, President of the Federation of. Advo- 
cates of Belgium; Lemonnier, Burgomaster of Brus- 
sels, pro tempore ; Buls, ex-Burgomaster of Brussels; 
De Vos, Burgomaster of Antwerp; Kleyer, Burgo- 
master of Liege; Siffer, Burgomaster of Ghent, pro 
tempore; J. et ay of the Royal Academy of Sciences, 
Literature, and the Fine Arts, of Belgium; Baron B. 
de Borchgrave, President for 1910 of the Royal 
Academy of Sciences, Literature, and the Fine Arts, 
of Belgium; Doctor Moeller, President of the Belgian 
Royal Academy of Medicine; De Vreese, President of 
the Flemish Royal Academy; V. de Brabandere, Rec- 
tor of the Ghent University; J. Fraipont, Rector 
of the Liege University; Monsigneur Ladeuze, Rector 
Magnificus of the Catholic University of Louvain; P. 
Errera, Rector of the Brussels Free University; Sol- 
vay, Founder of the Solvay Institutes, Brussels. 
(Besides, numerous signatures of other notable per- 
sonages. 
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Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I take a deep and an abiding 
interest in the internal improvements of our country, especially 
in the building of good roads and the improvement of our 
harbors and inland waterways, to the end that the people may 
have quicker communication and cheaper and more speedy 
transportation. 

The cities of New York and Buffalo are the two great grain 
centers of the continent; the latter the receiving center and 
the former the distributing center for the world’s traffic. Both 
are gradually losing their trade because of the harbor hin- 
drances and the lack of transportation facilities. The present 
improvements in the Erie and Champlain Barge canals and the 
upper and lower Hudson River will greatly facilitate the means 
of transportation, increase the internal commerce of the 12 
great States of the central Middle West, reduce freight. rates, 
and ultimately restore both of these great cities to their former 
prestige as shipping centers. If the Canadian Georgian Bay 
Canal is constructed, as now seems probable, the grain, flour, 
and iron trade of the great Northwest, amounting to many mil- 
lions of tons annually for foreign export, that passes through 
the straits will not touch Cleveland and Buffale, break bulk, 
and go forward either by the Erie Canal or by rail to New 
York, but that immense yolume of freight will pass through 
the Georgian Bay, thence directly to the ocean by the canal, 
Montreal, and the St. Lawrence to foreign markets. This is 
the condition that now confronts the people of the central West, 
of New York, and of the export cities of the Atlantic coast. 
Unless we meet this condition by competitive enterprise, giving 
us cheaper, quicker, more direct, and more adequate means of 
transportation from the very doors of the nation’s agricultural 
and manufacturing industries, then this great volume of busi- 
ness that is now ours, and should remain ours, will be lost and 
gone forever. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have read in my time a statement unanimously 
adopted by the New York Waterways Association in convention 
assembled in Albany, N. Y., on the Ist day of December, 1909. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We favor a broad, and scientific policy, not in the care 


only 
and development 275 La public forests we now have, but in the acquisi- 
tion of new areas, treatment of the forests in such manner as will 


of treo pl highest ends — and the encouragement by the State 
0 eee 


yl ge 5373 under 
state control, 5 trous floods may be — that 


a more uniform flow of water may be in river, and canal, 
and that our vast and now wa water power may be uti for in- 
dustrial p er such arrangements as will payline 
nue to the tate Rage hel 2 the expense involved. 

That the 2 — York State Waterways Association, understandin 
appreciating the invaluable service rendered to the State in the tad? | sen 
and investiga in surface and water 8 


. with a view to 

the speedy 5 of is immense possibili: in the interests of 
power. 

We recommend legislative action which shall provide tos 


First. Comp s se the d data necessary a better 
general knowl the natural streams of this State er which the 
ion — other public use has been exercised or claimed by 


nne — naviga! 
the 


Aae An engineering report — the 8 eondition of such 
streams and as to what ee are des: r improvements necessary 
to greater utilization thereof. 

Third. Determining as to the desirability of permanent official over- 
sight to protect — streams against u 3 or invasion, con- 
trary to public interest and wi t public au 

We further recommend that proper and aT. — mapa be taken by 
the State to protect the waters of our vers, ant harbors from 
any such pollution as would result in injury commerce and to health 
and to affecting injuriously the navigability ity, of any of our waterways. 

That the New York State Waterwa: raye on does hereby recom- 
mend that a commission be appointed by the paene Seea to consider and 

e reopening of Chenan. 


ost 
ously reached, ‘ee e mutual efit of New York and Pennsylvania, 
and that such commission ascertain upon what terms and conditions 
and by what route said waterways can be extended to the anthracite 
coal fields of Pennsylvania and as to what extent the State of Pennsyl- 
vania will cooperate in such enterprise. 

8 the association also recommends that an Sppro riation be made 

Bia, legislature for surveys, estimates, and report the state en- 

İner c of the 13 2 cost for the im ten gpa and 8558 sion to Lake 

the Black River Canal, an advisability and ad- 

9 oe 3 same, and urge upon gy superintendent of public works 
the importance of work, 

In view of the fact that the Hudson River, forming a connection be- 
tween the Atlantic Ocean and the Great Lakes by means of the Erie 
Canal and with the Dominion of Canada by means of the Oswego Canal 

anal and Lake Cham amplain, is and always has been, 

one of the Peate, oe of the country, for passenger trave 
and is, in its present con i gy not wide or deep 

to — the present traffic, 
6 to it u on 


to immediately tak: 
width and depth co with the national importance 


waters if —.— 
| The 


of the Hudson Rives and of the commerce thet woeld be borne upon tts 
uate facilities w afforded. 

pletion of the Harlem Ship Canat should be w upon the 
Federal Go . — at the earliest 2 time, compl: the chan- 
nel, whieh has been authorized, from t Hudson River to the East 
River. The Bronx Bronx, Weetehenter, East Chester, and Hutch- 
inson rivers should also immediately improved. These improvements 
will not ss avoid the prionn ns — wy of Hell Gate, but also pro- 
vide a channel commensurate with the demands of present and future 


of a canal from Jamaica Bay to and 
to Poconico Bay of the utmost Lg gtk ease 
a the "Pian må the benenta C ame —. 85 A 
e approve a ay as an 
approved of New York, this project ha 
the United States sua foe which & come 
— last N 
mests of the 


a that ch the nay gy of New York con- 
Eadates much — 2 to eo the Federal Government than any 
other State, and has already oP dolars for the improvements of its 
pleted will add grea ‘millions, 0 These waterways when com- 


commerce. 
We consider the 


bog A ay ge ta to the commercial prosperity of the Nation. 
The at fide. wate 3 for t e will nire adequate ter- 
minals at water. A * pn of call is reeommen at or near Spuy- 


ten Duyvil. are suggested at or near the following points: 
West e eaire street, Canal iei es the Battery, Corlears Hook, 
Pelham Bay, Flushin Gowanus Bay, Jamaica Bay, and such 
. e ork as the of commerce may require. 


That it be recommend 
on the St. Lawrence pea, be n 
by removing . in the ee 2 


that the ens tg of the city of Ogdens burg 
y the National Governmen 
harbor between the two 


ment be ap by the Government. — t de recommended 

that all f improvements be made at the port of Dun- 

kirk aoe Sy ef pro said port with suitable and sufficient 
kaspa 


7,000,000 moee for the Re of 

$ Whereas the wisdom, f t, 

by 1 2 L W N widely 
not seem to 

other — There: 


should by the N t until a complete plan 
and 12 and eg eon national waterways shall 
be adopted by a government board o covering the cost, 


National Government within 
—* relation to the amount 
| themselves upon their own 


tion in favor of the 


or o 
Second. That all ee 
States should, as a rule, bear am ogui 

heretofore or hereafter expended 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the statement just read speaks 
for itself. As a Member of this House from the State of New 
York, I desire to say that I shall give all that the statement 
contains my earnest personal attention and consideration, and, 
in so far as I can, do my best to carry out its recommendations, 

And now, sir, I send to the Clerk’s desk a leading and a timely 
editorial on the subject-matter from the New York World, ap- 
pearing in that paper on Wednesday, December 1, 1909, and ask 
to have it read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NEW YORK’S WATERWAYS. 
BRD atom baa rls York World, Wednesday, December 1, 1909.] 


ng Ar fe of the Fort Wayn 


cana) from e Erle, which would shorten. the Iake 
route from miles and give a longer ice-free season; and 
of the provement of the na rotected waterway furnished by 


These pro; are interstate. They must be undertaken by the 
vernment. A fourth convention was held in Albany yester- 
y to discuss routes which lie wholly within New York, which make 
* fats for federal assistance, yet are assets of national greatness. 
ire State is making with waterways comparable in 
ca a ene value rather with these O France or Germany than with ordt- 
state undertakings. The Erle Canal, its Black River and Cham- 
m branches, the eca and Cayuga "addition just authorized b 
referendum, and the vast Aenor works which in New York City mus 
provide canal terminals and a new railroad harbor for steams 
will be combined a work not far short of the Panama Canal in cos 


t victory for the — Canal was 
Parity 8 248,000. Particularly ts it 


underst 
— in 1903 by a ata 

understood in ty how intimately connected is ca 
— — with of the port and how much 


reign commerce 
as 
chaeret by the the a A ai t OF new boats allt f oE tho narge © canal 
They are not of full size, since they must pass and 
they came half laden, since the present E canal te bet batt on MAP lax th 


York 
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mner of a when the enlarged 
through any lock two Med Moy of freight at 


will be, but they are a welcome foreru 
canal can discharge 


onthe completion of the canal should be hastened ey means in 
the power of the State. The sooner it is carr the better; and 
the sooner the State and the city begin work upon the terminals and 
the harbor the more completely and promptly we shail realize, when 
the canal is opened, the business advantages which will more than re- 
ward such great expenditures. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words in conclu- 
gion, and that is to say that the matters herein set forth de- 
mand the serious attention and immediate consideration of 
every Representative of the people in Congress, especially of the 
Members from the great State of New York, and to that end I 
promise the people of my State and of the country generally to 
do my part in Congress and out of Congress to the furtherance 
of its speedy accomplishment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. GOULDEN]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation bill under 
discussion is certainly one of interest to the people. It is a 
unanimous report, showing a saying of $10,000,000 over last 
year. Most subjects presented to Congress and considered in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union are 
important. The daily press, in a spirit of humor, ofttimes poke 
fun at state and national legislators. 

They would fain have the country believe that the Members 
do not take these matters seriously. This is a mistake. While 
many things discussed here and at the state capitols may not 
seem of interest, yet upon a closer examination of the motives 
that prompted the introduction of the measures they will be 
found vital questions at least to a portion of the country. 

The representatives of the press do not, as a rule, give that 
time and attention to these matters that their importance de- 
mands; hence they often do an injustice and help defeat desery- 
ing measures. 

I have no desire to lecture the press, as no one is more will- 
ing to accord to them the great power for good than the 
speaker. Having closely watched the trend of events, the vigi- 
lance of the newspaper men, and their great influence with the 
people, no one appreciates them more than the speaker. May 
they continue as the preservers of our liberties and the pro- 
moters of our common good in the interests of the Republic. 

However, I did not rise to-day for this, but to speak in fayor 
of the improvement of the Nation’s waterways. In November 
and December of last year it was my privilege to attend three 
grand meetings of interested business men from all sections of 
the country, the first held at Norfolk, Va., the second in Albany, 
N. Y., and the third in Washington, two of which the President 
encouraged by his presence and advice, 

Stirring resolutions were adopted, and addresses were made 
by many of the leading men of the Nation. 

Mr. FORNES. At these conventions were there representa- 
tives from all sections of the country? 

Mr. GOULDEN. There were. 

Mr. FORNES. And was there general interest manifested in 
the improvement of our waterways and the creation of new 
ones? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Unquestionably that is true, and public 
sentiment seems to be created thronghout the country in favor 
of a broader, wider, and more liberal improvement of the na- 
tion's waterways. 

Mr. FORNES. That is all I desire to ask. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send to the 
Clerk’s desk and have read the resolutions adopted at Norfolk, 
Va., at the convention of the Atlantic Deeper Waterways. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RESOLUTIONS. 


The Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, in cenvention assem- 
bled at Norfolk, Va., in November, 1909, presents to Congress, to the 
American people, and particularly to the 30,000,000 Americans living 
and doing business on the Atlantic seaboard, the following statements 
ot re a and an appeal for the effective promotion of interests 

vo 3 

First. The association proclaims its friendliness to the principle that 
the creation and extension of waterways within the United States 
Wherever these can contribute to the requirements of American internal 
commerce, are of such importance as to demand the immediate, earnest 
attention of the people, and the Federal and State governments. 

Second. The association warmly commends and pledges itself to sup- 
port all desirable and A ERTAS projects for improving the waterways 
of the Mississippi Valley, the pro; waterway connecting the Atlan- 
tic and the Guif, and meritorious and n projects upon 
the Great Lakes, the Pacific coast, and the Gulf. 

Third. The association commen to the consideration and support 
of all patriotic Americans in the Mississippi veer. upon the Pacific 
coast, and the entire country the grave needs of their fellow citizens 


of ined Atlantic coast in the matter of interlor coastwise water trans- 
po 


on. 


Fourth. These needs include the cheap movement of commodities be- 
tween several of the greater cities of the country, many smaller cities 
multitudes of towns crowded with 1 productive industries, and 
rural communities vitally interested the speedy and eco car- 
riage of food and raw materials to market. Quite one-third of the 
population of the Republic, dwelling on the seaboard, asks the remainder 
of the prone to help it to transportation facilities which must, when 
supplied, apply effective and profitable stimulus to the commerce of the 
Americans dwelling beyond mountains. 

Fifth. The association is willing = 7 55 its case for the prompt con- 


struction of coastwise canals u ts— 

That the railroads are overworked ; that while in ten years 
American railroad traffic has increased two and one-half t railroad 
but little more than one-fifth; that one tow of 
— ip l carry fr n)!!! TAUTORO RN OL, 
each of 30 tons’ capacity; that the average lake rate, being one-tenth o 
the rate per ton on the railroads, plainly indicates the advantage that 
may be gained for the American domestic trade by the creation of wa- 
terways between great industrial communities; and, finally, that while 
far more traffic can always be carried upon a canal than upon a rail- 
way, there is clear evidence that by no possibility can American rail- 
road hope! extend rapidly enough to meet the requirements of swift- 
growing home trade. 

Sixth. The association commends to the judgment of the American 

1 the weighty truth contained in the follow utterance made by 

. H. Taft, now President of the United States, during the campaign 
of 1908, e of the dollar-saving power of water 
t ortation. Taft said: 

" During the season of 1907 there passed through the Seo Canal 
58,000,000 tons of freight, which was carried an average distance of 
828 miles, at the cost of thirty-eight and one-half million dollars, m. 
ing an average cost of 1.1 mills a mile. 

If this freight had been carried by rail at an average railroad per 
ton rate of 7.82 mills, it would have cost three hun and seventy- 
seven millions—that is to say, the saving through decreased cost of 
transportation on the business of a single lake for a single year amounts 
to three hundred and eighty-eight and one-half million dollars, or nearly 
four times the total amount expended by the Government on all the 
lakes since their improvement was begun.” 

Seventh. The association asks the Nation to provide by the construc- 
tion of waterways inside the coast lines that conditions shall be changed, 
which, within a period of three years, between Cape Ann and Ca: 
Hatteras, caused 1,000 marine disasters, the loss of the lives of 
people, the hag gene A of 6,000 other persons, and the destruction of 
eight millions of property, and which constantly maintain heavy charges 
for insurance. 

Eighth. The association is confident that the power in time of war 
to move war vessels between the South and the North, on the Atlantic 
coast, by inside and safe and t routes, may one day prove to be 
metai more than any expenditure that will be required for camal 
extension. 

Ninth. The association congratulates the country upon the steady 
growth of an intelligent public sentiment favoring and demanding this 
great intracoastal waterway. 

We ask that Congress at its next session make the necessary nag 2 
3 for the continuance and completion of the route from Nor- 
olk to Beaufort, N. C., which is now under construction by the United 
States Government. 

We ask that Congress shall eee ares for the purchase of 
the existing Chesa and Delaware Canal, and improve and enlarge 
the same in accor: ce with the report made to Congress. 

That construction shall be inaugurated from Beaufort to the Cape 
Fear River and thence to Florida. 

That the extension north of the Delaware River to New York Bay 
and Long Island Sound and thence to Boston is justified by the large 
existing commerce demanding water transportation. 

That the Hudson River be improved so far as Troy and in time to 
conform to the depth of the proposed Erie Canal, now under construc- 
tion, and that the Hudson be connected with Long Island Sound through 
the Harlem River and gi canal and Bronx Kills in order to avoid 
the dangerous navigation through Hell Gate. 

That, so far as may be without prejudice to the full accomplishment 
of the ad purpose of this aueociation, consideration sbould be given 
to existing channels of trade. 

Furthermore, we urge Co to enact such legislation as will 
prevent ownership or control by railroads engaged in interstate com- 
nene of coastwise shipping on routes in competition with such rail 

nes. 


Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I also desire unanimous 
consent to insert a resolution adopted by the New York State 
Waterway Association, the delegates of which represented 
15,000 members of civic organizations, held in Albany, Novem- 
ber 30 and December 1. Also an extract from an address by 
Mr. John L. Mathews, delivered before the Southern Commer- 
cial Congress in Washington, D. C., December 7, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Record for 
the purpose of including the documents to which he has re- 
ferred. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The articles are as follows: 

{The New York State Waterway Association, in convention assembled 
in Albany, N. Y., November 30 and December 1, 1909.] 

The committee on resolution on “tide waters, rivers and harbors,” 
would submit the following report: 

“In view of the fact that t Hudson River, forming a connection 
between the Atlantic Ocean and the Great Lakes by means of the Erie 
Canal and with the Dominion of Canada by means of the Champlain 
Canal, the Oswego Canal, and Lake Champlain, is, and always has Eom: 
one of the greatest highways of the country, both for passenger travel 
and freight traffic, and is, in its present condition, not wide or deep 
enough at certain points properly to accommodate the present trafic, 
much less provide for the increased traffic which will come to it upon 
the completion of the barge canals. For the above reasons, the Te - 
eral Government should be urged immediately to take such measures 
as will insure a channel of sufficient width and depth commensurate 
with the national importance of the Hudson River and of the com- 
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coke Th ype would be borne upon its waters if adequate facilities were 
affo 

“The completion of the Harlem Ship Canal should be urged upon the 
Federal Government at the earliest possible time, 3 the chan- 


nel, which bas been authorized, from the Hudson River to the East 
River. The Bronx Kills, Bronx, Westchester, East Chester, and Hutch- 
inson rivers should also be immediately improved. These improvements 
will not only avoid the perilous navigation of Hell Gate, but also pro- 
vide a channel commensurate with the demands of present and future 
commerce, 

“We consider the construction of a canal from Jamaica Bay to and 
through Great South Ray to Peconic Bay of the utmost importance, as 
it will afford to Long Island the benefits of the B; Canal traffic. 

“We approve the plan to develop and improve Jamaica Bay as an 
addition to the harbor of New York, this project having already been 
approved by the United States ag A engineers, and for which a con- 
tingent appropriation was made by the last Congress. 

“We believe that we are justified in making these requests of the 
Federal Government, for the reason that the State of New York con- 
tributes much more revenue to the Federal Government than any other 
State and has already appropriated for the improvements of its internal 
waterways hundreds of millions of dollars. These waterways, when 
compiere will add greatly to the commercial prosperity of the Nation. 
The rge Canal, when opened for traffic, will require adequate 
terminals at tide water. A port of call is recommended at or near 
Spuyten Duyvil. Terminals are suggested at or near the following 
pos West Twenty-sixth street, Canal street, the Battery, Corlears 

ook, Pelham Bay, Flushing Bay, Gowanus Bay, Jamaica Bay, and at 
such others in the port of New York as the needs of commerce may 


nne adopted December 1, 1909. 


(Extract from an address by Mr. John L. Mathews, delivered before the 
1.1900. Commercial Congress in Washington, D. C., December 
“There are three counts in the cost of transportation of which we 

must make reckoning. The first of these is the cost from the factory 
door to the river landing; the second is the cost of Padas the freight 
on the boat and taking it off the boat; and the third is the actual cost 
of carrying the cargo on the water. The Germans have worked out 
what is practically an ideal situation for factories in their great har- 
bors of industry, in which slips from the river pro ect into the land so 
that between each two slips extends a bank of land on which is a rail- 
road track, and between the railroad track and the slip on each side is 
room for a factory or a row of factories. Each factory has at each side 
rows of freight-handling cranes, and within the buil regular trolley 
transfer apparatus. 

“The factory can thus receive its raw materials from upcountry by 
rail, take them in at one door, manufacture them, and hand them out 
at the other door to a barge, or it can reverse the process. Handling 
and teaming are entirely eliminated. It is probable that we will not 
come to any such ideal solution as this for a long time in our rivers. 
Ai every factory, however, has a railroad switch, and we can form 
an alliance between the railroad and the river traffic by which freight 
loaded at the factory into a car and hauled over a belt line to the 
river landing can be directly transferred to the boat. It is necessary, 
however, to install some machinery for handling the freight out of 
the freight car or out of the wagon into the boat. I have here the re- 

rt of the Missouri Pacific Railroad, showing that in some 30 of their 

reight houses, representing an investment of $12,000,000 and as well 

equipped as the best railway freight houses in America, it costs them 
not less than 40 cents a ton, and often 60 cents a ton, to handle what 
are known as house freights ''—that Is, package fretghts in less than 
carload lots—out of the freight car by a truck into the freight house, 
oun) 9 same cost is repeated at the other end when the goods are 
unloa 

“ By the use of proper electrically operated machinery these costs can 
be greatly reduced. he actual cost of the electrical current for lifting 
the freight out of the hold of a vessel and swinging it over and lower- 
ing it into a car is about fifteen one-hundredths of a cent a ton. With 
ordinarily skilled labor and the employment of such devices as any 
traffic man can work out for the grouping of hearse in numbers, so 
that 2, 3, or 4 tons can be swung at a load, the whole cost, incense 
the wages of the men employed, can be reduced to 2 cents a ton, an 
need, under the most unfavorable circumstances, not exceed 10 cents a 
ton. Terminals of this sort ought to be established by every city which 
has a navigable river at its doors, and they should connected with 
a belt line or with the individual railroads that operate at that town.” 


Mr. GOULDEN. The great National Rivers and Harbors 
Congress, held in Washington last month, was attended by more 
than 8,000 delegates from every section of the Nation. 

The sentiment of the country is thoroughly aroused on the 
question of a systematic, intelligent improvement of the Na- 
tion’s rivers and harbors. True, some effort has been made by 
Congress to accomplish this work, but I regret to say that it 
has not been satisfactory, due to the lack of funds. 

To illustrate, take the Harlem River and Ship Canal, a 
stream famous in the past as the dividing line between the 
majorities of the two great political parties in the State of 
New York. The Government began this important improve- 
ment in 1878, yet it is only about half done as planned thirty- 
two years ago. The tonnage in 1908 was over 43,000,000 tons, 
valued at over $400,000,000, with one or two exceptions the 
largest of any stream in the United States. 

When the great Erie Barge Canal and its connections, for 
which $108,000,000 has been appropriated by the Empire State, 
is completed, this 8 miles of navigable water connecting the 
Hudson River and Long Island Sound, its tonnage will be 
doubled. 

This, with the opening of the Bronx Kills, less than 1 mile 
in length, approved by the United States engineers more than 
twenty years ago, but nothing done on it, will relieye the con- 
gestion of the East and Hudson rivers, particularly at the 
Battery, and avoid the dangerous passage through Hell Gate. 


The proposed Atlantic deep or inland waterway, from Boston 
to New Orleans, must pass through this channel north and 
south, thus adding largely to its commerce. 

While the improvement of such important waterways as the 
Harlem River and Bronx Kills are thus delayed, what must be 
the condition of other streams of importance to the trade and 
commerce of the country? From this it will readily be seen 
that some systematic plan or policy must be adopted by Con- 
gress to give the much-needed cheap transportation, particu- 
larly of heavy merchandise. 

The question of a bond issue, when the revenues of the Goy- 
ernment will not permit of a sufficient sum annually, must be 
taken up and fayorably considered. 

All meritorious projects that have had the approval of the 
Engineer Corps of the Government should be completed at the 
earliest possible date, with due regard to economy and wise ad- 
ministration. 

The day is not far distant when the public sentiment of the 
country will demand that this be done, and Congress, ever alert 
to the needs of trade and commerce, will adopt such measures 
as will speedily and satisfactorily accomplish the desired and 
long-expected end. The piecemeal and unbusinesslike methods 
of the past must give way to the continuing contract system, 
and money in reasonable sums must be provided annually by 
Congress to do the work, thus keeping pace with the demands 
of trade and commerce. 

It is a settled fact that the railroads, great and important as 
they are, can not give the transportation facilities demanded 
by the rapidly increasing business of the Republic. Let Con- 
gress take notice and act intelligently and at once so that the 
needed relief may be speedily secured. [Applause.] i 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour and a half to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr.Chairman, a Representative in Con- 
gress is a direct servant of the people and should never consider 
himself above his constituency. In this republican form of goy- 
ernment he is their agent and should faithfully reflect their views 
on political issues. He should constantly invite the closest scru- 
tiny of his record, and if it does not square with the people's 
interest, is unworthy their support. There are only two ways in 
which the people can instruct their servants in this representative 
form of government. They must give their instructions through 
party conventions in platforms, or primaries voicing their views. 
If such methods fail, platforms and primary instructions are 
fraudulent and representative government a failure. A party 
that violates its platform pledges is unworthy and deserves the 
scorn of honest men. In platforms we announce our party 
creeds, and any political party not performing its pledges is not 
entitled to the confidence of honorable citizenship. Its decrees, 
inviting the people to join in their advocacy, should be as sacred 
as the promise to our fellow-man in all other affairs. A Repre- 
sentative receiving a commission of the people should perform 
every platform mandate of his party and every pledge made by 
himself or decline the office and thus permit the selection of an 
agent who will honorably keep the faith. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Such course is right and in keeping with 
the genius of our Government. The opposite view renders ab- 
surd party organization and popular government. With us the 
people are the creator and the official the creature. To re- 
verse the proposition makes our system a sham and travesty on 
popular government. When the people are betrayed through 
platform bolting and defiance of party organization, democratic 
institutions are imperiled. Parties should announce general 
and specific principles. They should promulgate candid views 
as to details touching any issue before the country. Their 
promises should be plain, vigorous, and courageous, and when 
made constitute a covenant with the people. They are 
a compact binding both parties to faithful performance. Be- 
yond doxbt such course is strictly within the province of right 
and duty concerning party organization. From such emer- 
gencies parties arose, and alone through them can they survive 
amongst those cherishing free government. Undeniably parties 
should instruct servants through conventions, primaries, cau- 
cuses, and other appropriate agencies when there is a tendency 
of public servants to bolt their instructions and violate solemnly 
avowed pledges. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

With loyal partisans platforms are the supreme party law 
and must stand as their creed till proper organized action re- 
peals the same and substitutes a new faith. Furthermore, re- 
demption of party pledges after the election as well as before 
are alike sacred, whether defeat followed our flag or not. De- 
feat does not change a platform or promise from an honest 
obligation to a fraud and game of confidence to secure votes, 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] An honest pledge continues 
until honorably discharged. Any other view means bad faith 
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and party chaos. No party deserves to win that does not avow 
with courage its position on all issues, with deliberate inten- 
tion to redeem every pledge. And when the platform is an- 
nounced and candidates chosen, every loyal party voter is 
equally bound to support creed and candidate with the same 
fidelity, and default in either event is party and 
reprehensible. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Hence 
when my party acts, whether its action be right or wrong, so 
long as I remain a member thereof I shall steadfastly support 
its platform demands and nominees. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] No other course remains open fór one who pro- 
fesses adherence to any reputable party. A just exception is 
recognized where the district convention pronounces views at 
variance with the national platform. Then it becomes the duty 
of the Representative to obey the instructions of his immediate 
constituency, and for years this right has been approved by 
Democratic caucus action in the House and Senate, 
THE TARIVF AND BROKEN PROMISES OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


This brings me to the discussion of tariff taxation, which 
interests the people more than any other political issue. Other 
problems come and vanish, but the one of tax burdens abides 
with us and will be here to the end of this Government. De- 
liberately considering the Payne-Aldrich bill, I here state that, 
after most exhaustive analysis, in my judgment it is the most 
outrageous tax measure ever placed upon the statutes of any 
government in Christendom. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] A great part of my time from this day forward shall be 
devoted to uncovering its hideous and oppressive features to 
the American people. For twelve years the tariff remained a 
law without being revised. At last the American people de- 
manded a revision, and that downward. Heeding the voice of 
their constituency, the Republican party quickly responded and 
promised to revise the Dingley law and lower its schedules. 
Both in Congress and their national convention at Chicago last 
year they solemnly pledged downward revision. At Milwaukee, 
on September 24, 1908, the presidential candidate, Mr. Taft, un- 
equivocally promised the country downward revision. Thus in 
Congress, by platform declaration, and through the solemn 
pledge of the successful candidate the people who carry the 
tax burdens were pledged relief from high taxes. The Re- 
publican candidate for the presidency then, in carefully prepared 
m pep words, uttered this promise: 

t that a revision of the tariff in ac with 


e p ‘orm toit be, on the whole, a sub- 
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pledge of 4 ward, though there probably will be a few es- 
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The aA tetra faith was not kept, but cruelly broken, and the 
demand for lighter tax burdens answered with a law piling the 
load still higher upon a groaning people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] The American voters will not tolerate such 
flagrant violence to solemn pledges, and, in my judgment, if the 
tariff issue can be clearly and squarely presented this year, 
crushing defeat awaits the Republican forces, and a triumphant 
majority will be attested here in this House by a splendid Demo- 
cratic victory, with the people recording a verdict that no party 
can hereafter make promises and then ruthlessly break them 
and defy honest voters. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
If I mistake not, this is a Democratic year, and the victory will 
ring from ocean to ocean, proclaiming a vindication of the tax- 
payers and consumers against the special few safeguarded and 
bulwarked by the Payne-Aldrich sham. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The schedules of the Dingley Act averaged 44.16 per cent. 
When the Payne bill came to this body last March it averaged 
45.72 per cent. Thus, in the first step, the Dingley rates were 
raised 1.56 per cent. The bill then went from the House to the 
Senate and fell into the fond embraces of its friends. The 
Finance Committee promptly raised the Payne rates 6 per cent. 
The bill passed the Senate and went to conference. The House 
and Senate had made its provisions so outrageously excessive 
that the President felt impelled to interfere at this point and 
fight for some reductions, in order to at least assume a decent 
regard for pledges publicly given. Finally, after fierce contest 
with the conference committee, he forced the House and Senate 
rates down till the average rate of their report exceeded the 
Dingley rates by 1.71 per cent. 

And then only 20 per cent of the Dingley rates were changed; 
6 per cent thereof were decreased and 14 per cent increased. 
Eighty per cent remained unchanged and still rest securely 
upon the backs of the people. The President’s interest resulted 
in a fiasco, and while he seemed to be fighting for reduction 
it was to reduce schedules below the Senate rates and not the 
Dingley schedules, which still left the promise of the President 
and his party unredeemed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
All these charges are true, not taking into consideration the 


maximum and minimum clause of the Payne-Aldrich Act, which, 
when correctly interpreted, means that from and after the 3ist 
day of March, 1910, in addition to the regular rates, 25 per 
cent ad valorem shall constitute the maximum tariff of the 
United States. Permit me to here analyze that clause. In niy 
judgment it is highly significant, and means that the 25 per cent 
additional shall be perpetually concurrent with the other rates. 
It may be removed by the President upon compliance with or 
existence of certain improbable and impracticable conditions, 
First, if no foreign country imposes terms or restrictions, either 
in the way of tariff rates or provisions, trade or other regula- 
tions, charges, exactions, or in any manner, directly or indi- 
rectly, upon the importation into or the sale of our exports to 
such country. if such foreign countries do not unduly 
discriminate against the United States or the products thereof, 
and pay no export bounty or impose no export duty or prohi- 
bition upon exports of any article to the United States, unduly 
discriminating against the United States or products thereof, 
then the 25 per cent duty may be remitted by the President. 
Third, and if such foreign country accords to our agricultural, 
manufactured, and other products treatment which is recip- 
recal and equivalent, then the 25 per cent duty may be remitted 
by the President. Hence it is practically assured that the aver-_ 
age increase of the Payne-Aldrich Act is 26.71 per cent above 
the Dingley law, and the country must recognize such increase 
and 1 under the burdens. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I thank God and approving conscience that I did not vote to 
increase a single rate, but endeavored to reduce every one far 
below the Payne-Aldrich and Dingley schedules to a strictly 
revenue basis. And this course alone will bring relief to the 
suffering masses of consumers throughout the land. [Applause 
on the Democratie side.] 

THE TRUB DEMOCRATIC POSITION. 


It is not inappropriate to here state what is deemed to be the 
true Democratic position in accordance with my views. Abso- 
lute free trade is impracticable with us, and only doctrinaires 
contend for such system. While this Government stands, cus- 
tom-houses must remain at every port. Every country in the 
world levies some tariff, and any scheme to entirely abrogate 
the system is chimerical. And in this way we must continue to 
collect much of our revenue. In accordance with Democratic 
faith and our experience, there are certain cardinal principles 
— should govern our action, and I shall substantially restate 

em: 

First. The Government should never collect one penny more 
of Wee than necessary to administer its affairs with rigid 
economy. 

Second. The lowest rate that will yield the greatest amount 
of revenue should be imposed. 

Third. Luxuries should always bear the highest revenue 
duties. 

Fourth. Experience has vindicated the wisdom of ad valorem 
duties as being the correct practice. 

Fifth. Revenue duties should be laid so as to operate with 
equality throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor 
against any class or section. 

Sixth. Absolute necessities should go on the free list. 

Seventh. There should be imposed a revenue duty upon prac- 
tically all imports, with certain exceptions. These exceptions 
should be determined by the tests: 

Imports coming in competition with trust- controlled products 
should be placed on the free list, and articles of absolute neces- 
sity should be imported free of duty. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Democracy recognizes that the strictest revenue tariff un- 
avoldably carries with it some benefit as certainly as taxation 
implies some burden, however small the amount. And thus 
understanding the problem, we would have the weight and 
effect equitably distributed, so that those best able to assume 
the burdens shall carry them and those with least ability shall 
not be unduly taxed. Protectionism in every form should be 
odious to all true Democrats. There is but one justification of 
tariffs and taxes—revenue. Anything beyond that is robbery 
under guise of law. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


THE ANCIENT AND MODERN JUSTIFICATION OF PROTECTIONISM 
CONTRASTED, 


We can not better reach a correct analysis than to quote Mr. 
Hamilton. He proclaimed, as justifying the doctrine— 

That the internal competition which takes place soon does away with 
eve g like monopoly and by degrees reduces the price of the article 


to the minimum of a reasonable profit on the captal 3 This 
. metion has 
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And subsequently Mr. Blaine, the“ Plumed Knight,” the most 
brilliant advocate of protectionism since the days of the great 
Kentuckian, Henry Clay, stated what he deemed the true theory 


of that principle. In felicitous language, he contended: 

The American protectionist does not seek to evade the legitimate 
results of his theory. He starts with the pro; tion that whatever 
is manufactured at home gives work and wages to our own people, and 
that if the duty is put so high as to even prohibit the import of the 
forel, article the competition of home products will, according to 
Mr, Hamilton’s doctrine, rapidly reduce the price to the consumer. He 

ves numerous illustrations of articles which, under the influence of 

ome competition, have fallen in price below the point at which the 

foreign article was furnished when there was no protection. Protec- 
tion, in.the perfection of its design, as described by Mr. Hamilton, does 
not invite competition from abroad, but is based on the controlling 
principis that Sect oh at home will always prevent monopoly on 
he part of the capitalist, assure wages to our laborer, and defend 
the consumer against the evils of extortion, 

Ah! What has become of their “ internal competition,” “com- 
petition of home products,” and “competition at home?’ It 
is supplanted by monopoly, trusts, and combinations in restraint 
of trade, sheltered and bulwarked behind the impregnable wall 
of protectionism erected and designed for their use and benefit. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The “ home competition ” 
of which Hamilton and Blaine eloquently declaimed has van- 
ished. The strong wall, the foundations of which they laid, has 
crushed competition here, and the merciless rivalry of the world 
is driven back from our shores while the special favorites strip 
the 90,000,000 of consumers of their earnings and substance. To 
such doctrine I never shall subscribe, and as certain as time 
runs an outraged public conscience, inspiring the people, will 
lead them to batter down forever this fortress standing between 
them and justice, prosperity, and happiness. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] First, the manufacturers asked for protec- 
tion to infant industries, and now they demand “reasonable 
profits” to giant trusts and hundreds of illegal combinations. 
A long stride from infant industries to giant robbers! And yet 
the Republican party platform demands it. Democracy is right 
when it demands the razing of that tariff wall to the ground 
and the exposure of these colossal favorites to cruel competi- 
tion throughout the world. Then, and not till then, will the 
American consumer have the same privilege as the foreign pur- 
chaser of our home manufactures. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

FOR THE DENVER DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM FROM END TO END. 


The Denver Democratic platform made specific pledges to the 
people. Had our party achieved victory in the election, we 
would have speedily redeemed every promise. We preached the 
sincerity and soundness of our creed in every State of the 
Union and believed in it. Had we won, these sacred avowals 
to the voters asking them to follow our standard would have 
been kept. If they were sound then, they are sound now, and 
true Democracy still stands ready to defend them. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] We declared to the American voters: 

We favor the immediate revision of the tariff by the reduction of 
import duties. Articles entering into competition with trust. controlled 
producat should be placed upon the free list. * * * We demand the 
mmediate repeal of the tariff upon wood pulp; print paper, lumber, 
timber, and logs, and that these articles be placed upon the free list. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

For my part, I declare this a wise declaration, and if my 
voice were decisive, the same plank would reappear in the next 
national Democratic platform. The enactment of this demand 
as law would have brought substantial relief to millions of 
people in every State of the Union. The fight is only begun, 
and no backward step will be taken. We will press on and 
reaffirm these party enunciations till victory crowns our efforts 
There may be some who scoff at the great name of Bryan, but 
many will be lying in forgotten graves while his name is written 
in permanent history as one of the world’s immortal few. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

FREE LUMBER A RIGHTEOUS DEMAND FOR HOME BUILDER, 

Under the Dingley law the duty on rough lumber was $2 per 
thousand feet. When the Payne bill came to the House in 
March last it provided that rough lumber should be taxed $1 
per thousand. Joining many Democrats, I voted to place 
lumber on the free list. Although charged by some with inflict- 
ing wrong on my constituency by such vote, in my judgment no 
vote ever cast by me in Congress was more beneficial to my 
people. It would have been of tremendous advantage to them 
to have secured free lumber, and of that vote I shall boast till 
removed from this sphere of action. And here permit me to 
say that I never will vote to tax the home makers and place a 
duty upon lumber, now an absolute necessity of life. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The bill then went to the Senate, where the rate was placed 
at $1.50 per thousand. This rate was considered so outra- 
geously extortionate by the President that he, backed by right- 


eous public indignation, compelled the conference committee to 
reduce the rate to $1.25 per thousand. Here the lumber lords of 
the Northwest and the Pacific coast commanded the President 
and conference committee to stop. Then you must add to the 
regular rate 25 per cent, as required by the maximum and 
minimum rate. At our border imported rough lumber as it 
passes into our territory is valued at about $10 per thousand. 
Hence, you must add $2.50 per thousand to the regular rate, 
which aggregates $3.75 per thousand, far beyond the $2 rate 
under the Dingley Act. For more than thirty years Democ- 
racy has demanded that lumber be placed on the free list, and 
it has been a Democratic demand and tradition. No Democrat 
of prominence has contested the position till last year. Twenty- 
one years ago the Mills bill, as it passed the House, provided 
for free trade in lumber. In 1894 the Gorman-Wilson Act con- 
tained the same free-trade provision. Zeb Vance, Ransom, and 
many other illustrious Democrats constantly clamored for such 
legislation. They said lumber, like salt, is a prime necessity 
and should be duty free. And so proclaimed the brilliant Blaine 
more than forty years ago. I voted against the outrageous 
duty, and thank God for the courage impelling me to stand 
with the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

When the final struggle came between the masses and those 
riding them with whip and spur under high-tariff banners I 
east my fortunes with those wanting homes, schoolhouses, 
churches, barns, fences, and shelters for their loved ones; for 
the men in tents, dugouts, and the homeless, shivering on the 
cold and barren plains. Such yote by any Representative does- 
not deserve condemnation, but the befitting plaudit, Well 
done, good and faithful servant.” [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Standing with the millions of consumers, never once did 
I vote for a duty of $2, $1.50, $1, or 1 penny, and never will 
while my heart pulsates responsive to righteous demands of 
patriotic citizens everywhere. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

] FREE LUMBER BENEFIT TO EVERY STATB IN THE UNION. 

The visible supply in the South, according to authoritative 
governmental reports and expert lumber journals, does not 
exceed 200,000,000,000 feet of pine timber. It will be entirely 
exhausted within twenty years if its consumption is continued 
at the present ratio. The pine forests of the South are now 
puny and pitifully small. In accordance with these authorities 
the entire amount in the United States is 1,300,000,000,000 
feet. California has twọ hundred billions; Oregon, four hun- 
dred billions; Washington, two hundred billions; Montana and 
Idaho, one hundred billions. Hence four-fifths of the standing 
timber suitable for lumber in the United States is situated on 
the Pacific slope, and there soon we must turn for our supply. 
It is engrossed by a few timber lords. We will find it there in 
the cruel grasp of the monopolies. Weyerhaeuser, Hines, Mc- 
Cormick, and such timber cormorants haye absorbed every 
available acre of timbered land. 

These men and their allies dominated the Finance Committee 
and the Senate and forced them to terms on the lumber sched- 
ule, They compelled in that body and the conference commit- 
tee bounties far in excess of the outrageous advantages already 
enjoyed under the Dingley Act. If this concession had not 
been made to them last summer during the conference, all tariff 
legislation would have failed. The point can not be better 
illustrated than to quote an occurrence. Mr. Winchester, a 
writer in the Northwestern Lumberman, relates this incident : 

There were a lot of gentlemen from the Northwest, up Minnesota 
way, in Washington the other day, and they were sitting in Senator 
Borrows’s room. An interesting incident occurred there. Senator 
Burrows is chairman of the committee. The committee had not had a 
meeting for a long time. They happened to be seated in this room, and 
one of the gentlemen from Minnesota had a lead pencil and envelope. 
He walked around the room and ciphered up a little bit, and he said, 
“Mr. Burrows, do you know what $1 a thousand would mean to this 
crowd of men In here?” - There were not as many in the room as there 
are here. He said, “An advance of $1 a thousand on lumber would 
mean $6,125,000 on last year’s product.” 

At $2 per thousand the bounty to this group of lumbermen 
would be $12,250,000. And as some of the lumber duties 
amount to the exorbitant rate of $6 per thousand, the bounties 
to these men may aggregate $36,750,000 in one year. This 
clearly illustrates why these timber lords swarmed around the 
Capitol and demanded the tariff on lumber. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] It benefited them to that extent, for other- 
wise they would not have been interested in the bill. 


FREE TRADE IN LUMBER WOULD VASTLY REDUCE THE PRICES IN TEXAS 
AND EVERY STATE OF THE UNION. 


This point can be indisputably demonstrated by using my 
own State. Producers of lumber in Texas and other Southern 
States ship their product into every State except California, 
Nevada, Utah, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, Minnesota, and Wis- 
consin, The Middle West and the Northwest are the best terri- 
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tories for Texas producers. Seventy-five per cent of their prod- 
uct is shipped there and beyond our borders. We consume only 


25 per cent at home. Ninety per cent of the product of other 
Southern States is shipped beyond their borders. Texas ships 
her products as far as Pennsylyania, New York, New Hamp- 
shire, Maine, and Massachusetts. More than 70 per cent of our 
timber is owned by nonresident stockholders and corporations. 
If lumber were put on the free list, our producers would be 
bronght into immediate competition with Canada, British Co- 
lumbia, Vancouver Island, and Mexico. In those countries are 
vast forests of the finest timber suitable for lumber now being 
manufactured and available for manufacture. When the duties 
are lifted it pushes the Texas and southern producers farther 
into the interior, with their 75 and 90 per cent being shipped 
beyond their borders, lessens their territory, and inevitably, by 
reason of a larger supply in a smaller territory, lumber be- 
comes cheaper under the irrepealable law of supply and demand. 
Those countries competing with us and increasing the supply 
here, by irresistible rules of trade economy would vastly cheapen 
prices. 

The establishment of lumber mills, railways, and development 
of timber industries in those competing countries would be im- 
mensely stimulated by the removal of this tariff barrier and 
lighten the burdens of the homebuilders millions of dollars. 
Further reenforcing the proposition that free lumber means 
vast reductions in prices, permit me to quote one of the greatest 
lumber manufacturers and dealers in the South. And it is 
proper to add that many more of the strongest lumber producers 
of Texas and the South have furnished me the same unanswer- 
able facts: 


The lumber dealers of Texas, as well as the other southern lumber- 
producing States, ship lumber peany to every State in the Union, 
with the exception of California, Nevada, Utah, Idaho, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Montana, and Wyoming in the West. The best ter- 
* ritory of the Texas manufacturer is in the Middle West and North- 
west, and a large quantity is shipped to the northern part of the United 
States. Texas ships to this territory 75 per cent of the lumber manu- 
factured in the State, about 25 per cent be used for home consump- 
tion. * ‘The other lumber-producing States—Arkan Lou- 
isiana, Mississippi, Alabama, 8 Florida, and North and South Caro- 
lina—ship a large proportion o their products out of the State, as 
their home consumption is 3 smaller than that of Texas. 
While I have not the exact figures, I believe that I am safe in saying 90 

r cent of the lumber from these States is shipped out of the State to 
Phe northern territory and the Northwest. * * * “If Congress 
should place lumber, rough and planed, on the free list. what effect 
would this have on the price of lumber in the South Middle West, 
Northwest, and the northern part of the United States?" I do not 
believe there is any doubt but what it would be a tendency to reduce 
the price of lumber within this section from the fact that the price is 
governed 5 by the supply and demand, and if the duty is re- 
moved it will allow Canadian lumber to encroach further upon the ter- 
ritory of the manufacturers of the United States. And 
would it curtall the profits of the southern lumber men in any respect? 
In answer to the last part, it would curtail the profits of the southern 
lumber men from the fact that the territory would be reduced. e 
same particularly with Texas, for the reason that now we can only go 
to certain limits to tħe West. After leaving certain points in Colorado 
and New Mexico and Arizona we can not compete with fir and cedar. 
This also applies to portions of Minnesota and the western t of 
Nebraska. We can only go North on a profitable basis to West Virginia 
and Pennsylvania, as we come in competition with hemlock. We are 
able to reach New York on account of the water rates. * * * I 
believe it would have a tendency to make a considerable reduction in 
the United States, as they would naturally turn to the United States 
to unload their surplus, the same as we do in 
in Texas is not good. 


To emphasize the enormity of the lumber rates under the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, let me add that to the regular rates must be 
added the 25 per cent maximum and minimum rates, because 
Mexico and Canada levy export rates on lumber and will not 
remove these restrictions. Hence, with this added rate the 
burden will amount to about $3.75 per thousand, according to 
the grade of the import. This almost doubles and trebles the 
Dingley burdens, and yet the people clamored for free lumber. 

The conference committee, in flagrant violation of public 
opinion and justice, raised the Dingley rate on shingles from 
30 cents to 50 cents per thousand. Let us remove the duties, 
loose the shackles, and permit lumber and building material 
to come in free from the immense forests of Canada, Van- 
couver, British Columbia, and Mexico. ‘Tremendous supplies 
are there awaiting development and available for quick re- 
sponse to our invitation. Then competition will spring up along 
our borders in the West and Middle West, the home monopoly 
will be driven back into limited territory, the supply increased, 
and prices reduced. Then, and not till then, will we have 
cheaper material for our homes. In this way may the God- 
given law of supply and demand have full sway and monopoly be 
thwarted. It is contended that the removal of the duty of $3.75 
would not reduce prices in Texas and the South. If that be 
true, by inevitable logic its existence does not benefit them. 
Then why impose the duty? Reverse the proposition and the 
same logic forces us to conclude that if free trade does not 
reduce the price, then the Texas producer needs no protection 


when the demand 
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by the levying of-a single penny. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Ah! the tariff raises lumber values. And this accounts for 
the lumber lords of the Northwest and the Pacific coast swarm- 
ing through the Capitol and moving heaven and earth to secure 
their part of the rich bounties handed out to protection’s favored 
pets. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Away with the clap- 
trap that their pockets are not filled by this scheme of pro- 
tective robbery by the allied interests! It is claimed that lum- 
ber is a good revenue producer and should be made dutiable for 
the purpose of raising revenue. 

I challenge the proposition, and contend the time has passed 
to take that view. Last year we raised by that course a little 
more than $2,000,000, And it is estimated that we will secure 
this year from the lumber tariff slightly over $1,800,000. By 
the same stroke of the pen, placing this duty on lumber, we lay 
a burden of more than $120,000,000 on the backs of the groan- 
ing masses, thus authorizing the lumber lords to hide behind 
the tariff wall and in the protection citadel, augmenting their 
prices from $4 to $6 per 1,000. The American people annually 
consume $1,500,000,000 worth of lumber. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] For my part forever, I am willing to forego 
this puny amount of revenue and lift this tremendous weight 
from the prostrate form of the consumer. Never in years to 
come will I vote for a lumber duty. Our forests are rapidly 
disappearing and can not be reproduced for centuries. With 
Vance and Ransom and Blaine, I exclaim, Lumber is a prime 
necessity and should never be taxed. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] It should be as free from tariff duties as the sun, 
the air, the water, and the religion of our homes. The Ameri- 
can people will yet command this body to remove the heel of the 
lumber lords from the prostrate body of the consumer and para 
lyze that hand now fleecing their pockets under this law, and I 
count myself among those fighting for the forgotten man against 
the favored monopolies. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

FOR REVENUE DUTY ON HIDES. 


Having said that I believe in a revenue tariff upon substan- 
tially all imported articles justifies my action in favor of the 
10 per cent duty on hides. Having convinced myself by thor- 
ough investigation, and relying on statements of those in whom 
I have confidence, that 75 per cent of the hide product of this 
country in the hands of the producers is uncontrolled by the 
beef trust or any other trust, I voted for that revenue duty. 

Reiterating my statement that revenue duties should be so 
laid as not to discriminate against any class or section, I also 
again reassert my belief that the manufacturer is not entitled 
to free raw material with protection on the finished product. 
Mr. Chairman, permit me to trace the history of duties on hides. 
It is appropriate to say that never in any Democratic tariff 
measure was there provision for free hides except once. In 
1842, for the first time in our history, hides were made dutiable, 
and the rate was 5 per cent. In 1846, under the provisions of the 
Walker Act, an ideal revenue measure, the 5 per cent duty was 
renewed. In 1857 the rate was reduced to 4 per cent. In 1861 
the duty was restored to 5 per cent. And subsequently in the 
same year it was raised to 10 per cent. In 1892 a tax of one- 
half cent per pound was placed on hides coming from countries 
not having reciprocal relations with the United States on that 
subject. In 1897 the Dingley Act made the rate 15 per cent. In 
1909 the Payne-Aldrich bill made hides duty free. If, in my 
opinion, hides in the hands of the producers were controlled by 
the beef trust, as some contend, I would never vote for a duty 
of 10 per cent or one penny, and would instantly favor placing 
them on the free list. Being wholly convinced that prices to 
the producers are not fixed and dictated by that trust, I favored 
the 10 per cent duty. The beef trúst controls a small per cent 
of the output. The farmers, stockmen, independents, and local 
packers throughout the country slaughter and control 75 per 
cent of the cattle and their hides. 

In this way, undoubtedly, out of the total 19,500,000, 
14,000,000 are handled. In numerous instances I have said, and 
here reassert it, if the manufactured leather products, such as 
boots, shoes, harness, and saddles, were placed on the free list, 
I will vote to make hides free. And when the motion to recom- 
mit was made in the House, during the pendency of the Payne- 
Aldrich bill, I voted for that proposition. And to-day, were 
opportunity offered, I would promptly vote to place hides, 
skins, harness, boots, shoes, and the manufactured products of 
leather on the free list. In the absence of proof that the beef 
trust is controlling the hide product in the United States, my 
conclusion is that a strictly revenue tariff can be collected on 
hides consistent with Democratic doctrine and practice. 

FOR FREE IRON AND AGAINST THE STEEL TRUST. 

Mr. Chairman, the Dingley bill taxed iron ore 40 cents a ton 
and the Payne report made it free. The Aldrich Senate bill 
fixed the rate at 25 cents per ton. This prohibitory duty was 
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so excessive, considering the monopoly of the steel trust, that 
the conference committee, driven by the President and outraged 
public opinion, reduced that rate to 15 cents per ton. It is 
understood that an average ton of iron ore is valued at $3. 
Hence, when you add the 25 per cent prescribed by the maxi- 
mum and minimum Jaw, you have an aggregate duty of 90 
cents per ton on iron ore from all countries except Cuba, and 
here, by reciprocal agreement, we must deduct 20 per cent of 
the duty. This accorded to the steel trust a prohibitory duty, 
as it demanded. The benefit of such duty inures directly to 
that trust, the greatest and greediest monopoly ever organized 
in the world’s history. It controls 85 per cent of the iron-ore 
supply in the United States. 

Senator CULBERSON, noted for conservatism and accuracy of 
statement, remarked on the floor of the United States Senate, 
after making thorough official investigation, that the proof, as 
far as available, established the fact that the steel trust con- 
trols 623 per cent of the domestic supply. His exact language 
was: 

If, th the United States Steel Corporation now 8 and controls 

400,000, tons of high-grade iron ore, as has been admi it has 


J per cent oon sha total “Supply of the country. If this corporation 
— ron ore with the Tennessee Com y, it 


to is * — 8 holdings of 44 per cent of the iron-ore 
supply 183 per ont String i ie as tates TÉ we trol of t 624 3 cent of 
fron-ore supply of we Rene 


ore 3 — may ae heen no pare how high or iow, the | 
that i tion will be to ee the value of a 


might well Rise a tenden 
ever independent com 
cents a ton or 40 cen 
crease the value of the pro hol this combination, and 
tendency to fix its mono c powers upon the American people and 
to deny to the phe arat iron people the power to compete with this 
existing monopoly. 

Careful investigation convinces me that Senator CULBERSON 
made his estimate far short of the real facts. Allow me here 
2 quote a statement against interest made by Judge Gary, the 

attorney and agent of the steel trust. This col - 
loauy occurred in the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Cocxran. You practically do control the fron-ore supply of the 


e tet 

Mr. Gary. No; * — 7 Not for the immediate future. 

Mr. CockRAn. the ultimate supply? 

Mr. GARY. Yes; N so— that is, pretty nearly. It is not abso- 
lute control. 


Considering these conditions, independent competitors urged 
Congress to release the American people from the grasp of this 
gigantic monopoly, which has already engrossed the majority 
of the supply of high-grade iron ore in the United States, and 
permit competition from Cuba, Nova Scotia, and the provinces 
of Canada, where vast deposits are found. 

These bounteous supplies are within the shadows of our 
boundaries and can be shipped to Atlantic and Gulf ports by 
cheap water tion, and thus furnish independents 
cheaper ore with which to fight the steel trust. Analyze for a 
moment the hideous proportions of the United States Steel 
Corporation, better known as the “steel trust.” It has an au- 
thorized capital stock of $1,752,371,856. It controls more than 
77 per cent of our iron and steel industry and is the barometer 
to all other great business interests, and their stocks concur- 
rently fluctuate, being mutually affected. It is undeniable that 
the agents, attorneys, and hirelings of this trust haunted the 
Capitol and solicited the prohibitory duty on iron ore from 
other countries. It is contended by some that if you remove 
this duty it benefits this trust. It is argued that by this means 
you lift the duty directly from the shoulders of the trust and 
lose the Treasury that amount of revenue. But it is contended 
that if we impose the duty of 15 cents per ton on iron ore it 
will rest upon the back of that trust. Manifestly this is not 
true, for the reason that the steel trust imports only a negligible 
quantity of ore. 

They are not importers, because they already have a monop- 
oly, owning and controlling the vast majority of the domestic 
supply, and refuse to sell to independents, except on terms fixed 
by this cormorant. Hence, whatever duties are paid on ore 
come from the independents and not this trust. In the last 
analysis the consumer pays this burden dictated by greed and 
monopoly. Besides, the duties from iron ore are small, as the 
rate is practically prohibitory. Under the Dingley law in 1908 
the import taxes amounted to $332,020. Under the Payne-Ald- 
rich bill the most optimistic does not anticipate that it will 
exceed $146,829.16 for this year. Behind this prohibitory bar- 
rier the steel trust is snugly protected and levying more than 
$150,000,000 in profits each year against the American people. 
Away with the puny revenue and lift this burden from the 
consumer by ex this monstrous oppressor to the world’s 
competition by free-trade enactment, [Applause on the Demo- 
cratie side.] 


If the present duty is removed, we aid the struggling inde- 
pendents with free ore and enable them to compete in some 


degree with this monster. However, if the steel trust does im- 
port any ore, being the greatest exporter of iron and steel prod- 
ucts, it would reclaim all duties paid when it ships its manu- 
factured products abroad. ‘The rebate clause is so shaped as 
to authorize such practice. And of tremendous importance is 
the fact that this monopoly, after using this tariff schedule as 
a shield and pretext to fleece the American consumers by ex- 
tortionate prices, sells machinery, rails, tools, agricultural im- 
plements, and iron and steel products vastly cheaper to pur- 
chasers in foreign countries. And after thoroughly reexamining 
the question, I again announce that I am for free iron ore, even 
if the platform had not so commanded me. In the name of 
millions of consumers who are crushed by the exactions of the 
steel trust, I support it as the best way to break the remorseless 
grasp of this giant oppressor. If my argument as to the weight 
of this prohibitory tax is not convincing, permit me to submit 
the solemn admission of the hired lobbyist of the steel trust, 
which should persuade the most hardened skeptic. Judge Gary 
admitted against interest: 

33 you remove the duty from tron ore alone and it remains so, no 
doubt that would protect the le here, who will in the future have 
ta sas their ore against possible oppression on the part of our corpo- 
ra * 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman from Texas has 
repeated often that the great steel trust was not an importer. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. A small importer. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I presume the gentleman means 
it is not an importer of iron ore. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Of course, only small amounts. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Of course, the gentleman does 
not mean it is not an importer of foreign labor, because 80 
per cent of their employees are imported labor. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Quite correct, and it will do anything 
to aid itself and oppress the American people. 

OUR REFUGE FROM TRUSTS—ARTICLES COMPETING WITH TRUST- 
CONTROLLED PRODUCTS SHOULD GO ON THE FREB LIST. 

Democrats contend that trusts thrive behind high tariff 
schedules. We predicted that the Dingley Act would be a pro- 
lific breeder of trusts, and our prophecies were justified by 
subsequent experience. Under its régime more monopolies were 

organized than ever in the world’s history, and the Payne- 

Aldrich bill has effectively perpetuated and intensified condi- 
tions. IApplause.] Living expenses have inordinately in- 
creased and are now near the highest elevation in the his- 
tory of the Republic. With unerring precision the people can 
trace these effects to the operation of high-tariff legislation, 
and there they will establish the responsibility. The proposed 
Democratic remedy is not unreasonable, unwise, or extreme. 
Corroborating this demand, permit me to quote a noted Re- 
publican authority. Senator Sherman admitted: 

The 8 — of a Sl pcm tariff is to secure the fullest com- 
petition by indi corporations in domestic productions. If 
such a auae ot or 5 combine to advance the price of the 
domestie Pone and to prevent the free result of o and fair com- 


petition, I would, without a moment's hesitation, uce duties of for- 
eign goods competing with them in order to break down the combina- 


Such was his conception of the mischief and remedy. For 
my part, I would use every reasonable and constitutional re- 
source to eradicate from our midst the trust evil. I would 
brand as a felon every violator of our antitrust statutes and 
thrust ‘spa penitentiary walls every such criminal. [Ap- 
plause. 


DEMOLISH PR WALL PROTECTING TRUST MASTERS AND 
ERECT ROTECT 


OTECTIVE-TARIFF 
PENITENTIARY WALLS TO P THD CONSUMER. 

The most efficient remedy is the destruction of high-tariff 
walls and the construction of penitentiary walls around the 
trust masters defying our statutes. Trust masters have become 
oblivious to criticism, and now flagrantly violate laws, debauch 
public officials, stoop to briberies when available, corrupt legis- 
latures, and brazenly defy every right of the people, and scoff 
at the laws of God and man. They deserve to be outlawed and 
driven from our midst. Democracy proclaims to the country: 
“Batter down high-tariff walls and invite the competition of 
the world amongst the American consumers.” And not till then 
will our people have relief from the merciless exactions of these 
commercial freebooters banded together to rob the helpless and 
needy everywhere. But we are met with the cry, “ From what 
source must come the revenues if trust-controlled competing 
articles are placed on the free list?” We answer: “Amend the 
Constitution and tav the enormous incomes of our people to the 
extent of $200,000,000. [Applause.] Give sway to laws of com- 
merce and experience by lowering other duties to a revenue 
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basis, which always insures an increasing abundance of reve- 


nues by stimulated imports.” [Applause.] 


And, again, tax the trusts and their constituent members in 
every conceivable constitutional manner till they are driven 
into outer darkness. The Supreme Court said, The power to 


tax is the power to destroy,” and while I would never abuse that 
governmental function, it should be used as a scorpion’s lash 
till every trust is prostrated in the dust at the people’s feet 
with an expressed willingness to obey the statutes of the coun- 
try. 
formed in 1882, and from that time till 1909 its net profits 
aggregated $1,049,442,064, and yet its capital stock is only 
$100,000,000. In 1907 its net profits were $85,000,000. Its divi- 
dends have annually ranged from 40 to 50 per cent. 
the steel trust, the giant oppressor of the universe. In 1908 its 
net earnings were $156,624,273.18. The aggregate revenue from 


iron, steel, iron ore, and pig iron in 1908 was $9,663,348. A tax 


of 6 per cent on this vast sum would more than compensate for 
the lost revenue by placing trust- controlled articles on the free 
list, competing with the products of trusts. Therefore, within 
constitutional warrant, I would burden such trusts with a care- 
fully graduated excise tax so as to protect the smaller and inno- 
cent corporations. I would make this tax 6 per cent, 20 per 


cent, or 40 per cent, or whatever rate is necessary to drive these 


plunderers out of existence; and, then, automatically, foreign 
articles competing with them under the provisions of the same 
act could be placed back upon the dutiable list for the purpose 
of raising legitimate revenue. 

I would tax their stocks and bonds, their deposits, and every 
available resource in any constitutional method till they were 
forced to salutary respect of our antitrust statutes. This 
remedy freely applied, reenforced with the free list and certain 
prospect of the felon’s cell in the penitentiary, will solve this 
problem. The American people will come to it, and with patri- 
otic fervor firing their heart and brain will rise in their might 
and destroy these mere creatures of law and pets of special 
tariff legislation. By this method of a special progressive 
excise tax, declared by the Supreme Court to be valid, much 
can be accomplished toward obliterating the trust evil. It may 
be drawn so as to embrace the large trusts and their constitu- 
ent corporations, companies, partnerships, and associations, and 
yet do no injustice to the smaller and legitimate concerns. Con- 
gress has frequently used the taxing power to substantially such 
effect, and by intensified action it will here prove a sovereign 
remedy. 

THE PAYNE-ALDRICH SHAM THE ACME OF LEGISLATIVE ROBBERY. 

Protectionism has now reached its extremest outposts. With 
this last measure when the Government gets one dollar of reve- 
nue it takes seven out of the pockets of the consumer. The peo- 
ple are aroused to the enormity of the situation. The fight 
against protective robbery is just begun and will go on till we 
return to the revenue system advocated by Democracy and real 
economy in government essential to the happiness and pros- 
perity of our citizens. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, right in connection with the 
statement the gentleman has made that for every dollar of reve- 
nue the Government gets by a customs tax the consumers of the 
country are compelled to pay to the protected industries the 
profit of $7. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I thank the gentleman for his sug- 


gestion, and want to say that such statement from him while’ 


I am speaking is welcome, because he is recognized throughout 
the country as a patriot and a splendid Member of Congress. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. I thank my friend very much for that re- 
mark. But the point I want to drive home is this, that if the 
Government derives, we will say for the sake of argument, 
$300,000,000 annually from customs taxes, the consumers of the 
United States must pay to the protected industries of the coun- 
try a sum exceeding $2,000,000,000. That is the reason the 
necessaries of life are so high to-day. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I thank the gentleman for his timely 
remarks, and he is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me here to present an indictment 
against the Payne-Aldrich sham. It is from the pen of Dr. 
De Witt Hyde, president of Bowdoin College, and should ring 
in the ears of every American voter: 


Our House of Lords is not made up of landlords, but of steel lords, 
woolen lords, cotton lords, lumber lords, and, as the latest creation 
zinc lords. The amount of taxes and bounties on steel, woolen an 
cotton goods, lumber, and zinc is determined for us not by a responsible 
ministry as in England, but by these lords through the influence they 
can exert on the dividual Members of Con ; Still more on the 
pressure er bring to bear on Senate and House committees; and 
most of all by their power to dictate terms to the committee on con- 


ference, which, subject to the votes of their colleagues and the presi- 


Permit me to illustrate. The Standard Oil trust was 


Then take 


dential veto, practically determines what the tariff shall be.. 
For instance, when the President sent his demand for a reduction on 
lumber to the recent committee on conference, Mr. RICH announced 
that if that was an ultimatum, the whole bill was at an end; the con- 
ference did nothing for six hours, until one of the conferees on the part 
of the House, himself a lumber man, went out and labored with the 
representatives of the lumber interests, induced them to withdraw their 
claims, and reported their concession to the conference commit tee 


{Laughter and applause.] 


whereupon Mr. Aldrich said “ Of course, if t 
so by grace of these lumber lords we pay the Aldrich-Payne rather than 
the Dingley rates of tax and bounty on all sorts of things. * * * 
Born and bred a Republican, I thrice voted for Cleveland with all 
the ardor of youthful conviction, twice reluctantly for McKinley, once 
enthusiastically for Roosevelt, and once with mingled doubt and hope 
for Taft. The doubt has been neither dispelled nor confirmed; the hope 
has been neither destroyed nor fulfilled. I make this declaration of 
rty affiliations, not because it is of any consequence in itself, but 
use I am one of hundreds of thousands of citizens in the same 
state of mind, and who from now on propose to vote primarily on this 
clear-cut issue. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


On this issue of the political bearings of the tariff there are enough 
independents, * * * especially in the Middle West, to turn the 
scales in favor of whatever party shall most promptly and effectively 
take measures to remove the power of assessing taxes and bestowing 
bounties from the hands of interested parties and their virtual a 
pointees, and restore it, at least in its initial and advisory stages, to 
the people. 

[Applause.] 

The consumer is now robbed by the oil trust, the sugar trust, 
the tobacco trust, the glass trust, the wool trust, the manu- 
facturers of hats, shoes, harness, cotton goods, agricultural im- 
plements, and vast tribes of trust masters everywhere. Every- 
thing we eat, drink, and wear is augmented in price by this out- 
rageous tax law. Bitter warfare will be waged till the hordes 


yield, we yield,” and 


of trust barons are routed “horse, foot, and dragoon,” and the 


forgotten man, the consumer, is reestablished in his God-given 
right of equality before the law. A baptismal fire of patriotism 
will sweep through this Republic when the true enormities of 
the special favors of the bill are manifest.. 

We have read a story that Napoleon and the King of Prussia 
were conversing one day. Napoleon boasted that the French 
soldiers were the most patriotic in all the world. The King of 
Prussia disputed it, whereupon Napoleon summoned one of the 
imperial guard into his presence and bade him leap from a win- 
dow 40 feet above the ground. Instantly the soldier saluted his 
great commander and leaped into eternity. The King of Prus- 
sia called one of his soldiers and ordered him to perform the 
same sacrifice. The soldier straightened himself up and asked, 
“Ts it for you or for the fatherland?” ‘The King of Prussia 
replied, “No; it is not for the fatherland, but for me.” The 
soldier replied, “ Then, if it is not for the fatherland, but for 
you, I will not do it.” Both German and French soldiers were 
ready to die for their countries. [Applause.] And such patriot- 
ism should characterize us in this fateful hour while we strug- 
gle for our inalienable rights. For my part, I dedicate to my 
constituency and my country my best energies and intellect in 
waging this just warfare. And with the cherished principles 
of ancient Democracy hugged to our bosoms and the unspotted 
flag, typifying the faith of our fathers, flying above us, we will 
press the contest against those despoiling our citizens and per- 
verting our institutions. [Applause.] In this perilous hour of 
history— 

God give us men. The time demands 
Strong minds, strong hearts, true faith, and ready hands; 
Men whom the lust of office does not kill; 
Men whom the spoils of office can not buy; 
Men who possess opinions and a will; 
Men who have honor; men who will not lie; 
Men who can stand before a demagogue 
And damn his treacherous flatteries without winking; 
Tall men. sun crowned, who live above the fog 
In public duty and in private thinking. 
ud and long-continued applause on the Democratic side.] 
r. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, for many years I have been 
the earnest advocate and the consistent champion of the impo- 
sition of a federal income tax, because it is the most equitable 
system of taxation to all concerned that can, to my mind, be 
devised, compelling wealth, as well as toil, to pay its just share 
of the burdens of government. 

As a citizen of the State of New York I had indulged the hope 
that the income-tax amendment to the Federal Constitution 
passed in the last session of Congress would meet with the 
approval of Governor Hughes and be ratified this year by the 
legislature of the Empire State. 

Contrary to my expectations, however, and doubtless much 
to the disappointment of many of the sincere friends of the 
governor, the latter, in his recent message to the legislature de- 
clares in specific terms against the ratification by the legisla- 
ture of the income-tax amendment and urges its defeat. 
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I regret exceedingly that the governor has lent his great in- 
fluence, with a studied calculation, to the side of political reac- 
tion, and thrown the weight of his great office, regardless of 
popular opinion, to the support of selfish privilege. 

The issue is a momentous one, and the people must decide. 
For years they have demanded an income tax, and justice to all 
commanded that it should be written on the federal statute 
books so that the burdens of government should be more equi- 
tably adjusted and the unprotected weak and the overladened 
poor, to some extent, relieved of unjust discriminations in taxa- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in this connection I send to the Clerk's 
desk and desire to have read in my time a very able editorial 
on the subject from the New York World. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOVERNOR HUGHES AND THE INCOME TAX. 


{From editorial in New York World, Thursday, January 6, 1910.] 
Governor Hughes has furnished to the opponents of the income-tax 
amendment the one they have been —a plausible argument 

from a highly respectable source. 

The governor's objection to the amendment as submitted to the sev- 
gral state legislatures for ratification hinges upon the four words, 
from whatever source derived.” In his on this would permit 
to tax the income from state and city bonds; and “to place 
rrowing capacity of the State and its governmental agencies at 
the mercy of the federal — 8 power would an impairment of the 
tial rights of the State which as its 1 o are Donap na 
„ pe! Da 


23 of the State as to 
ocal government a matter of federal 


With all respect to Governor Hughes, the World his fears 
as more imaginary g even that amendment 
would confer upon Congress power to tax the income from state and 
city bonds, which is 8. no means certain, it is unlikely that Congress 

a 


t power. 
bad the power to 5 


bject only to the restriction that the apportioned among the 
—— Sta according A genres *. a matter of public policy, 
however, it has never exe his er. 


t pow. 
The effect of popular sentiment upon 
is stated with exceptional force b; 
opinion in the income-tax case, which 
attempt on the part of Co: 
of their pop 


mi 3: “An 
Sta upon the basis simp 
5 pan of incomes would tend to arouse such maa KAE gan 
never ed 


f America that it woul er 
hig ye i= pow to be exercised in accordance 


d 
ss has 
can 2 

Members of Congress are citizens States and residents of counties. 


They live in cities or villages or townships, as the case may be, and 
most of these agencies of local government issue bonds for one pu 
or another. ressmen would a fed- 


eral-tax law impairi e value of the public securities of the commu- 
nities in which they live and for the redemption of which their own 
ro is But even if they did, we can assure Governor 
ghes that local self-government will not perish from the earth or 


en the Government must concede that state rights are vast! 
1 po A is accorded 
nt. 


he eats, the clothes that he wears, the coffin which he is buried, and 
the humble gravestone that bids him rest in peace with the hope of a 
glorious resurrection. All this, however, is not an invasion of state 
rights, and hence the ae refuses to worry about it. 
he World does not Governor Hughes’s sincerity. His decia- 

ration in favor of conferr' u gress power to leyy an income 
tax is clear and unequivocal. is objections are all directed against 
the form of the proposed amendment; but as this amendment the 
only specific Income- question before the country, the governor for 
all present practical purposes might as well have declared himself 
against an income tax in any form. 

Regardless of the distinction he makes, 
will hailed with dangas b; 
tax. They will promptly fa 
safeguard the procona rinciple of state rights. 
for state rights when there is an 
in a strong central * when the balance of profit swings in 


that di on. It wi his 8 
his Influence, and his gt o its own account in every 
ere is a chance to prevent the ratification of 


state capital in which 
the amendment. 

If this amendment to the Constitution of the United States is de- 
feated, a larger measure of responsibility will rest upon Charles E. 
— 1 than upon any other one citizen of the country—a fact to 
which the governor doubtiess gave careful and conscientious consid- 


eration before he sent his message to the New York legislature. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that timely and eloquent and 
impartial editorial sums up the whole situation, and appealed 
commending 


to me so strongly that I immediately wrote a letter 


it to the New York World, which is published on its editorial 

page this morning, and which I now send to the Clerk’s desk 

and ask to have read in my time as part of my remarks, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

IN REPLY TO GOVERNOR REPRESENTATIVE SULZER SAYS Tun 
GOVERNOR’S OBJECTIONS TO THE INCOME-TAX AMENDMENT ARE WEAK 
AND UNTENABLE—LET THE LEGISLATURE RATIFY IT. 

To the Editor of the World: 
The banger ys editorial in the World this mo: 

ratification of the iIncome-tax amendmen 

by the New York 1 ture 

* in State of 


in favor of the 
t to the Constitution 
true, and I hope it will be read by 
of Gov H Shes in it to the legislat 
ernor Hug is message ature 
are weak and untenable. It is a t the governor mistakes ——.— 
sentiment in the Empire State an a Rae? Baya op age of the ability 
of C to enact an income-tax law t be eminently fair 
and The governor's message t the income tax is a blunder 
e tat Toot alte praise? the omlig of an | 
ears ago proc! e equ of an income tax. 
His ringin; editorials, in season and out of season, made me an earnest 
student the subject, and after careful study and consideration com- 
mitted me to the proposition that an income tax is the fai 
honest, the most Sarate, and the most equitable tax ever devised b 
the genius of man. r since I came to * gms the Recorp will 
show that I have been the constant advocate of an income tax along 
constitutional lines. It is the only way to tax wealth as well as work. 
At the present time nearly all of the taxes raised for the support of 
Government are levied on consumption, through the agency of un- 
taxes—on what the people n to eat 
uence Is 
that the poor men indirectly but surely in the end, pays practically as 
much to support the rich man, — — of the 
difference of incomes. 


its —— share of the money needed to administer the National 
vernmen’ 
Joseph Pulitzer never made a more honest and a better fight for the 
popie of his country than the fight for the income tax. All honor to 
and all credit to the World. 
sooner or later it must 
In this connection, le 
jurist, every just sta 


country. 
pa government on en 
ncome tax, and the ' 
behind the governments of Europe in this respect—far behind enlight- 
ened public opinion throughout the world. 

When the income-tax amendment passed Congress I spoke in favor 
of it, as the RECORD will show, but I had my doubts as to the sin- 
cerity of its eleyenth-hour Republican friends. I predicted then that 
they pi it to placate the peo le and justify to some extent the 
iniquities of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law, and that ultimately it would 
be found that many of the Republicans who urged the of the 
income-tax amendment in pr Say would be o posing ts ratification 
in the 1 latures of the Sta On July „ 1909, I said on the 
floor of the House of Representatives: 

“T am not to give the Republicans credit for good faith in 

ing this resolution amend the Constitution to provide for an 
neome tax until I see how their rep tatives vote on it in the legis- 
lntures of Republican States. Mark what I Suef now: When this reso- 
the wealth and the interests the Republican leaders 


ago. Almost every 
its revenue from an 
We are far 


lution passes, 

of the country op) to an income tax will soon 7 together and 
its rejection the legislatures of the States. If these obnoxious 

in to the welfare of the people can get 12 legislatures to pre- 


vent its ratification, the income-tax amendment will fail to secure 
the necessary approval of three-fourths of the States of the Union 
and will never be adopted as a part of the Constitution.” 

I am not a prophet, but I knew what I was talking about. My pre- 
er r a the 1 t itio; aI 
vernor es wrong on the income-tax pro n, an 
regret it 3 a ly. His message on the sobjechaatter is ous 
and a sad disappointment. I hope, however, that the World an 
peas that haye the best interests of the ple of the whole country at 
eart will urge upon the members of the New York legislature the 
justice and the importance and the advisability of voting in favor of 
the ratification of the income-tax amendment to the Federal Consti- 
If this amendment is beaten in the legislature of the State 
of New York, it will be an o against the toilers of our land, an 
injustice to the consumers of our country, and a crime against strug- 


g humanity. 
WILLIAM SoLZER, M. C. 
Tenth District, New 


other 


York. 

WASHINGTON, January 6. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, my letter speaks for itself and 
shows my position on this momentous question. In the future, 
as in the past, I shall do all in my power in Congress and out 
of Congress to secure the ratification of the income-tax amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution, so that it shall become a part 
of the supreme law of the land. ` 

The question now, however, before the people of the country, 
and especially the members of the legislatures of the different 
States, is not whether Congress shall levy an income tax; or 
the kind of an income it shall ultimately write on the national 
law books, but the question at present is simply this: Shall the 
Congress of the United States have the constitutional right to 
impose an income tax, or forever have its strong arm paralyzed 
and be cut off from this source of reyenue no matter what the 
exigencies of the times in war or in peace may demand? 
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The people en masse throughout the land speak in thunder 
tones, and furnish cumulative proofs mountain high, in favor 
of the ratification of the income-tax amendment. In the Em- 
pire State Governor Hughes has failed us. Will the members 
of the legislature of the State of New York prove recreant to 


their duty? We shall see; but lest they forget, let the people 
of grand old New York now speak out, and every friend of 
justice and equality and humanity do his duty. 
. The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to be heard in 
debate, the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ee of the army 
of the military 
ce, inch be 

the immediate orders of the 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Orusrep, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 15384, the 
army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. Huersard of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Enoch L. Waugh, Six- 
tieth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

He also obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Mara- 
mon A. Martin, Sixtieth Congress, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 

FIFTEENTH ANNUAL CONGRESS OF HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
House joint resolution 106, concerning the Fifteenth Annual 
Congress of Hygiene and Demography, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, that that committee 
may be discharged and the resolution referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPHAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the request. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106 

wile eal tas crf ne Fifteenth Annual 

Mr. MANN. It relates to an invitation heretofore given and 
to extend the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Merely a change of reference? 

Mr. MANN. From the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce to the Committee on Foreign 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
USELESS PAPERS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the special com- 
mittee appointed to report whether any documents in the 
folding room are useless for distribution, I present a report 
and resolution, and ask that it be published. 

Mr. SULZER. What is the report? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a report of the special committee ap- 
pointed to report to the House whether any of the old pamph- 
lets and documents in the folding room are useless for dis- 
tribution; and, if so, what should be done with them. The 
committee submits a report and proposes a resolution, and I 
ask that it may be published for the information of Members. 

Mr. SULZER. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a unanimous report, and will be called 
up at some proper time in the future. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will request that the reso- 
lution be printed in the RECORD, as well as the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the report 
and resolution be printed in the Recorp, so that all Members 
may be enabled to be informed as to these documents that have 
been published and stand to their credit. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none. 

The report and resolution are as follows: 

House Report No. 116, Sixty-first Congress, second session. 
USELESS DOCUMENTS IN THE FOLDING ROOM OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Select Committee on Useless Papers and 
Documents, submitted the 5 report to accompany H. 220: 
The select committee appointed report whether a documents in 


the folding o of the House are useless for on submits the 
following repo 

Your 5 ttee have mined the gonion of the documents 
which are now in the folding room of the House, and we have been 


furnished full information in reference the — of documents 
ae ee condition by Mr. McKee, the foreman of the House folding 
9 


There is on hand a very large amount of printed matter that, in the 
opinion of the pred is wholly useless. The most conclusive 
evidence of its uselessness is that a 


200,000 volumes are held in the Government Printing Office and can 
not be received for distribution. It is manifest that this condition 
intolerable, and some relief must be bad. 
PR ged heen seo Foe wee ne E desire that every Member of the House shall have 
any of these documents if he we desires. 
and erage pe of many of them, it is not 
t a large tion will be made: However 57 ma 
there is given to every Member the period of thirty days in whi 
to distribute any of the books standing to his credit. 
After the thirty days are past the entire body of publications and 
documents are to re in the foldi: to the general t of the 
There are andoontomy 


3 ts tha 
distribution under the regular apportionment will will be available for Mem- 
bers who may desire more than ir regular allotment. 
PR committee recommend that the folding room notify the various 
898388 the Smithsonian Institution, the Library of Congress, 
other persons or institutions as might desire to have some of 
ase documents: f for their own 3 This, we think, will 
provision. Take, for instan 
tins. Comparatively few of these P ana 
le that the Geological Survey could mn profi 


distributed and perla the vaults of 


We think it 1 — de ane to the House that the worthlessness of 
the documents and — for which no one has applied under 
these various will be 8 demonstrated, and we there- 
fore recommen: "that they be sold as waste paper. 
In the opinion of the committee and all officials connected with the 
2 55 room this action is sioe necessary. We trust it may meet 
e approval of the House. e have excepted from — — i 
i Arria that by any probability migh uired from time 

me, tho some of them are now very old, such as the re an 
ks, and many similar arpa feel 
It a a no detri- 


rove 
15 57 


constituents 
The entire number of ola 


a th to 
„ which cumbers the earth and is of no value 
volume of such’a mass of publications, for which 
88 
some 


ceeds 
of worthless 
to ne ian aren 
there is no demand rand of which the folding room is maki 
no 6 ä ty tor 


House resolution 220. 


Resolved, That the documents now in the folding room of the House 
of Representatives, d 7 name in the Hst hereafter < 9 
under the heading’ of List of documents,” shall be disposed of in the 
Ee rs, Del Commiss! from Porto Ri d the 

Membe tes, mmissioners ‘orto Rico an 
Philippine Tslands ana aera of the House having such 3 to 
their me 


credit may of the same in the usual manner at an 
within thirty m the date of the adoption of this resolution by 
ouse. 
d. Upon the expiration of the said thirty days, the Doorkeeper 


Secon 
shall furnish to the Members of the yey as promptly as practicable, 
a list of the documents herein referred to then remaining in the foldin 
Om: and thereupon such documents shall be subject to the order o 
any — 8 or Delegate in the order in which they are applied for for 
thirty days after 


the period of the day when such list de fur- 
nished Oya the Doorkeeper. 
Third. The Doorkeeper shall furnish a list of all such documents re- 


room at the expiration of the last-named perlod 


maining in the fold 
. ing room and commissions of the Government at 


to the various de 


Washin inclu pen Superintendent of Documents, Smithsonian 
Institu Library of Congress, Bureau of American Republics, and 
the Co — — of 5 District of Columbia, and any such documents 


shall be eee A over to any such department, commission, etc., above 
referred to, in the order in which their. application shall be made, and 
all such documents which shall remain in the folding room for a period 
of ten after such list shall have been furnished to the departments 

ions aforesaid shall be sold by the Doorkeeper as waste 
paper. 


Fourth. No documents which are described by name in the list afore- 
said shall hereafter be returned to. the folding room from any source. 


List of Documents. 


No. of copies. 


PR Lie ge Sige aes PSY Vipin Sa VEE SRE OR AC orm eons A 1, 628 

Chicago Strike, 5 and Report 218 

Coin and e ear ee te 62 

CdM RIE i 200 

osporen ons, Commissioner of, 1504——.— Saat 3 018 
Directo f 

Forty-sixth (eg ⁊ͤ v0 et aa aah 47 

Forty-seventh Congress SS, 129 

Forty-eighth Congress 95 

Fiftieth Congress 275 

Fifty-first 1. 271 

450 

2, 275 

1, 677 

2,414 

3, 318 

3, 904 


446 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 8, 


District of Columbia Tax Assessment 
Fishermen, Rights of American —— 
. See ee ̃ ̃ ͤ— See — 
brn — hic Names, 1890 F. 

Geological, Cripple Creek, Colo., Resources 


Geological, Mercur Mining District. Utena 
8 merchandise: 


Meat Products, Testimon y 
Revised Statutes, Supplement, vol. 2 PE ES REEI TNA 
Sheep Husbandry .. 
Soldiers“ Home, 891____--_------~--~---------------=-~-= 


8 
Sweat 
Wool 


15 -rest hearin, 
7 
anufacturers (Switzler) 


II. WORTHLESS 8 
Alaska 
Cape Nome and Norton Bay izana 
Exploration and maps DER 
Governor’ SOO —. R 


1908. 
Astronomical Papers, vols. 5 and 6. 
Bonds, interest bearing 
Catalogue, clase dasha 
Seni — — % — 
Commerce and Finance, Summary of: 
how pe . 1906. 
r! * 


October, 1906. 
November, 
December, 1906 


Commence, World's: 


p11) SETS ESS ASSO ES SER SR Sai A IE 


No. of copies. 


Consular and Trade Report: No. of copies. 
No. 306 (1906 


Cotton Boll Weevil 200 
Cuban, Consular Correspondence_______ 2, 225 
Wiection Bille. ee 529 
Election bill, Lodges 
Election, President and 1 
Exposition, Louisiana Purchase, tures_ 

Financial bill, first session Pifty.s TT ae 


gs, Cap ERs Re SAR EAMES REINS Is 


Interior, Secretary’s R 
Interstate Commerce, 
Investigation, P. M. Wheat 

Iron Ore Deposits of Lake EREE District. 
1 N ote a —— 452 
Meat Report, PTT. 
Military Academy Report, 1895 
Mississippi River. Tuiprovessenta (hearings)==.—~ 5 3 601 
Mosquitoes, Directions for Destroying............... 3, 524 
Mountain Meadow Massacre, Utah_.-__-~___~_~~~~~~ "oo 1. 770 
National Academy of Sciences, Memoirs: 


908__ 
Naval a propriati 
Navy, 1 58. Secre 
. ee 


ons, report of committee, 1892 — 
1 ——T—T—T—TTVT——T—T—T—T————— 1. 136 


1908 
Northern Securities 
Ohio * . ee 
Oleomar, 


1910. 
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passport FET SSE Se oe ones PA Seer A 
„ . Se Sy, 
Pension: Report ‘No; 1 T—:?—::!ñxé 
Wert, R a OF “ACIDS ee ae 
S ag y ee ae ee SL a 
Porto Rico Trade and ä 8 — 
Postal 5 RON OD Ee EE ee 


President's messag 
Fi 


arrison *3) — fe 
Harrison's) 
eveland's) —. 


Fifty-seventh 
8 Patna ess 
Fifty-ninth 
Sixtieth it 
session ‘(Roosevelt's Pat SE ee ci Ro eee SEE Dy 
Second session (Roosevelt 8922 
Public lands and their water supply! 
Revenue law, 1898, bill and reports.. 
Revenue law, indexed, 1898 
River and harbor bill, 90 —T————T—T—TCTĆſſ ths 
River and oror report and President's message SSS 
KOOR p ORIN NO a cts nee eat pee ee ete 
Rural 8 c TEA EN — 
1 —————— 
Silver Report, Bland's 
pue Secre s Report and President's Message, 254 


Sugar Beet, 
Tarif Com: m law (McKinley). 


Tariff, Dingle 

Tarif’ Law, 1897. 
Tariff, McKinley bill and report 
Tariff, 1909: 


1 
Payne bill Dandsd D 
ee Es ar CIES Tae 
Conference report 
Tariff, Wilson bill and report.. 
Trade with China 


Report No. 8878 (Littlefeld s) a aaa 
Supreme Court decision in Addyston pipe case 


Venezuela Boundary Correspondence______.-.__--.-------— 
wei A postion bee MEE n ) eens Sia 
eports 


III. EULOGIRS. 
= C — Wisconsin 


H. Burk, of Pennsylvanla 
R. E. Burke, of Texas 


— . —ñ—— ͤ — 


Darn... Tr OES 


UNSER ESERIES AE ATEN MET TUR LO 


MUST ea er ee 


Gamble. 
Foe S E RG LSTA RCA OG ARN PE ARNE LER 
Georg ——⁊ãäãͤ: „ — — eens 


Wane 


No. of copies. 


Houston ⸗ amaaa 
Houk, of Ohio ——————7ç—r;rv — e 
Houk, of Tennessee ͤĩ„„ů̃ : —̃ä v— 
Hurley —ék d ——42“ö—wt 
Kelle7 k „ĩõæ„«„„4„„444„!„4„ͤ„4„% tis 
n — mq—— — 

Ketchamͤl.“᷑ e i 

Kyl - — — — 
Aird. 
T er 


i, i Wa mw 
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IV. GEOLOGICAL BULLETINS, 8 PAPERS, AND PROFESSIONAL | Surface Water e 1906—Continued. 
APERS. 


GEOLOGICAL IRRIGATION PAPERS. 


148. Geology and Water Resources of Oklahoma 
153. Overflow in Arkansas Valley in Western Kansas 


No. 
No. 


No. 154. Geol and Water Resources of Eastern Portion of 
MORANGIG Of TON choo a ——— 
No. 155. Fluctuations of Water Level in Wells, with Special 


Reference to Long Island, N. X 


No. 150. Water Powers of Northern Wisconsin 

No. 157. ay Pre ae in Valleys of Utah Lake and Jor- 

<r CM RIYO ER Rosca ae eee eae 

No. 158. Preliminary Report on a and Underground 
Waters of Roswell ion Aron: New Mexico 


No. 159. 6 Cnderground:- Water Resources of Mis- 
No. 160. Underground.Water Papers, 1006 
No. 161. = of Water in Upper Ohio River Basin and 


. 163. Bibliographie Review and Index of Underground- 

— 5 Literature Published in United States in 

. Waters of Tennessee and Kentucky West 

3 River, and of an Adjacent Area in 

Report of oe ‘Stream Measurements for 1905: —— 
No. 1s tic Coast of New England Drainage. 


. 164. Unde 


No. 1 ic, Raritan, and 5 River 
No. 167. a eae itapsco, „ Potomac, 

James, Roanoke, and Yadkin River Drainages_ 
No. 168. antes,” Savannah, Altamaha 


are i aod 
Rivers and Eastern Gulf of Mexico Drainages_ 
No. 169. Ohio ae Lower Eastern Mississippi River Drain- 
No. 170. Great 1 and St. Lawrence River Drainages 
No. 171. Hudson Bay and Upper Eastern and Western Missis- 
sippi River Drainages__.........______________. 
No. 172. Missouri River Drain 
No. 173. basic ge Arkansas, 
See 
No. 174. Wes ern Gulf of Mexico. and Rio Grande Drainages__ 
No. 175. Colorado River Drainage 
No. 176. The Great Basin Drainage 7 
No. 177. The Great Basin and Pacific Ocean D Drainages In Cali- 


fornia 
No. 178. Columbia River and Puget Sound Dra 
No. 179. Aa hanb va of uao Pollution by ry R 
Based o tions at Lynchburg, 84 
No. 180. Turbine Water. Wheel Tests N Power 
No. 181. Geology and Water Resources of Owens Valley, 
No. 182. Flowing Wells and Municipal Water Sup lies in 
pon ern Portion of Southern Peninsula of Michi- 
No. 183. Flowing wells and Munici Water Supplies in 
e and Morn Portions of Southern Penin- 
es g a A A TA 
No. 184. Underflow of South Platte: Vall — 
No. 185. Investigation on Purification of Boston 9 
No. 186. 1 . Bras Acid- a Wastes, Based on In- 


tions at Shelby, Ohio 
No. 187. Deter tion of Stream Flow During Frozen Sea- 


Cal. 


No. 189. an of Stream Pollution Strawboard Waste.. 
No. 190. Undérground Waters of Coastal Plain of Texas 
No. 191. Geolog; — 8 Resources of Western Portion of 
E NE r sobs tie este neers ee 
No. 192. Potomac River Basin: eographic History; Rainfall 
and Stream Flow; potan hoid Fever, and 
Character of Water; Relation of Soils and Forest 
Toer to Quality and antity of Surface Water; 
Effects of Industrial Wastes on — ES ES 
No. 193. Quality of Surface Waters in Minnesota 
No. 194. Pollut eh of Illinois and Mississippi cae by Chi- 
cago Sewage; a Digest of Testimony taken in case 
of State of Missouri vs. State of Illinois and Sani- 
tary District of Chicago 
No. 195. 1 Waters of Iisscurl, “their G Geology “and 
| nt Pi Ripe aes asap eae ae ae SRS a ge ONT SA 
No. 196. Water Supply of Nome R 
No. 197. Water Resources of Georgia 
No. 198. Water Resources of Kennebec River Basin, with a 
Section on ganny of Kennebec River Water 
No. 199. 3 ound ter in San Pete and Central Sevier. 
allexs, 
No. 200. Weir . Coefficients, and Formulas (Re- 
vision of No. 150) 
Surface * r Supply, 1906: 
No. 2 e Coast of New England Drainage 
No. 202. Hudson Passaic, Raritan, and Delaware River 
EE RE ee a A 
No. 203. Susquehanna, Gunpowder, Patapsco, Potomac, 
James, Roanoke, and Yadkin River Dra 
No. 204. Santee, Savannah, Ogeechee, and Altamaha Rivers, 
and Eastern Gulf of Mexico Drainages 
No. 205. Ohio and Lower Eastern Mississippi 
nnr an ass pce ̃ . — 
No. 206. 
No. 207. 
pe OU PERE 5 PE CSS SI ESSE eee 
No. —— Missouri River Drainage 
No. Lower Western Mississippi River Drainage 
No. 218. Western Gulf of Mexico and Rio Grande Drain- 


Great Lakes and ce River Draina; 
Upper Alississipp! iver and and | Hudson Bay 


— AB ] —— peewee anaes 
No. 211. Colorado River Drainage above Lum 
No. 212. Great Basin Drainage 


— ———— ſ —— 


No. of copies. 
777 


984 
1, 092 


302 
189 


888 
1, 265 
443 
289 
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No. of copies. 
No. 213, The Great Basin and Pacific Ocean Drainage in 
oe ‘alifornia, and Colorado River Drainage below 11 
!!. —!. ͤ .. x 
No. 214. North Pacific Coast Drainages. 240 
No. 215. Geology and Water Resources ot Portion of Missouri 
River es Be in Northwestern Nebraska. 904 
No. 216. Geol Water Resources of Republican River 
V. Nebraska and Adjacent Areas 287 
No. 217. Water 3 — of Beaver Valley, Utah 905 
WATER-SUPPLY PAPERS. 
No. 218. Water-Supply . in Alaska, 1906-7; Nome 
‘ond Ronee ions, Seward Peninsula ; Fair- 
rks . — Ds on-Tanana Region 860 
No. 219. Ground Waters I tion Enterprises in the 2 
Foothill Belt 8 — — — 995 
No. 220. Geology an Ae: Resources of a Portion of South 
Central - Oregon <2 1, 079 
No. 221. 1 and rater Resources of the Great Falls 
Region, Montane ne aan 819 
No: 222. Preliminary Report on the Ground Waters of San 
Joaquin Valley, California 2,176 
No. 223. Un: und Waters of Southern Maine 1. 4 
No. 224. Some De Watering Places in 3 Cali- 
fornia and Southwestern Nevada —— s 
No. 225. Ground Waters of the Indio Region, California 2,151 
No. 226. Pollution of Streams by Sulph mlp Waste 1, 123 
No. 227. Geology and Ground Waters of South Dakota. 1,5 
No. 228. Weesen Hach T T E in the Yukon-Tanana 
is 1907-8 1, 500 
No. 229. 5 8 of Sewage and Sewage Filter Ef- 2 406 
No. 230. Surface Water Suppiy 1, 500 
No. 231. 883 and ete esources of the Harney Basin 1800 
No. 232. Underground ater Resources of Conneetieut , 500 
No. 234. Papers on the Conservation of Water Resources_____ 1, 500 
No, 235. Purification of some Textile and other Factory Wastes. 1, 500 
Surface Water Supply, 1907-8: Southern Atlantic 
oast and Eastern Gulf of Mexico 1,500 
GEOLOGICAL BULLETINS. 
No. 269. Corundum in United States 686 
No. 275. Slate Deposits and 8 Indust a E 480 
No. 277. Mineral urces of oy ee Pen > Gold 
Fields of Sas pan 5 Coal . Field of 
8 ——T—T—T—TTTTTT——— —— 390 
No. 278. 80 a and Coal Resources of Cape Lisburne Re- $8) 
T o TAE NS 
No. 279. Mineral — 8 of Kittanning and Rural Valley 
beware yrs er ie ete 8 640 
No. 280. Ram ene 8 ld Placer Region, Alaska 369 
No. 281. Spirit 1 York, 1898-1905 378 
No. 282. Oil Fields s-Louisiana Gulf Coastal oases 437 
No. 283. Geology and Mineral urces of Mississippi 547 
No. 284. Pro; of Investigations of Mineral — — of 
: . tes 898 
No. 285. Contributions to Economic Geol 1905. 517 
No. 286. nomie Geology of Beaver Qua rangle, 5 SES 850 
No. 287. Juneau Gold Belt, ane, and Reconnaissance of 
No. 288. Spirit Leveling in Ben nosyivania, 1800-1908-————~-—- 228 
0. p Pennsylvania, 1899-1905___._____ 
No. 289. e of Matan Coal Field, Alaska, “et 
No. 290. Prelimina Report on Operations of Fuel- ie rd 
Plant of U. 840 Geological Survey at St. Louis, M 
yf IR LN ASAE FE SAE, 5 ee RIE TE 535 
No. 291. Gazetteer of Colorado --.-.._____-_____ 330 
No. 292. Bryozoan Fauna of Rochester Shale 589 
No. 293. Reconnaissance of Some Gold and Tin Deposits of 
5 Appalachians, with Notes on Dahlonega 825 
No. 294. Zine DA Lead Deposits of Upper, Mississippi Valley 673 
No. 295. Yukon-Tanana Region, Al iption of Circle 1 
No. 296. Economie Geology of Independence Quadrangle, Kan- EF 
No. 297. Yampa Coal Field, Routt County, Colorado 691 
No. 298. Record — Well 8 S 499 
No. 299. Geograp — Be ————— 825 
No. 300. wee ODAT 0 itz Quadrangle in Eastern 
aie bays nd, Indèx o = Ivanla ONC TES 576 
No. 301. Bibliogra y and Index orth American Geol 
Paleontol x a Mineralogy, 1901 548 
No. 303. Preli minary $count 0 of Goldfield, Bullfrog, and other 
Minne istricts in Southern Nevada; with Nore 
m Manhattan District 214 
No. 304. ou aul Gas Field of Greene County, Pennsylvani: 688 
No. 305. Analysis of Silicate and Carbonate Rocks 647 
No. 306. Rate wot Recession of Niagara Falls 1,128 
No. 307. Manual of Topographic Methods 453 
No. 308. po cal Reconnaissance Aas Southwestern Ne- 
and Eastern California 596 
No. 309. Santa Clara Valley, Puente Allis. and Los Angeles 
Oil Districts, Southern California 407 
No. 310. Results of Primary Triangulation and Primary Trav- 
erse, ...... ... A ES De RS 609 
No. 311. Green Schists = 1 Granites and Porphy- 
E of Rint ET DERSEN 808 
No. 312. Interaction Between Minerals and Water Solutions, 
with Special Reference to Geologic Phenomena 635 
No. 313. Granites of Maine 870 
No. 314. jer of Investigations of Mineral Resources of 
Alaska DO E .. . 620 
No. 315. Economic Geology, 1906, Pt. 1. - Metals and Non- 
. ue — —. ——— 660 
No. 316. — Geology, 1906, Pt. 2. Coal, Lignite, and aes 
No. 317. Santa Maria, Cal., Oil. Distriet 394 
No. 318. Geology of Oil il and Gas Fields in 8 Bur- 
gettstown, and Claysville Quadrangle, Ohio 812 


1910. 
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No. 319. 


No. 320, 
No. 321. 


No. 322. 
No. 323. 


No. 324. 


No. 325. 


No. 370. 


No, 371. 
No. 372. 


No. 373. 
No. 374. 
No. 375. 
No. 376. 
No, 377. 


. The Arkansas Coal 


Geology and M 


„Contributions to Economic Geology, 


. Results of Spirit Treeline: 

. Binders for Coal Briquet 

. Stren 8 

. Report on 3 of ene of Mineral Re- 
sources of ng aska in 1 


. Berea Sand in 


Quacirangl 
. Ketchikan and Wrangell 
. Elkhorn and Russell Fork Coal Fields. (Ky.—Va.) 


A Magnesite te 
8 Prell nary Re 
. Geology of Seward Peninsula Tin De; 


nia 
1 Pre. Cambrian Geolo; 


68. Washing and Coking Tests of Coal at Denver, C. 
. Prevention of Mine Explosions, Report and Recom- 


No. of copies. 


Runner of Controlling Factors of Artesian gle 
Downtown District of Leadville, Colo_ 
Geology and Qil Resources of Summerland District, 

Santa Barbara County, Cal 

Geology and. Oil Resources of 2 585 Maria Oil Dis- 
trict, Santa Barbara County, 

Experimental Work Condueted R 
tory of United States Fuel-testing Plant, St. Louis, 
Mo., January 1, 1905, to July 31, 1906 

The San Francisco Earthquake and Fire of- April 18. 
1906, and their Effects on Structures and Struc: 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MACON. Before that motion is put, I would like to ask 
if it is the gentleman’s purpose to take this bill up under the 
five-minute rule on Monday? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Whenever we take it up it will be under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MACON. Is it the gentleman’s purpose to take it up on 
Monday? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will hardly be able to say what the 
situation will be with the District business on Monday. 

Mr. MACON. Then, you can not answer? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I can not. 

The question was then taken, and the motion to adjourn was 
agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment submitting a corrected estimate of appropriation for cer- 
tain claims relating to the pay of the army for the war with 
Spain (H. Doc. No. 495)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. J. Res. 58) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Winne- 
bago tribe of Indians interest accrued since June 30, 1909, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 114), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. C. 
Res. 15) authorizing the printing of public documents, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
115), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred House bill 712, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 201) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the legal representatives of Frederick Barte- 
meyer, accompanied by a report (No. 95), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1431, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
202) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Lucy Moore, widow, and the heirs of W. P. Moore, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 96), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1764, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
203) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of John McAnulty, accompanied by a report (No. 97), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1766, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
204) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of James S. Ford, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 98), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1767, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
205) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of John Jones, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 99), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 4906, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
206) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
E. M. Felts, accompanied by a report (No. 100), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6497, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
207) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of E. A. Mays, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
101), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10259, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
208) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of John Holleman, accompanied by a report (No. 
102), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 13278, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
209) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
S. S. Littlejohn, accompanied by a report (No. 103), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18293, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
210) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Howard T. Bunch, accompanied by a report (No. 104), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 13325, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
211) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of Tucker Jackson, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 105), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 14120, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
212) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
L. D. Parks, accompanied by a report (No. 106), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 14121, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
213) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of J. M. Shipwash, accompanied by a report (No. 107), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 14434, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
214) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
William C. Miller, accompanied by a report (No. 108), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 14878, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
215) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Levi W. Revelle, accompanied by a report (No. 109), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 15011, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
216) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of Julia F. Kelly, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 110), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 15520, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
217) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Henry Bisch, accompanied by a report (No. 111), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 15869, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
218) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of Sarah B. Mathews and Elijah B. Mathews, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 112), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LAW, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred House bill 16693, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 219) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
the case of the heirs of Lucy M. Fisher, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 113), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15477) granting a pension to Albert Watson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4628) granting a pension to Silas P, Rainey— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17417) for the retirement 
of government employees in the classified civil service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 17418) to require life- 
preservers on motor vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17419) to amend section 
8938 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17420) for the relief of laborers, me- 
chanics, and other employees of the United States Government 
injured, and the families of those killed, without fault of their 
own, while in the discharge of their duties—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17421) to prevent intimidation and corrup- 
tion of voters at all primary elections and at all general elec- 
tions held for the purpose of nominating or electing any person 
to any political office under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17422) to amend section 54 of chapter 106 
of the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress entitled “An act to 
provide a national currency secured by pledge of United States 
bonds, and to provide for the circulation and redemption there- 
of,” approved June 3, 1864—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17423) to provide for the examination and 
license of all telegraph operators engaged in handling block sig- 
nals and telegraphic train orders affecting the movement of 
trains on all railroads engaged in interstate commerce in the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17424) to establish a fish hatchery and 
fish station in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17425) to extend Ontario place NW., and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 17426) to require life-pre- 
servers on motor vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 17427) to provide for a survey 
to be made from some point on Choctawhatchee Bay to deep 
water in the Gulf of Mexico, in the State of Florida—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17428) to repeal section 
1 of the act of March 8, 1875, entitled “An act granting to rail- 
roads the right of way through the public lands of the United 
States "—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 17429) to improve and 
protect Fort Johnson, in the town of Southport, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17430) to provide for the purchase of 
Fort Fisher, in the State of North Carolina, and to establish 
a 3 park thereat, etc.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 17431) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cartersville, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17432) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at Cedartown, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 17433) amending section 
1709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 17434) to provide for the sur- 
vey of the Yellow River, in the State of Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 17435) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause a survey to be made of Ridley River, 
Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17486) 
authorizing the President to appoint a commissioner to supervise 
the erection of monuments and markers and locate the general 
route of the Oregon trail—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 17487) providing for a bureau 
of light-houses in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17488) to regulate the transportation of 
habit-forming drugs in interstate and foreign commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17439) to promote the con- 
struction of good roads and the efficiency of the postal service 
in the States and Territories of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 17440) to credit certain 
officers of the Medical Department, United States Army, with 
services rendered as acting assistant surgeons during the civil 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 17499) pro- 
viding for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building in the city of Broken Bow, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: Res- 
olution (H. Res. 201) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 712—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 202) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1431—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 203) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1764—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 2 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 204) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1766—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 205) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1707 —to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 206) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4906 —to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 207) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6407 —to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 208) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10259 — to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 209) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18278—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 210) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13293 — to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 211) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13325 to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 212) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14120 —to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 
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Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 213) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14121—+to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 214) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14484—+to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 215) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14878—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 216) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15011—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 217) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15520—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 218) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15869—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LAW, from the Committee on War Claims: Resolution 
(H. Res. 219) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
16693—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PERKINS, from the Select Committee on Useless 
Papers and Documents: Resolution (H. Res. 220) concerning 
distribution of documents in the folding room, etc.—to the House 
Calendar. 

By Mr. ADAIR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 108) authoriz- 
ing the Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate 
to appoint a joint committee to investigate the causes of the 
increased cost of the necessities of life, and to report to the 
aoe ane the Senate with recommendations—to the Committee 
on 

By Mr. GODWIN: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 30) 
directing a survey to be made of Elizabeth River, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIII, private bills and resolutions of 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 17441) granting an in- 
as of pension to John B. Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 17442) for the relief of 
the estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 17448) granting a pension 
to John M. Swaim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17444) granting a pension to Henry Held— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17445) granting an increase of pension to 
John Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 17446) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas F. 
Lindersmith and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 17447) granting 
a pension to Marion W. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 17448) for the relief of 
Faxon, Horton & Gallagher and other parties—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBHLL: A bill (H. R. 17449) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Washington A. Palmer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17450) granting an increase of pension to 
Roth L. Cunningham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 17451) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A. Prather—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17452) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 17453) granting a pension to 
Margaret Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 17454) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry F. Clement—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 17455) granting an increase of 
pension to Charlottie A. Randolph—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17456) for the relief of 
Luster P, Chester and Freeland Chester, and Luster P. Chester 
and Freeland Chester, executors of Thomas R. Chester—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17457) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Kinnear—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17458) granting an increase of pension to 
William Waldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 17459) granting an increase of 
pension to Adelbert Delamater—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 17460) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel S. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 17461) granting an increase 
5 pension to Caspar Runz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17462) granting 
an increase of pension to T. M. Wilkey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17463) granting an 
increase of pension to James R. Midcap—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17464) to relieve John Carroll of the 
charge of dishonorable dismissal—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 17465) for the relief of 
Annie T. Jackson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 17466) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Barry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17467) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Bart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17468) for the relief of Carl W. Jungen— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17469) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 17470) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Nodolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 17471) for the relief of J. N. 
Whittaker—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 17472) for the relief of Mary A. F. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17473) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah 
and Uriah Ragland, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 17474) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amanda A. Hanly—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17475) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas T. Seal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 17476) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Falkner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 17477) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Kraft—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17478) granting 
a pension to Julia B. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 17479) for the relief of Samuel 
W. Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17480) for the relief of 
James H. C. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17481) for the relief of Thomas S. 
Kean—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17482) granting a pension to Sophia E. 
Hartsock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17483) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Montrose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17484) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the vestry of St. Thomas's 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Hancock, Md.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 17485) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph W. Gale—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17486) for the relief of the es- 
tate of George Byerly, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17487) for the relief of Louis 
L. Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 17488) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Wytheville, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 17489) granting an 
increase of pension to William Hicks—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17490) granting a 
pension to Esther Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17491) to correct 
the military record of Isaac N. Nance and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17492) granting a 
pension to Henry Senne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 17493) for the relief of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17494) granting a pen- 
sion to Myrta E. Partridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 17495) for the relief of 
Eugene L. Willis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 17496) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Diffendarfer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 17497) granting a pension to 
Alexander Jaudel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17498) authorizing the 
appointment of Maj. George A. Armes, U. S. Army, retired, to 
the rank and grade of major-general on the retired list of the 
army—to the Committee on Militay Affais. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of superintendents of the city 
and county schools of Tuscola, Ill.; Kansas City, Mo., and of 100 
other superintendents of public instruction, teachers’ associa- 
tions, boards of school commissioners, and teachers in high and 
normal schools and universities, in the various parts of the 

United States, protesting against legislation granting federal 
aid to the Georgetown University, in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Cook, of the United States Volunteers 
and California Commandery of the Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion, praying for legislation for the establishment of a retired 

list of the volunteer officers of the civil war—to the Committee 
-on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Workingmen’s Federation of the State of 
New York, Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of eight-hour- 
day legislation—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Annual Conference of the Colored Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Sardis and Greenwood, Miss.; of 
Brinkley and Little Rock, Ark.; of Arcadia and Iberia, La., 
praying for legislation for the relief of the depositors of the 
Freedman’s Saying, and Trust Company Bank—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the National Irrigation Congress, praying 
for an amendment to the homestead laws and an increase of 
the appropriation for reclamation, and the enactment of other 
laws relating thereto—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, petition of John B. Lane, and 32 other citizens of 
Georgia, praying for legislation to authorize the improvement 
of St. Andrews Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. t 

Also, petition of Rankin (Ill.) Division of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, protesting against the passage of the 
proposed legislation purporting to add to the safety of employees 
and travelers upon railroads—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Giles Otis Pearce, of Sonora, Cal., praying 
for the settlement of certain claims against the Government 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Sam Milstein and other citizens of the Jewish 
race in Greater New York, praying for legislation to facilitate 
naturalization—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of the Grand Lodge of the Benevolent and Pro- 
tective Order of Elks, praying for legislation for the preserya- 
tion of the elk—to the Committée on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Strong & White and 11 other firms and indi- 
viduals of Chrisman, Ill.; A. P. Saunders and 6 other firms and 
individuals of Ridge Farm, III.; T. E. Cook & Son and 10 other 
firms and individuals of Georgetown, III.; D. N. Snyder and 7 
other firms and individuals of Neoga, III.; and T. W. Baldwin 
and 5 other firms and individuals of Sidel, III.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the Commercial Club of St. 

Andrews, Ga., for an appropriation to improve the harbor of 
St. Andrews—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William Green and Ervin A. Ogden—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, against 
S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance in the 
eee of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of American Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation of the Pacific Coast, to extend operation of the coast- 
wise shipping laws now in force in the United States to the 
Panama Canal Zone and our island and littoral possessions, and 
to amend the laws so as to require the government and army 
and nayal stores and supplies for the Panama Canal Zone and 
island possessions to be carried in American vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association 
of Honolulu, against suspension of the coastwise shipping laws 
applied to Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce of Savannah, Ga., favoring an appropriation for 
homes for ambassadors in foreign countries—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Savannah, Ga. 
against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. p 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Margaret Trowbridge and John Sink—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, favoring pensions for surviving locomotive engineers who 
participated in the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Waterloo (Ind.) Grand Army of the Republic 
Post, favoring pensions of $20 per month for those aged 65 years 
and $30 per month for those aged 70 years—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kerr Post, No. 529, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Rome City, Ind., favoring the National Tribune bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Adel- 
bert Delamater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Luther 
Detwiler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. D. Tower & Sons Company, 
of Mendota, Ill, favoring certain amendments to the corpora- 
tion-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Camp Greater New York, 
Army of the Philippines, favoring Senate joint resolution 13— 
issuance of congressional medals to war correspondents, civil- 
ians, ete.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Ohio, Bureau County, 
III., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Seward Post, No. 3, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring the National Tribune pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of C. A. Monroe and 10 other resi- 
dents of San Francisco, Cal., for extension of the Chinese- 
exclusion law to all Asiaties other than merchants, students, and 
travelers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Dan- 
iel R. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of John Ball Post, No. 43, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Winona, Minn., against admis- 
sion of statue of Robert E. Lee to Statuary Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. dike 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Brown City, 
Marlette, Yale, North Branch, Lapeer, Elkton, Pigeon, Gage- 
town, Sebewaing, and Bad Axe, Mich, against a parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McKINNBY; Petition of Tri-City Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, of Moline and Rock Island, III., and Davenport and 
Bettendorf, Iowa—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of residents of Taylor County, 
Wis., against removal of the tax on oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Laura Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY W. PALMER: Petition of H. B. Alworth 
et al., of Luzerne, Pa., for abrogation of extradition treaty with 
Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Granger Post, No. 7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, favoring the National Tribune pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of 23 merchants of Miles City, Mont., 
in opposition to the passage of the proposed parcels-post law— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Petition of citizens of Boone, Ky., against 
removal of special tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Adair, Anita, 
Atlantic. Audubon, Avoca, Bagley, Bayard, Carbon, Casey, Co- 
burg, Cumber, Defiance, Dunlap, Earling, Elliott, Emerson, Exira, 
Gray, Glenwood, Greenefild, Griswold, Guthrie, Harlan, Hender- 
son, Hastings, Irwin, Jamaica, Lewis, Logan, Macedonia, Mal- 
vern, Massena, Menlo, Missouri Valley, Oakland, Panama, Pan- 
orama, Red Oak, Ross, Shelby, Silver City, Stanton, Stuart, 
Villisca, Woodbine, and Yale, all in the State of Iowa, in oppo- 
sition to the passage of the proposed parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Arrowsmith, Say- 
brook, Gridley, Chenoa, Fairbury, Eureka, Elpaso, Pontiac, Gib- 
son City, and Ellsworth, all in the State of Illinois, against a 
parcels-post system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SIMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of L. L. 
Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of citizens of Northville, 
Wayne, Plymouth, Tecumseh, Blissfield, and Adrian, all in the 
State of Michigan, against parcels-post legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, January 10, 1910. 


Tuomas S. Martin, a Senator from the State of Virginia, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
[Mr. Frye] took the chair. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

D. M. CARMAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 20, 1909, copies of the 
correspondence between D. M. Carman, of Manila, or his attor- 
ney, and the Auditor for the War Department and the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, etc., for the cost of repairing damages 
to 10 cascos sustained while in the service of the quartermaster’s 
department in the Philippines in the year 1900, which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 


LAND OFFICE AT DES MOINES, IOWA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed bill to abolish the United States Land Office 
at Des Moines, Iowa, which, with an accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 

RETURN OF CASES TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief justice of the Court of Claims, re- 
questing the return for further consideration by the court of 
the findings in the case of Elizabeth Talbot Belt and the case 
of Mary B. Douglas, administratrix of the estate of James S. 
Douglas, deceased, referred to the court under section 14 of the 
act of March 3, 1887, known as the “ Tucker Act,” which was re- 
ferred to the Cemmittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the findings of fact filed by the court in the fol- 
lowing causes: 

Josephine E. Dermett, executrix of Joseph E. Cox, deceased, 
v. United States (S. Doc. No. 272) ; 

G. De B. Greene, son of S. Dana Greene, v. United States 
(S. Doe. No. 273) ; 

Mary J. Iverson, widow of Andrew J. Iverson, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 274) ; 

M. E. Ayres, administratrix of the estate of S. H. Ayres, de- 
ceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 275); and 


John T, Hester, administrator of the estate of John W. Hes- 
ter, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 271). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing an in- 
vestigation of the Interior Department and the Bureau of For- 
estry of the Department of Agriculture (S. Doc. 248), in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
executive council of the American Federation of Labor, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
change the inauguration of the President of the United States 
to a more suitable date, which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of the Wholesalers and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrat- 
ing against certain provisions contained in the present “ cor- 
poration-tax law,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Sheridan, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the opening to settlement of lands in the 
Crow Indian Reservation, in Montana, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of 
the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Fort Worth, Tex., praying 
for the repeal of the present law imposing a prohibitory tax 
on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the seventeenth session of the 
National Irrigation Congress, held at Spokane, Wash., praying 
for the adoption of a certain amendment to the present home- 
stead law relative to water privileges and the augmentation of 
the reclamation fund, which was referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Macksville, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Morris- 
town, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National 
Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Board of Agricul- 
ture of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the repeal of the 
present oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $400,000 
be made to be used in connection with a similar sum appro- 
priated by that State for the rectification and improvement of 
the San Joaquin and Sacramento rivers, in that State, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Buffalo, N. X., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the establishment and maintenance of a light-ship at a point 
in Lake Erie near Point Abino, in that State, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Rankin Post, No. 10, Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the erection of any statue on prop- 
erty of the United States intended to honor those who opposed 
the cause of the Union in the civil war, and also praying for the 
repeal of the federal statute of 1864, to the end of rejection of 
statues tending to reassert the right of secession or to honor 
its leaders, which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented memorials of Central Square Grange, No. 
583, Patrons of Husbandry, of New York City; of Scotch Grange, 
No. 699, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hammond; and of Waterbury 
Grange, No. 429, Patrons of Husbandry, of Trumansburg, all in 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
present oleomargarine law, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Columbia 
Heights Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, 
remonstrating against an appropriation of $17,000 being made 
for playgrounds, to be paid wholly by the District of Columbia, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the en- 
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actment of legislation providing for the improvement of the 
Anacostia River in the District of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry ex-Union sol- 
diers of Milford, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Culbert- 
son, Nebr., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation providing 
for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. A 

He also presented a petition of the Reformers’ Conclave of 
the United States, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of opium and other habit-forming drugs except 
on medical prescription, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 231) to establish the true status of the First Regiment, Sec- 
ond Brigade, Nebraska Mounted Militia, which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PILES presented an affidavit to accompany the bill 
(S. 4460) permitting Salmon M. Allen to make a second home- 
mene entry, which was referred to the Committee on Public 

ds. 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4142) for the reinstatement on the active list of the 
army and the retirement of Gordon A. Dennis, former second 
lieutenant in the infantry, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Hannibal Hamlin Post, 
No. 165, Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Bangor, Me., praying for the promotion of Major-General Sickles 
to the grade of lieutenant-general, United States Army, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the payment of a reasonable subsidy to the American mer- 
chant marine, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

DUTY ON WOOL. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I submit a statement from the Carded 
Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, calling attention to the 
failure of Congress to revise the wool and woolen goods tariff 
and the dangers that arise from further delay in performing 
that duty. I ask that the statement be printed as a Senate 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the paper? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The paper is an address received from 
the Carded Woolen Manufacturers’ Association. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the order is made (S. Doc. No. 270). 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3829) for the relief of every 
officer or private soldier who was honorably discharged after 
ninety days’ service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, which was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4678) to adjust the claims of certain 
settlers in Sherman County, Oreg., asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, which was agreed to. 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER AT BOSTON. 


Mr. LODGE. I report back favorably from the Committee 
on Finance the bill (S. 3807) authorizing a credit in certain ac- 
counts of the Treasurer of the United States, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration, It directs the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department to credit 
in the accounts of the Treasurer of the United States the sum 
of $3,000, now carried in the accounts of the office of the assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States at Boston, Mass., and in the 
general account of the Treasurer of the United States as “ Un- 
available funds” and representing a shortage found in June, 


while in the custody of said assistant treasurer, the loss of 
said money having occurred through no fault or negligence on 
the part of the assistant treasurer, and that sum being the 
total amount carried in the statement of the Treasurer of the 
United States in his annual report for the year 1907 as Un- 
available funds, office assistant treasurer of the United States 
at Massachusetts.” For this purpose the bill proposes to ap- 
propriate $3,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM BOLDENWECK. 


Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 506) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United States at 
Chicago, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration, 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It directs the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in settling the accounts of William Boldenweck, 
assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, to pass to 
the credit of Boldenweck $173,000, being the sum which was 
stolen from the subtreasury at Chicago during the year 1907. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution (S. Res. 114) submitted by Mr. Hare on the 5th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Senate resolution 114. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer time to as may be 
necessary, to such ee as may be had on bills or other mat- 
ters pending ‘ore said committee during the 8 -first Congress, and 
to have the same printed for the use of the committee, and that such 
stenographer be out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


NORAH E. MANKIN. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution (S. Res. 120) submitted by Mr. Rayner on the 5th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Senate resolution 120. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Norah E. Mankin, widow of George L. 
Mankin, late engineer of the Maltby Building, United States Senate, a 
sum equal to six months’ salary, at the rate he was receiving y law, 
at the time of his death, said sum to be considered as inciuding uneral 
expenses and all other allowances. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 4980) granting an increase of pension to John 
O’Brien; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 4981) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building in the city of Huntington, 
Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 4982) to establish a United States court of patent 
appeals, and for other purpeses; to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 4983) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Veasey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 4984) to authorize the extension of Twenty-third 
and R streets SE. in the District of Columbia (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4985) to extend Ontario place NW., and for other 
purposes (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4986) to protect public health by regulating the 
production and sale of milk, cream, and ice cream in and for 
the District of Columbia (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: . 

A bill (S. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Georg 
P. Sanborn (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 


1907, in the amount of money belonging to the United States | on Pensions, 


1910. 
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A bill (S. 4988) providing for the removal of snow and ice 
from the payed sidewalks of the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 4989) providing for the erection of a public building 
at Mount Vernon, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 4990) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Chadock (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 4991) to correct the military record of Barnard 
Madden, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill. (S. 4992) for the relief of the personal representatives 
of Frank Arnim; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4993) granting a pension to Charles H. Jennings; 

A bill (S. 4994) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Wallace; and 

A bill (S. 4995) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Leclaire; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 4996) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” ap- 
proved June 27, 1906; and 

A bill (S. 4997) extending the time for certain homesteaders 
to establish residence upon their lands, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 

A bill (S. 4998) granting an increase of pension to Dan 
Gantz; 

A bill (S. 4999) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Rankin ; 

A bill (S. 5000) granting an increase of pension to John 
Durkee; 

A bill (S. 5001) granting pensions to certain officers and men 
of the Fourth Regiment Arkansas Mounted Infantry; and 

A bill (S. 5002) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Goshen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5003) for the relief of the estate of James Scull; 

A bill (S. 5004) for the relief of Samuel Choate; 

A bill (S. 5005) for the relief of W. C. Bradley; and 

A bill (S. 5006) for the relief of the heirs of Catherine Carter, 
deceased, and others (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A vil (S. 5007) to authorize additional aids to navigation in 
the Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A pn (S. 5008) to encourage rifle practice and promote a 
patriotic spirit among the citizens and youth of the United 
States; and 

A bill (S. 5009) to authorize commissions to issue in the cases 
of officers of the army retired with increased rank; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5010) extending the time for certain homesteaders 
to establish residence upon their lands; and 

A bill (S. 5011) to authorize the issuance of a patent to Fred 
©. and C. Helen Fisher for land located in the county of Fre- 
mont, State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5012) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Basin, in the State of 
Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5013) granting a pension to William W. Bishop; 
and 

A bill (S. 5014) granting an increase of pension to Ishmael 
Palmer (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 5015) relating to bills of lading; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5016) for the relief of James Allendorf and 59 
others (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5017) for the rélief of the estate of 
Alton R. Dalrymple, deceased; to the Committee on Finance. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5018) for the relief of Henry W. 
Lee; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 5019) to increase the limit of cost of the additions 
to the public building at Salt Lake City, Utah; and 


A bill (S. 5020) for the erection of a public building at 
Ephraim, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5021) granting a pension to Anna K. Lederer (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5022) granting an increase of pension to Kate B. 
Jarvis (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5023) for the relief of Mary E. Barrow; 

A bill (S. 5024) for the relief of the estate of John W. Aus- 
tin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5025) for the relief of the estates of T. B. Cowan 
and others (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5026) for the relief of Leonidas P. Hebert; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 5027) granting a pension to Frank Rogers (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5028) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Choat; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 5029) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kunckles; 

A bill (S. 5030) granting a pension to Ida Thomas Hobson; 

A bill (S. 5031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
McClure; 

A bill (S. 5032) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Dougherty ; 

+ bill (S. 5033) granting a pension to Rutherford H. Howell; 
an 

A bill (S. 5034) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5085) granting cumulative annual leave of absence 
to storekeepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-gaugers with pay; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5036) for the erection of a public building at Lan- 
caster, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 

A bill (S. 5037) for the relief of G. A. Embry; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 5038) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Miner (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5039) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Moore (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 5040) to authorize Bonners Ferry Bridge Com- 
mission to construct a bridge across the Kootenai River at 
Bonners Ferry, Idaho; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5041) for the relief of Joseph Zittle (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5042) for the relief of J. M. Connors and George D. 
Wright; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 5043) granting a pension to Susan White; and 

A bill (S. 5044) granting an increase of pension to Cathrine 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YNER: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5045) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Baltimore and Washington Transit 
Company, of Maryland, to enter the District of Columbia,” 
approved June 8, 1896; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5046) for the relief of the estates of Harriet B. 
Anderson and others; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5047) for the relief of Annie R. Chesley (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 5048) providing that entrymen for homesteads 
within reclamation projects shall receive patent upon satisfac- 
tory proof of residence, improvement, and cultivation for five 
years the same as though said entry had been made under the 
original homestead act; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 5049) to amend paragraph 43 of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1902; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5050) concerning baggage and excess baggage car- 
ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and Ter- 
ritories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce be- 
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tween the States and between the States and foreign nations, and 
prescribing the duties of such common carriers in reference 
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing the 
punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5051) providing for the purchase of a site and 
2 of a public building in the city of Chadron, State of 

ebraska ; 

A bill (S. 5052) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of David 
City, State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 5053) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Aurora, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5054) to correct the military record of Stephen 
Feather, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5055) to correct the military record of William H. 
Burgess; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5056) to increase pension for total loss of the use 
of both legs, the rate to be $100 per month; 

A bill (S. 5057) granting a pension of $30 per month to all 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served at least 
ninety days in the Army or Navy of the United States during the 
war with Mexico, and who have or may reach the age of 62 
years; 

A bill (S. 5058) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Fitzpatrick; 

A bill (S. 5059) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Cloud; 

A bill (S. 5060) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Phipps ; 

A bill (S. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Owen 
Buchanan ; 

A bill (S. 5062) granting a pension to George H. H. Daly; 

A bill (S. 5063) granting a pension to Lizzie D. Newton; 

A bill (S. 5064) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
H. Bailey; — 

A bill (S. 5065) granting a pension to Alfred Opelt; and 

A bill (S. 5066) granting an increase of pension to Luther C. 
Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 5067) granting a pension to John W. Stults; and 

A bill (S. 5068) granting an increase of pension to Carlton 
M. Rhoades (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 5069) to aid the reclamation of swamp lands in the 
Dunder and Blitzen Valley, in the State of Oregon, heretofore 
granted to said State; to the Committee on Conservation of 
National Resources. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 5070) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Florida to replace the revenue 
cutter Forward; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5071) for the relief of William Frye White, owner 
of lots 103, 104, 105, and 106, square 754, Washington, D. C., 
with regard to assessment and payment of damages on account 
of changes of grade due to construction of the Union Station, 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

A bill (S. 5072) relating to the carriage of bulletins of state 
boards of health as second-class mail matter; to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEAN: 

A bill (S. 5073) for the relief of Jasper Van Riper; 

A bill (S. 5074) for the relief of Ralph Deremer; and 

A bill (S. 5075) granting an honorable discharge to Thomp- 
son B. Pollard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5076) granting a pension to George F. Sutherland; 

A bill (S. 5077) granting a pension to Annie A. Masker; 

A bill (S. 5078) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Tiernan ; 

A bill (S. 5079) granting a pension to Johanna A. Brennan; 

A bill (S. 5080) granting a pension to William Shannon; 

A bill (S. 5081) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
J. Carter; 

A bill (S. 5082) granting a pension to John F. Cannon; 

A bill (S. 5083) granting a pension to Mary Hennessey ; 


A bill (S. 50S4) granting a pension to Ralph M. Collins; 

A bill (S. 5085) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Tiernan; 

A bill (S. 5086) granting a pension to Isabella V. Parker; 

A bill (S. 5087) granting a pension to Julia Beach; and 

å bill (S. 5088) granting an increase of pension to Sylvanus 
F. Westlake; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5089) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Coffman (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5090) granting an increase of pension to Oscar H, 
Ford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5091) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Doughertey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5092) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
Edmonson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5093) granting a pension to James Justus; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5094) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Cornwell; and 

A bill (S. 5095) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Skidmore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5096) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Mead; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 5097) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah R. 
Farmer, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) directing the Secretary of 
War to expend the remaining balance of the appropriation for 
the improyement of Wilmington Harbor, California; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 59) providing for the filling 
of vacancies to occur on January 27, 1910, in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than 
Members of Congress was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 59. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 for replacing with asphalt the granite block pave- 
ment on Nineteenth street NW. between L and N streets, 30 feet 
wide, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment authorizing and 
directing the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow pay- 
ments for exercising higher commands under the provisions of 
section 7 of the act of April 26, 1898, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the army appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of rural free-delivery carriers from $75 a 
month to $100 a month, intended to be proposed by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 for improving the channel north of Shooters Island, 
between New York and New Jersey, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN WYOMING. 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 

128), which was ordered to lie on the table: 
Senate resolution 128. 
tary of the 


———— at -offices in the State 
of Wyoming in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, 
whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 1887 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


461 


commissions; and to com in all respects with the public order of 
the Postmaster-General o 17, 1884, for sta such 
accounts of former under the act of March 1883 ; 

to enable the Secretary of the the better to comply with this 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby to turn over to 
the 9 9 Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every su ñ 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, some time ago I introđuced a 
resolution (S. Res. 84) proposing to change the hour for the 
daily meeting of the Senate and asked that it should be laid 
upon the table until I would submit some observation on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to lay 
before the Senate a message from the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not going to ask that the resolution be 
laid before the Senate. At that time I had no idea that the 
resolution could be adopted, and I intended to say to the Senate 
what occurred to me in favor of its adoption and then allow it 
to go to the committee, where I expected it to be buried. But 
since I introduced the resolution so many Senators have ex- 
pressed to me a belief that it proposes a sensible change, I am 
now encouraged to believe that it can be adopted. I will ask 
that it take the usual course, and instead of remaining on the 
table that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing an investigation 
of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of the 
Department of Agriculture was read twice by its title, and, on 
motion of Mr. Netson, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

` AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE AND ANTITRUST LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I withheld from my annual message a discussion of needed 
legislation under the authority which Congress has to regulate 
commerce between the States and with foreign countries and 
said that I would bring this subject-matter to your attention 
later in the session. Accordingly, I beg to submit to you cer- 
tain recommendations as to the amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law and certain considerations arising out of the 
operations of the antitrust law suggesting the wisdom of fed- 
eral incorporation of industrial companies, 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 

In the annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
for the year 1908 attention is called to the fact that between 
July 1, 1908, and the close of that year sixteen suits had been 
begun to set aside orders of the commission (besides one com- 
menced before that date), and that few orders of much conse- 
quence had been permitted to go without protest; that the 
questions presented by these various suits were fundamental, as 
the constitutionality of the act itself was in issue, and the right 
of Congress to delegate to any tribunal authority to establish an 
interstate rate was denied; but that perhaps the most serious 
practical question raised concerned the extent of the right of 
the courts to review the orders of the commission; and it was 
pointed out that if the contention of the carriers in this latter 
respect alone were sustained, but little progress had been made 
in the Hepburn Act toward the effective regulation of inter- 
state transportation charges. In twelve of the cases referred to, 
it was stated, preliminary injunctions were prayed for, being 
granted in six and refused in six. 

“Tt has from the first been well understood,” says the com- 
mission, “that the success of the present act as a regulating 
measure depended largely upon the facility with which tem- 
porary injunctions could be obtained. If a railroad company, 
by mere allegation in its bill of complaint, supported by ex 
parte affidavits, can overturn the result of days of patient inves- 
tigation, no very satisfactory result can be expected. ‘The rail- 
road loses nothing by these proceedings, since if they fail it can 
only be required to establish the rate and to pay to shippers the 
difference between the higher rate collected and the rate which 
is finally held to be reasonable. In point of fact it usually 
profits, because it can seldom be required to return more than 
a fraction of the excess charges collected.” 

In its report for the year 1909 the commission shows that of 
the seventeen cases referred to in its 1908 report, only one had 
been decided in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
although five other cases had been argued and submitted to that 
tribunal in October, 1909. 


Of course, every carrier affected by an order of the commis- 
sion has a constitutional right to appeal to a federal court to 
protect it from the enforcement of an order which it may show 
to be prima facie confiscatory or unjustly discriminatory in its 
effect; and as this application may be made to a court in any 
district of the United States, not only does delay result in the 
enforcement of the order, but great uncertainty is caused by 
contrariety of decision. The questions presented by these ap- 
plications are too often technical in their character and require 
a knowledge of the business and the mastery of a great volume 
of conflicting evidence which is tedious to examine and trouble- 
some to comprehend. It would not be proper to attempt to de- 
prive any corporation of the right to the review by a court of 
any order or decree which, if undisturbed, would rob it of a 
reasonable return upon its investment or would subject it to 
burdens which would unjustly discriminate against it and in 
favor of other carriers similarly situated. What is, however, 
of supreme importance is that the decision of such questions 
shall be as speedy as the nature of the circumstances will ad- 
mit, and that a uniformity of decision be secured so as to bring 
about an effective, systematic, and scientific enforcement of the 
commerce law, rather than conflicting decisions and uncertainty. 
of final result. 

For this purpose I recommend the establishment of a court 
of the United States composed of five judges designated for 
such purpose from among the circuit judges of the United 
States, to be known as the “ United States Court of Commerce,” 
which court shall be clothed with exclusive original jurisdic- 
tion over the following classes of cases: 

(1) All cases for the enforcement, otherwise than by ad- 
judication and collection of a forfeiture or penalty, or by in- 
fliction of criminal punishment, of any order of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission other than for the payment of money. 

(2) All cases brought to enjoin, set aside, annul or suspend 
any order or requirement of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

(3) All such cases as under section 3 of the act of February 
19, 1903, known as the “Elkins Act,” are authorized to be 
maintained in a circuit court of the United States. 

(4) All such mandamus proceedings as under the provisions 
of section 20 or section 23 of the interstate commerce law are 
5 to be maintained in a circuit court of the United 

tates. 

Reasons precisely analogous to those which induced the Con- 
gress to create the Court of Customs Appeals by the provisions 
in the tariff act of August 5, 1909, may be urged in support of 
the creation of the Commerce Court. 

In order to provide a sufficient number of judges to enable 
this court to be constituted, it will be necessary to authorize 
the appointment of five additional circuit judges, who, for the 
purposes of appointment, might be distributed to those circuits 
where there is at the present time the largest volume of busi- 
ness, such as the second, third, fourth, seventh, and eighth cir- 
cuits. The act should empower the Chief Justice at any time 
when the business of the Court of Commerce does not require 
the services of all the judges to reassign the judges designated 
to that court to the circuits to which they respectively belong; 
and it should also provide for payment to such judges while 
sitting by assignment in the Court of Commerce of such addi- 
tional amount as is necessary to bring their annual compensa- 
tion up to $10,000. 

The regular sessions of such court should be held at the capi- 
tal, but it should be empowered to hold sessions in different 
parts of the United States if found desirable; and its orders 
and judgments should be made final, subject only to review by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, with the provision 
that the operation of the decree appealed from shall not be 
stayed unless the Supreme Court shall so order. The Com- 
merce Court should be empowered in its discretion to restrain 
or suspend the operation of an order of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission under review pending the final hearing and 
determination of the proceeding, but no such restraining order 
should be made except upon notice and after hearing, unless 
in cases where irreparable damage would otherwise ensue to 
the petitioner. A judge of that court might be empowered to 
allow a stay of the commission's order for a period of not 
more than sixty days, but pending application to the court for 
its order or injunction, then only where his order shall contain 
a specific finding based upon evidence submitted to the judge 
making the order and identified by reference thereto, that such 
irreparable damage would result to the petitioner, specifying 
the nature of the damage. 

Under the existing law, the Interstate Commerce Commission 
itself initiates and defends litigation in the courts for the en- 
forcement, or in the defense, of its orders and decrees, and 
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for this purpose it employs attorneys who, while subject to the 
control of the Attorney-General, act upon the initiative and 
under the instructions of the commission. This blending of 
administrative, legislative, and judicial functions tends, in my 
opinion, to impair the efficiency of the commission by clothing 
it with partisan characteristics and robbing it of the impartial 
judicial attitude it should occupy in passing upon questions sub- 
mitted toit. In my opinion all litigation affecting the Government 
should be under the direct control of the Department of Jus- 
tice; and I therefore recommend that all proceedings affecting 
orders and decrees of the Interstate Commerce Commission be 
brought by or against the United States eo nomine, and be 
placed in charge of an Assistant Attorney-General acting under 
the direction of the Attorney-General. F 

The subject of agreements between carriers with respect to 
rates has been often discussed in Congress. Pooling arrange- 
ments and agreements were condemned by the general senti- 
ment of the people, and, under the Sherman antitrust law, any 
agreement between carriers operating in restraint of interstate 
or international trade or commerce would be unlawful. The 
Republican platform of 1908 expressed the belief that the inter- 
state-commerce law should be further amended so as to give 
the raSlroads the right to make and publish traffic agreements 
subject to the approval of the commission, but maintaining al- 
ways the principle of competition between naturally competing 
lines and avoiding the common control of such lines by any 
means whatsoever. In view of the complete control over rate- 
making and other practices of interstate carriers established 
by the acts of Congress and as recommended in this communi- 
cation, I see no reason why agreements between carriers subject 
to the act, specifying the classifications of freight and the rates, 
fares, and charges for transportation of passengers and freight 
which they may agree to establish, should not be permitted, 
provided, copies of such agreements be promptly filed with the 
commission, but subject to all the provisions of the interstate- 
commerce act, and subject to the right of any parties to such 
agreement to cancel it as to all or any of the agreed rates, 
fares, charges, or classifications by thirty days’ notice in writ- 
ing to the other parties and to the commission. 

Much complaint is made by shippers over the state of the 
law under which they are held bound to know the legal rate 
applicable to any proposed shipment, without, as a matter of 
fact, having any certain means of actually ascertaining such 
rate. It has been suggested that to meet this grievance car- 
riers should be required, upon application by a shipper, to quote 
the legal rate in writing, and that the shipper should be pro- 
tected in acting upon the rate thus quoted; but the objection 
to this suggestion is that it would afford a much too easy method 
of giving to favored shippers unreasonable preferences and re- 
bates. I think that the law should provide that a carrier, upon 
written request by an intending shipper, should quote in writ- 
ing the rate or charge applicable to the proposed shipment under 
any schedules or tariffs to which such carrier is a party, and 
that if the party making such request shall suffer damage in 
consequence of either refusal or omission to quote the proper 
rate, or in consequence of a misstatement of the rate, the car- 
rier shall be liable to a penalty in some reasonable amount, 
say two hundred and fifty dollars, to accrue to the United States 
and to be recovered in a civil action brought by the appropriate 
district attorney. Such a penalty would compel the agent of 
the carrier to exercise due diligence in quoting the applicable 
legal rate, and would thus afford the shipper a real measure 
of protection, while not opening the way to collusion and the 
giving of rebates or other unfair discrimination. 

Under the existing law the commission can only act with 
respect to an alleged excessive rate or unduly discriminatory 
practice by a carrier on a complaint made by some individual 
affected thereby. I see no reason why the commission should 
not be authorized to act on its own initiative as well as upon 
the complaint of an individual in investigating the fairness of 
any existing rate or practice; and I recommend the amendment 
of the law to so provide; and also that the commission shall be 
fully empowered, beyond any question, to pass upon the classifi- 
eations of commodities for purposes of fixing rates, in like 
manner as it may now do with respect to the maximum rate ap- 
plicable to any transportation. 

Under the existing law the commission may not investigate 
an increase in rates until after it shall have become effective; 
and although one or more carriers may file with the commission 
a proposed increase in rates or change in classifications, or 
other alteration of the existing rates or classifications, to become 
effective at the expiration of thirty days from such filing, no 
proceeding can be taken to investigate the reasonableness of 
such proposed change until after it becomes operative. On the 
other hand, if the commission shall make an order finding that 
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an existing rate is excessive and directing it to be reduced, 
the carrier affected may by proceedings in the courts stay the 
operation of such order of reduction for months and even years. 
It has, therefore, been suggested that the commission should be 
empowered, whenever a proposed increase in rates is filed, at 
once to enter upon an investigation of the reasonableness of the 
increase and to make an order postponing the effective date of 
such increase until after such investigation shall be completed. 
To this much objection has been made on the part of carriers. 
They contend that this would be, in effect, to take from the 
owners of the railroads the management of their properties and 
to clothe the Interstate Commerce Commission with the original 
rate-making power—a policy which was much discussed at the 
time of the passage of the Hepburn Act in 1905-6, and which 
was then and has always been distinctly rejected; and in reply 
to the suggestion that they are able by resorting to the courts 
to stay the taking effect of the order of the commission until 
its reasonableness shall haye been investigated by the courts, 
whereas the people are deprived of any such remedy with re- 
spect to action by the carriers, they point to the provision of 
the interstate- commerce act providing for restitution to the 
shippers by carriers of excessive rates charged in cases where 
the order of the commission, reducing such rates are affirmed, 
It may be doubted how effective this remedy really is. Ex- 
perience has shown that many, perhaps most, shippers do not 
resort to proceedings to recoyer the excessive rates which they 
may have been required to pay, for the simple reason that they 
have added the rates paid to the cost of the goods and thus 
enhanced the price thereof to their customers, and that the 
public has in effect paid the bill. On the other hand, the enor- 
mous volume of transportation charges, the great number of 
separate tariffs filed annually with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, amounting to almost 200,000, and the impossibility 
of any commission supervising the making of tariffs in advance 
of their becoming effective on every transportation line within 
the United States to the extent that would be necessary if their 
active concurrence were required in the making of every tariff, 
has satisfied me that this power, if granted, should be con- 
ferred in a very limited and restricted form. I therefore recom- 
mend that the Interstate Commerce Commission be empowered 
whenever any proposed increase of rates is filed, at once, either 
on complaint or of its own motion, to enter upon an investigation 
into the reasonableness of such change, and that it be further 
empowered, in its discretion, to postpone the effective date of 
such proposed increase for a period not exceeding sixty days 
beyond the date when such rate would take effect. If within 
this time it shall determine that such increase is unreasonable, 
it may then, by its order, either forbid the increase at all or 
fix the maximum beyond which it shall not be made. If, on 
the other hand, at the expiration of this time, the commission 
shall not have completed its investigation, then the rate shall 
take effect precisely as it would under the existing law, and 
the commission may continue its investigation with such results 
as might be realized under the law as it now stands. 

The claim is very earnestly advanced by some large associa- 
tions of shippers that shippers of freight should be empowered 
to direct the route over which their shipments should pass to 
destination, and in this connection it has been urged that the 
provisions of section 15 of the interstate-commerce act, which 
now empowers the commission, after hearing on complaint, to 
establish through routes and maximum joint rates to be 
charged, etc., when no reasonable or satisfactory through route 
shall have been already established, be amended so as to em- 
power the commission to take such action, even when one exist- 
ing reasonable and satisfactory route already exists, if it be 
possible to establish additional routes. This seems to me to 
be a reasonable provision. I know of no reason why a shipper 
should not have the right to elect between two or more estab- 
lished through routes to which the initial carrier may be a 
party, and to require his shipment to be trausported to desti- 
nation over such of such routes as he may designate for that 
purpose, subject, however, in the exercise of this right to such 
reasonable regulations as the Interstate Commerce Commission 
may prescribe. 

The Republican platform of 1908 declared in favor of amend- 
ing the interstate-commerce law, but so as always to maintain 
the principle of competition between naturally competing lines, 
and avoiding the common control of such lines by any means 
whatsoever. One of the most potent means of exercising such 
control has been through the holding of stock of one railroad 
company by another company owning a competing line. This 
condition has grown up under express legislative power con- 
ferred by the laws of many States, and to attempt now to sud- 
denly reverse that policy so far as it affects the ownership of 
stocks heretofore so acquired, would be to inflict a grievous in- 
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jury, not only upon the corporations affected but upon a large 
body of the investment holding public. I, however, recommend 
that the law shall be amended so as to provide that from and 
after the date of its passage no railroad company subject to the 


interstate- commerce act shall, directly or „acquire 
any interests of any kind in capital stock, or purchase or 
lease any railroad of any other corporation which competes 
with it respecting business to which the interstate- commerce act 
applies. But especially for the protection of the minority 
stockholders in securing to them the best market for their 
stock I recommend that such prohibition be coupled with a 
proviso that it shall not operate to prevent any corporation 
which, at the date of the passage of such act, shall own not less 
than one-half of the entire issued and outstanding capital stock 
of any other railroad company, from acquiring all or the re- 
mainder of such stock; nor to prohibit any railroad company 
which at the date of the enactment of the law is operating a 
railroad of any other corporation under lease, executed for a 
term of not less than twenty-five years, from acquiring the 
reversionary ownership of the demised railroad; but that such 
provisions shall not operate to authorize or validate the acqui- 
sition, through stock ownership or otherwise, of a competing 
line or interest therein in violation of the antitrust or any 
other law. 

The Republican platform of 1908 further declares in favor of 
such national legislation and supervision as will prevent the 
future overissue of stocks and bonds by interstate carriers, and 
in order to carry out its provisions I recommend the enactment 
of a law providing that no railroad corporation subject to the 
interstate- commerce act shall hereafter for any purpose con- 
nected with or relating to any part of its business governed by 
said act, issue any capital stock without previous or simul- 
taneous payment to it of not less than the par value of such 
stock, or any bonds or other obligations (except notes maturing 
not more than one year from the date of their issue), without 
the previous or simultaneous payment to such corporation of 
not less than the par value of such bonds, or other obligations, 
or, if issued at less than their par value, then not without such 
payment of the reasonable market value of such bonds or obli- 
gations as ascertained by the Interstate Commerce Commission ; 
and that no property, services, or other thing than money, shall 
be taken in payment to such carrier corporation, of the par or 
other required price of such stock, bond or other obligation, 
except at the fair value of such property, services or other thing 
as ascertained by the commission; and that such act shall also 
contain provisions to prevent the abuse by the improvident or 
improper issue of notes maturing at a period not exceeding 
twelve months from date, in such manner as to commit the com- 
mission to the approval of a larger amount of stock or bonds in 
order to retire such notes than should legitimately have been 
required. 

Such act should also provide for the approval by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission of the amount of stock and bonds 
to be issued by any railroad company subject to this aet upon 
any reorganization, pursuant to judicial sale or other legal pro- 
ceedings, in order to prevent the issue of stock and bonds to an 
amount in excess of the fair value of the property which is the 
subject of such reorganization. 

I believe these suggested modifications in and amendments to 
the interstate-commerce act would make it a complete and 
effective measure for securing reasonableness of rates and fair- 
ness of practices in the operation of interstate railroad lines, 
without undue preference to any individual or class over any 
others; and would prevent the recurrence of many of the prac- 
tices which have given rise in the past to so much public in- 
convenience and loss. 

By my direction the Attorney-General has drafted a bill to 
carry out these recommendations, which will be furnished upon 
request to the appropriate committee whenever it may be de- 


In addition to the foregoing amendments of the interstate- 
commerce law, the Interstate Commerce Commission should be 
given the power, after a hearing, to determine upon the uniform 
construction of those appliances—such as sill steps, ladders, 
roof hand holds, running boards, and hand brakes on freight 
cars in interstate commerce—used by the train men 
in the operation of trains, the defects and lack of uniformity in 
which are apt to produce accidents and injuries to railway 
train men. The wonderful reforms effected in the number of 
switchmen and train men injured by coupling accidents, due to 
the enforced introduction of safety couplers, is a demonstra- 
tion of what can be done if railroads are compelled to adopt 
proper safety appliances. 

The question has arisen in the operation of the interstate 
commerce employer's liability act as to whether suit can be 


brought against the employer company in any place other than 
that of its home offica The right to bring the suit under this 
act should be as easy of enforcement as the right of a private 
person not in the company’s employ to sue on an o 

claim, and process in such suit should be sufficiently served if 
upon the station agent of the company upon whom service is 
authorized to be made to bind the company in ordinary actions 
arising under state laws. Bills for both the foregoing purposes 
have been considered by the House of Representatives, and 
have been passed, and are now before the Interstate Commerce 
pe rat of the Senate. I earnestly urge that they be enacted 

aw. 
ANTITRUST LAW AND FEDERAL INCORPORATION. 

There has been a marked tendency in business in this country 
for forty years last past toward combination of capital and 
plant in manufacture, sale, and transportation. The moving 
causes have been several; First, it has rendered possible great 
economy; second, by a union of former competitors it has re- 
duced the probability of excessive competition; and, third, if 
the combination has been extensive enough, and certain methods 
in the treatment of competitors and customers have been 
adopted, the combiners haye secured a monopoly and complete 
control of prices or rates. 

A combination successful in achieving complete control over 
a particular line of manufacture has frequently been called a 
“trust.” I presume that the derivation of the word is to be ex- 
plained by the fact that a usual method of carrying out the plan 
of the combination has been to put the capital and plants of 
various individuals, firms, or corporations engaged in the same 
business under the control of trustees. 

The increase in the capital of a business for the purpose of 
reducing the cost of production and effecting economy in the 
management has become as essential in modern progress as the 
change from the hand tool to the machine. When, therefore, 
we come to construe the object of Congress in adopting the so- 
called “ Sherman Anti-Trust Act” in 1890, whereby in the first 
section every contract, combination in the form of a trust or 
otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of interstate or foreign trade 
or commerce, is condemned as unlawful and made subject to in- 
dictment and restraint by injunction; and whereby in the sec- 
ond section every monopoly or attempt to monopolize, and every 
combination or conspiracy with other persons to monopolize any 
part of interstate trade or commerce, is denounced as illegal and 
made subject to similar punishment or restraint, we must infer 
that the evil aimed at was not the mere bigness of the enterprise, 
but it was the aggregation of capital and plants with the ex- 
press or implied intent to restrain interstate or foreign com- 
merce, or to monopolize it in whole or in part. 

Monopoly destroys competition utterly, and the restraint of 
the full and free operation of competition has a tendency to 
restrain commerce and trade. A combination of persons, for- 
merly engaged in trade as partnerships or corporations or 
otherwise, of course eliminates the competition that existed 
between them; but the incidental ending of that competition is 
not to be regarded as necessarily a direct restraint of trade, 
unless of such an all-embracing character that the intention 
and effect to restrain trade are apparent from the circum- 
stances, or are expressly declared to be the object of the com- 
bination. A mere incidental restraint of trade and competition 
is not within the inhibition of the act, but it is where the com- 
bination or conspiracy or contract is inevitably and directly a 
substantial restraint of competition, and so a restraint of trade, 
that the statute is violated. 

The second section of the act is a supplement of the first. A 
direct restraint of trade, such as is condemned in the first sec- 
tion, if successful and used to suppress competition, is one of 
the commonest methods of securing a trade monopoly, con- 
demned in the second section. 

It is possible for the owners of a business of manufacturing 
and selling useful articles of merchandise so to conduct their 
business as not to violate the inhibitions of the antitrust law 
and yet to secure to themselves the benefit of the economies of 
management and of production due to the concentration under 
one control of large capital and many plants. If they use no 
other inducement than the constant low price of their product 
and its good quality to attract custom, and their business is a 
profitable one, they violate no law. If their actual competitors 
are small in comparison with the total capital invested, the 
prospect of new investments of capital by others in such a 
profitable business is sufficiently near and potential to restrain 
them in the prices at which they sell their product. But if they 
attempt by a use of their preponderating capital and by a sale 
of their goods temporarily at unduly low prices to drive out of 
business their competitors, or if they attempt, by exclusive 
contracts with their patrons and threats of nondealing except 
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upon such contracts, or by other methods of a similar charac- 
ter, to use the largeness of their resources and the extent of 
their output compared with the total output as a means of 
compelling custom and frightening off competition, then they 
disclose a purpose to restrain trade and to establish a monopoly 
and violate the act. 

The object of the antitrust law was to suppress the abuses 


of business of the kind described. It was not to interfere with 
a great yolume of capital which, concentrated under one organi- 
zation, reduced the cost of production and made its profit 
thereby, and took no advantage of its size by methods akin to 
duress to stifle competition with it. 

I wish to make this distinction as emphatic as possible, be- 
cause I conceive that nothing could happen more destructive to 
the prosperity of this country than the loss of that great econ- 
omy in production which has been and will be effected in all 
manufacturing lines by the employment of large capital under 
one management. I do not mean to say that there is not a 
limit beyond which the economy of management by the enlarge- 
ment of plant ceases; and where this happens and combination 
continues beyond this point, the very fact shows intent to mo- 
nopolize and not to economize. 

The original purpose of many combinations of capital in this 
country was not confined to the legitimate and proper object 
of reducing the cost of production. On the contrary, the his- 
tory of most trades will show at times a feverish desire to unite 
by purchase, combination, or otherwise all the plants in the 
country engaged in the manufacture of a particular line of 
goods. The idea was rife that thereby a monopoly could be 
effected and a control of prices brought about which would inure 
to the profit of those engaged in the combination. The path 
of commerce is strewn with failures of such combinations. 
Their projectors found that the union of all the plants did not 
prevent competition, especially where proper economy had not 
been pursued in the purchase and in the conduct of the business 
after the aggregation was complete. There were enough, how- 
ever, of such successful combinations to arouse the fears of 
good, patriotic men as to the result of a continuance of this 
movement toward the concentration in the hands of a few of 
the absolute control of the prices of all manufactured products. 

The antitrust statute was passed in 1890 and prosecutions 


were soon begun under it. In the case of the United States v., 


Knight, known as the “ Sugar Trust case,” because of the nar- 
row scope of the pleadings, the combination sought to be en- 
joined was held not to be included within the prohibition of 
the act, because the averments did not go beyond the mere 
acquisition of manufacturing plants for the refining of sugar, 
and did not include that of a direct and intended restraint upon 
trade and commerce in the sale and delivery of sugar across 
state boundaries and in foreign trade. The result of the Sugar 
Trust case was not happy, in that it gave other companies and 
combinations seeking a similar method of making profit by es- 
tablishing an absolute control and monopoly in a particular 
line of manufacture a sense of immunity against prosecutions 
in the federal jurisdiction; and where that jurisdiction is 
barred in respect to a business which is necessarily commensu- 
rate with the boundaries of the country, no state prosecution 
is able to supply the needed machinery for adequate restraint 
or punishment. 

Following the Sugar Trust decision, however, there have come 
along in the slow but certain course of judicial disposition cases 
involying a construction of the antitrust statute and its appli- 
cation until now they seem to embrace every phase of that 
law which can be practically presented to the American public 
and to the Government for action. They show that the antitrust 
act has a wide scope and applies to many combinations in actual 
operation, rendering them unlawful and subject to indictment 
and restraint. 

The Supreme Court in several of its decisions has declined 
to read into the statute the word “ unreasonable” before re- 
straint of trade,” on the ground that the statute applies to all 
restraints and does not intend to leave to the court the discre- 
tion to determine what is a reasonable restraint of trade. The 
expression “restraint of trade” comes from the common law, 
and at common law there were certain covenants incidental to 
the carrying out of a main or principal contract which were 
said to be covenants in partial restraint of trade, and were held 
to be enforcible because “ reasonably” adapted to the perform- 
ance of the main or principal contract. And under the general 
language used by the Supreme Court in several cases, it would 
seem that even such incidental covenants in restraint of inter- 
state trade were within the inhibition of the statute and must 
be condemned. In order to avoid such a result, I have thought 
and said that it might be well to amend the statute so as to 
exclude such covenants from its condemnation. A close exami- 


nation of the later decisions of the court, however, shows quite 
clearly in cases presenting the exact question, that such inci- 
dental restraints of trade are held not to be within the law and 
are excluded by the general statement that, to be within the 
statute, the effect upon the trade of the restraint must be direct 
and not merely incidental or, indirect. The necessity, there- 
fore, for an amendment of the statute so as to exclude these in- 
cidental and beneficial covenants in restraint of trade held at 
common law to be reasonable does not exist. . 

In some of the opinions of the federal circuit judges there 
have been intimations, having the effect, if sound, to weaken 
the force of the statute by including within it absurdly unim- 
portant combinations and arrangements, and suggesting there- 
fore the wisdom of changing its language by limiting its 
application to serious combinations with intent to restrain com- 
petition or control prices. A reading of the opinions of the 
Supreme Court, however, makes the change unnecessary, for 
they exclude from the operation of the act contracts affecting 
interstate trade in but a small and incidental way, and apply 
the statute only to the real evil aimed at by Congress. 

The statute has been on the statute book now for two decades, 
and the Supreme Court in more than a dozen opinions has 
construed it in application to various phases of business com- 
binations and in reference to various subjects-matter. It has 
applied it to the union under one control of two competing 
interstate railroads, to joint traffic arrangements between sev- 
eral interstate railroads, to private manufacturers engaged in a 
plain attempt to control prices and suppress competition in a 
part of the country, including a dozen States, and to many 
other combinations affecting interstate trade. The value of a 
statute which is rendered more and more certain in its meaning 
by a series of decisions of the Supreme Court furnishes a 
strong reason for leaving the act as it is, to accomplish its 
useful purpose, even though if it were being newly enacted use- 
ful suggestions as to change of phrase might be made. 

It is the duty and the purpose of the Executive to direct an 
investigation by the Department of Justice, through the grand 
jury or otherwise, into, the history, organization, and purposes 
of all the industrial companies with respect to which there is 
any reasonable ground for suspicion that they have been or- 
ganized for a purpose, and are conducting business on a plan 
which is in violation of the antitrust law. The work is a heavy 
one, but it is not beyond the power of the Department of Jus- 
tice, if sufficient funds are furnished, to carry on the investiga- 
tions and to pay the counsel engaged in the work. But such 
an investigation and possible prosecution of corporations whose 
prosperity or destruction ‘affects the comfort not only of stock- 
holders but of millions of wage-earners, employees, and asso- 
ciated tradesmen must necessarily tend to disturb the confi- 
dence of the business community, to dry up the now flowing 
sources of capital from its places of hoarding, and produce a 
halt in our present prosperity that will cause suffering and 
strained circumstances among the innocent many for the faults 
of the guilty few. The question which I wish in this message 
to bring clearly to the consideration and discussion of Congress 
is whether in order to avoid such a possible business danger 
something can not be done by which these business combina- 
tions may be offered a means, without great financial disturb- 
ance, of changing the character, organization, and extent of 
their business into one within the lines of the law under Fed- 
eral control and supervision, securing compliance with the anti- 
trust statute. : 

Generally, in the industrial combinations called “ trusts,” the 
principal business is the sale of goods in many States and in 
foreign markets; in other words, the interstate and foreign 
business far exceeds the business done in any one State. This 
fact will justify the Federal Government in granting a Federal 
charter to such a combination to make and sell in interstate 
and foreign commerce the products of useful manufacture under 
such limitations as will secure a compliance with the antitrust 
law. It is possible so to frame a statute that while it offers 
protection to a Federal company against harmful, vexatious, 
and unnecessary invasion by the States, it shall subject it to 
reasonable taxation and control by the States, with respect to 
its purely local business. 

Many people conducting great businesses have cherished a 
hope and a belief that in some way or other a line may be 
drawn between “ good trusts” and “bad trusts,” and that it is 
possible by amendment to the antitrust law to make a distinc- 
tion under which good combinations may be permitted to or- 
ganize, suppress competition, control prices, and do it all legally 
if only they do not abuse the power by taking too great profit 
out of the business. They point with force to certain notorious 
trusts as having grown into power through criminal methods by 
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the use of illegal rebates and plain cheating, and by various acts 
utterly violative of business honesty or morality, and urge the 
establishment of some legal line of separation by which “ crim- 
inal trusts” of this kind can be punished, and they, on the other 
hand, be permitted under the law to carry on their business. 
Now the public, and especially the business public, ought to rid 
themselves of the idea that such a distinction is practicable or 


can be introduced into the statute. Certainly under the present 
antitrust law no such distinction exists. It has been proposed, 
however, that the word“ reasonable“ should be made a part of 
the statute, and then that it should be left to the court to say 
what is a reasonable restraint of trade, what is a reasonable 
suppression of competition, what is a reasonable monopoly. I 
venture to think that this is to put into the hands of the court 
a power impossible to exercise on any consistent principle which 
will insure the uniformity of decision essential to just judg- 
ment. It is to thrust upon the courts a burden that they have 
no precedents to enable them to carry, and to give them a power 
approaching the arbitrary, the abuse of which might involve our 
whole judicial system in disaster. 

In considering violations of the antitrust law we ought, of 
course, not to forget that that law makes unlawful, methods of 
carrying on business which before its passage were regarded as 
evidence of business sagacity and success, and that they were 
denounced in this act not because of their intrinsic immorality, 
but because of the dangerous results toward which they tended, 
the concentration of industrial power in the hands of the few, 
leading to oppression and injustice. In dealing, therefore, with 
many of the men who have used the methods condemned by the 
statute for the purpose of maintaining a profitable business, we 
may well facilitate a change by them in the method of doing 
business, and enable them to bring it back into the zone of law- 
fulness without losing to the country the economy of manage- 
ment by which in our domestic trade the cost of production has 
been materially lessened and in competition with foreign manu- 
facturers our foreign trade has been greatly increased. 

Through all our consideration of this grave question, however, 
we must insist that the suppression of competition, the con- 
trolling of prices, and the monopoly or attempt to monopolize 
in interstate commerce and business, are not only unlawful, but 
contrary to the public good, and that they must be restrained 
and punished until ended. 


I therefore recommend the enactment by Congress of a gen- 
eral law providing for the formation of corporations to engage 
in trade and commerce among the States and with foreign 
nations, protecting them from undue interference by the States 
and regulating their activities, so as to prevent the recurrence, 
under national auspices, of those abuses which have arisen un- 
der state control. Such a law should provide for the issue of 
stock of such corporations to an amount equal only to the cash 
paid in on the stock; and if the stock be issued for property, 
then at a fair valuation, ascertained under approval and super- 
vision of federal authority, after a full and complete disclosure 
of all the facts pertaining to the value of such property and 
the interest therein of the persons to whom it is proposed to 
issue stock in payment of such property. It should subject the 
real and personal property only of such corporations to the same 
taxation as is imposed by the States within which it may be 
situated upon other similar property located therein, and it 
should require such corporations to file full and complete re- 
ports of their operations with the Department of Commerce and 
Labor at regular intervals. Corporations organized under this 
act should be prohibited from acquiring and holding stock in 
other corporations (except for special reasons upon approval by 
the proper federal authority), thus avoiding the creation, under 
national auspices, of the holding company with subordinate cor- 
porations in different States, which has been such an effective 
agency in the creation of the great trusts and monopolies, 

If the prohibition of the antitrust act against combinations in 
restraint of trade is to be effectively enforced, it is essential that 
the National Government shall provide for the creation of 
national corporations to carry on a legitimate business through- 
out the United States. The conflicting laws of the different 
States of the Union with respect to foreign corporations make it 
difficult, if not impossible, for one corporation to comply with 
their requirements so as to carry on business in a number of 
different States. 

To the suggestion that this proposal of federal incorporation 
for industrial combinations is intended to furnish them a 
refuge in which to continue industrial abuses under federal pro- 
tection, it should be said that the measure contemplated does 
not repeal the Sherman antitrust law and is not to be framed 
so as to permit the doing of the wrongs which it is the purpose 
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of that law to prevent, but only to foster a continuance and 
advance of the highest industrial efficiency without permitting 
industrial abuses. . 

Such a national incorporation law will be opposed, first, by 
those who believe that trusts should be completely broken up 
and their property destroyed. It will be opposed, second, by 
those who doubt the constitutionality of such federal incorpora- 
tion, and even if it is valid, object to it as too great federal 
centralization. It will be opposed, third, by those who will in- 
sist that a mere voluntary incorporation like this will not at, 
tract to its acceptance the worst of the offenders against the anti 
trust statute and who will therefore propose instead of ita sys 
tem of compulsory licenses for all federal corporations engaged - 
in interstate business. 

Let us consider these objections in their order. The Gov- 
ernment is now trying to dissolve some of these combinations, 
and it is not the intention of the Government to desist in the 
least degree in its effort to end those combinations which are 
to-day monopolizing the commerce of this country; that where 
it appears that the acquisition and concentration of property go 
to the extent of creating a monopoly or of substantially and di- 
rectly restraining interstate commerce, it is not the intention of 
the Government to permit this monopoly to exist under federal in- 
corporation or to transfer to the protecting wing of the Federal 
Government a state corporation now violating the Sherman Act. 
But it is not, and should not be, the policy of the Government 
to prevent reasonable concentration of capital which is neces- 
sary to the economic development of manufacture, trade, and 
commerce. This country has shown a power of economical 
production that has astonished the world, and has enabled us 
to compete with foreign manufactures in many markets. It 
should be the care of the Government to permit such concen- 
tration of capital while keeping open the avenues of individual 
enterprise, and the opportunity for a man or corporation with 
reasonable capital to engage in business. If we would maintain 
our present business supremacy, we should give to industrial 
concerns an opportunity to reorganize and to concentrate their 
legitimate capital in a federal corporation, and to carry on their 
large business within the lines of the law. 

Second. There are those who doubt the constitutionality of 
such Federal incorporation. The regulation of interstate and 
foreign commerce is certainly conferred in the fullest measure 
upon Congress, and if for the purpose of securing in the most 
thorough manner that kind of regulation, Congress shall insist 
that it may provide and authorize certain agencies to carry on 
that commerce, it would seem to be within its power. This has 
been distinctly affirmed with respect to railroad companies doing 
an interstate business and interstate bridges. The power of in- 
corporation has been exercised by Congress and upheld by the 
Supreme Court in this regard. Why, then, with respect to any 
other form of interstate commerce like the sale of goods across 
State boundaries and into foreign commerce, may the same 
power not be asserted? Indeed, it is the very fact that they 
carry on interstate commerce that makes these great industrial 
concerns subject to Federal prosecution and control. How far 
as incidental to the carrying on of that commerce it may be 
within the power of the Federal Government to authorize the 
manufacture of goods, is perhaps more open to discussion, 
though a recent decision of the Supreme Court would seem to 
answer that question in the affirmative. 

Even those who are willing to concede that the Supreme Court 
may sustain such federal incorporation are inclined to oppose it 
on the ground of its tendency to the enlargement of the federal 
power at the expense of the power of the States. It is a suf- 
ficient answer to this argument to say that no other method can 
be suggested which offers federal protection on the one hand 
and close federal supervision on the other of these great organ- 
izations that are in fact federal because they are as wide as the 
country and are entirely unlimited in their business by state 
lines. Nor is the centralization of federal power under this act 
likely to be excessive. Only the largest corporations would ayail 
themselves of such a law, because the burden of complete fed- 
eral supervision and control that must certainly be imposed to 
accomplish the purpose of the incorporation would not be ac- 
cepted by an ordinary business concern. i 

The third objection, that the worst offenders will not accept 
federal incorporation, is easily answered. The decrees of in- 
junction recently adopted in prosecutions under the antitrust 
law are so thorough and sweeping that the corporations affected 
by them have but three courses before them : 

First, they must resolve themselves into their component 
parts in the different States, with a consequent loss to them- 
selves of capital and effective organization and to the country 
of concentrated energy and enterprise; or, 
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Second, in defiance of law and under some secret trust they 
must attempt to continue their business in violation of the fed- 
eral statute, and thus incur the penalties of contempt and bring 
on an ineyitable criminal prosecution of the individuals named 
in the decree and their associates; or, 

Third, they must reorganize and accept in good faith the fed- 
eral charter I suggest. 

A federal compulsory license law, urged as a substitute for a 
federal incorporation law, is unnecessary except to reach that 
kind of corporation which, by virtue of the considerations al- 
ready advanced, will take advantage voluntarily of an incor- 
poration law, while the other state corporations doing an inter- 
state business do not need the supervision or the regulation of 
a federal license and would only be unnecessarily burdened 
thereby. 

The Attorney-General, at my suggestion, has drafted a federal 
incorporation bill, embodying the views I have attempted to set 
forth, and it will be at the disposition of the appropriate com- 
mittees of Congress. 

Wa. H. Tarr. 


Tun Warre House, January 7, 1910. 
PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Public Lands, I report 
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of 
the Department of Agriculture, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, reports back House joint 
resolution 103 with an amendment, and asks unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. The amendment in the form of a 
substitute will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
resolying clause of the joint resolution and insert: 

Houses of Co: is hereby creat 
V the e . by oH 


President thereof, and six Members of the House of Representatives, to 
vacancy occurring on the committee shall 


complete investigation of the administration, action, and conduct of 


lands of the United States, or any lands held in trust by the United 


by sub or otherwise, the attendance of witnesses and produc- 
tion of books, documents, and papers; to take the testimony of wit- 
n papers, and other ‘ormation 
from the several departments of the Government, or any bureau 
thereof; to employ s hers to take and make a record of all 
evidence taken and received by the committee and to keep a record of 
its pr ings; to have such evidence, record, and other matter re- 
quired by the committee printed and suitably bound; and to employ 
such assistance as may be deemed The chairman of the 


books, papers, and documents under the 3 = 
ctlon of w e 


be approved by the chairman of the committee and by 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


vestigation hereby provided for shall have the Dp 
ee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Minnesota whether the joint resolution just reported is 
ue ae ga resolution or the resolution as it passed the other 

ouse 

Mr. NELSON. It is the joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives with a substitute agreed to by the Public Lands 
Committee, with one modification subsequently agreed to by 
the committee, that the House, instead of the Speaker, shall 
select its members of that committee. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, with reference to the ac- 
tion of the Public Lands Committee regarding this joint reso- 
lution I have to say that it was the intention of the minority 
to present a minority report insisting that comity between the 
two Houses demanded that the Senate should recognize the 
action of the House with reference to the method of appoint- 
ing its representatives on the joint committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That has been done. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am glad to know that the majority have 
since modified their action in that particular, and that this re- 
port acquiesces in and indorses the action of the House so far as 
it relates to the method of the appointment of its representation 
upon this joint committee. 

I wish to say also one word regarding the accompanying 
resolution, which was also referred to the Public Lands Com- 
mittee, a resolution offered by myself, calling upon the Public 
Lands Committee to immediately consider and report within 
two weeks upon the recommendations of the Secretary of the 
Interior relating to the reform of the land laws and the devel- 
opment of the public domain. That matter was brought up 
before the Public Lands Committee, and it was suggested that 
it would be only courteous to await the promised message of 
the President relating to the conservation question. 

The understanding was reached, however, that immediately 
upon the presentation of that message to Congress the Public 
Lands Committee would enter upon the consideration of the 
bills relating to changes in the land laws, and particularly an 
omnibus bill presented by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NeEtson] embodying in the main the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Interior. For that reason I did not press the 
consideration before the committee of the resolution which I 
had offered, as I rest satisfied with the assurance of the chair- 
man of the committee and that of the committee that this hear- 
ing will proceed with all due dispatch and that it will not be 
delayed by the pending inquiry and investigation, which may 
cover a very broad area and take a long time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say that this 
is not a matter open to debate. It is simply a question whether 
there is objection to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no objection, but I shall later 
call the attention of the Senator from Nevada to a matter in 
connection with what he said, and will also call the attention 
of the Senator from Montana to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is still 
open to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the 
joint resolution the following words: 

Any official or ex-official whose conduct shall be involved by the in- 


to appear and be 
tin 


he before said ered person and 


by counsel. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, that amendment ought not to 
be adopted. Any official who so desires will undoubtedly have 
an opportunity to be heard before that committee. The com- 
mittee will subpena witnesses, but there is no reason why wit- 
nesses appearing before the committee to give their testimony 
should be accompanied by counsel. It would be an unusual 
proceeding. The witnesses are not defendants in the case. We 
only summon them to tell the truth and the whole truth. Their 
actions are not under trial or investigation, except as to the 


committee or any subcommitt: 
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facts they may state. To allow every witness to appear before 
the committee with counsel would unduly prolong the investiga- 
tion, and it would be an unheard-of proceeding in connection 
with an investigation carried on by a committee such as this 
committee will be. 

The committee will occupy the position of a court, and I have 
no doubt it will protect all witnesses and see that they receive 
fair and impartial treatment. I do not think any member of 
that committee will be actuated by any desire to treat any 
witness, whoever he may be, unfairly or unjustly. To my mind 
it would be utterly preposterous to have witnesses appear be- 
fore the committee with attorneys. Therefore I trust the 
amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I can see no possible ob- 
jection to the amendment I have offered. Such a proposition 
has been adopted by the House of Representatives by an over- 
whelming vote, and I see no reason why it should not be in- 
serted in the joint resolution as it passes the Senate. It seems 
to me there is so little to be said against it that it is almost 
unnecessary to say anything for it. It seems to me axiomatic 
that an official whose conduct is under investigation should 
have the right to appear both in person and by counsel before 
such a committee, and it is no imputation whatever upon the 
fairness or the sense of justice of the committee itself to insist 
upon this method of procedure, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NRW- 
LANDS]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment to 
the title, so as to make it read: “A joint resolution authorizing 
an investigation of the Department of the Interior and its sev- 
eral bureaus, officers, and employees, and of the Bureau of For- 
estry, in the Department of Agriculture, and its officers and 
employees.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLAN DS] and the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Drxon] to one point. The Senator from 
Nevada has twice expressed the apprehension that legislation 
affecting conservation in all its branches might be delayed be- 
cause of this investigation. I wish to direct his attention to 
something which apparently has escaped the Senator and other 
Senators; no doubt, because it is a new thing. We have but 
recently established a new committee—the Committee on Con- 
servation of National Resources—of which the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Dixon] is chairman, and of which the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps] is one of the distinguished mem- 
bers. So this investigation need not delay any legislation upon 
this general subject in which the Senator or any other Senator 
is interested. It could well go to the Committee on Conserva- 
tion of National Resources, which, I suppose, is the place where 
it would naturally go. 

At this juncture, inasmuch as the fear has been expressed 
three times that legislation is apt to be delayed because the 
committee to which it is supposed to go is engaged in an inves- 
tigation, I merely call the attention of these two Senators—the 
Senator who is chairman of the committee and the Senator who 
has raised the question—to the fact that a new committee has 
been established, the Committee on Conservation of National 
Resources, Of course, if it is not to have charge of bills affect- 
ing that very subject, I am at a loss to understand why the com- 
mittee was created. I thought, perhaps, this statement might 
ease the apprehension of the Senator from Nevada and also 
direct the attention of the Senator from Montana, who is chair- 
man of the committee, to this, which may be a more or less im- 
portant fact. 

INCREASED COST OF PRODUCTS, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to call up from the table Senate 
resolution 125. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
resolution (S. Res. 125) submitted by Mr. Crawrorp on the 5th 
instant, as follows: 

Senate resolution 125. 


Whereas the prices of what are known as the necessaries of life 
have steadily advanced for a period of ten years and universal interest 


is manifested in the subject and divers reasons assigned as causes there- 
for: Therefore be it 7 

Resolved by the Senate, That ths Department of Commerce and Labor 

uested to make investigation, and at the earliest convenience re- 


port to the Senate: 
First. The percentage of increase in the United States of the whole- 
sale price of food products during the ten years from 1899 to 1908; 


cond. The percentage of increase in the United States of the whole- 
sale price of cotton, wool, hides, and the manufactures thereof er- 
Gan Sree ia by the people of the United States during the same period ; 

ird. e percentage of increase in the United States of the retail 
price of the articles named in paragraphs 1 and 2 during the same 


period ; 
Fourth, The percentage of increase in the avera 
food in the vies i family of workingmen emplo 
an 


annual cost of 
in the 8 


manufacturin mechanical industries of the United States during 
st ee 


he percentage of increase, if any, in the 5 paid to the 
workingmen in such establishments during the same period; 

Sixth. The increase in the average of the world’s prices of vegetable 
food, animal food, and of clothing during the same Be ; 

Seventh. The circulation per capita in the United States on July 1, 
1896, and on July 1, 1909; 

Eighth. The world’s production of gold in 1896, and of each year 
thereafter, including the year 1907; 

Ninth. The world's coinage in the year 1896 and in 1907; 

Tenth. The gold production in the United States in 1896 and in 


1907 ; 

Eleventh. What particular articles of food and of manufactures of 
cotton, wool, iron, and steel show the highest increase in cost to the 
consumer during the same period; and 

Twelfth. What particular articles of food and of manufactures of 
cotton, wool, iron, and steel, or other article of common consumption 
as a necessity, show the greatest decrease in cost to the consumer dur- 
ing the same period, if there be any such. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely desire to say that I 
think this a very valuable inquiry. I think all the statistics 
asked for are of very great importance at this time, and I 
hope the resolution will pass and pass at once. 

But I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota that I think 
it would be well to modify the language of the first clause. It 
now reads “ to make investigation, and at the earliest convenience 
report,” and so forth. When that is ordered in a department, 
it is very apt to be the case that about five years after the in- 
quiry has been directed by the Senate we get a mass of material 
in which public interest has been lost and the subject of which 
has become obsolete. What we want on this question of prices 
is to get information—whatever information the department 
possesses, and I believe it possesses a great deal—and to get 
it at once; and I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that he modify the language of the first clause so as to read in 
this way: 

That the Department of Commerce and Labor be requested 


Mr. KEAN, It should be “ directed.” 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it should be “directed.” 

That the Department of Commerce and Labor be directed to transmit 
to the Senate as soon as practicable any information it may possess as 
to the following subjects. 

That will give us at once the information the department has, 
and if a further investigation seems desirable, it can be ordered, 
of course. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I readily agree to the proposed amend- 
ment, because I haye information from the Department of 
Commerce and Labor that the material called for in the reso- 
lution it has now on hand, and I think it can furnish it without 
any extended investigation. It is simply for the purpose of 
making use of the information which the department has in a 
general way secured that I offered this resolution—to summar- 
ize it and put it in usable form and have it go to the country 
for what it may be worth. So I readily accede to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator consents, the resolution may 
be modified in that way. f 

I should like also to suggest this addition to the first five 
inquiries: To insert, after the words “ first,” “second,” “ third,” 
“fourth,” and “ fifth,” the words “the increases from year t 
year and,” so as to read: 


The increases from year to year and the percentage of increase, etc. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I doubt the wisdom of that addition, be- 
cause I do not believe the department have the figures so that 
they could give specifically the information for each year with- 
out unduly extending the inquiry. 

Mr. LODGE. It seemed to me that if they had the material 
to show the percentages of increase, they must have the original 
figures on which those percentages were based. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That may be; they have the percentages, 
because they have so informed me; but how extended it would 
make the reply and whether or not it would involve delay to 
undertake to give the return for each year, is a matter about 
which I have some doubt. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to delay either the resolution 
now or the report of the department, and I will not press the 
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amendment. I only repeat that I think this is a very valuable 
inquiry, and I sincerely hope the resolution will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota modifies his resolution as will be indicated by the Sec- 
retary. 

The Srcrerary. In the resolving clause it is proposed to 
modify the resolution so as to read: 

That the Department of Commerce and Labor be directed to transmit 
to the Senate as soon as practicable any information it may have per- 
taining to the following subjects : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

INTERSTATE RACE GAMBLING, 

Mr. BURKETT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
129), which was read: 

Senate resolution 129. 

Resolved, That 2,500 Cupin or of tme 2 on S. 225, held before the 
subcommittee of the Committee ciary December 14, 1909, 
be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. BURKETT. I intended to ask to have the resolution 

passed, but I think, after talking with the chairman of the 
3 that the proper way is to have it referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and I move its reference to that com- 
mittee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN TREATIES, ETO, 


Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, in former years it was the cus- 
tom of the Government to make treaties with Indian tribes, 
and those treaties had to be ratified by the Senate. There are 
now a great many records connected with those treaties which 
are held under the seal that attached to the treaties them- 
selves as the subjects of executive discussion. While I recognize 
the almost grim solemnity of the matter, yet, that those records 
may be available, I move that the seal of secrecy be now removed 
from all Indian treaties, papers, records, and proceedings per- 
taining thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair thinks that the 
matter should be presented to the Senate in executive session. 

Mr. CLAPP. All right. 

HANNAN’S WEEKLY WASHINGTON LETTER. 


Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I send to the desk a letter, which 
I ask may be read and printed in the Recorp with the signa- 
tures in facsimile. 

I will state briefly that it is a copy of a letter which has been 
sent to me by Republican editors in my State, who inform me 
that Ohio has been flooded with them; and at some future time, 
not now, I may care to comment further upon its contents. 

Mr. KEAN and Mr. LODGE. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
reading of the letter? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATES SENATE, 


UNITED 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1909. 
Mr. WRIGHT A. PATTERSON, 


Editor The Western News Paper Union, Chicago, IN. 

Dear Sin: We are pleased to know that you have arranged with Col. 
John J. Hannan to furnish you with a daily and a we Washington 
letter, written from the standpoint of a pro; ive Repub no 

We take this means to assure you that Colonel Hannan is in touch 
with the men who are making the contest for progressive policies within 
the Republican nee 

You can be assu: that the matter which Colonel 5 — 8 
will contain a fair and accurate discussion bo, proceedings on- 
gress from a progressive 5 standpo 

Very truly, yours, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 18 minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 
46 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 11, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 


Bæecutive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1910. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Joseph Bosler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer of 

the United States at Philadelphia, Pa. (Reappointment.) 
PENSION AGENT. 

Oscar A. Janes, of Michigan, to be pension agent at Detroit, 

Mich., his term expiring January 16, 1910. (Reappointment.) 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

John Petterson, of Minnesota, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Crookston, Minn, his term expiring January 16, 1910, 
(Reappointment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL CORPS. 

Maj. James D. Glennan, Medical Corps, to be Heutenant- 
colonel from January 1, 1910, vice Lieut. Col. John M. Banister, 
promoted. 

Capt. James W. Van Dusen, Medical Corps, to be major from 
January 1, 1910, vice Maj. James D. Glennan, promoted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 

To be first lieutenants, with rank from December 28, 1909. 

Richard Slee, of New York. 

William Williams Keen, of Pennsylvania. 

William Michael Coplin, of Pennsylvania. 

William Campbell Posey, of Pennsylvania. 

Walter Orrin Howell, of California. 

George Morgan Muren, of New York, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps, with rank from January 6, 1910. 

PosTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 

Clifford M. Cox to be postmaster at Ozark, Ala., in place of 

uae M. Cox. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 
: CALIFORNIA. 


George W. Holmes to be postmaster at Selma, Cal., in place 
of George W. Holmes. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


ary 23, 1910. 
COLORADO, 


George E. Rohrbough to be postmaster at Aspen, Colo., in 
place of Walter S. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 22, 1910. 

CONNECTICUT. 


Adelbert W. Crane to be postmaster at South Glastonbury, 
Conn., in place of Adelbert W. Crane. Incumbent’s commission 
expires January 23, 1910. 


IDAHO. 


Christ H. Schenk to be postmaster at Burley, Idaho. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 


ILLINOIS, 


‘Joseph H. Braden to be postmaster at Rossville, Ill., in place 
of Joseph H. Braden. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 18, 1910. 

Emory V. Hamilton to be postmaster at Atwood, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Elbert C. Stanley to be postmaster at Downers Grove, III., in 
place of Elbert C. Stanley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1909. 

IOWA. 


James A. McKee to be postmaster at Cambridge, Iowa. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Walter ©. Ramsay to be postmaster at Belmond, Iowa, in 
place of Walter C. Ramsay. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

George W. Stapleton to be postmaster at Spirit Lake, Iowa, 
in place of George W. Stapleton. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 23, 1910. 

Clinton L. Zollinger to be postmaster at Ogden, Iowa, in 
place of Clinton L. Zollinger. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 


Office 


1910. 


KANSAS. 


George V. McElheny to be postmaster at Louisburg, Kans. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Ellis A. Mann to be postmaster at Grenola, Kans. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910, 


LOUISIANA. 


Benjamin S. Gallup to be postmaster at Hammond, La. in 
Place of Benjamin S. Gallup. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

MAINE. 


John V. Lane to be postmaster at Augusta, Me., in place of 
erer V. Lane. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
j MASSACHUSETTS. 


Fređ L. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newburyport, Mass., in 
place of Fred L. Atkinson. Incumbents commission expires 
January 15, 1910. 

Albert E. Brownville to be postmaster at Needham, Mass., in 
place of Albert E. Brownville. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

MICHIGAN. 


George M. Clark to be postmaster at Bad Axe, Mich., in place 
of George M. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

Thomas Connors to be postmaster at Negaunee, Mich., in 
place of Thomas Connors. Incumbents commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

James G. Hines to be postmaster at Stockbridge, Mich., in 
place of James G. Hines. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 11, 1909. 

MINNESOTA. 


Josie Forde to be postmaster at Graceville, Minn., in place of 
Josie Forde. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1910. 

John Schmelz to be postmaster at Springfield, Minn., in place 
of John Schmelz. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 
1910. 

Ole A. Thoreson to be postmaster at East Grand Forks, Minn., 
in place of Ole A. Thoreson. Ineumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

MISSOURI. 


Oliver W. Neff to be postmaster at Nevada, Mo., in place of 
Oliver W. Neff. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 
191 


0. ; 
A. Z. Peck to be postmaster at Sheldon, Mo. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1910. 
NEBRASKA. 


William P. Freeman to be postmaster at Auburn, Nebr., in 
place of William P. Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Samuel C. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Diller, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Frank W. Mather to be postmaster at Giltner, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Jehiel H. Secor to be postmaster at Madison, Nebr., in place of 

ehiel H. Secor. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 

10. 

Dennis Tracy to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, Nebr., in 
place of Dennis Tracy. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 

Jasper T. Twiss to be postmaster at Maywood, Nebr. Office 
Became presidential January 1, 1910. ° 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Alfred E. Bean to be postmaster at Berlin, N. H., in place of 
‘Alfred E. Bean. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 
1910. 

Albert Clement to be postmaster at Antrim, N. H., in place of 
Albert Clement. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1910. i 

Eri Oakes to be postmaster at Lisbon, N. H., in place of Eri 
Oakes. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1910. 

William H. Small to be postmaster at Newmarket, N. H., in 
place of William H. Small. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

NEW YORK. 

Clara Doughty to be postmaster at Garden City, N. ¥., in 
place of Clara Doughty. Incumbent's commission expires Jan- 
juary 22, 1910. 
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OKLAHOMA. 
John J. Burke to be postmaster at Norman, Okla., in place of 
sonn J. Burke, Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 


OREGON, 


Lawrence S. McConnell to be postmaster at Sherwood, Oreg. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


William D. Gerlach to be postmaster at Hazleton, Pa., in place 
of William D. Gerlach. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 

Johnson D. Neely to be postmaster at Derry, Pa., in place 
ee D. Neely. Incumbent's commission expires January 

W. Day Wilson to be postmaster at Clarion, Pa., in place of 
n Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 

x SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Henrietta R. Dahlman to be postmaster at Marion, S. Dak. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1910, 


TEXAS. 

Augustus S. Davis to be postmaster at McGregor, Tex., in 
place of Augustus S. Davis. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

VERMONT. 


Raymond C. Ransom to be postmaster as Castleton, Vt., in 
place of Raymond C. Ransom. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

WASHINGTON. 


John P. McGlinn to be postmaster at La Conner, Wash., in 
place of John P. McGlinn. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1910. 

WISCONSIN. 


Albert Liebl to be postmaster at Luxembourg, Wis. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

George Luecker to be postmaster at Brillion, Wis., in place 
A ae Luecker. Incumbent’s commission expires January 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations a ir by the Senate January 10, 
; 1 


CONSULS. 

George E. Chamberlin to be consul at Swatow, China. 
P. Merrill Griffith to be consul at Pernambuco, Brazil. 
George Horton to be consul at Saloniki, Turkey. 
Felix S. S. Johnson to be consul at Kingston, Ontario, Canada. 
C. Ludlow Livingston to be consul at Swansea, Wales. 
James Verner Long to be consul at Malta, Maltese Islands. 
Albert W. Pontius to be consul at Chungking, China. 
P. Emerson Taylor to be consul at Stavanger, Norway. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Levi M. Willeuts to be collector of eustoms for the district of 


Duluth, Minn. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


William Henkel to be United States marshal for the southern 
district of New York. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
George W. Fisher to be register of the land office at Topeka, 


Kans. 
Charles De Moisy to be register of the land office at Vernal, 


Utah. 
Clyde B. Walker to be register of the land office at Juneau, 
Alaska. 
RECEIVER or PUBLIO MONEYS. 


Don B. Colton to be receiver of public moneys at Vernal, Utah. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
Prelate D. Barker, at Mobile, Ala, 
IDAHO. 


Hubert O. Bell, at Milner, Idaho. 
Joseph W. Fuld, at Hailey, Idaho. 
Nadine Napton, at Jerome, Idaho. 
Mollie E. Sargent, at Glenns Ferry, Idaho. 
William W. Stephens, at Rexburg, Idaho. 
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ILLINOIS, 


John C. Baker, at Golconda, III. 

John B. Bradford, at Viola, III. 
Harry S. Farmer, at Farmer City, III. 
John W. Hancock, at Casey, Ill. 
Lillian J. Harris, at Durand, III. 
Edmund J. Howell, at Erie, III. 
George R. Palmer, at Onarga, Ill. 
George J. Patterson, at Genoa, Ill. 
Charles W. Warner, at Hoopeston, III. 


IOWA. 


Michael J. Collins, at Fairbank, Iowa. 
John W. Donley, at Delmar, Iowa. 

James T. Farrell, at Carson, Iowa. 

Esther M. McFarlan, at Cumberland, Iowa, 
Isaiah A. Mains, at Charter Oak, Iowa. 

B. J. Moore, at Dunlap, Iowa. 

William H. Nolte, at Holstein, Iowa. 
George W. Sies, at Oxford, Iowa. 

Chandler H. Smith, at Rock Rapids, Iowa. 
Charles E. Witt, at Shellrock, Iowa. 


KANSAS, 


Theodore F. Ankeny, at Pomona, Kans, 
Lulu M. Crans, at Formosa, Kans, 
Peter D. Cook, at Quenemo, Kans. 
Charles W. McClure, at Blue Mound, Kans, 
Joseph L. Rogers, at Vermillion, Kans. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

George W. Card, at North Dighton, Mass, 

; MISSISSIPPI. 


James G. Cammack, at Rolling Fork, Miss, 
George L. Holley, at Booneville, Miss, 
Herbert B. Miller, at Grenada, Miss, 


MISSOURI, 


William O. Keffer, at Liberal, Mo. 

B. A. Roy, at Bonne Terre, Mo. 
Blewett Smith, at Potosi, Mo. 

Gustave A. Wenom, at Kimmswick, Mo. 


MONTANA, 
Orson B. Prickett, at Billings, Mont. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Harry E. Hutchinson, at Wilton, N. H. 
Ira A. Ramsay, at Colebrook, N. H. 
Fielding Smith, at Lancaster, N. H. 
NEW YORK. 


John McNally, at Ossining, N. Y. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Clarence C. Banks, at Lansford, N. Dak. 
Clarence M. Condit, at Westhope, N. Dak. 
Jeremiah H. Dooley, at Leeds, N. Dak. 
E. T. Halaas, at Carrington, N. Dak. 
Nelson C. Lawrence, at Dickinson, N. Dak, 
Harry H. Roberts, at Tower City, N. Dak. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harry B. Klingensmith, at Ellsworth, Pa. 
Frank M. Morehead, at Volant, Pa. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 


John H. Beaner, at Canastota, S. Dak. 

A. M. Church, at Burke, S. Dak. 

Fannie Cromack, at Willow Lake, S. Dak, 

Barney Elias, at Bristol, S. Dak. 

Lewis A. Fox, at Tripp, 8. Dak. 

Charles C. Knappen, at Sisseton, S. Dak. 

Linville Miles, at Langford, S. Dak. 

Alexander W. Paulson, at Carthage, S. Dak. 

Charles L. Smith, at Andover, S. Dak. 

Howard Squires, at White Rock, S. Dak. 

‘William Toomey, at Gettysburg, S. Dak. 
VERMONT. 


Collins M. Graves, at Bennington, Vt. 
VIRGINIA. 
Clinton W. Hoge, at Gate City, Va. 
John B. Kimberly, at Fortress Monroe, Va, 
William C. Pendleton, at Tazewell, Va. 
$ WEST VIRGINIA. 
Columbus W. Law, at Salem, W. Va. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, January 10, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 8, 1910, 
was read and approved. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R, 17500) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the oe and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order 
on that bill. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF WEIGHTS, MEASURES, AND MARKETS. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up House 
joint resolution 78, changing the title of the sealer of weights 
and measures of the District of Columbia to superintendent of 
weights, measures, and markets. 

The SPEAKER. This being District of Columbia day, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Smiru], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, calls up the following House 
joint- resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 78. 

Resolved, eto., That the sealer of weights and measures of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall hereafter be known and designated as the 
“superintendent of weights, measures, and markets.” i 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the 
report read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report in the gentle- 
man’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the resolution (H. J. Res. 78) ek the title of the sealer of 
weights and measures of the District of Columbia to superintendent of 
8 measures, and markets, report the same back to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia request this change 
of title for the reasons set forth in the following letter transmitting 
the draft of the joint resolution : 
OFrrice COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, November 9, 1909. 

Dran Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to transmit herewith a draft of a “ joint resolution changing the 
title of the sealer of weights and measures of the District of Columbia 
to ‘superintendent of weights, measures, and markets,’” and recom- 
mend its early enactment. 

The title “ sealer of weights and measures,” prescribed by an act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1895, entitled “An act for the appointment 
of a sealer and an assistant sealer of weights and measures Th the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other oh deepen > and other laws, is a mig- 
nomer as relating to the duties which are now within the purview of 
that officer, who, in addition to the inspection of weights and measu. 
has immediate supervision of the municipal markets, the inspectors o 
lumber, the inspectors of wood, the inspectors of flour, the supervision 
of the public scales, and the fish-wharf privileges. The title recom- 
mended would better comport with the character of the duties and re- 
spensibilities of the office than the present designation. 


Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


Hon. Saut, W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, U. S. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
anything need be added to the report of the committee. The 
sealer of weights and measures appointed by the District com- 
missioners receives a salary of $2,500 a year. Unless there are 
some questions, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, this does not change the pow- 
ers of this official? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, sir; not in the slightest. 

Mr. GARRETT. It simply changes the name? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Changes the name. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield me three or four min- 
utes? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this relates to the subject of mar- 
kets, and it seems to me it is pertinent to refer to a report re- 
cently made to the chairman of the District Committee in refer- 
ence to the Washington Market Company, as the matter may 
come up at some early day in the future. 

In the Jast Congress a bill was before Congress authorizing 
the Washington Market Company to construct an overhead and 
an underground connection with square 328. When the matter 
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was before the House, the House recommitted the bill to the 
District Committee with instructions to obtain some informa- 
tion concerning the market company. In accordance with that 
instruction the chairman of the committee asked for informa- 
tion from the company, and the company, through its president, 
made a reply, which, I think, has been furnished to all Members 
of Congress. I do not know how accurate the information fur- 
nished in the reply may be, but I notice one statement in it, 
and if the rest of the information is no more accurate than that 
statement, the information furnished is of very little value. 
3 Chandler, in making his reply, on page 2 of his letter, 
states: 


od it has come to seem more than bable that 
would thin a few years clear out all private structures 

fee adug the whole of “Center Market) located on the south side of 
lvyania avenue between the 1 and the N Hors ee; ane 


I may say, Mr. Speaker, that no such request was made of 
` Congress; no such information was furnished to Congress; no 
suggestion was made by the company to Congress that under 
the law we had a right to terminate their lease on the market 
down here. On the contrary, they brought to Congress a bill 
authorizing them to purchase and operate a cold-storage plant 
anywhere in the District of Columbia. To that bill I made 
objection, and it was not passed. Subsequently a gentleman 
came to me and other Members and assured us that what they 
wanted was to put a cold-storage plant on square 328, but no 
suggestion was ever made in connection with the consideration 
of that market proposition that the law under which they were 
operating the markets gave Congress the right to terminate 
that lease. There was no suggestion of that sort. On the con- 
trary, they were concealing the fact that under an old law 
their rights might be terminated. If the rest of the informa- 
tion furnished by the company in response to the request of 
the House is no more accurate than this statement, it is cer- 
tainly of little value. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle- 
man from Illinois for the criticism and suggestion he has made 
on the report referred to, and when the committee comes to 
take up the bill they will consider what the gentleman has to 
say in connection with that report. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JUDICIAL BONDS. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the 
bill (H. R. 13468) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 
a code of law for the District of Columbia.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act ies “An act to establish a code 


of law for the District of eee a 901, be, ma 
the sa same is hereby, amended by p i te eee Section 177 ihre the 


“Provided, That neither the United States nor the District of Colum- 
bia, nor either, acting in nis omen oe 6 
fred to give bond or enter into undertaking to ect any appeal o. 

obtain any injunction or other writ, p. 8 order in or of any 
court in the District of Colum! W pie one nd is now or may be 
hereafter required by law or rule of court. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report 


be read. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read in the time of the 


gentleman from Michigan. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
REPORT BY ME. BORLAND. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill wits R. 13468) to amend an act enti “An act to es establish a 
code of law for the 9 of N thee p= the same back to the 


appeal from ent in the 1 
an m 
Torth the difficulties in Sy 20 owing letter = 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE Drsrarcr OF COLUMBIA, 
Was November 16, 1909. 
Dear SIR: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to transmit herewith a draft of 2 bill to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia, and 
recommend its early 5 
The legislation pro in this bill is recommended by the 5 
tion counsel of the trict of Columbia for the reason — b 


court, which virtually preclu istrict appeal 
those cases, as there is no provision of law wader which such a bond 
can be given by the District authorities. 


Section 31 is as fo 


Hows: 

“Sse. 31. Undertaking. No peal shall be allowed unless the a 
pellant, with sufficient surety, approved by the justice, shali enter into 
an undertak to satisfy and tever ju t may be re- 
covered in the appellate court that such g ne ah es 
entered against principal and sure Such un be 

ven wit six days, exclusive of — and legal holidays, after 

e entry of judgment. d where said un as been given the 

ce shall immediate! the o al papers and a copy of his 
docket entries in the office of the clerk of the sup court and notify 


Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
oip Pe of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
. SAMUEL W. 
— on the epee of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Bly poy Wh 34 of the code, if amended as proposed in this bill, will then 
ows: 

“Sec. 177. Costs payable immediately.—All costs and fees for serv- 
ices rendered by the clerk and the ster of wills and le to 
others than the United States regret be payable in advance, and shall be 
anew by such rules and regula not Sa with law, as 

be prescribed by the 3 maena tann Do in no case be paid by the 
Un ted States. The District of Columbia shall not be required 3 
fees to the clerk of the court of Pos Sess of the District or to the al 
of the District, and shall be enti he services of said marshal in 
the service of all civil process: Provided, That neither the United States 
nor the District of yy enero nor any officer of either, acting in his 
official capacity, shall be required to give bond or enter into under- 
taking to perfect any appeal or to ob any injunction or, other writ, 
process, or order in or of any court in the District of Columbia for 
/ / required by lawor ‘vale of 
co 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to know something 
about the scope and operation of this bill. As I understood it, 
when it was read, it simply relieves the District of Columbia 
fean filing appeal bonds where the District appeals to the upper 
court, 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the only effect of the bill? 

Mr. BORLAND. That is the only effect of the bill. The ap- 
peal must be taken in the same time that the statute requires. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The only change is to relieve the Dis- 
trict from filing a bond. I think it is a proper provision. Does 
it apply to the officers of the District who may be sued in their 
official capacity? Are they relieved from filing bonds on ap- 
peals? 


Mr. BORLAND. I take it that if they are sued in their offi- 
cial capacity, they would be relieved. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I make a further suggestion that it not 
only applies to appeals, but it applies to injunctions? 

Mr. CR@MPACKER. I did not note that; but I do not think 
there is any objection to that. A municipality like the city of 
Washington, or the District of Columbia, it seems to me, ought 
not to be required to give bonds, because there is no question 
respecting the solvency of such municipality, The State is not 
required to give bond in any litigation, and it ought not to be. 
There is no question about the solvency of a State, although 
States can not be sued in their own eourts. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I suggest to the gentleman from In- 
diana, that perhaps the most serious part of this is the matter 
of injunction, and while it is true that a State, perhaps, ought 
not to be required to give bond, yet the District of Columbia is 
not a sovereign in the sense that a State is sovereign, and what- 
ever liability it might incur is subject to review by Congress. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My judgment is that there can be no 
question at any time about the ample solvency and responsi- 
bility of the District of Columbia for costs and damages in 
any litigation that it may ever engage. 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; but there might be a great question 
about its paying it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is true; there might be question 
about its pay, but I do not think there is any doubt about 
its capacity to be sued and its responsibility. A State can 
not be sued in its own courts without its consent. The District 
of Columbia and city of Washington can be sued the same as a 
private individual. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman from Michigan think 
that the pronon as to the officers of the United States 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, this applies only to 
the municipal court, and that is the court which we throughout 
the States know as the justice court, the court of the justice 
of the peace. It does not apply to any other court. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] that, as the commissioners have 
set forth in their letter, there is now no provision for the 
District or any of its officers giving bonds, no fund provided, 
no method provided, nor any officer provided who may enter 
into such bonds. The supreme court has ruled that the Dis- 
trict is included in the particular language of this statute 

requiring all appellants to give bonds. Now, if it is necessary, 


| 
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in some cases that the District should give bonds—for instance, 
in the case of an injunction—that provision should be made 
specific;. but certainly this amendment should be adopted, 
because this applies only to the ordinary appeals from the 
municipal court. 

As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] has said, 
the chief objection to an appeal is that an improvident appeal 
might be granted to an insolyent person merely for the purpose 
of delay, where there would be no remedy to the appellee, but 
that can not occur in the case of the District, because the Dis- 
trict is just as solvent before it gives a bond as it is after. Now, 
if the gentleman wants to go into the machinery of providing a 
method by which the District should give bonds, it should be 
limited to the cases where the expense and trouble of giving a 
bond is necessary, and will reach some definite object. 

Mr. GARRETT. This excuses from giving a bond? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Would it not be better instead of having 
this bill excusing the District from giving a bond to have a bill 
which would authorize it to give a bond? 

Mr. BORLAND. No; I think not. 

Mr. GARRETT. Under proper limitation? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will say I think not. The general pro- 
yision is that States and municipalities are relieved from the 
necessity of giving bonds, on the very theory spoken of by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. Now, if the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] knows of a specific case 
it should be made specific in the statute, and not by requiring 
bonds in all cases where clearly they are not necessary. 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Tennessee does not 
know of any specific case. He is merely discussing the general 
principle and policy. 

Mr. BORLAND. I so understand it; but I do not think the 
requirement to give a bond in all cases would be necessary. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is it now too late to raise the question of con- 
sideration on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. It has been debated. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, unless there are some 
further questions, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF TRAFFIC AND PROCESSIONS, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call dp the bill 
(H. R. 18471) providing for the regulation and suspension of 
traffic and processions on highways in the District of Columbia, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they hereby are, authorized to regulate, govern, control, 
or prohibit parades, processions, and the like in the streets, avenues, 
and other ces under their supervision; and may, in their discre- 
tion, from fme to time as occasion may require, ate or suspend, 
in whole or in part, trafic of whatever character or kind upon or over 
any street, avenue, or highway cr part or parts thereof, during such 
reasonable periods of time and by such means as they may determine 
to be necessary to secure the preservation of public order or safety or 
the protection of life or property. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I shall not ask that 
the report be read in this case, but do ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the RECORD. v 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

REPORT vo. 57.—REGULATION, ETC., TRAFFIC ON HIGHWAYS. 

Mr. Surra ef Michigan, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted the following report to accompany H. R. 13471: 

The Committee on the District of Columb to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 18471) providing for the nean ekion and sus ion of 
traffic and processions on highways in the ct of Col ia, report 
the same back to the House with tlie recommendation that it do pass. 

This bill was transmitted to this committee by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia and its passage requested for the reasons set 
forth in the following letter: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, Novem 10, 

Dran Sm: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill entitled “A bill providing 
for the regulation and su ion of traffic and processions on hways 
in the District of Columbia,” and recommend its early enactment. 

The object of this bill is to remove any doubt as to the authority of 
the oners to regulate and suspend traffic and 2 ons on 
the public streets by d tely vesting such authority them where 
such action is, in their judgment, necessary to conserve the public inter- 
est and protect life and W ` 

Congress has the advisability of control in this matter, 
under certain circumstances, by giving the commissioners power to 
ugural ceremonies. On 


have been embarrassed by this doubt 


te such traffic during the presidential ina 
o occasions the commissio: 
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of their authority, and therefore deem it advisable. that the scope of 
their jurisdiction in the premises should be established as proposed. 
Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, - 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 

In 2 5 to a request by the chairman of this committee of the 
District Commissioners for further information as to the police author- 
ity in other cities in reference to the control and suspension of traffic 
. on highways, the following communication was re- 
ce 3 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 30, 1909. 
Sır: Pursuant to gor request of the 16th instant, through the clerk 
of your committee, for information as to where the power to oy 
c and processions on highways, as proposed in House bill 13471, is 
vested in other municipalities than the District of Columbia, and how 
that power is usually exercised, the commissioners have the honor to 
transmit herewith copies of communications received from the police 
authorities of a number of the larger cities in the United States, giving 
See on the subject in such places. 
ery 


Y, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
; Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, BUREAU OF POLICE, 
Philadelphia, December 21, 1909. 


DEAR MAJOR: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 20th 


instant, the control of parades, processions, and the like in 
this city, etc., and to advise you t the matter of permitting parades 
or processions upon the highways is simply a rule of the supe endent 


of police, who upon application grants a t, or rather an order, not 
to interfere with such, providing of course the application has met 
with the approval of the superintendent. I submit herewith copy of 
the law on the subject. We have no law upon the subject of con- 
trolling parades su as you refer to, and, as stated, the mætter is 
simply a police regulation. This rule was placed into t several 
years ago, immediately following an anarchistic outbreak upon our 
streets following a parade of frenzied ple. 

I trust the information will be satisfactory to you. 

Very truly, yours, 
JoHN B. TAYLOR, Superintendent. 
Maj. RICHARD SYLVESTER 


Major and Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 


POLITICAL PARADES. 


A of April 10, 1873. It shall not be lawful for an litical organi- 
zation to parade through the streets of the city of Iphia after 
day within ten days next preceding any general election. Penalty, $50. 

HALTS IN PROCESSIONS. 

B of O, November 29, 1873. All processions of persons, whether on 
foot or in vehicles, shall, at intervals of fifteen minutes, halt for a 
space of at least three minutes for the purpose of allowing 3 upon 
and over the streets and avenues cr or intersecting the street or 
streets used and occupied by such procession as a route of parade. 

Any person or ms negl or re to comply with the 
8 of the t section of ordinance shall, upon conviction 

hereof before the nearest ent’ suffer and pay a 8 of 
$5 for the use of the city. And it shall be the duty of the department 
of police to enforce the provisions of this ordinance. 


DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, 
Buffalo, N. Y., December £3, 1909. 

Dear Sm: Your favor of the 20th instant, requesting information 
relative to obtaining information as to who is vested with the power to 
control parades, etc. Below I will give you a copy of our ordinances 
relating to the subject in question. In addition to this, I might add 
that when a circus comes to the city and desires to have a parade I 
make them put up a bond of $10,000 in case any of the is should 
run wild and injure anyone. 

STREET TRAFFIC. 

Traffic on the public streets and the rights of lestrians and vehicles 

will be governed by the enforcement of the following laws and ordi- 


nances : 
PARADES. 
[Ch. 590 of the State Laws of 1872.] 


Ey 
the provisions of this act shall be guilty ‘of a misdemeanor, punishable 
ceeding ten days, 


the chief officer thereof 


not less six hours previous to its forming or marching, to the 
police authorities of said city; and it may be lawful for said lice 
autho to designate to such procession or ade how much of said 


crowded thoroughfares 
when so des ted, th 


„ the 
on or parade be responsible that the 
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designation is obeyed; and it shall be the duty of the police authorities 
to furnish such escort as may be necessary to protect persons and prop- 
erty and maintain the public peace and order. 

[Sec. 286 of the penal code. Ch. 778 of the State Laws of 1895.] 

All 8 and parades on Sunday in any city, excepting only 
funera 3 for the actual burial of the dead, and processions 
to and from a place of worship in connection with a religious service 
there celebrated, are forbidden, and in such excepted cases shall be 
no music, fireworks, discharge of cannon and firearms, or other disturbin 
noise. At a military funeral and at the burial of a deceased nationa! 
guardsman or a deceased member of an association of veteran soldiers, 
of a disbanded militia regiment or of a secret fraternal society, music 
may be played while escorting the body, but not within one block of a 
place of worship where service is then celebrated. A n willfully 
violating any provision of this section is punishable by a fine of not 
exceeding $20 or imprisonment not exceeding ten days, or both. 

In addition to the above I inclose a copy of our traffic ordinance. I 
might also say that the street railway authorities have shown a desire 
to cooperate with us in holding back their cars at the times of large 


gatherings and parades, 
Respectfully, MICHARL REGAN, Superintendent. 
Maj. RICHARD SYLVESTER, 
Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 


POLICE DEPARTMENT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK, 


New York, December 23, 1909. 

DEAR Sin: The receipt is acknowledged of your letter of December 
20 relative to the control of parades and processions in this city. 

The control of parades or processions marching upon the street is 
vested in this department by section 1457 of the Greater New York 
charter, a copy of which is inclosed herewith. 

Under section 815 of the Greater New York charter the following 
duties and powers are vested in this department, viz: 

It is hereby made the duty of the ee department and force, at 
all times of the day and night, and the members of such forces are 
hereby thereunto empowered to “ regulate, control, restrict, 
and direct the movement of all teams, horses, carts, wagons, automo- 
biles, and all other vehicles in streets, brid squares, par 97 and public 
places for the facilitation of traffic and the convenience the public 
as well as the proper protection of human life and health,” etc. 


X: WX. F. BAKER, Police Commissioner. 
RICHARD SYLVESTER, 
Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 


GREATER NEW YORK CHARTER. 
{Sec. 1457. Processions and parades, regulations concerning.] 


All processions or parades ge don or mareng opa any street, 
to the exclusion or interruption of other citizens eir individual 
right and use thereof (excepting the national guard and the police and 
fire departments, and associations of veteran soldiers), are forbidden 
unless written notice of the 1 ger bap ene route of such procession 
or parade be given by the chief officer thereof not less than six hours 
previous to the forming or marching to the lice authorities of the 
city, and it may be lawful for said police authorities to designate to 
such procession or parade how mu of the street in width it can 
occupy, with especial reference to crowded thoroughfares through which 
said procession may move; and, when so designated, the chief officer of 
said procession or N shall be responsible that the designation is 
obeyed; and it shall be the duty of the police authorities to furnish 
such escort as ey be necessary to protect persons and property and 
maintain the public peace and order. All processions or parades on 
Sunday, in any street of the city, excepts, only funeral processions 
engaged in the actual burial of the dead, and processions to and from 
any place of worship in connection with a religious service there cele- 
brated, are forbidden; and in no such excepted case shall there be any 
music, fireworks, discharge of cannon or firearms, or other disturbing 
noise; provided that in any military or Grand Army of the Republic 
funeral music may be played while esco: e body to and from 
such places, but such music shall not be played within one block of an 

lace of worship where worship is being celebrated. Every person will- 
Pally violating any provision of this section or any ordinance passed by 
the municipal assembly pursuant to the last preceding section shall be 

‘ity of a misdemeanor punishable with a fine not exceeding $20 or 

“a sonment not exceeding ten days, or both, at the discretion of the 
co 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF POLICE, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, December 22, 1909. 


Sin: Answering your letter of December 20, have to advise you that 
the chief of police has all the power and control of parades, processions, 
assemblages, etc., and is vested with full power to clear the streets and 
make the necessary ar ements for parades. He is also vested with 
the right to permit or refuse any assemblages of any character on the 


streets. 
Respectfully, 3 PAUL M. MILLIKEN, 
Chief of Police. 

RICHARD SYLVESTER, 

Major and Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 
HEADQUARTERS POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
Boston, December 21, 1909. 

DEAR Sin: We have no statute law governing the subject stated in 
yours of the 20th instant, but the board of aldermen may, with the 
= kha of the mayor, close streets to be used for parades or proces- 
sions. 

The form generally used is as follows: 

s ae of ton. In board of aldermen, December 30, 1909. Or- 
dered, That the police commissioner be authorized to close to travel by 
vehicles, except fire, poneo; mail, and hospital wagons, the following 
streets for the formation and parade of the (name of the organization 
desiring to parade) on January 6, 1910, between the hours of 8 a. m. 
For the formation: (Giving names of streets and avenues 
For the parade: (Giving names of and avenues to 


25 Sprovod by the mayor, January 2, 1910.” 
g thh ully, yours,” 5 { M. H. PIERCE, 
Superintendent of Police. 


SYLVESTER, Esq., 
Major and Superintendent of Police, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
in almost every city the power is lodged somewhere to control 
matters of this kind, and the committee took occasion to ask 
the District Commissioners to get some additional informa- 
tion in other cities, which information is found in the report. 
In a word, the District Commissioners here have no authority, 
and this bill is simply for the purpose of giving them authority 
in cases of this kind. Unless there are some questions, I ask 
for a vote, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether it is not also true that in nearly all the regu- 
lations of other cities provision is made for obtaining a permit 
for a parade. As I understand it, the bill the gentleman sub- 
mits gives arbitrary power to the commissioners to absolutely 
refuse the use of the streets without any limitation whatever. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I suppose that the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia will exercise the same good judg- 
ment that a common council in cities would in the passing of 
some police regulation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That same judgment would warrant us in 
giving anybody absolute power. Every limitation that is put 
upon the power of any man is put on the theory that the power 
might be abused, and here you are undertaking to give to the 
commissioners absolute power without any arrangement as to 
regulations or the rights of the public whatsoever. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Well, who would the gentleman 
suggest giving the power to if not to the commissioners of the 
District? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, I would not suggest giving absolute 
power to anybody, but it is not the business of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to have worked out in detail legislation of this 
kind; it is the business of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to present legislation that has been thoroughly con- 
sidered and digested. : 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And this is our view. If the gen- 
oe has any suggestions to make, we will be glad to receive 

em. 

Mr. SHERLEHT. It is not an answer to a criticism of the 
bill to ask what others have to propose; the gentleman should 
bring in here digested legislation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky will 
permit, I understand this bill does limit or prescribe the author- 
ity for the suspension of traffic on roads and how it may be 
made. It is not arbitrary or absolute. Traffic on the public 
streets or highways may be only suspended during the perform- 
ance of certain public things mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. SHER . I do not so understand the reading of the 
bill. It is very short, and the gentleman can see for himself 
what the bill says. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the bill say this authority 
shall be given whenever, in the judgment of the commission- 
ers—I have not read the bill, but I did hear it read by the 
Clerk, and I thought I distinctly heard the conditions or 
provisions in the bill which seem to me to amount to a limi- 
tation of the power of the commissioners to suspend traffic 
on the public streets? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I will read 
just what the bill provides; it is short. 

They hereby are, authorized to regulate, govern, control, or prohibit 
parades, 8 and the like in the streets, avenues, and other 

laces under their supervision ; and may, in their discretion, from time 

time as occasion may require, reguinte or suspend, in whole or in 
part, traffic of whatever character or kind upon or over any street, 
avenue, or highway, or part or parts thereof, during such reasonable 
periods of time and by such means as they may determine to be neces- 
sary to secure the preservation of public order or safety or the pro- 
tection of life or property. 

Now, if there are any limitations, I fail to understand 
the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is for the securing of public order 
and the preservation of health and property. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Over which they are made the sole judge. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman from Michigan, 
is this legislation in reference to the inauguration of a Demo- 
cratic President in 1913? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
is contemplated or probable. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion. This power which is to be given to the District Commis- 
sioners here has heretofore been exercised by somebody in 
some way during a presidential inauguration and on like occa- 
sions? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has been by special legislation. 
Every time we have had an inauguration special legislation has 
been passed authorizing the commissioners to do this. 


I do not think that such a thing 
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Mr. CLAYTON. Now you propose to give them authority 
in the conduct of such matters so that it will not require spe- 
cial legislation by Congress every time? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think the bill is entirely proper. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Thank you. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I have only 
hastily glanced over all the citations as to other cities, but not 
a one I have read gives anything like the power conceded here. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In other cities the common coun- 
cil passes legislation and makes the police regulations. Now, 
we have no common council or board of aldermen here, but we 
have a board of commissioners who act in their place. Con- 
gress authorizes the commissioners to do what the common 
council does in other cities, namely, that they will pass police 
regulations. e 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not think the case cited by the gentle- 
man is at all parallel. If there is any parallel at all, it is that 
Congress takes the pace of the common council, and Congress 
should make the regulations. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? He assumes that the right should be lodged some- 
where in the District, but what we want to do in this bill 

Mr. SHERLEY. No. I do not think the arbitrary right to 
close streets should be lodged anywhere. I think there should 
be regulations as to when they should be closed and the reason 
given for closing them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am fearful that it would take a 
long bill to comply with the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman’s fears are not warranted by 
the facts. It would be easy to restrict the power. They have 
done it in other places. 

Mr. WILEY. What would be the remedy in case Congress 
was not in session when there was to bea parade in Washington? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not think every case should be consid- 
ered by Congress, and I have not suggested it; but I do think 
that it is possible to have considerable abuse arise as a result 
of this decision to give the absolute power to the commissioners 
to close the streets. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is not that as true in every city 
in this Union where they have police regulations? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know of any city that gives such 
arbitrary power. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The report in this case shows that 
in other cities it is done by police regulations, and the authority 
is given to the common council of the city. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That does not show what the police regula- 
tion is. The gentleman is going on assumptions all the time. 
He should read his own report. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have read it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I know that no such arbitrary power exists 
in my city. 

Ar. SMITH of Michigan. Where does the power lie in the 


gentleman’s city? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The power, of course, is lodged through an 
ordinance of the city, but that ordinance itself has restrictions 
in it. It is not a blanket ordinance like the law the gentleman 
brings in here. If the gentleman can not see a distinction be- 
tween those two cases, I can not help it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

BENNING ROAD. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the business 
of the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
pills on the District Calendar, with Mr. STERLING in the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up 
the bill (H. R. 3679) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
widening of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 16, 1908. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman frem Michigan [Mr. SMITH] 
calls up the bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk reads as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3679) to amend an act entitled “An act for the widening 
of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved May 16, 1908. 
32222... ˙ OAN ex 40 “other purposes,” a — — 

r 
1908, be, ond the — is fareb amen b; striking cot — — — 
said act and inarang Ia lieu thereof the following: 

“That, under and accordance with the provisions of subchapter 1 
of section 15 of the Code of Law for the ct of Columbia, within 
sey daye ATER oe e of this act the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 


institute in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding 
in rem to condemn the land to widen Benning road from 
Fifteenth street east to 7 7 avenue, exclusive of the strip of land 


dama; for and in and to be 2 tor said ex: 
tension, plus the costs and of said proceeding, shall be 
by the jury as ts: further, That nothing in said 
p of chapter 15 of said code shall be construed to authorize 
1 te amount of the 


of further, That 
Columbia mpany, its successors or assigns, shall 
remove its tracks to the center of the street when widened, when re- 
quired so to do by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a read- 
ing of the report in this case. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3679) to amend an act entitled “An act for the widen- 


ing of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved May 16, 1908, 
report the same back to the House with the setae thet it do 


pass. 
The o act found in volume 35 of the Statutes at Large, e 
163, provides for the institution condemnation 


t rey for the - 
ing.” The proposed amendment strikes out that limiting clause and 
peovica for the institution of proceedings “ within ninety days after 


Th so 8 tment of this posed legislatio 

reasons for the enac 0 pro; m are fully 

set forth in the letter of the commissioners transmitting the 

the bill, which letter is as follows: WES 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 14, 1909. 

Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 

to submit the following on H. R. 3679, Sixty-first Con: first ses- 

sion, “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the widening of 


ent that 50 cent 
m proceedings to a fie tales te the tend 
to widen the road to 110 feet from Fifteenth street to Okla- 


necessary 
homa avenue shall be instituted. It further vides that the assess- 
ment for benefits shall equal damages and costs of the condemna- 


‘or the 0 roa 
The necessity for amen: the original act providing for this widen- 
ing atisa frame the -ůMô an DAN been atated to the commissiinars, 
pa in find it impossible to secure this dedication. The com- 


tha’ ing 
the provision requiring dedication of 50 t land 
. ret ing 0 per cent of the before 


e place is unnecessary. 
loners favorable action on the bill. 
respectfully, 
B. F. MACFARLAND, 


HENRY 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
Hox. S. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SMITH cf Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
this brief statement: The only amendment to this bill is the 
change made in section 1 by striking out the words “ within 
ninety days after the dedication by the District of Columbia of 
50 per cent of the land necessary for the widening of the Ben- 
ning road“ and inserting in lieu thereof “ninety days after the 
passage of the act.” It seems that they have not been able to 
get the dedication as anticipated, and for this reason the pro- 
posed amendment is asked for. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the law now provides that the 
street shall be opened, provided one-half of the property is dedi- 
eated and given for public uses. It is quite a different proposi- 
tion to condemn a street 110 feet wide at the expense of other 
people. While it is true it will not be at the expense of the 
General Government, it is true that it will add tremendously to 
the assessment to be levied on property along the road. I re- 
member when this bill was before the House before it was 
remarked how generous the people were going to be. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I may suggest to the gentleman 
that many were as generous as talked at that time, and some 
have not been as generous. 

Mr. MANN. Those same people will be assessed for the open- 
ing of the balance of the property. I am quite sure that it is 
unjust to have a man dedicate the property in front of his 
premises for a street, and then, under the law passed by Con- 
gress, have him soaked for his neighbor's, lying next to him. I 
do not see any merit or justice in that proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is there any particular difference 
between this legislation and repeated legislation of this char- 
acter we have had before and expect to have during this session 
of Congress? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; decidedly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In what way? 
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Mr. MANN. There never has been a proposition before Con- 
gress to widen a street to 110 feet and open it on the theory 
and for the reason that the property owners were going to 
give that property, and then, after having secured that legisla- 
tion, to back out of the proposition and come in and want those 
who have already dedicated to pay for the condemnation of the 
balance of the property. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I desire to say in that same connection that we have not had 
the slightest protest against this legislation from any Member 
or from anybody. 

Mr. MANN. Probably nobody knows anything about it. 

Mr. WILEY. I would say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that in the rest of the bill it is stated that in making these 
assessments that when somebody has dedicated their property 
they will get the benefit of it, so that really those who dedicate 
it will get the benefit. 

Mr. MANN. In what part of the bill? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a state- 
ment in regard to this. When this bill was originally passed, 
in May, 1908, I went out personally and investigated the 
matter, and I have no doubt that this is as meritorious a 
proposition as was ever presented to this House. As it is, 
they practically have no street, because the street cars occupy 
practically one-half of the-street, and there is not sufficient 
room left for public traffic, and it is in fact dangerous. It has 
been referred to that in good faith it was promised one-half 
of the property, or 50 per cent, would be dedicated, but for 
some reason of which I am not aware some of the property 
owners have since changed their minds, for what reason I do 
not know, and now refuse to dedicate. Further, I will say 
that cost comes out of the property owners and not a dollar 
out of the funds of the District of Columbia or the United 
States. Any gentleman who will investigate the present situ- 
ation will see that they have practically no street, with the 
street-car company’s lines where they are, and without further 
widening of the street it is absolutely dangerous to traffic. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Unless there are further questions, 
I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to ask a question about a provision 
in this bill. Perhaps I ought to understand, but I do not 
fully understand the purpose or propriety of the first provision; 

That the entire amount found to be due and awarded by the jury 
in said p ing as dam for and in respect to the d to be 
condemned for said extension, plus the cost and expenses of said pro- 
ceedings, shall be-assessed by the jury as benefits, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will say to the gentleman that 
is the usual clause under the provisions of that act. 

Mr. GAINES. I can conceive, if the gentleman will permit 
me, when lands on the line of the street shall be condemned it 
may work great hardships; in other cases it may be fair, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think the gentleman will recall 
the circumstances as to the difference in this and the legisla- 
tion passed four years ago. The law as written now provides 
giving notice and the publication in the newspapers and for the 
summoning of a special jury. If the gentleman will read the 
law and the previous laws, he will find that every safeguard 
has been taken. 

Mr. GAINES. It provides that the property shall be con- 
demned after the award of the jury without paying any dam- 
ages, because the damages come out of the benefits, and it is 
bound to be equal, not only by the benefits, but also include the 
cost; so that we may condemn the property of a private indi- 
vidual without ever giving him any chance to have any amount 
of compensation, for he himself must pay the cost of the pro- 
ceeding, too. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is just in this case. 

Mr. GAINES. I am not sure about it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The benefits are assessed on this 
adjacent property. It is in the discretion of the jury to reach 
out and say who are to be benefited, and then the amount of 
damages or the amount of benefits are to be assessed, and not 
on the same individual. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CLOSING OF ALLEYS. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose 
to call up the bill H. R. 15676; but upon further consideration, 
as a portion of the committee desires to visit the premises to- 
morrow, I will delay calling it up until the next District day. 
I now call up the bill H. R. 14612. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14612) to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 55 of the act 
“An act to establish a code of 


„An net 


of Congress entitled 
w for the District of Columbia,” ap- 


os March 3, 1901, be, and the same is hereby, amended by chang- ` 
g the sectiéns thereof designated as section 1608c and section 1608j, 
so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1608c. That the commissioners are authorized to close an 
alley, or part of alley, upon the application in writing of the owners of 
all th abutting property: f the title to such closed alley is in the 
United States, the land shall be sold, as provided in section 1608a 
hereof; and if the title is not in the United States, the land shall re- 
vert as provided in said section. 

“Sec. 1608j. That said jury shall assess as benefits accruing by 
reason of said opening, extension, widening, or * amount 
equal to the amount of dama as ascertained by them as hereinbefore 
provided, including $5 per for the marshal and $5 per day for 
each juror, for the services of each when actually employed, and all 
other expenses of such proceedings upon each lot or part of lot or par- 
cel of land in the square or block in which such alley or minor street 
is to be opened, extended, widened, or straightened, and upon each lot, 

art of lot, or parcel of ground the squares or blocks confronting 
he jae? in which such alley or minor street is to be opened, ex- 
tended, widened, or straightened which will be benefited by such open- 
ing, extension, widening, or straightening, in the proportion that said 
jury may find said lots, parts of lots, or parcels of land will be bene- 
fited. And where any part of lot or parcel of ground has been dedi- 
cated for the 3 extension, widening, or straightening of said 
alley or minor street the jury in determining whether the remainder of 
said lot, part of lot, or parcel of ground is to be assessed for benefits 
and the amount of benefits, if any, to be assessed thereon, shall also 
take into consideration the fact of such dedication and the value of 
the land so dedicated.” 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the only amendment 
to section 1608c is to strike out the limitation of the authority of 
the commissioners to close alleys. The present section author- 
izes the commissioners to close only such alleys as are less than 
10 feet in width. The amendment of section 1608j is in line 19. 

Mr. MANN. Is the balance of the section new? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The balance is old. 

Mr. MANN. After the word “and”? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is new. 

Mr. GAINES. May I ask the gentleman a question as to this 
section 1608j; how much of it is new law? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It begins with the word “and,” in 
line 19, which provides that where any part of lot or parcel of 
ground has been dedicated for the opening, extension, widening, 
or straightening of said alley or minor street the jury in deter- 
mining whether the remainder of said lot or parcel of ground 
is to be assessed for benefits and the amount of benefits, which 
seems a very good provision. 

Mr. GAINES. Read in connection with the bill which just 
preceded this, it seems that where private property is con- 
demned for public use, under the practice, the owner of the 
property not only has no chance to get damages, the law having 
directed that the benefits shall equal the damages, but he is 
also required to pay the costs as set out in the first part of 
this. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman from West Virginia a lit- 
tle mistaken about that? The bill that was passed requires the 
total assessment of benefits to equal the total amount of dam- 
ages, but other property will be assessed besides that immedi- 
ately adjoining the property that is to be condemned. In the 
city of Chicago no condemnation of a street is ever carried 
through except where the total assessment of benefits equals 
the total amount of damages awarded; but, on the other hand, 
it is a constant thing for a man to recover a large amount of 
damages for property taken, and perhaps have no property to 
be assessed, or where property is taken in front of property re- 
maining in him, what remains is not assessed the full amount 
awarded as damages. 

Mr. GAINES. I can see that a man may get some damages 
under this system, where he is thrown into a hotch-potch, so 
to speak, with all his neighbors; but it does seem to me to be a 
peculiar application of the constitutional right to condemn, 
where the statute authorizing the condemnation fixes a limit 
to the amount that may be found in damages, without reference 
to what the damages really may be. À 

Mr. MANN. But here is the point about it: If you can not 
find enough property to assess for benefits, of course your con- 
demnation fails. Why should the General Government or other 
property owners be required to pay for the opening of a street 
which costs more than it benefits? 

Mr. GAINES. One reason might be because other persons 
than the immediate property owners are benefited by the open- 
ing of a street. The gentleman from Illinois might go out to 
Benning over that road, if the law had not been amended, and 
enjoy himself there; but that is no reason why abutting prop- 
erty owners should be prohibited from receiving damages which 
can not be assessed against him. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but that is a public benefit which can not 
be assessed. The gentleman will recall his studies—— 

Mr. GAINES. Oh, I understand that can not be assessed; 
but there might be a reason for condemning a road, even though 
the amount of benefit to the abutting property was not equal 
to the use of the general public, 
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Mr. BORLAND. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest 
to him, this does not change the general rule in regard to the 
measurement of damages and benefits, except to give the man 
whose property is taken for an alley the right to have that fact 
taken into consideration in the award of damages against his 
remaining property. It does not alter the general doctrine of 
damages and benefits, but it applies to alleys the same rule as 
now applies to streets. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, unless there are 
some other questions, I move that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. What is the special reason for providing a law 
giving the District Commissioners authority to vacate any alley, 
much less a wide alley? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They already have that authority, 
and it is simply an amendment to the law. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; they have authority to vacate an alley 
not to exceed 10 feet in width. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Les. 

Mr. MANN. But that is no reason for their having such 
authority. Because Congress may at some time, in a moment of 
mental aberration, have given that authority is no sufficient 
reason why it should repeat the dose. Why should they have 
the authority to vacate an alley and necessitate the condemna- 
tion of land again? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman knows there are 
cases in every city where the property owners desire to haye an 
alley yacated, and in a city of this kind, governed by three com- 
missioners, I know of no place where the power should be 
lodged other than in the three commissioners. I suppose that 
is the reason of the original law. 

Mr. MANN. Under this process it would be a very easy 
thing for the property owners in a block to vacate an alley, and 
then, of course, they would have to appeal to Congress to open 
it again. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We do not want them coming here 
every time they want a thing of this kind done. 

Mr. MANN. That same process has been resorted to in vari- 
ous places where the people have the power to close a street 
in a block or an alley only a block long and then open it again 
and assess somebody else for the damages for opening it. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee de- 
termined to rise, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
SrerLING, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 3679) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the widening of Benning road, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 16, 1908, and the bill (H. R. 14612) to 
amend chapter 55 of an act entitled “An act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia,” and that the committee 
had instructed him to report the same favorably with the rec- 
ommendation that the bills be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3679) to amend an act entitled “An act for the widen- 
ing of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved May 16, 1908. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the next bill. 

1885 Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14612) to amend cha 55 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion of Mr. SmırH of Michigan, by unanimous consent, 
to reconsider the votes whereby the several District bills were 
passed was, upon his motion, laid on the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. OLMSTED 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the bill H. R. 15384, the army appropriation bill, and 
the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
orice OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF. 
for 


the p of the necessary station Aer toilet, and desk = 
ture, books of ‘erence, ager = 8 papers 
and peri printing ane 8 , maps, pol nsils, em ores 
of temporary, Pog for all cipe a yond 
necessary e a 4 a per mon h additional to 

tion to chief for superintendence of the War 


llege building. $10, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. F 
paragraph. There is already in the law a provision for all of 
these absolutely necessary expenses. Now you insert in addi- 
tion a provision for the employment of “temporary, technical, 
or special services.” I suppose that is already provided for to 
the extent that is necessary. How far may this go? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The hearings before the committee dis- 
closed that there is only a small amount required for that pur- 
pose, but occasionally they have papers from countries where 
none of the parties in the regular employ of the Government can 
translate them. They hire that special thing translated. I 
think the gentleman from Illinois is possibly right that “all 
other necessary expenses” would cover it. The department 
seemed to think it would be better to put in these words. 

Mr. MANN. It says “temporary, technical, or special sery- 
ices.” Of course under this provision the employment of 
special services might not be temporary. Why not make it tem- 
porary special services? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not care how you word it. I do 
not care if the words go out. They have been employing a part 
of the fund for these temporary special services, which amount 
to a very small amount, but they wanted the authority directly 
=f 2275 pr; so that Congress might know what they were spend- 

or. 
Ban MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of 
order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States service schools: 

etical instructi: 


To provide means for the theoretical 


necessary 
roportion as in th £ 
15755 5 of War, be for the desk foterests of of the 8 — 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, after the bill was com- 
pleted there was one provision that was considered by the com- 
mittee which was not offered by the committee to the House. 
I was authorized to offer it in the Committee of the Whole. 
It is the provision giving leaves of absence to professors at 
these army schools during the vacations; in other words, ex- 
tending the provision that now applies to West Point to the 
other schools. The amendment originally provided for student 
officers, but that goes too far. As the law stands to-day the 
corps of professors are compelled to remain at the school, or if 
they take leave it is charged up against their annual leave. 
There is no benefit subserved by compelling them to remain 
there all the time, and I am authorized to offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I after line 9, page 3, the followin 
TTT 1840, Revised Statutes, author- 


izing leaves Boir 3 certain officers dur- 

the of the 3 of the ordinary academic — A A 

Emani to tactnde — on Guty exclusively i Dee cx, 
as 

of the officer in charge of said 8 ep vet 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of 
order. I would like to ask the gentleman one or two questions 
in reference to it, and then ask to have the matter go over for 
a few moments. Do these officers now get annual leave at all? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; each officer of the army is entitled 
to . days’ annual leave. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask to have that matter passed over for 
the present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in order that the gentle- 
man may have the full facts, I will read what the law is as to 
West Point. These schools have their officers practically upon 
the same basis, except that they are not appointed for life, as 
the full professor is at West Point. The law as to West Point 
ladies pooped tor tie 3 ot Was, C 
3 instructors, and other officers of the academy for the entire 
paron o of the suspension of the ordinary academic studies without deduc- 
from pay or allowances. 

Under this provision they could have that leave of absence 
during the suspension of the academic year at these schools 
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without deduction of any pay and allowances. In many cases, 
it is reported to us, it would be a decided benefit to the schools, 
so that the officers would be free to visit other places and make 
investigations along the line of the work that they are engaged 
in, in place of being compelled to stay there and practically 
vegetate during this entire time. There are no duties that they 
are required to perform there during this time, and if they 
take their annual leave of course they get their pay. If they 
take more than the thirty days, they get no pay. It costs the 
Government not one penny; they pay all of their expenses while 
on leave and get no mileage or allowances for anything while 
on leave, and this simply allows them to leave there during 
the time of the suspension of the studies, and if they do it is 
at their own expense. It is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Do any of them now get special details which 
give them mileage? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That I can not answer, but this would 
not interfere with that, one way or the other. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; it would stop that. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, if the War Department desires, it 
could send every professor on special detail. I assume nothing 
of that kind is done, I have no information of any kind on the 
subject. 

Mr. MANN. I thought possibly the gentleman’s amendment 
gave them compulsory leave, but perhaps not. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. Only upon application? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and on the approval of the super- 
intendents of the schools. The original amendment as submit- 
ted to us provided making this apply to the same rules as West 
Point, but it seemed to me making that apply without any 
change would make them subject to the jurisdiction of the 
superintendent of the Military Academy, so I put in there 
“subject to the superintendent of the schools.” 

Mr. MANN. How many of these officers or teachers are 
there? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would have to read the report of the 
Secretary of War to tell that. There is a large number. 

Mr. MANN. What is the school year? 

. Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think about ten months. ` 

Mr. MANN. Well, does the gentleman know? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No, not absolutely; but I can get that 
information. 

Mr. MANN. Whom do they have at these schools? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They have officers of the army of the 
line and of the staff, as they please. 

Mr. MANN. And the Signal Corps? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Signal Corps has a special school. 

Mr. MANN. Do all of the young officers of the army have 
to go through these schools? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think not all of them, but as nearly 
as possible they want all of them to take a post-graduate course 
at some of these schools, but some of the officers do not get 
the full benefit of it, because of the fact that it is almost im- 
possible for all of them to have time during their service, but 
there are as many as can be spared from the line always kept 
there. In other words, the colonel of the infantry regiment 
recommends certain officers from his regiment, the cavalry from 
that branch, and so forth. They take the men most anxious to 
study, those who are doing the best work, as the first choice. 
They can detail anybody there, but from what I can learn of 
the matter it is a very severe course and has resulted in great 
benefit to the army in keeping every officer up to the highest 
point of efficiency, with the knowledge that if he can not keep 
up to that degree of efficiency when he comes up for examina- 
tion he is liable to lose his commission. I will say to my friend 
that I have never visited any of these schools, although I have 
been urged to do so repeatedly. But I know they have made 
a wonderful improvement in the efficiency of the officers of the 
army within the last ten years. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the officers were always subject to a 
severe examination. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not nearly so severe as they are now. 
That is what they report to us. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment with the point of order pending be temporarily 
passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of the amendment be 

. passed for the present without prejudice. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I want to inquire if these professors are 
entitled to thirty days in addition to this vacation? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. This gives them nothing in the way of 
additional leave, except during the time when they have noth- 


ing to do at the school they are not compelled to remain on the 
reservation all the time. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Will they be entitled to thirty days be- 
sides that? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think so, without a doubt, if this is 
passed ; but I will say to the gentleman they could not take any 
len ve of absence whatever during the school year, because they 
are required to be there every day, the same as at West Point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 

hea: 
carts Satine dBi ae train acres 
Bosse af the necessary articles of office, tollet, and desk furniture, bind- 
ing, maps, technical ks of reference, professional and technical 
newspapers and e and police utensils, to be allotted by the 
ay eee of War, and to be expended in the discretion of the several 

military division and department commanders, $7,500. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike 
out the last word, in order to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the report of the Secretary of War, on page 10, 
He will there find that at the army-service schools, Fort Lea ven- 
worth, there are 89 officers; at the mounted-service school at 
Fort Riley, 52 officers; and that at the engineer school, Wash- 
ington Barracks, 31 officers attend that school. I do not find 
here the number attending the school of the Signal Corps. 

Mr. MANN. Does your amendment cover the engineer school? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; it covers any of these schools. I 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


cable and telegraph system: For defray- 
— — oe the Washington- 


anes er as proved by the 
the 3 F the — year 1912 


from the rece z = the Washington cable and tele- 
h 2 have been — inte th the 1 of the United 
tates, extent 0 such extensions and oe er thereof to be reported 

to Congress by the Secretary of War, $75, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I state the point of order 
upon the ph. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill: As I understand this bill, you now pro- 
pose to appropriate a little more than the estimates for the 
support of the army. A 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not in this particular. 

Mr. MANN. Not in this particular thing, but in the whole? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. In the whole, yes. 

Mr. MANN, Although the estimates are supposed to cover 
the expense of the entire cost of supporting the army, whereas 
under the estimates as submitted we know there will be de- 
ficiencies in a number of items. Now, we hear a great deal of 
talk about an economical administration and the purpose of the 
President to insist upon the departments being economical and 
not to spend too much money, and the estimates have been cut 
down by direction of the President in order to be economical, 
and the President has urged upon the Congress proper economy, 
and then we propose to appropriate more money for the mili- 
tary branch of the Government than has been asked for in the 
estimates, and then in addition to appropriate deficiencies next 
fall. Now, is not it just as well that we be economical where 
we can be? It will hurt no one and no service to leave this item 
out of the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will not agree 
with my friend from Illinois in the statement. I regard this 
cable and telegraph system in Alaska not only as of great 
benefit 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I agree with the gentleman about that. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But I regard it as a measure of economy 
for the Government itself. 

Mr. MANN. But this does not affect the present cable and 
telegraph system. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The amount is cut down largely. It 
cuers largely of repairs and various small additions to the 
service. 

Mr. MANN. Itis not for repairs at all; this is for extensions 
and betterments, not for repairs. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, betterments if you want it so. 

Mr. MANN. It is for extensions; that is what it is for. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman will read here, com- 
mencing on page 273 of the hearings, he will find that this 
OR N is not intended to complete the system, but simply to 


1 155 r. MANN. Oh, $75,000,000 will not complete the system. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, I think it will not; but the telegraph 
system has given the government in Alaska every bit of its 
service with practically no expense, getting enough from the 
commercial business on the lines to largely pay all the expenses 
of the telegraph system there, and yet that commercial business 
would not justify any commercial company in going ahead and 
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constructing these lines. The Government must have them. 
The Government is compelled to depend upon the wireless and 
the other telegraphic communications to keep in touch with its 
different forces in the different parts of that great Territory. 

Now, I think anything that cripples that work is not only not 
economy, but is an absolute injury to the Government. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman about that; 
but will there be any crippling of the work if at this time we 
do not provide for additional telegraph lines in Alaska? The 
original item went into the bill, but could easily have been 
stricken out at the time; but everybody conceded the desirabil- 
ity of making a cable extension from our western coast to 
Alaska. Now, is there any necessity at this time, and if so, 
what is it, for extending these lines? We have spent a large 
amount of money for this. We do not get it back, although we 
get something back, I believe. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We get a good deal more back, I will say 
to the gentleman, than we appropriate for the extension. Of 
course the salaries of the officers and enlisted men of the Signal 
Corps proper are not paid out of these receipts. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But outside of the salary of the Signal 
Corps, the enlisted men in the offices, the telegraph system pays 
back considerably more money than has been appropriated by 
the Government for maintenance and betterments. 

Mr. MANN. We maintain it out of the General Treasury, 
and it pays back something into it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We take out of its receipts a part of 
the gross receipts for extensions and betterments, and it is 
not only for the benefit of the people of the Territory, if that 
is a criticism of it, but it is a necessity for the Government. 
In other words, if we had to depend on the mail or on carriers 
to keep in touch there it would be impossible for the Govern- 
ment to keep in communication with its widely scattered forces. 
That is a great Territory, of yast extent. We have a few men 
here and there, scattered throughout the Territory, and main- 
taining peace and order. The Government must keep in touch 
with them. 

Mr. MANN. The Government is in touch with them now. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not at all places. 

Mr. MANN. They are getting along very well. Nobody is 
complaining because we are not in touch sufficiently with them. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman stops the work, they 
may complain in a little while. Now, so far as I am concerned, 
I am willing for the Chair to pass on the point of order. The 
gentleman believes, I have no doubt, that it is good, because 
he made a similar point on the question of roads last year. 
This, to my mind, is a different proposition. I never agreed 
with the decision as to the roads that had been commenced 
and were continuing work, but the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House decided against my contention, and settled 
the question. I think he was wrong, but his decision carries 
more weight than my thought. 

Mr, MANN.. We rarely run across the chairman of an ap- 
propriation committee that thinks the Chair is right when the 
Chair rules against him on a point of order. Yet they will do it. 
Is this different from the proposition in the bill about roads? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Altogether. 

Mr. MANN. I do not mean as to the point of order. If we 
are going to have economy at all, what occasion is there for ex- 
tending this service at this time? What is the pressing need 
of it? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. One of the pressing needs is that we are 
constantly sending out new detachments. We keep up and ex- 
tend our wireless system there, and I want to say to my friend 
that the experiments with wireless telegraphy there have been 
of wonderful benefit to this Government. 

Mr. MANN. We are within telegraphic communication with 
nearly every place in Alaska now of any importance. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. This is asked to continue the work of 
touching the different parts of our service. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, the gentleman and I know perfectly 
well that it is not for the purpose of getting into communica- 
tion with the military authorities. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is one of the results. 

Mr. MANN. If there be occasion for making communication 
with some of the commercial centers, so far as we have com- 
mercial centers there, that is a legitimate excuse. What is the 
occasion for sending troops there at this time? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. There are new developments there. 
They do not propose to stand still there, eyen with the develop- 
ment of their mineral resources. 

Mr. MANN. Well, they do not haye a military camp wher- 
ever they have a development. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Wherever there is anything like a large 
settlement there is some troops; it may be a sergeant and a 
small squad, but practically at all places where there is a large 
settlement there is a squad. My secretary spent all of one sum- 
mer there, and he says that is true, and it is my understanding 
also that it is true. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on the gentleman’s statement, 
although I am constrained to think that my judgment in this 
matter is probably right, I will withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 

For pay of enlisted men of all grades, including recruits, $16,227,018, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I offer the following amendment, fol- 
lowing the word “dollars,” in line 10, page 6. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 10, page 6, the following: 

“Provided, That in all cases where an enlisted 1 man has deserted his 
wife, or his wife and minor children, or minor children, one-half of the 


pay of said enlisted man may be paid to the deserted wife, or wife and 
minor children, or minor children, under regulations to be prepared by 


the Secretary of War.” 
I will have to make the point of order 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
upon that. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will reserve it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is an entire change of law. If the 
gentleman will introduce a bill here, it can be considered by the 
committee. While I am in sympathy with the proposed amend- 
ment, we could not undertake to permit so radical legislation 
as that on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman make it or waive 
it for the present? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will not waive it, but reserve it for 
the gentleman to make a statement. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I have offered may be subject to a point of order, but in a few 
words I desire to call the attention of the committee to the ex- 
istence of what I believe to be a great social evil. While I am 
willing to support a reasonable army in size, yet I am one of 
those who believe that the highest duty a man owes, especially 
in time of peace, is to his family, his wife, and his children, 
and when a man marries and becomes the head of a family, in 
my judgment duty is then enjoined upon him to support his 
wife and children. 

I am sure that I am no exception to the rule here; but in 
the last two years three or four cases have come under my ob- 
servation, from my own district, where men haye deserted 
their families, leaving them in almost destitute circumstances, 
and joined the army. In one of these cases I succeeded in get- 
ting the husband to make an assignment of a part of his wages 
for the support of his wife and child, but not so in the others. 
The earning capacity of a child can not be legally taken away 
from the father, nor can the earning capacity of the husband be 
taken away from the wife. 

This is the rule of law between private employer and employee, 
and the same rule ought to obtain between the Government and 
a citizen of the Government. If the husband refuses to stay 
at home, work and support his wife and family, but on the 
contrary prefers to join the army, let him do it, but compel him 
to contribute a part of his wages to the support of those de- 
pendent upon him; and while I admit this amendment is an 
encroachment upon the rules of legislation, yet I hope, through 
the support of the chairman of this committee, to see a bill 
tramen and passed which will meet this much-needed legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Just a word on the reason why we can 
not take this up and why I do not think there is any need for 
such a provision. In the first place, not 1 soldier out of 
10,000 is enlisted as a married man, He may reenlist as a 
married man, his captain having given consent to his marriage 
while in the service. But I will venture the assertion that if 
the gentleman from Indiana’s constituent enlisted after he was 
married, he concealed the fact of his marriage at the time of 
his enlistment. Otherwise he would not have been accepted. 

Another proposition to be taken into consideration here: I 
have known several cases where a soldier was guilty of neglect 
of his family, and when the family got after him the soldier 
simply deserted. Now, in the case the gentleman refers to, that 
he talked with me about a few days ago, I have no doubt if 
charges are made against that man to the War Department he 
will be court-martialed and sent to prison for perjury in en- 
listing. 

Mr. BUTLER. For false enlistment? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. For false enlistment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The practice of the department is that if 
a man makes an affidavit that he is single for the purpose of 
enlisting and it is afterwards disclosed that he is married, if 
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proof of that fact is furnished the department, charges are 
preferred against him and he is court-martialed and dismissed 
for fraudulent enlistment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And not only dismissed, but punished 
before being dismissed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Dishonorably discharged. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. So in this case, while my sympathies 
are with the wife and children who are abandoned, I want to 
say to the gentleman from Indiana that, in my judgment, a man 
who is getting $15 a month in the army, when he is confronted 
with the proposition that he has got to divide it up, will take 
himself off and hide from his family and the Government too. 

Now, I think wherever a man has done anything of that 
kind, charges ought to be preferred at the department, and 
the man ought not simply to divide his money; but because he 
has perpetrated a fraud upon the Government he ought to be 
tried and sent to a military prison, and after expiating his 
crime be discharged in disgrace from the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is all very well, but it does not 
remedy the evil which I seek to remedy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; and I am afraid no bill will. That 
is the reason I would like to give it more consideration. If 
we can reach that class of evils, if we can protect the wife and 
abandoned children, I will go as far as the gentleman himself 
will; but the difference between the gentleman and myself is 
that I very much doubt whether any legislation on this line 
will be of any real benefit to the family. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. My purpose is merely to prevent mak- 
ing the army a harbor of protection to such men. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is not. The laws as they stand 
to-day prevent that. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. ‘Theoretically, but not practically. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Take the case of an officer who aban- 
dons his family. There is nothing in the law, but the very 
minute it is shown that he is not taking care of his family 
charges are preferred against him for conduct unbecoming an 
officer and a gentleman, and he is court-martialed and dis- 
missed from the army, or navy either. They will not tolerate 
that; but here is a man who has enlisted, who is getting $15 a, 
month. The presumption is he is single. He said so, or he 
could not enlist. Charges are preferred against him that he 
is married, that he has abandoned his wife and children. I 

‘will guarantee that unless he and his wife compose their dif- 
ferences the man will be tried by court-martial, sent to a 
military prison, and dismissed from the service. 

_ Mr. COX of Indiana. That does not do the abandoned wife 
any good if he is dismissed from the army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is the reason I am doubtful as 
to this provision or any provision of this kind doing any good. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, I am in favor of letting him stay in 
the army, but I want the army to pay some of his wages toward 
the support of his family. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The army does not want men of this 
character. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then they ought not to take them in. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They would not if they knew it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the objection arise from the statute or 
from an army regulation—the objection to the enlistment of 
married men? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. A regulation. 

Mr. BUTLER. A regulation alone? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. A regulation which has the effect of law. 
A regulation has that effect where it does not contravene law. 
I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, This proposed amendment would clearly 
change existing law, in violation of clause 2 of Rule XXI, which 
prohibits a change in existing law upon a general appropriation 
bill. The point of order is therefore sustained. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
Four hundred and seventy-five thousand seven hundred and sixteen 


‘ol 
Additional for length of service, $66,000. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of getting some information. I want 
to ask the chairman of the committee in regard to the last para- 
graph, “additional for length of service, $66,000.” Does that 
mean pay for men who are on the retired list? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No, sir; it has nothing to do with the 
retired list. If the gentleman will look at the general law, he 
will see that each enlistment period for length of service carries 
increased pay, and this is the amount they have earned, 


a COX of Indiana. How many men come under this provi- 
sion 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. One regiment. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Olerk read as follows: 


In all, $66,500. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
line 27. It is unnecessary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend on page 10, by striking out line 27. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


RETIRED OFFICERS. 

For pay of officers on the retired list and for officers who may be 
placed thereon during the current year, $2,822,025. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word. I 
want to ask the gentleman from Iowa how many generals there 
are on the retired list. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not counted them up. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman approximate the 
number? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Altogether I should say there were 300. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many majors? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not regarded that as important, 
for the reason that the law fixes who shall be on the retired 
list and the pay of the retired list. The number fluctuates. 
There have been five or six major-generals and brigadier- 
generals die within the last few months and other have gone on 
the list. I have not regarded the number as important. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It may not be important, but I would 
like to have the information. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that it is 
easy to get from the reports or from the War Department this 
information. Any Member of the House who wants to know 
the exact number, by addressing a letter to the War Depart- 
ment can get the number on that day. Or you can get it from 
the Army Register, but you have got to count them up, and it is 
easier to write to the War Department than it is to count them. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Are all volunteer officers retired and 
paid from this appropriation? 

Mr. MANN. No; not volunteer officers. Anybody who gets 
on,the retired list is paid, of course, as provided by existing law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How low down? 

Mr. MANN. As low down as second lieutenant. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the lowest grade of officer that 
is retired? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Down to second lieutenant. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman give an approxima- 
tion of the total number of officers on the retired list? 

Mr. SULZER. I would suggest to the gentleman that he can 
get the information by looking up the Army Register or writing 
to the Secretary of War or the Adjutant-General. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say that, as far as this appropria- 
tion is concerned, the Paymaster-General says he took the num- 
ber and rank on the retired list as fixed by law and figured 
simply what the law requires the Government to pay, and the 
appropriation is purely in pursuance of law. For in- 
stance, if a larger number should die than went on the retired 
list during the fiscal year beginning next July, they they would 
not need all this money. If a larger number went on the retired 
list than should pass away by death, then they would need 
more. 

5 BUTLER. Has the amount increased this yea 

. HULL of Iowa. Yes; it has increased e the last 
pest years. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Over half a million, for two reasons: 
Because the retired list is larger and Congress increased the 


pay. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, as to 
what the appropriation is based on, but what I wanted to get 
was the approximate number of officers on the retired list. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say that on page 
12 of the report of the Secretary of War he uses this 5 


. officers were eae during the fiscal year ended Jun 
1909, 13 more than were d during the p year. The 
number of officers on the retired list on that date was 1,000, as 
pared with 970 at the epee age] date the previous year. Of the 
number retired during the fiscal year 1909, 51 were retired for dis- 
ability ; an on their own 1 17 by operation of law, having 
reached the 8 failure to pass second professional ex- 
l act of Congress. Of the 18 who were 
— tion, 9 had been over forty years and 9 
ce, 


re coral 
as com- 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. 
wanted. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


That is the information that I really 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 


word. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] knew that 
each officer would get in the neighborhood of three to four 
thousand dollars a year from the Government, he could easily 
have figured out about the number on the retired list. The ap- 
propriation for retired officers of the army amounts to some- 
thing over $3,000,000. Yet we have a proposition submitted to 
us in the President’s message, actively urged by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, constantly pressed by all the department em- 
ployees of the Government, that we shall create a civil retired 
list, or a civil pension list, upon the assumption that it will 
cost the Government only about $1,000,000 a year. When you 
compare the number of officers in the army with the number of 
civilian employees under the Government and find that it costs 
more than $3,000,000 a year to maintain the army retired list, 
not to mention the navy retired list, it takes a man with a 
great deal of credulity to believe that you can maintain a civil- 
retirement list at an expense of only about $1,000,000 a year 
to the Government. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] a question or two. I notice 
that the amount appropriated here for the pay of retired officers 
is $2,822,025, as against $2,747,650 last year. I would like 
to know whether this increase is caused by any provision 
being made for the pay of the men who commanded troops 
during the civil war? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; not at all. These are the regular 
officers—nothing to do with civil war officers now in civil life. 
If a man commanded troops in the civil war and is now upon 
the retired list of the Regular Army, he gets the benefit of this 
appropriation. If he commanded troops during the civil war 
and is now out of the army, he is not affected by it one way or 
the other. $ 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the men 
who gave their services to the country during the period of the 
civil war, who no longer continued in the service of the coun- 
try, are entitled to some consideration at the hands of the 
Government now. Every man who has been fortunate enough 
to have served in the army as a commanding officer is retired 
at a rank above the rank in which he served while in active 
service 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MADDEN (continuing). And his pay is thereby increased, 
so that when he is on the retired list he really receives as much 
compensation as he did while he was in actual service, or very 
close to it. If that be the case, it seems to me that a great in- 
justice is being done the men who have had no recognition for 
the service which they rendered in the time of the country’s 
need, and I hope that if the Military Committee has not made 
any provision in this bill for the retirement and pay of these 
men who fought during the civil war, the committee will take 
notice of the fact that the country generally is watching with 
great interest for the report of the Military Committee giving 
to these men some recognition of the service which they ren- 
dered to the country in the time of its need. I have been 
rather astonished at the lack of action on the part of this great 
committee over which the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
presides—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, delighted. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman says that these gentlemen 
who were officers in the civil war have received no considera- 
tion from the Government on account of this service. Does he 
not know that one of the most important bills, one of the largest 
charges upon the Treasury that we passed through this Con- 
gress, mainly comes from the consideration shown those people, 
amounting to $165,000,000 a year. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is true as to the rank and file. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do not those officers participate in that, and 
participate more liberally than the privates? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not more liberally. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think not. I think there is no distinction 
made between the officer and the private in the matter of al- 
lowance. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is what I have in mind. Does the 
gentleman believe that there should be discrimination in that 
bill between the officers and the privates? 

Mr. MADDEN. I think this, that in view of the fact that 
many of the men who fought as volunteer officers during the 
civil war were afterwards attached to the regular establishment, 
and at the end of a given period were retired at a rank higher 
than the rank in which they served during active service, that 


the men who went into civil life and were not favored by an 
opportunity of remaining on the government pay roll should 
at least be recognized to the extent of being placed upon the 
retired list, and receiving pay as retired officers of the army 
equal to the difference between the pay of the man who is on 
actual service in the regular list, and the increased pay of the 
higher grade, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, yes it does; and I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that the great Military Committee of this House should take 
cognizance of the services these men rendered and report a 
bill which will do them justice, and I believe that when they 
do that they will receive the plaudits of every patriotic Ameri- 
can citizen. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman failed utterly to 
answer my question as to whether or not he favored a measure 
that proposed to discriminate in the matter of reward between 
the service of the private soldiers who served in the civil war 
and the commissioned officers who served during the same war. 
I do not know why the gentleman declined to answer that ques- 
tion unless it be he is committed to the support of one of the 
bills that proposes to give to those officers who served during 
that period a very large reward, one so large that any man in- 
terested in the Treasury of the United States who gave the 
figures the most casual study would be appalled at the conse- 
quences to the taxpayers. One of my colleagues on that com- 
mittee, unfortunately not present on the floor this morning, 
General SHERWOOD, of Ohio, believing there should be no dis- 
crimination in the reward given to the men who imperiled their 
lives and health in that awful period of this country’s history, 
proposed a bill that gave te every soldier of the civil war, with- 
out regard to rank, the same sort of retired pay. General SHER- 
woop has urged that bill with vigor. Mr. Chairman, all gen- 
tlemen who are interested in the expenses of the Government 
ought to consider the possibilities of such legislation. I believe 
that if any measure of that sort shall ever be passed, it will 
be a bill that will pay to the surviving private soldiers of this 
country the same sum of money out of the Public Treasury that 
my friend from Illinois wants paid to the commissioned officers 
of that war. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I would like 
for him to say whether he fayors a discrimination which was 
proposed in those bills. I appeal to him to tell us. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not supporting either of the measures. I believe 
that $160,000,000 or $165,000,000 that we pay now each year is 
a very large recognition of the services that the gentleman says 
have not been recognized by the Government. 

I believe it is a generous consideration of it, in view of all 
things, and it is notorious that the pension legislation of this 
country is prodigal in comparison with that of any other coun- 
try on the top side of the globe. We have been generous to the 
old soldiers. We ought to be just to the man who pays. I do 
not envy any old soldier a penny of the pension that he receives. 
I have never opposed the granting of a pension to any survivor 
of that war, except jt be to that class which, in my judgment, 
whether private or commissioned officers, is not entitled to any 
consideration, and that is the deserter. It is known to all gen- 
tlemen who have given any attention to the legislation sent to 
the Military Committee for consideration that there are thou- 
sands of bills each year proposing to falsify the records of the 
country, to have the officials of this Government tell a lie by 
declaring to be a fact what is not a fact, by declaring that a 
man was not a deserter when he was a deserter. The only pur- 
pose, in my judgment, of these claimants for congressional 
favor is, not to remove an alleged stain from their character, 
but to carve out a way to the doors of the Treasury. Mr, 
Chairman, I withdraw my amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For six months’ additional pay to beneficiaries of officers and enlisted 


men who die while on the active list from wounds or disease not the 
result of their own misconduct, $100,000. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that that 
is made to correspond with a change made in the de- 
ficiency bill regarding the same point. The old language 
required proof on the part of the beneficiary of this sum that it 
was in active line of duty. For instance, a man in Manila is 
at dinner or at his hotel or in his quarters or walking across 
the street to go to some other part of the town, and if he was 
sun-struck or something else occurrred not the result of his 
— — misconduct it required a great deal of proof to show the 
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The Committee on Appropriations, when they brought in a 
deficiency on this item, adopted this language, which simplifies 
it by simply requiring the beneficiary to show that it was not 
the result of the officer or soldier’s own misconduct. In other 
words, he may not be in the active performance of some mili- 
tary duty, but generally in the service, and he is in the locality 
that the Government sends him, and if he dies while there his 
family get the benefit of this six months’ pay. That is all there 
is in it. ` 

Mr. MANN. I understand. Of course, the fact it was in thè 
deficiency appropriation bill does not cut very much ice in the 
matter for two reasons. The first is that it was not the duty 
of the Appropriations Committee to settle it, and, second, the 
deficiency bill passed under suspension of the rules, and there 
was no opportunity to change it. Now, I have no objection to 
the provision, but it enlarges the scope of the appropriation. 
Heretofore it has been the policy of the Government to pay six 
months’ pay to those who are entitled to receive it for death 
which was incurred in the line of duty. Now the proposition is 
to pay six months’ pay to the widow and children of anyone 
who dies in the service. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; the result of wounds or disease, not 
the result of his own misconduct. There are a good many men 
who die as a result of their own misconduct, and a great many 
men who could not get pay under this or under the old lan- 
guage, but it undoubtedly makes it easier for the family to 
get the six months’ pay under this language than under the old 
language. 

Mr. MANN. Well, practically, they give six months’ pay to 

people who die in the service. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the language still shows that 
the disease or the wound must have been independent of their 
own misconduct. In other words, suppose a man has typhoid 
fever while he is on furlough. That is an extreme case along 
the line on which we are talking. The disease was contracted 
while in the army, but he has got to prove that. It may be 
two or three weeks after he left the army when it develops. 
Under the old language they would not get anything, but under 
this language he would. I will say, further, that if the man is 
shown to be dissipated and diseased and he died from the re- 
sult of his own misconduct, the family would not get the pay 
under either one of them. 

Mr. MANN, If the man was shown to have died from some 
venereal disease his family would not get anything, but they do 
not die from that. It usually brings them down to such an 
extent that they acquire some other disease. This gives six 
months, pay to families of the men who die in the military 
service. I am not sure that in the time of peace there 
ought to be any distinction between the miliary service and 
yarious other services of the Government that are fully as 
hazardous as the military service is in time of war and much 
more hazardous in time of peace. It is true that they do pay 
a year’s salary to the families of those who are killed in the 
railway mail service, but it practically stops there. But we 
will go to the full limit, and I am not opposed to it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I wish to ask the gentleman 
n question. I have had two cases where relatives of soldiers 
who died in the service did not get the six months’ salary be- 
cause the soldier did not designate anybody to receive it. I 
would like to know if information is generally given to the 
soldiers as to their rights? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are all asked on their enlistment 
papers to designate, officers and men both. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Who determines as to whether or 
not the officer or enlisted man dies as the result of his own 
misconduct? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The proper military authority in the 
department where the death occurs, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. A court of inquiry? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not necessarily. It would be taken as 
a matter of course in nine cases out of ten, I think. If there 
is a suspicion, the doctor’s report would govern it largely as 
to the result of a man’s death. If he showed that he died from 
dissipation, there would be nothing said about it, and nobody 
would get anything. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Ordinarily, in that case, would the 
report be final and conclusive upon the beneficiaries? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I could not answer that. I have never 
heard of any case where it has been settled. I would imagine 
that, like a pension case, if the medical authorities in attend- 
ance merely reported the man’s death was the result of his own 
misconduct, it would be impossible for them to overcome it. 
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ta in that number forever. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] makes or waives his point 
of order? 

Mr. MANN. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] to make or reserve the point of 
order? 

Mr. MACON. I make it. I think the old law is good enough 
for the establishment of the claims of the heirs of deceased 
soldiers, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not. It changes the language of 
the former law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds on page 2 of the report 
of the committee upon this bill this language: The words in 
line of duty,’ as now in the law, narrow the provision,” and so 
forth. In the pending paragraph those words are omitted and 
others inserted in their place, thus changing thelaw. The Chair 
has not been referred to the existing law, but, assuming it to be 
as stated in the committee’s report submitted with this bill, 
this paragraph changes it and is therefore in violation of clause 
2 of Rule XXI, which provides that no provision changing ex- 
isting law shall have place in a general appropriation bill. The 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 21, insert: 

“For six months’ additional pay to persons designated to receive the 
same by officers and enlisted men on service who have died from wounds 
or disease contracted in line of duty, $100,000.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman if that 
is the language in the existing appropriation? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is, exactly, except the increased 
amount; and, in my judgment, it narrows, as the gentleman 
from Illinois said, the scope of the beneficiaries. This provides 
that if a man has not designated anybody before death, when 
he dies nobody can get it. If a man leaves an old mother, and 
fails to designate her before death, under the law she can not 
get it. It narrows the scope of it by depriving surviving heirs 
of the amount, whether it is his mother, his widow, or his chil- 
dren, unless they have been designated during life. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For amount required to make monthly payment to Jennie Carroll, 
widow of James Carroll, late major and wore United States Army, 
71.460 act of Congress approved May 23, 1908 (private act No. 57), 


Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. Just what 
does the gentleman mean by “ private act numbered 57?“ 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It was an act to place Jennie Carroll 
on the rolls of the War Department, not on the pension rolls, 
yoting her that amount of money a year. 

Mr. MANN. Why do you say “ private act numbered 57?” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not think there is any use for that. 

Mr. MANN. That does not mean anything. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think that ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. MANN. That is just what I think, too. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman prefers it, I shall 
move to strike it out. It is just one of those cases where we 
have followed the Book of Estimates without scrutinizing it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will ask the gentleman, has not this 
always been paid by the Appropriation Committee? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No, sir; it never was. It has always 
been paid under an act that was passed on the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and carried in this bill. 

Mr. MANN. The reason I referred to it is, of course, the 
fact that there are a lot of departments of the Government 
that think acts of Congress when numbered in a Congress re- 
They do not seem to realize that the 
numbers are renewed with every Congress. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the gentleman’s criticism is ab- 
solutely right, and I move to strike out the words “ private act 
numbered 57.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 17, lines 8 and 9, strike out the parenthesis and “ private act 
numbered 57.“ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For amount uired to make monthly payment to Mabel H. Lazear, 
widow of Jesse W. Lazear, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
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Army, as 55 act of Congress approved May 23, 1908 (private act 
— Yer „ $1,500. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move the same 
amendment in line 14: Strike out private act numbered 57.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14 strike out private act numbered 57“ and the parenthesis, 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of 2 bat- 
talions of 4 es each : 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I move to strike out the word “ Pro- 
visional.” The law was changed recently, so that it is called 
the “Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry.” The word Pro- 
yisional” has been left out of the title of the regiment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 16, strike out the word “ Provisional.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of 63 first lieutenants, $126,000. 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph just read. I would like to inquire if the chair- 
man of the committee was apprised of the fact that General 
Edwards had recommended the abolition of the scout idea in 
the Philippine Islands, and recommended that instead of the 
scouts the duties pertaining to that service should be turned 
over to the constabulary of the Philippines, by which the Gov- 
ernment would be saved about $2,000,000 per year? I ask if 
the chairman of the committee was apprised of that fact? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this is not the place to 
consider that; but if General Edwards or the War Department 
desires to get rid of the Philippine Scouts as part of the armed 
force of the United States, I think they can do it without any 
new law, because the law now provides that there shall be not 
to exceed 5,000 Philippine Scouts. If they regard this as an 
unnecessary part of the armed service, why should they not dis- 
band as many of this organization as they desire to muster out, 
and then the officers could be sent elsewhere to perform duty, 
and thus they would accomplish their purpose. 

I would be glad if Congress would go further than that and 
provide that the constabulary be a purely civil force under the 
control of the civil government of the islands, and not be sup- 
ported by the assignment of officers of the army to it, and thus 
cease to be any charge on the General Government. To-day 
we are officering the constabulary in part, and those officers 
are being paid according to their rank in this bill. It would be 
a saving to the General Government. The law as it stands is a 
saving to that extent for the civil government. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The point I was making— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman by saying 
that that question has not been considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs at all, and ought not be on this bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I withdraw the point of order. 
I see now that it is possible for General Edwards to carry out 
~ his idea in the way the chairman of the committee has sug- 
gested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Encampment and maneuvers, organized militia: For paying the ex- 
penses of the organized militia of any State, Territory, or of the District 
of Columbia which may be authorized by the Secretary of War to 
particata e enoa af the epulat army as provided by ‘sections 
15 and 21 of the act of January 21, 1903, entitled “An act to promote 
the efficiency of the militia, for other pu to be immediately 
available and to remain available until ed, $1,350,000, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, so that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurt] may explain 
the reason for increasing this appropriation from $400,000 to 
$1,000,000 or more. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The reason for this increase is that last 
year the maneuvers were confined entirely to the coast artillery, 
as I am informed by the Assistant Secretary of War. This ap- 
propriation is larger than ever made before by Congress. They 
claim it is absolutely necessary, because both the coast artillery 
and the other branches of the army are all to participate in the 
maneuvers this year. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, one of the things that seems re- 
markable to me is that every proposition that comes to us is a 
proposition for economy in the abstract, but extravagance in 
the concrete. Here is something that can easily be done with- 
out. Do the Members of Congress desire to borrow money for 
these maneuvers? Does the administration wish to have money 
borrowed for these maneuvers? Although the President asks 
the War Department to cut its estimates, here is an increase 
in estimates that can be done without. 

You can not decrease the amount of money appropriated for 
the pay of the army, officers and men. You can not decrease 


the amount appropriated for the subsistence of the army, unless 
you decrease the army itself, and unfortunately we have no 
proposition of that sort before us. But here is something that 
can easily be done without; and yet, in answer to the cry for 
economy, the appropriation recommended is larger than ever 
before. I am not criticising the committee in charge of the bill, 
and for that matter I am not criticising anybody; but it does 
seem to me peculiar that in the effort to reduce expenses, when 
the department comes to a particular item where it can reduce 
expenses it increases them, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would simply say that the Committee 
on Military Affairs some two years ago undertook to save this 
appropriation. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
will realize that every adjutant-general in every State in the 
Union is interested in this appropriation, and from that office 
in different States come demands for these annual maneuvers. 
I have made no secret of the fact that in my judgment greater 
good would come to the militia of all the States if some of the 
Regular Army was taken to the States at their annual encamp- 
ments, where all the militia could participate, where all the 
militia could have instructions, than by taking a regiment from 
each State to the great maneuvers of the Regular Army each 
year. 

In my judgment, if the militia had the benefit of the presence 
of a detachment of artillery, of cavalry, of infantry, and of the 
Signal Corps in every State each year great good would come 
from that, and the cost to the Federal Government would be 
very light. The States hold these encampments for their mili- 
tia every year. In the State of New York there are 18 regi- 
ments. The Assistant Secretary of War says only one regiment 
can be designated, as a rule, from any State to attend these 
maneuvers. If that is true, and you hold the maneuvers every 
year, it will take eighteen years for New York to get around. 

Now, the War Department and myself, and myself and a ma- 
jority of the gentlemen of this House, are not in accord on that 
proposition. I am satisfied that the militia themselves to-day 
think their greatest benefit comes from attending these ma- 
neuvers each year. I do not believe it, but I have yielded to the 
sentiment that has been expressed in Congress on that, and have 
conceded that everybody may know more than anybody, and 
that I may be the one who is wrong; but I will say that in 
my State two or three years ago I urged the theory of bring- 
ing the Regular Army to the States. All of our militia regi- 
ments were taken to the state encampment. The States pay 
the expense for the militia, not the Federal Government, in the 
state encampments. Detachments of artillery, infantry, cay- 
alry, the Signal Corps, and tke Engineer Corps of the Regular 
Army were all sent there, and they participated in all the work 
of the encampment during the time the militia were there. I 
think our entire national guard got tremendous benefit from it. 

Now, it is hardly necessary to elaborate upon my theory, 
because it is impossible to carry it out; but my theory is that 
if we had detachments of the Regular Army taken to the state 
encampments each year, and then once in five years had a grand 
encampment, where they were all brought together on a larger 
scale, much more benefit would come in the military instruction 
than in the present way, and at a saving of expense to the Fed- 
eral Government and without additional expense to the state 
governments. But the authorities are against me. The senti- 
ment of Congress is against me, and I haye nothing more to say. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I thoroughly agree with the gentleman’s 
statement that the suggested plan is better than the present one. 
The gentleman is chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and it is for Congress to determine the policy and not the 
department. Has the gentleman or his committee ever proposed 
this legislation looking toward the saving of this money? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The legislation under which this appro- 
priation is provided for is in the militia aet, and any restriction 
on the discretionary power of the War Department should come 
from that committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that. The gentleman has 
stated that it would be a much pistes plan if we sent the army 
to the militia instead of sending the militia to the army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is a question of administration. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is a question of law. But the gentleman 
from Iowa puts himself in this peculiar position: He states be- 
fore this committee that he does not think this is a wise ex- 
penditure of money; that he, as chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, believes in another plan. Now, I ask him, as 
chairman of that committee, what is being done looking to legis- 
lation that will change that plan, or shall we go on year after 
year expending $1,300,000 or more? Is the gentleman willing 
to strike it out? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say that this question was 
thrashed out in Congress—and if I am wrong, the gentleman 
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from Texas or the gentleman from Virginia will correct me— 
about two years ago. The Committee on Military Affairs tried 
to stop this way of appropriating the money, with the idea of 
taking the army to the militia, but Congress thought we were 
entirely wrong. Now, I do not believe that any particular good 
can come to the country from getting into a controversy with 
the War Department and all the national guard organizations 
throughout the country on this question. I know that the Con- 
gress of the United States will go with the national guard 
officers for whatever they want. And they say they want this. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not agree with the gentleman, but it 
seems to me that if his position is right, instead of legislating 
as to what we think should be done, we ought to find out what 
they want and provide for—— ` 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. You come pretty near doing it as far as 
the national guard is concerned. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the gentleman brings in an item here 
of $1,300,000 and practically admits that it is not a wise ex- 
penditure. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is hardly correct. We are appro- 
priating this sum under the act passed by Congress, the 
militia act. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But you can decline to appropriate under it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The War Department has jurisdiction 
of determining the character and scope of these different ma- 
neuvers. Now, if we bring in a bill changing the act and 
limiting the power of the department in this matter, it would 
have to come from the Committee on Militia and not from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not need to appro- 
priate, unless it is a proper expenditure. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We regard this as better than nothing, 
although I regard another plan as better than this. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I regard it in the present condition of the 
Treasury as willful extravagance, and I think the country will 
so regard it. If the gentleman wants to test the House on this 
matter, I think he can very easily do it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Can it not be done by strik- 
ing that down to $425,000, where it was last year. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That would utterly destroy the maneu- 
vers. We cut it down to that last year because the War De- 
partment said they desired to bring in only the coast de- 
fense. This year they expect to bring in militia from every 
State in the Union, both coast defense and the line. They 
expect to have different camps in different parts of the coun- 
try. My objection to this is that it does not educate enough 
of the National Guard each year. It only educates a small pro- 
portion, but it does educate some, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amend- 
ment and move to strike out, in line 7, the words “ three hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars,” which amendment I will ask the 
Clerk to report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 7, page 19, the words “ three hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will not be 
agreed to. In my judgment this appropriation is in the interest 
of economy. I believe that the only way in which we can 
expect to eventually cut down the Regular Army is through 
building up the national guard of the country. The only way 
that we can improve the guard is by making the necessary ap- 
propriations for it. The information which the Military Com- 
mittee has is that it will take all of this $1,350,000 to properly 
conduct the maneuvers proposed for the coming year. I have 
heretofore been somewhat opposed to these large appropriations 
for these encampments and maneuvers, but upon careful ex- 
amination into this I am satisfied that if we are going to spend 
the money in any way it ought to be expended for the benefit 
of the national guard. So far as this talk about economy is 
concerned, I call the attention of the committee to hearings on 
the army bill, in which the Secretary of War says the follow- 
ing: 

Ý will say, Mr. Chairman, that these estimates were made largely 
upon the idea that there was a necessity for a retrenchment in ex- 
penses growing out of the deficit in the Treasury. A number of esti- 
mates were reduced, not with the idea that it would be a permanent 
saving but simply that it would be pitting of the time when certain 
improvements which could be dispensed with would have to be made, 
and the idea was that when there was larger revenue and this deficit 
should be cut down these things which are temporarily passed over 
would have to be done. 

So that, Mr. Chairman, it is apparent from the opinion of the 
Secretary of War himself that the estimates which haye been 
cut down this year will be raised just that much next year, 
and that there is no intention of a permanent cut in the expenses 
of the Government. It is, as it were, a sort of political exigency 


which requires the administration to pretend to cut down the 
expenses, when they in reality do not propose to do anything 
of the sort. To cut down this appropriation for these ma- 
neuvers, which are intended for the benefit of the citizen 
soldiery of the country—the soldiery of the country upon which 
we will have to rely if we ever do get into trouble, the soldiery 
upon which we have always relied when we have been in 
trouble—will not be economy. It is simply cutting down this ap- 
propriation in order to meet this so-called “ economy” which 
this administration is apparently for, but which they themselves 
admit they do not intend to carry out just as soon as they can 
get from the people some more money to make up the deficit 
which they have created in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation is intended for the benefit 
of the national guard and, in my judgment, if we should cut 
down the Regular Army 20,000 men, thereby saving $30,000,000 
a year, an appropriation of an additional $5,000,000 for the 
building up of the national guard, we would then effect a per- 
manent economy in the administration of the government. That 
would be a permanent economy; that would not be this sort of 
economy which proposes to cut down the estimates this year, 
but as soon as the Treasury has money in it to increase them 
and to appropriate again as largely as we have been heretofore 
appropriating, 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that this committee will sustain the 
Committee on Military Affairs and that this amount of money 
will be appropriated for the citizen soldiery of the country. 

Mr. KNAPP, Mr. Chairman, just a word supplementing 
what the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] has said. The 
plans for these joint drills and maneuvers, I believe, were in- 
stituted by Senator Roor when he was Secretary of War, and 
since that time—that is, since 1908—have been regarded as one 
of the most effective agencies in the proper discipline and drill 
of both the Regular Army and the national guard. Further 
than that, that plan was emphasized and approved by the 
Sixtieth Congress in passing what was known as “ the Dick law,” 
which made the national guard a part of the regular force 
and subject to the call of the President, thus bringing those two 
branches of the service into closer relationship and necessitating 
these joint drills or maneuvers. Further than this, that law 
contained conditions as to the national guard, as to its organ- 
ization, its drill, its equipment, and its discipline. Those condi- 
tions have been complied with so far as the States are concerned, 
so this is a thoroughly perfected plan as between the War De- 
partment and the States. Further than this, Congress not only 
has approved this plan so far as enacting the Dick law is con- 
cerned, but it appropriated in the Sixtieth Congress, if I am cor- 
rect, $1,000,000 for these maneuvers upon this permanent plan 
of the department, approved by the department, by Congress, 
and by the several States. I will not take the time of the com- 
mittee to read it, but the Secretary of War, in his report to 
the present Congress, dwelt largely upon the beneficial effects 
which would come from these joint maneuvers. 

I will not read it, for it is not necessary, as the Members are 
familiar with it, but added to that, the War Department, having 
in mind the necessity for retrenchments, having in mind the ne- 
cessity for economy, made estimates to Congress, and those 
estimates show the sum named in this bill, $1,350,000. Supple- 
menting further what the gentleman from Virginia has said, 
this does not mean militarism; it does not mean enlarging 
the Regular Army. With a national guard numbering under 
the present conditions 118,000, subject to the call of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, properly equipped, properly disci- 
plined, there is less necessity for enlarging your regular force; 
so that it does mean economy; it does mean a smaller regular 
force. I call attention to and emphasize the able remarks of 
the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee [Mr. HULL] on 
Saturday last as to the absolute folly of being unprepared for 
war, as was illustrated in the Spanish-American conflict. Had 
we had a plan like this in full force and operation, that war 
probably would not have been averted, but treasure would 
have been saved and lives would have been spared, and the 
results would have been as beneficial to a struggling people, 
and the problems thereby bequeathed less troublesome. The 
criticism is made that this is an increase. That, I think, is a 
mistake. In the first session of the Sixtieth Congress there was 
appropriated $1,000,000 for these maneuvers. That is the 
amount that is called for specifically for the maneuvers. Gen- 
eral Oliver, before the committee, stated that $1,000,000 of this 
was for joint maneuvers of the mobile army and $350,000 for 
the Coast Artillery, so the sum for the joint maneuvers of the 
mobile army is not an increase, but identically the same that it 
was in the first session of the Sixtieth Congress. The amend- 
ment should not prevail, and I hope the full appropriation will 
be retained. 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. 
, Mr. Chairman, 
the committee on this subject. I only want to 
the amendment, that if the maneuvers are to be carried out 


Department this q 
tion of holding these manenvers and instructing the militia 
not before Congress only as an academic 
as I am concerned, the gentleman from New York or the 
tleman from Virginia can not go further than I in 
tribute to the men of the National Guard, who are 
enough and self-sacrificing enough to enroll themselves in 
organizations and be ready at a moment's call to go o 
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judgment, if we appropriate at all—and we certainly will ap- 
propriate—we ought to give them the amount asked for, so that 
the maneuvers can be carried out as planned for the benefit of 
all branches of the service. The coast defense is of such great 
importance that it should take precedence of all other branches 
of the service, and this amendment, if adopted, would result 
in crippling that branch of the service. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentlemen who 
have spoken heretofore in defense of this item have overlooked 
the real question at issue. It is not a question whether this 
money, if expended, would be of value to the militia, but it is 
a question whether, when we are faced with enormous expendi- 
tures and the need of reductions, such an item as this can not 
stand some of that reduction. Now, it is perfectly manifest that 
there would come no great damage to the country if the entire 
item went out. For my own part I have always believed that 
you could send a noncommissioned officer from the Regular 
Army to help drill the various companies in the militia, and 
do infinitely more good with that daily, weekly, and monthly 
work than you do in the two weeks of these national encamp- 
ments. But I am a layman, and my opinion on that is of no 
great value. But I present to the committee this proposition: 
‘There is a cry going up for retrenchment all along the line, and 
yet this item comes in larger than before—$1,000,000 for the 
general encampment and $350,000 for the coast artillery, If 
we are going to make reductions, let us begin here. It is not 
a question of whether or not the money will be properly ex- 
pended. It is a question whether this, along with other things, 
ean not stand a temporary reduction. I presume that twice 
this sum, if expended on the militia, would be of value to the 
militia; but if you are going to get a sum total less than here- 
tofore, you must make reductions where you can with least 
harm, and this certainly would create no harm anywhere. It 
would deprive these men of two weeks’ instruction for one 
year. Beyond that there will be no damage to the country, and 
there would be a million dollars saved. My only criticism of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois is that 
it is too small. I would hit at the million instead of the hun- 
dred thousand in an amendment. 

Mr. KNAPP. Does not the gentleman know that the War 
Department, having in mind the necessity for retrenchment and 
economy, recommended this appropriation? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, yes. And if I draw any conclusion 
from that it is not creditable to the judgment of the War 
Department. In the final analysis Congress must determine. 
The responsibility is here; the War Department has made re- 
ductions, so they say, along other lines, but they do not reduce 
this item at all, and yet no man can contend that this is all 
important and that everything else being cut, it should remain 
its full size. The gentleman from New York [Mr. KNAPP] 
will not contend that this item is more important than others 
that we have up every day, and on which we are cutting and 
erimping the different departments. If you listen to a depart- 
ment, its work is all important always, and yet the history of 
our legislation is that Congress must of its own initiative take 
these matters in hand. What folly it is to talk about retrench- 
ment when we leave an item of this size in the bill for a two 
weeks’ encampment. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Suertey] refers to the reductions that are sought 
to be made in the expenses of the Government. In the Book of 
Estimates of appropriations for 1910 and 1911, made by the 
War Department, page 191, we find the amount $1,350,000 for 
maneuvering. Without question the War Department in 
making up this Book of Estimates took into consideration the 
question of economy, for the reason that last year the esti- 


mates, and, in fact, the appropriation, was $100,459,083.34, 
The present bill carries $95,212,717.55, making a difference of 
over $5,000,000 as compared with the bill of last year. So that 
when there is criticism of the estimate, it should be properly 
stated to the committee and to the House that the War De- 
partment considered this $1,350,000 in connection with the 
economy sought to be made by the War Department. 

To whom does this $1,850,000 go? It goes to the benefit of 
the citizen soldier of this country. The national guardsmen, 
men who are engaged in civil life, who have for patriotic pur- 
poses volunteered their services to their States and to the 
nation if called upon in time of war. 

I know a little something about the national guard, because 
when much younger I was a member of that organization, 
served as such for five years, and have in my possession an 
honorable discharge as a private soldier from the National 
Guard of Illinois. In the years that have passed since I was 
a member of that organization I have known of their being 
called out time and time again for action. I have seen three 
companies from my district called to take part and assist in 
that terrific tragedy that occurred at the Cherry mines. Their 
presence there was for the good of the public service. Their 
presence was one of quietude. Their presence there was one 
of relief. Their presence there was above the mere act of sol- 
diers, for they stood as citizens as well as soldiers, maintaining 
law and order and looking after the interests of humanity. It 
is for these men and like men in connection with the national 
guard service in the 46 States of the Union that the War De- 
partment has wisely asked an estimate of $1,350,000 for these 
joint maneuvers. So that it seems to me that there is no 
force in the criticism that this is piling up additional money 
instead of a reduction. I say that this is a reduction in the 
interest of economy, in the interest of the national guard, in the 
interest of the army, and in the interest of the country. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, after all, the question is whether 
Congress will endeavor to be economical or not, The current 
appropriation made last year, in the existing law, was $425,000. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. MANN, I have not bothered gentlemen when they were 
speaking. 

Mr. KAHN. I do not want to bother the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. You can not bother me. If the gentleman will 
wait until I conclude my statement 

Mr. KAHN, I will not interrupt the gentleman at all. 

Mr. MANN. The year before the appropriation was $1,000,- 
000. One million dollars is the largest appropriation ever made 
for this purpose. Although I think the gentleman from New 
York did not mean to lead Congress to think that a larger ap- 
propriation was made, still I think that was the result of his 
remarks. A million dollars is the largest appropriation that 
was ever made. Now, I do not know how many Members of 
Congress have read the very interesting document consisting of 
the reports of the last general maneuvers, but I have given 
myself the pleasure to read that document from one end to the 
other, including all the reports of the officers having charge of 
these maneuvers. I question very much whether all of the 
members of the Committee on Military Affairs have been so 
zealous in the perusal of that interesting document, but that 
was possibly because they are more familiar with it and inter- 
ested in some other matter. I read it through. Half of the 
officers believe that these maneuvers are almost valueless. 
Under the system now prevailing they did not consider that 
they were of any service to the Government. 

Now, here is a proposition to raise the amount from the mil- 
lion of two years ago, and the $425,000 of a year ago, to $1,350,- 
000 for the next fiscal year. Yet we are claiming to reduce the 
appropriations. My colleague from Illinois says that they 
have reduced the total estimate. Why, the reductions in the 
main are reductions in permanent improvements, such as bar- 
racks and quarters. If Congress proposes to endeavor to keep 
the expenditures within the receipts, here is an opportunity 
without doing damage to any service in the Government, by 
simply not increasing the amount of the appropriation. Give 
as large an amount as ever given, and not go beyond that at 
this time. If it is not the intention of Congress, or the War 
Department, or the administration, to really be economical, 
but only to talk of economy, well and good. No one will suffer 
if this amount is not made greater than it was two years ago, 
or over half a million dollars more than it was a year ago. 
The national guard will not suffer. Possibly the War Depart- 
ment will adopt the suggestion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Possibly they will discover it is 
much to the best advantage of the Government, the national 
guard, and the army. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that without in any way 
whatever casting discredit upon the national guard—I realize 
like other gentlemen in the House, for, Mr. Chairman, I have 
members of the national guard in my district—I realize like 
other Members of the House that in a log-rolling proposition 
like this, if the national guard sets its face in one direction, 
Members of the House are not extremely likely to look in the 
other if the proposition be at all reasonable. Now I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. KAHN. I have nothing to say to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I thought not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois, in 
speaking of the appropriation last year, did not set forth the 
fact that that $425,000 was used entirely for coast-defense ma- 
neuvers. Now, this year the department proposes to use but 
$350,000 for coast-defense maneuyers. There is probably no 
branch of the service that is so much in need of assistance from 
the national guard of this country as the coast defense. 

We have not more than one-third enough men in the coast- 
defense service of the Regular Army to man the guns that are 
now emplaced in the various coastwise fortifications in this 
country, and if war were to break out to-morrow it would be 
necessary to call into service volunteers—militiamen—to man 
these guns. 

These guns are expensive machines. You can not learn how 
to manipulate them in twenty-four hours. It takes some time to 
learn how to manipulate these great fighting machines that 
stand on the shores of our country to protect our principal sea- 
ports from an invading force. 

That is only one branch of the maneuvers that are to take 
place this year. If we have been correctly informed, this 
country during the Spanish-American war lost more lives by 
disease than by the bullets of the enemy. When the citizen sol- 
diery were mustered into the. national service they did not 
know how to take care of themselves properly. They became ill, 
Hundreds of them died of diseases contracted in the camps, be- 
cause they knew little or nothing about sanitation. Their offi- 
cers did not know how to take care of them. If any member of 
this committee could visit one of these maneuver camps and see 
how the national guardsmen are instructed in all the arts of 
war, he would realize that this appropriation is a practical econ- 
omy, because in the long run it will probably save many millions 
of dollars that otherwise would ultimately have to be paid out 
for pensions to those left behind by the soldiers who would 
probably die of disease in camp because they did not know how 
to take care of themselves properly. In these maneuver camps 
the men of the national guard are taught camp sanitation, 
proper cooking of food, and many other practical things that 
are absolutely necessary to maintain the health and provide for 
the comfort and convenience of the volunteer soldier. Our ex- 
perience in past wars ought to teach us the necessity for avoid- 
ing similar mistakes in the future. In that way this appropria- 
tion is a decided economy, and I sincerely hope that the House 
will not adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Chairman, to my mind we can make no 
greater mistake than to attempt to economize, as proposed in 
this amendment, in the matter of maneuvers for the national 
guard. In conversation with army officers I have been told 
that the gravest situation confronting our militia is that when 
put in the field they do not know how to take care of them- 
selyes, much less how to hurt the enemy. Is it well, then, to 
be picayunish and stingy in a matter of that kind? 

Two years ago we had half enough men to man the fortifi- 
cations along our coast. To-day we have one-third enough men 
to man those fortifications, and if these coast maneuvers are 
eliminated this year, just so surely will we have still fewer men 
to man those fortifications when we come to consider this mat- 
ter next year. 

Two years ago, after the joint infantry and cavalry ma- 
neuvers at Chickamauga, I discussed with a militia colonel the 
question as to whether those maneuvers had done his regiment 
any good, and he said: 

I say to you unhesitatingly that my regiment learned more in the 
maneuvers at Chickamauga this year than they had ever learned in all 
my service and in all their service before. 

Why? Because they came in contact with men who knew the 
art of war—men who could teach them how to make their 
camps, how to attack the enemy, when to fight and when not to 
fight, and, above all, how to shoot. 

Shall we, gentlemen, follow the advice of General Oliver on 
this question or not? In answer to a question by the chairman 
of this committee as to the large increase in this item, he says: 
1 pe gentlemen know 3 well, the polley ot the Government 


ve joint camps of traction of the mobile forces in alternate 
years; they have been held ever since 1903, and every year we have the 


schools of instruction for the coast artillery. This year they come 
together. Last year we only asked for sufficient funds to carry out the 
instructions of the coast artillery— 

That was the $425,000 appropriated last year— 

This year, as I say, the mobile forces come in with the camps of in- 
struction, so I have asked for that amount In order to out the 
regular 1 8 of the department. It is mested by all of = 

ractically. Their convention at Lost Angeles sent to the 

ar this resolution: 

“Resolved, That this assoclation most earnestly recommends that the 
„ a suitable appropriation for joint maneuvers during the 

Of this sum asked for we allow a million dollars for the mobile 
ae nacien money thot” wisi wa of The PADON r 
tion under section 1661 of the Rovisea Statutes. ° ' 1 

So if you give them the $1,350,000, according to General 
Oliver they will still have to go into the other appropriation of 
$2,000,000 in order to hold the general maneuvers and the 
maneuvers of the coast artillery. We should not attempt to 
economize with these men who, most of them, take their vaca- 
tions in serving their country in these general maneuvers, en- 
deavoring to learn something toward the defense of their coun- 
try. If you will stop to consider for one moment the situation 
that this country occupies to-day, with our very small standing 
army, you will realize that he have but one first line of defense, 
and that is the national guard. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion no Member of 
this House who understands the proposition under considera- 
tion will favor a reduction of this appropriation for joint ma- 
neuvers of the army. There is nothing contained in this bill 
more essential to the military arm of the Government than 
this appropriation. It should not be curtailed. It is now, I 
take it, the fixed policy of the Government to have annually 
these general maneuvers. Congress should support and main- 
tain in this respect the national reserve, these volunteers, the 
citizen soldiery, throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
These men constitute the flower of our people, and they are giv- 
ing their time, their labor, and their best energies to the estab- 
lishment of a great citizen military force that will be ultimately 
the pride and the boast of the Republic. 

I am a friend of the volunteers. I take a deep interest in 
the growth and progress of the national reserve. Any attempt 
at this time to curtail it or to cripple it will be a step back- 
ward that will not be approved by the people of the country. 

For many years I have taken an abiding interest in the citizen 
soldiery of our country. No one can pay too high a tribute to 
the yalor and the heroism and the self-sacrifice of the volunteer 
soldiers of the United States. They ask for this appropriation. 
This is their provision. This is their request of us to stand by 
them and to give them an opportunity to be prepared, the same 
as the regulars are prepared, in case of war. The specter of 
unpreparedness that confronted us at the beginning of the 
Spanish-American war has not downed. It looms up to-day as 
large as ever to warn us of our duty. If we cripple this appro- 
priation now we will be recreant to the demand of the volun- 
teers, and the day will come when we shall regret our short- 
sighted policy. 

We have enlisted in this country about 119,000 volunteers in 
the national reserve—a grand body of patriotic men. Of these 
119,000 about 40,000 participated in these joint maneuvers on 
eight maneuver fields in 1908; and over 50,000 participated on 
nine maneuver fields last year. If this appropriation is made 
in accordance with the request of the War Department, over 
75,0000 of these volunteers will be able to participate in the 
joint maneuvers this year. 

I am in favor of these joint maneuvers. They are doing 
much and accomplishing a great deal for the soldiers in this 
country that is very little appreciated by the unthinking. Read 
the reports; read the testimony of General Oliver, the able and 
efficient Assistant Secretary of War. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann] has told us that he has read the reports of 
these joint maneuvers, but from the tone of his remarks I 
was inclined to the idea that he had been reading the lamenta- 
tions of Jeremiah. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York would not recog- 
nize it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, yes; and I will say to him, and to all 
those who are so anxious to economize, that it is very bad judg- 
ment from a patriotic standpoint to begin to economize on the 
volunteer soldiers of the Republic. There are many other 
places where we can legitimately economize, and I am just as 
much in favor of strict economy as any man on the floor of 
this House, but I am opposed to that false economy which is 
penny wise and pound foolish. 

When we consider the ever-increasing pension rolls of the 
Spanish-American war, and know the reasons therefore, we 
ought to realize the economy of this legislation and be pre- 
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pared for the future. Better reduce the Regular Army than 
economize by crippling the efficiency and preparedness of the 
national reserves, 

So, Mr. Chairman, I trust that the criticisms of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr, SHERLEY] will not avail, and that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois will not 
prevail. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, : 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 9, noes 60. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 
Purchase of subsistence ie py eae For issue, as rations to troops, 


posts without pay or allowances, and applicants 
for enlistment while hel 
to recruits upon their first enlistment; ice for issue to organizations 
of enlisted men at such places as the Secretary of War may determine; 
for sales to officers and enlisted men of the army; coffee roasters and 
cooking apparatus in the field, and when traveling (except on trans- 
bake ovens and apparatus pertaining thereto; scales. weights, 
measures, utensils, tools, poppe blank books and forms, office furni- 
ture, commissa chests and outfits, and field desks of commissaries: 
Provided, That the sum of $12,000 is authorized to be expended to de- 
fray the cost of furnishing food, and for providing extra-duty pay for 
cooks, assistant cooks, and waiters, and for perishable table equipment 
in subsisting enlisted men of the Regular Army and the organized 
militia who nag. Aw competitors in the national rifle match: And pro- 
vided further, at no competitor who is thus subsisted shall be en- 
titled to commutation of rations, and no expense shall be in- 
curred than $1.50 per man day for the period the contest is in 
progress. For paroent: Of. commutation of rations to the cadets at 
the United Sta Military Academy in lieu of the lar established 
ration at the rate of 30 cents per ration; of the regulation allowances 
of commutation in lieu of rations to enlisted men on furlough, enlisted 
men and male and female nurses when stationed at places where rations 
in kind can not be economically issued, and when traveling on de- 
tached duty where it is impracticable to carry rations of any kind, 
enlisted men selected to contest for places or pee in department and 
army rifle competitions while traveling to and from places of contest, 
male and female nurses on leaves of absence, applicants for enlist- 
ment and military convicts while traveling under orders; of commuta- 
tion of rations in lieu of the regular established ration for members 
of the Nurse Co (female) while on duty in hospital, and for enlisted 
men, applicants for enlistment while held under observation, and mili- 
tary convicts sick therein, at the rate of 30 cents per ration (except 
that at the general hospital at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., 50 cents per 
ration is authorized for enlisted patients said hospital), to be paid 
to the surgeon in charge; of compensation of civilians employed in the 
Subsistence Department; of extra pay to enlisted men employed on 
extra duty in the Subsistence Depa ent for periods of not less than 
ten days, at rates fixed * law; of extra-duty pay at rates to be fixed 
by the Secretary of War for mess stewards and cooks at recruit ts, 
who are to be graduates at the schools for bakers and cooks, and in- 
structor cooks at the schools for bakers and cooks; for printing, adver- 
tising, commercial newspapers, and use of telephones; for temporary 
buildings, 3 and other means of protecti subsistence supplies 
(when not provided by the Quartermaster’s De ent); for providin: 
rizes to be established by the Secretary of War for enlisted men o 
he army who graduate from the army schools for bakers and cool 
the total amount of such prizes at the various schools not to ex 
900 per annum; for other necessary expenses incident to the purchase, 
esting, care, preservation, issue, sale, and accounting for subsistence 
supplies for the army; in all, $8,700,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, and accounted for as Su nce 
of the army,” and for that purpose to constitute one fund. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
a few questions about this appropriation. I notice, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the appropriation carried in this provision has been 
increased $913,412 since the last appropriation bill was passed 
by the House. I would like to know what occasions this enor- 
mous increase, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa: The increased cost of the rations is one 
reason. 

Mr. MACON. How much has that amount been increased? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman will turn to the hear- 
ings, General Sharpe, page 281, he will find that the cost of 
rations has increased very largely during this year. I will say 
to the gentleman that this amount is increased beyond the esti- 
mates of the War Department $500,000. That is, the amount 
that we have recommended is $500,000 greater than was asked 
for by the department. 

Mr. MACON. Why did not the committee stand by the War 
Department in its recommendation in regard to the amount 
that was necessary to be appropriated for on this account? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Because the evidence of General Sharpe 
and the Secretary of War was direct that it would be impossible 
to feed the army on the amount of money asked. I will say to 
the gentleman what he probably knows, as he is conversant 
with public affairs, that ordinarily these estimates for the army 
are made up in October and the first of November, and sub- 
mitted to the President and to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
transmission to Congress, This year the Executive ordered 
them made up the first of May, a long way in advance of the 
time Congress would act upon them, and since the first of May 
the Commissary-General reports, for instance, that the cost of 
a ration then was 20.80 cents. 

Mr. MACON. Is that per day? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes, each ration. He goes on and says: 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has the cost of rations increased? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir; the cost of rations for all posts in July 
and August, 1908, was 20.80 cents. For the period for which we had 
the data to make a uisition—that is, up to the ist of Februa 
was 20.97 cents; and for all posts in the United States, from July to 
February, both months inclusive, it was 21.02. Now, the increase com- 
menced, as you will see, some time in the fall, for the reason that from 
November to Feb the cost is 21.07 cents. The cost in July and 
August of 1908 was 20.80, which reduces the actual cost for the entire 
fiscal year to 21.05 cents. 

That increase was not for last July and August, because 
these estimates were submitted before that, but for the year 
previous, and if the gentleman will read his testimony further, 
he 2 see that the estimates there are a constantly increasing 
co 

There is another reason why this item has been increased, 
and that is because of the increased cost of feeding the army in 
the Philippines. In my judgment Congress when it passed the 
Philippine tariff act did a very unwise thing, for the reason 
that it provided that we should pay duty on everything that 
came into the islands except that which came from this coun- 
try, even if used by this Government. For instance, we buy our 
meats and a great many things in Australia, especially our 
meats. We keep the army there for the benefit and protection 
of the people of the islands; and yet we can not feed that army 
without paying duty on the provisions we buy abroad and send 
there, and the total increase in the cost of the rations of the 
army for the year, estimated on the duties, amounts to something 
near $145,000. 

Mr. MANN. That is practically a contribution to the Philip- 
pine government. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Nothing else on earth. 

Mr. MANN. Not as though we were bringing the goods 
here and paying the money into our Treasury. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. There we take it out of our pocket and pay it 
into their pocket. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. My own opinion is that if the 
Philippine government gets the support of this Government, it 
ought to be appropriated directly. Personally I believe that 
the cost of an army that is kept in any part of the possessions 
of the United States for the protection of the people in that 
locality ought not to be increased by the fact that the Govern- 
ment has to pay duty for anything that enters into the sub- 
sistence of that army. 

Mr. MACON. I agree with the gentleman in regard to that 
matter. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Committee on Ways and Means, I 
think, should report a bill repealing that part of the tariff law. 
I am one of those, I will say to my friend from Arkansas, who 
are absolutely in favor of retaining the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. MACON, Well, we differ very widely upon that question. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am one of those who believe the 
United States has put its hand to the plow there and has got 
to go on and carry the load, but I am in favor of carrying it 
in a way that the whole world as well as the people of the 
United States may know what we are doing. 

Now, it has been said that the increase in the cost of the 
army is a great burden upon the people of the United States, 
and I am in favor of relieving the army of every item not 
legitimately charged to it and letting it go where it legitimately 
belongs. 

One other reason why this increase in cost occurs, and that 
is that the Commissary-General and the Secretary of War both 
say that it was absolutely necessary, and the Commissary-Gen- 
eral called attention of the committee to the fact that it is one 
of those things where a deficiency is not fair, for the reason that 
where we buy supplies at different posts, delivered there, and we 
have not the money to pay for them, the citizens who supply the 
army with its necessary support are compelled to carry that at 
their own expense until a deficiency bill is passed. I do not 
believe this Government is so poor as to demand that its citi- 
zens who are trading with the Government shall suffer this 
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hardship, in many cases being compelled to borrow money at 
the banks and to pay interest on that money, with which to 
buy rations for the soldiers. 

Mr. MACON. Was there a deficiency in the last appropria- 


tion for that purpose? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and it is now before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 

Mr. MANN. A million dollars and a half. 

Mr. MACON. And this increase is partially in view of a 
deficiency of last year? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The amount that was submitted by the 
department is substantially the appropriations of last year and 
the deficiency they are asking from the Government, but we 
haye gone beyond that and have asked this Congress to appro- 
priate the $500,000 additional, and I want to say to the com- 
mittee that, in my judgment, unless the army is reduced below 
the amount asked for by the Commissary-General, and he has 
estimated on the number fixed by the President and Secretary 
of War, you will have a small deficiency even now with the 
additional $500,000. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
On page 22, line 6, I move to strike out seven“ and insert 
“ two.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 22, line 6, strike out the word “seven” and insert “ two,” so 
as to read “ $8,200,000.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment because 
it corresponds to the estimates made by the War Department. I 
do not believe that we ought to increase the estimates which 
they make, notwithstanding the reasons given by the gentleman 
from Iowa, with which reasons, of course, I was familiar. Now, 
if this was the only item where a deficiency might occur, I 
perhaps might favor increasing the estimates, but everybody 
knows, who knows anything about this bill, that in almost 
every item there will be deficiencies next year. They are 
staring us in the face, and if one item is to be increased, then 
all the items where there is a probability of deficiency ought 
also to be increased; and for that reason I offer this amendment 
so as to make this appropriation correspond with the estimates 
submitted by the department. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will not prevail, and I confess that I am somewhat surprised at 
its being offered. There are many parts of this bill where re- 
ductions have been made where it is not necessary to haye a 
deficiency, because they can reduce their expenditures to the 
amount of money that Congress has given without creating a 
deficiency, and we cut it down on many lines. We have not 
cut it below what the Secretary and authorities told us is sufi- 
cient in the pay of the army, that is fixed by law, and where 
the department can not save money under any conditions and 
must pay what the law provides for every man who is enlisted. 
We have increased this item because we must feed the army. 
You are compelled to appropriate whatever is necessary to feed 
them, and you can not make a saving by cutting off any part 
of the appropriation, and it is the only one of all the different 
items where a deficiency works a hardship upon individual citi- 
zens of the country. 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia says that we ought never 
go beyond the estimates. I will say to the gentleman from 
Virginia wherever we have had the evidence of the proper au- 
thorities, frequently in the nature of supplemental estimates, 
that in all cases we have listened to the later testimony and 
in all cases where they convinced us the interest of the Govern- 
ment demanded it we have appropriated the amount that the 
interest of the Government itself demanded should be appro- 
priated. I hope the amendment will not prevail, because in my 
judgment it will work no good; it may work harm, and will 
work a hardship any way you can look atit. The citizen selling 
his food products to the army should not be compelled to carry 
the Government at his own expense. The Commissary-General 
States that where the Government can not pay for what it 
purchases, the citizen must carry the load even if compelled to 
borrow money at the local banks. It is not fair. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, it has very rarely happened 
in my legislative experience here that I have had occasion to 
differ from my colleague on the committee [Mr. Hay]. His 
excellent judgment and his patriotic course have always been 
a very safe guide to me, but I can not sympathize with the 
suggestion he has made in this instance. The President in his 
messages, and particularly in the orders that he gave to the 
heads of departments, has given to Congress and to the country 


an opportunity for many sermons on economy. This session 
opened up with a discussion of measures of economy, and on the 
Same subject there was an interesting debate last Saturday 
between the gentleman from Minnesota, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the gentleman from Iowa, chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

I listened to the debate and later I read it, but I have not 
yet reached an exact understanding of what the position of 
those gentlemen was on the question; but, like most Republicans, 
they evidently believe that economy is a good thing, but should 
not be practiced too persistently. Mr. Chairman, the econom- 
ical measures that have been recommended by the administra- 
tion, as exemplified in the one bill with which I claim to have 
some familiarity, are shams, pure and simple. 

The Chief of the Commissary Department of the United States 
Army, General Sharpe, whose items in that bill we now have 
under consideration, made a statement before the committee 
that I am going to quote. He says: ‘ 

General SHARPE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that the Secre- 
tary of War, under the direction of the President, of course, cut all the 
estimates. Mine was cut very much from the amount which was sub- 
mitted by me—cut over a half a million of dollars ($521,239.67). So 
that the estimate is now made for about 6,000 men’ (5,941) less than 
are allowed as the authorized strength of the army. It is made at a 
cost of 20.97 cents per ration, which was the cost for eight months of the 
fiscal year commencing July 1, 1908, up until the ist of February, 1909. 
You will see from the statement which I have here that I am trying 
to give you in my estimate the exact cost each year for each item, as 
shown by the Epon NEOR in the previous year. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has the cost of rations increased? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir; the cost of rations for all posts in zy 
and August, 1908, was 20.80 cents. For the period for which we 
the data to make a uisition—that is, up to the ist of February—it 
was 20.97 cents; Neri for all posts in thè United States, from July to 
February, both months inclusive, it was 21.02. Now, the increase com- 
menced, as you will see, some time in the fall, for the reason that from 
November to February the cost is 21.07 cents. The cost in July and 
august of 1908 was 20.80, which ređuces the actual cost for the 
entire fiscal year to 21.05 cents. 

And if those gentlemen, Members of this House, who are in- 
terested in the great question now calling for attention by 
Congress, and for the consideration of which the country is 
clamoring, the increased cost of living, will only listen to the 
statement of General Sharpe on the advancing cost of the 
ration provided for the soldiers of the United States Army, 
they will learn something about the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I ask that the gentleman may proceed 
for ten minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the sum of the testimony 
submitted by the Commissary-General is this, that the cost of 
the ration is steadily advancing. Indeed, it has advanced so 
rapidly that there is a deficiency of more than a million dollars 
in the appropriation for the last fiscal year. He says in lan- 
guage as plain as can be uttered that the deficiency that will 
be required to meet the expenditures in the purchase of the 
rations provided by law for the soldier for the next fiscal year 
will certainly be as much as $521,000. Further along you 
will find, if you will examine the hearings, that the Commissary- 
General made an estimate for 6,000 less men than the author- 
ized strength of the army. He was instructed to reduce the 
estimate for the subsistence of the army to $8,200,000. To com- 
ply with the orders of his superiors he had to make an arbi- 
trary and unreasonable reduction of more than half a million 
dollars. 

Now, as to the Quartermaster-General’s office. And first I 
want to say for General Aleshire, as well as for other depart- 
ment chiefs that come before us, that they usually treat the 
committee with extreme frankness. They usually tell us, or 
endeavor to tell us, the exact condition of their bureaus, what 
the cost of administration is likely to be, whether or not we are 
inviting a deficiency by the appropriations we make, or whether 
we are going to give them more than is absolutely required. 

Mr. Chairman, here is another one of the great branches 
of the Army of the United States for which we are providing 
supplies that is sure to have a deficiency. General Aleshire 
says, in an analysis of this alleged economy: 

The estimates made at that time were based upon the data obtain- 
able from the office, such as the expenditures for the first six months 
of the fiscal year 1909 and the prices then current on commodities we 
had to supply. Having that in mind, when the estimates were returned 
for revision, I went over each item and reduced some of them by as 
large an amount as I thought they could stand. Then I made a flat 


reduction on all items such as would bring the amount of the estimate 
within the amount of the revised estimate. 


By the way, I want to say that the revision referred to by 
the General was in compliance with an express. 
mandate from an authority higher up, that the estimates should 
be arbitrarily reduced by so many millions of dollars, Then 
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I inquired, “ Was that just an arbitrary percentage reduction?” 
He said, “ Yes, this is one of those reductions.” 

I might refer to other evidence tending to show that the 
economy of which the administration appears to be so proud is 
a mere arbitrary reduction of appropriations for the necessi- 
ties of the Government, sure to entail very large deficiencies 
that we will have to take care of later. I recommend to every 
Member of this House who wants to have a thorough apprecia- 
tion of what a sham this economy is to read the statements of 
these two gentlemen—the Quartermaster-General and the Com- 
missary-General. 

There is one other matter appertaining to military appro- 
priations and military legislation that I want to take this occa- 
sion to speak of for just a minute. My opinion is that we have 
virtually abandoned, at least for the time being, the construc- 
tion of coast defenses for the United States proper. 

To gentlemen on this side of the House who are not familiar 
with the legislation that led up to the great scheme of the 
coast defenses I want to say it is a measure of Democratic 
origin. Under the orders of the Secretary of War during the 
first administration of Mr. Cleveland a board was organized for 
the purpose, and, after a long investigation, it reported a 
scheme of coast defense. We began the construction of it ac- 
cording to the plans of the Endicott Board, and we have gone 
around the coast constructing the works as rapidly as possible. 
They have been to a very considerable extent completed on the 
Pacific coast and largely completed on the Atlantic coast and 
very inadequately done upon the Gulf coast. They are not abso- 
lutely completed anywhere, either on the Atlantic or the Pa- 
cific. But we have abandoned this construction of the coast 
defenses of our country and have gone to the Philippine Islands 
and Hawaii and are out there now expending money that ought, 
in my judgment, to be spent here, making our own country more 
secure against any hostile army that might seek to invade us. 

I have been assured by an officer who probably knows what 
he is talking about that if we continue to develop the coast 
defenses of the Atlantic and the Gulf and the Pacific, parts of 
the United States proper, at the present rate of development, it 
will be practically forty years before we shall have completed 
them. 

But, of course, that is not going to be the case, because I pre- 
sume that in much less time we will have grown tired of silly 
colonial enterprises and. will have finished squandering these 
millions of dollars for the defense of the Philippine Islands and 
will have returned to continental United States to develop our 
own more important defenses. 

The city of Galveston, in my State, which is the second port 
in the United States in the value of its exports, is practically 
unprotected. The people of Galveston are crying for an ade- 
quate defense. They have been made to believe by gentlemen 
who are perhaps more timid than advised that there is danger 
that the armies of the Mikado may somehow or other come 
around into the Gulf of Mexico and endanger their lives and 
their commerce. At least they feel that they have been neg- 
lected. I feel that they are just as much entitled to the pro- 
tection of the country by adequate defensive works in their 
harbor as the city of Boston or Philadelphia or Charleston. 
For that reason and because of the vast commerce of Galveston 
they believe that they should be prepared to repel any possible 
invasion, and I believe that their demands are reasonable. 

With Hawaii it is different. That may be a source of 
strength, while the Philippines are certainly an element of 
weakness. I am for that reason in entire sympathy with the 
development of the defensive works in Hawaii. I believe it is 
of vast importance to fortify Pearl Harbor, and that when we 
shall have completed it and made it the Gibraltar that military 
men think we can make it, even the most timid Member of 
Congress, the man who has visions by night and visions by 
day of the Mikado’s cavalry riding over the people of the United 
States, may He down to pleasant dreams, because we will be 
able to stop them at the first line of defense in the Sandwich 
Islands. [Laughter and applause.] 

-The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

For the Lyris of the necessary instruments, office furniture, sta- 


tionery, and other authorized articles required for the Phy oo pai and 
use of the officers’ schools at the several military posts, $10,000. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I was talking at the 
time we passed page 23, and I ask unanimous consent to go 
back to that page in order to offer an amendment beginning on 
line 23. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to return to page 23 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is that to-day the War Department 
by this provision can not have any printing done at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, and it is to have that work done there 
when it is to the advantage of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, HULL of Iowa. I now send the amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting in the proviso on page 23 in line 25, after the 
word done,“ the following: 

“At the Government Printing Office or,” so that the proviso will 
read: “ Provided, That no pnz of the appropriations for the Quarter- 
master’s Department shall expended on inting unless the same 
shall be done at the Government Printing Office or by contract after 
due notice and competition, except in such cases as the emergency will 
not admit of the giving notice of competition, and in cases where it is 
impracticable to have the necessary printing done by contract the same 
may be done, with the approval of the Secretary of War, by the pur- 
chase of material and hire of the necessary labor for the purpose.” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The whole intent of this amendment is 
to insert the words authorizing printing to be done in the 
Government Printing Office when it can be done to the advan- 
tage of the Government. I understand that recently a requi- 
sition was sent down there for blanks to be printed, and under 
this provision of law they were unable to print them. This 
leaves all the other provisions in the proviso, except inserting 
the words authorizing this printing to be done at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, where it can be done to the advantage of 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Under the last paragraph, it occurred to me that there 
was room for working out some marked economy. That para- 
graph contains an appropriation for the purchase of forage for 
the army in the Philippines. I became interested in this matter 
of purchase of forage for the Philippine Islands when my atten- 
tion was called to the fact by a contractor living in my country 
that the Government was paying far more than it ought to for 
forage that was sent to the Philippine Islands, 

During the hearing on the army bill before the committee, I 
asked the Quartermaster-General for some information as to 
the cost of forage and the transportation to the Philippines. 
I want it understood that I do not desire to cast the slightest 
reflection on General Aleshire or the department over which he 
presides, for I believe he is an exceedingly competent officer, 
but I do not believe the Quartermaster’s Department has been 
buying forage for the Philippine Islands with that economy that 
can or could be used. 

The army officers, horsemen, and government contractors out 
in my part of the country believe that what is known as “ up- 
land prairie hay,” which is the hay used by the military posts 
all over the West, makes the very best forage that can be used 
for the horses of the army, or for any other kind of a horse. 
The breeders of the best horses in the country use the upland 
prairie hay. They prefer it; and why our Quartermaster's 
Department insists on buying one of the most expensive hays, 
almost, that it is possible to procure in the market to send over 
to the Philippines is beyond my comprehension. 

The figures furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department in 
answer to the question that I propounded are very complex, 
and I am hardly mathematician enough to go through them. 

But I do want to say that the department is not up to date 
on the matter of freight rates and transportation from the 
Middle West to the Pacific coast. The Quartermaster's De- 
partment makes a statement here in one place that the freight 
rate from Kansas City to San Francisco is higher than the 
rate from Kansas City to Seattle. Now, I have here a letter 
from the general traffic manager of one of the great railroad 
systems, in which he says: 


I wrote the quartermaster at St. Paul, also the Quartermaster- 
General in Washington, that we were prepared to make the Government 
as low rates on the movement of hay, either to San Francisco or 
through to Manila via San Francisco, as they could obtain via Seattle, 
Tacoma, or other Pacific coast points. 


That shows that the department was not fully informed upon 
the question of freight transportation. 

In another place in the Quartermaster-General’s reply to my 
question he stated the cost of this upland prairie hay of the 
Middle West, delivered on the Pacific coast, to be $1.13 a hun- 
dred pounds. Now, I have the figures, and the facts are that 
the cost per hundred pounds delivered in San Francisco would 
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be but 90 cents. There is a difference of $4 or $5 a ton in the 
price the quartermaster states that this hay can be delivered 
for at San Francisco and the price at which it can actually 
be delivered. 

The figures that make this question of ocean freights so com- 
plex lie in the fact that the railroad companies quote a rate 
of $10 a ton clear through from Missouri River points to Manila, 
for 40 cubic feet, and the difficulty lies in the compression of a 
ton of hay to 40 cubic feet capacity; but out of this through 
rate to Manila of $10 a ton the proportion for the transporta- 
tion of a ton of hay from the Missouri River to San Francisco 
that the railroads will take for their share of the haul is 
about $6.40 a ton, making it possible for the army to lay down 
a ton of this upland prairie hay, which is used at most of the 
other army posts, for not more than $18 a ton in San Francisco 
in place of more than $22 a ton, as quoted by the Quarter- 
master-General. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did he give you any explanation? 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no explanation here that is clear 
enough for men to repeat, but the whole question resolves itself 
into the fact that if the Government wants to save about a 
couple of hundred thousand dollars on its supply of forage for 
this year, instead of using the timothy hay of eastern Wash- 
ington, it can use the upland prairie hay of the Middle West, 
and lay it down in Manila at vastly less cost than it is doing 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman’s time may be extended for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? ' 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, the army calls for bids for 
this supply of hay for the Philippines to be laid down on the 
docks at Seattle. The United States Government has the privi- 
lege of shipping over the land-grant railroads of the great West 
at a very much less rate of freight than the contractors can. It 
occurs to me that it would have been an economy on the part 
of the Government, instead of asking for delivery of this supply 
of forage on the docks of Seattle, to haye called for delivery 
along the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, if they wanted 
to use that northwest hay, back in the interior, where it grows, 
and the Government could then get the benefit of the 50 per 
cent reduction in the freight rates, instead of being compelled 
on the contrary to pay full freight rates by requiring the con- 
tractors to deliver the hay laid down on the docks at Seattle. 

I do not care to go into this matter further, except to hope 
that these remarks will call the attention of the department to 
the fact that it is possible for them to make some economy in 
their supply of Philippine forage, and I want to go a little fur- 
ther and state, instead of calling the attention of this body to 
the freight rates for hay quoted as far back as 1906 by the rail- 
roads to the Government, as they do in answer to my question 
in the hearings, they should get in touch with the railroads and 
find out what they can ship government freight for in the year 
1910. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a 
word or two on this subject. There is a very full hearing on 
that particular point brought out by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. AnrHony], and a vast amount of information is fur- 
nished in the hearings. I do not care to detain the committee 
with going over all of it, but if the Members will turn to the 
hearings on page 32 they will see it figured out there and the 
statement of the quartermaster that the transportation com- 
panies always have the option to take the freight by the cubic 
foot or by the pound, and they take it by the pound where the 
freight is heavy and by the cubic foot where the freight takes 
up more than a certain amount of space. In this report by the 
Quartermaster-General he states that substantially there is the 
same cost for the prairie hay and the timothy hay, but he also 
quotes from experts who have examined the nutritive qualities 
of the two hays, and who report that there is a real saving in 
buying the timothy hay, which costs a fraction more per ton in 
Manila, and only a fraction according to his statement. I am 
free to confess that I do not know how they figure it out, but I 
have the highest regard for General Aleshire as an official and 
as a man. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And so have I. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And I must take his figures in prefer- 
ence to those contained in a letter from the president of any 
railroad company at this time. He figures that they save 2 
pounds per ration per day by taking the timothy hay, and on 
that account timothy is cheaper, in dollars and cents, than the 
other. I call the attention of the committee to that, so that 
this statement may go with that made by my friend from 
Kansas. In his letter to Senator Curtis, under date of October 


11, 1909, General Aleshire uses this language—and I am not 
now going back over his figures, on page 32, where he figures 
it out by decimals as to the actual cost of each, making the 
timothy hay cost only a fraction more than the upland hay— 
for the reason that he states that the prairie hay will not 
pack as compactly as the timothy, and takes more space, and 
therefore a real ton of prairie hay must pay more freight than a 
real ton of timothy hay. 

Mr. MANN. And it is not worth nearly so much, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And is not worth nearly so much. He 
uses this language: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
5 OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, October 11, 1909. 
W CURTIS, 


id 
ted States Senate, Topeka, Kans. . 

My DEAR SENATOR CURTIS: 1 to your communication of the 
4th instant, inclosing two letters and a telegram from Mr. W. E. 
Thomas, of Leavenworth, Kans. (which are herewith returned), I have 
the honor to inform you that the award for hay for the Philippine 
Islands had been made before the receipt of your communication above 
referred to. It appears that the bid of Mr. Thomas did not reach the 
office of the chief quartermaster at St. Paul, Minn., until an hour after 
the time set for opening of bids in his circular to bidders, and the 
chief quartermaster in forwarding his abstract of bids to this office did 
not include Mr. Thomas's bid. 

Award was made by this office for eastern Washington timothy hay 
at 81.131 per 100 pounds, delivered at Seattle, Wash., in view of the 
following report received from the Department of Agriculture on the 
various samples of hay submitted by bidders: 

“Of the three classes of hay submitted—timothy, native, and grain 
hay—the timothy is preferable, for the reason that it is more uniform 
and will stand shipping and storage better than native hay or grain 
hay; it is to be preferred to grain hay also for the reason that it can 
be fed to horses in any climate, especially in warm climates, without 
serious results.” 

This office was also governed in making award by wept received 
from the Philippine Islands that timothy hay is preferred, and if sup- 
plied a saving of 2 pounds of hay per day per animal can be made; 
and the farther report from the same source on prairie hay, which 
stated as follows: ` 

“ Prairie hay is not recommended for feed in the ren ine Islands, 
as same is too short; animals will not eat it readily, and it is without 
sufficient nourishment, thereby leaving a large ntage of waste.” 

The cost of key ay under Mr. Thomas's bid of 59 and 593 cents, 
respectively, delivered at Manila, would have been $1.6056 and $1.6106 
via San Francisco, and $1.375 and $1.38 via Seattle, Wash. Cost of 
noray hay awarded, delivered at Manila, P. I., $1.49} per hundred- 
w 3 
> In view of the slight difference in cost between prairie hay, based 
upon Mr. Thomas's bid, and the eastern Washington timothy hay as 
awarded, a saying of one-seventh for timothy hay, as stated by the 
Philippine authorities, and the adverse report on prairie hay which 
was shipped to the 3 Islands last spring, the advantages ac- 
cruing to the Government from the purchase of timothy hay at price 
above stated are apparent. 

Respectfully, J. B. ALESHTIRE, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 


I think that argument is very conclusive; and while I was 
greatly interested in the hearing before the committee, because 
the larger part of this was furnished us after we adjourned, 
so that we might have it before the bill was taken up, I was 
really in hopes my distinguished friend from Kansas [Mr. 
ANTHONY] would say that General Aleshire in this, as in every 
department of his office, has proven himself a most careful, 
painstaking, and efficient officer of the Government; really, I 
think, one of the great bureau chiefs, giving careful considera- 
tion to every detail of his great bureau and full and valuable 
information to Congress. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of my com- 
mittee will permit me, I will remind him that I have ex- 
pressed my opinion of General Aleshire in almost his exact 
words; but I do believe that the Quartermaster’s Department has 
not accurate knowledge of what it costs to transport a ton of 
hay from Missouri River points to Manila, and I have a letter 
here to show it, and I have quoted from it in my previous state- 
ment. 

On page 33 of the hearings the Quartermaster’s Department 
states: 


There is one condition pertaining to these awards which is consid- 
ered by this office, but of which Mr. ANTHONY is not advised. The 
freight rate from Kansas City to San Francisco is higher than the rate 
A oes City to Seattle because of the longer land-grant mileage 
0 tle. 


Under date of October 13, 1909, J. E. Gorman, freight traffic 
manager of the Santa Fe system, said in a letter to a govern- 
ment pay contractor: 


I wrote the quartermaster at St. Paul and also the Quartermaster- 
General in Washington that we were prepared to make the Government 
as low rates on the movement of this business either to San Francisco 
or 8 to Manila via San Francisco as they could obtain via 
Seattle, Tacoma, or other Pacific coast points, and asked them to see 
that copy of the invitation covering bid for transportation of the 
property was sent us. 

It is plainly evident from the comparison of these two state- 
ments that the Quartermaster-General’s Department was not fully 
cognizant in regard to freight rates on forage from the Mis- 
souri Valley to Pacific coast points. 
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Again, on page 36 of the hearings, the department states in 
a letter that the cost of upland prairie hay from Kansas points 
delivered on the Pacific coast would be $1.133 per hundred 
pounds. Per ton this would amount to $22.66, according to the 
department, but the facts are that Kansas contractors have 
offered to supply the Government with this hay at less than 
$12 per ton f. o. b. Kansas points, and the rate of freight to 
San Francisco being $6.40 per ton, the cost laid down at Pa- 
cific coast points would be $18 per ton instead of $22.66, as 
claimed by the department. 

The remark of that army officer in the Philippines who re- 
ported that he did not believe that prairie hay was a proper 
forage for horses over there ought hardly to be convincing in 
view of the fact that the Government uses upland prairie hay 
at nearly every one of the great army posts in the West. In 
the markets of the West there is only about a dollar or so of dif- 
ference in the price of those two hays, and I want to say that 
if the prairie hay can be laid down at four or five dollars a 
ton less in Manila it is the duty of the Quartermaster's De- 
partment to purchase and use it for forage there in place of 
the more expensive timothy. I admit you could feed govern- 
ment horses grain hay, which would be eyen more nutritive 
than timothy, or you could feed them ice cream and cake, if 
you want to carry the analogy still further, and get a more 
expensive ration for them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not the official say that timothy hay is 
better adapted for use in the Philippines? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He says it is cheaper when you con- 
sider the saving on account of food. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand the Government is now pur- 
chasing upland prairie hay for use in Panama, changing from 
the timothy to the prairie hay. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have always been led to believe 
timothy hay was better for good horses and prairie hay was 
better for mules. Now, I do not know what the complement 
there in the Philippine Islands is on the subject. The gentle- 
man from Kansas represents a prairie hay district. Some of 
us represent districts—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman is mistaken; I believe there 
is more timothy hay produced in my district than upland 
prairie hay. 

Mr. MANN. Very likely there is more timothy hay produced, 
and that shows the good judgment of the gentleman’s con- 
stituents. If they agreed with his opinion they would not take 
the trouble to sow timothy, but simply let nature take its 
course and raise prairie hay; but the gentleman’s constituents 
are wiser about the use of hay than the gentleman is. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to express an opinion on 
hay. [Laughter.] No one can ascertain to-day in reference 
to railroad rates. There is not a railroad manager in the 
United States who can write a letter to-day about railroad 
rates and know that he is telling the truth in his letter until 
he has had the matter most carefully investigated by a half 
dozen different people. The greatest complaints we have about 
the railway law to-day is the fact that people are not able to 
obtain knowledge in reference to railroad rates. I asked re- 
cently the traffic manager of the steel company, the Interna- 
tional Harvester Company, and a number of other large con- 
cerns in the city of Chicago whether they were able them- 
selves, from the tariff sheets which were accessible, to ascer- 
tain what the rates were, and they said to me they were not 
only unable to obtain such information themselves by search- 
ing the tariff sheets, but as a very common thing the informa- 
tion which they received from the railroad companies had to be 
revised after the goods were shipped. My own observation 
with the quartermaster’s office has been that if there be anyone 
in the country who knows about railroad rates it is the quar- 
termaster’s office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


as may be required to be mounted, and the expenses in- 
eto $494,487.00; Provid 


there 
appropriatipn; ad hand, 
actual needs of the mounted including 
unless involving onorable 
uired for the several - 


smith's tools and materials, horseshoes and blacksmith's tools for the 
cavalry service, and for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such 
additional expenditures as are necessary 
movements and o 
expressly assi 


ti f th ey PEATE —.— aad nor 
rations of the army, and a no 
to any other de t, $2,225,000, 


Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of obtaining infor- 
mation upon a matter contained in this paragraph. I have a 
ward in chancery, not an appointee of mine, but from the first 
district of Massachusetts, who graduated last June. He is in the 
cavalry now stationed at Fort Ethan Allen, in Vermont. Just 
before Congress conyened I received a letter from him, in which 
he wished $160 sent him for the purpose of purchasing a horse, 
He claimed that it would be economy in the end for him to pur- 
chase a horse, and that by carefulness he would soon be able 
to reimburse himself for the amount expended. Now, I want to 
know whether I have been hoodwinked myself. If so, I do not 
want to be hoodwinked again and I do not want the Members 
of this House to be hoodwinked; I want to know whether $160 
is the standard set forth in the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment in the purchase of horses. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Is the gentleman’s friend an officer? 

Mr. TIRRELL. He is. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, then, if he purchases his own 
horse, the Government has nothing to do with the price. The 
price may range from a plug at $100 to a horse of $500, owing 
to the taste of the man who buys. 

This appropriation is for government horses. It is not for 
the horses owned by the officers. The law provides that the 
mounted-service officers who furnish their own horses shall 
have $150 a year extra pay for one horse. Now, out of that, if 
they tell us the truth in the Military Committee, and I assume 
that they do, they have to pay about $8 a month for a man to 
care for the horse. The Government feeds the horses for them, 
and their expense leaves it so that there is no especial profit 
in owning a horse. If he does not own a horse and the Gov- 
ernment furnishes one, he does not get any extra pay. 

I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Trrretr] 
sent $150 or $160 promptly. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I did. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the way he is appealing to you 
is this, that the Government will give him $150 a year extra if 
he owns that horse, and therefore counting out what expenses 
he has paid he can pay you back $160 in the course of a couple 
of years and have the horse left. If the horse dies, the gentle- 
man may be out the amount. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Our encyclopedia 
fies me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Transportation of the army and its supplies: For transportation of 
the army and its supplies, incl transportation of the troops when 
moving either by land or water, and of their baggage, including the cost 
ce and crating; for transportation of recruits and recruit 

ies; of pk ey ge or enlistment between recruiting stations an 
recruiting depots; of persons on their discharge from the United States 
mili prison to their homes (or elsewhere as they may elect), pro- 
vided the cost in each case shall not be ter than to the place of 


to the militia for the permanent 


last enlistment; of soppe furnished 
equipment thereof; of the necessary agents and other employees; of 
and other quartermaster si 


ef information satis- 


clothing and equi; tores army depots 
or 7 — of p or delivery to the several pores and army denote, 
and from those depots to the troops in the field; of horse equipments 


and of subsistence stores from places of purchase and from the places 
of delivery under contract to such places as the ci ces of the 
service may require them to be sent; of ordnance and ordnance stores, 
and small arms from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, forti- 
ficatio: frontier posts, and army depots; for yment of wharfage, 


tolls, an 2 for transportation of funds of army; for the hire 
of employees; for the payment of army. transportation lawfully due such 
land- t railroads as have not received aid in rnment bonds (to 


be adjusted in aecordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in 
eases decided under such land-grant acts), but in no ease shall more 
than 50 per cent of full amount of service be paid: Provided, That such 
m 1 7 a be Cae as the — of = taritt or 3 
al rates for like transportation perform ‘or the public at large, 
and be ted as in full for all demands for each service: Pro- 
vided further, That in expending the money appropriated by this act a 
d company which has not received aid in bonds of the United 
t of _, land to aid in the con- 

tion that such railroad should be a 


States 
supplies and ey over such aided railroads, shall be paid out of the 
moneys approp t 


and 3 supplies and Rhe 10 


any such compan. 
So fixed to be Fey shall be accepted as in 

service; for the purchase and hire of draft and pack animals in such 
numbers as are ac req for the service, including reasonable 
provision for replacing unserviceable animals; for the purchase and re- 
por of such harness, wagons, carts, and drays as are required for the 
ransportation of troops and supplies and for garrison purposes; for 
drayage and cartage at the several depots; for the hire of teamsters and 
other employees; and for extra-duty pay of enlisted men driving teams, 
repairing means of transportation, and employed as train masters; for 
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the purchase and repair of ships, boats, and other vessels required for 
the transportation of troo and supplies and for garrison purposes ; 
for expenses of sailing public transports and other vessels on the vari- 
ous rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific oceans: 
Provided, That when, in the opinion of the Deuy of War, accom- 

tions are available, transportation on vessels of the army transport 


service may be furnished the secretaries and supplies of the army and 
navy departments of the Young Men's Christian Association; and for 
the purchase and repair of harbor boats, and repair of boats for the 
seacoast artillery service, $11,500,485.70. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fror California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 32. line 15, after the word “ association,” insert: 

“Provided further, That where there is a cargo space available, with- 
out displacing military supplies, transportation may be provided for 
merchandise of American production consigned to residents and mer- 
eantile firms on the island of Guam, rates and regulations therefor to 
be prescribed by the Secretary of War.” , 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer au 
amendment as follows: 

Authority is hereby granted to the Secretary of War to transfer to 
the Navy Department the U. S. Army transport Ingalls. 

The Quartermaster-General reports in this connection as 
follows: 

The vessel is not suitable for use as a transport, its freight, passenger, 
and troop accommodations being so limited that efficient economica 
service can not be obtained from its operation. The expense of its 
maintenance out of commission is a charge against the appropriations 
of this department for which no benefits are received; and disposition 
in accordance with the wishes of the Navy Department is therefore 
recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Authority is Dery pans to the 5 of War to transfer to 
the Navy 8 the U. S. Army transport Ingalls. 

Mr. MANN. Can the navy use the transport? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They claim that they can, and they 
want it. The department can not transfer it to them without 
authority of Congress. 

Mr. HAY. I make a point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would like the gentleman to withhold 
it until all this letter is read. 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. ; 

The letter from the War Department is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 16, 1909. 


Sin: On July 19, 1909, the Secretary of the Navy requested this 
department to permit navy tugs to tow the transport Jngalls to the 
Norfolk Navy-Yard, in order that detailed estimates might made for 
fitting up that vessel as a mother boat, attending submarines, which 
request was granted by the department. The transport has remained 
at the Norfolk Navy-Yard since August 2 last. 

On the 26th ultimo the Secretary of the Navy further requested that 
the War Department take the necessary steps to obtain congressional 
authority for the formal permanent transfer of the vessel. The neces- 
sity for this action is due to the provisions of the appropriation act 
approved March 2, 1907, providing for the transportation of the army 
and its supplies, wherein it is ulred that— 

“ Hereafter no steamship in the transport service of the United 
States shall be sold or disposed of without the consent of Congress hay- 
ing been first obtained.” 

4 ere Quartermaster-General of the Army reports in this connection as 
‘ollows : 

“The vessel is not suitable for use as a transport, its freight, pas- 
senger, and troop accommodation being so limited that efficient econom- 
ical service can not be obtained from its operation. The expense of its 
maintenance out of commission is a charge against the 6 
of this department for which no benefits are received, and 8 in 
accordance with the wishes of the Navy Department Is therefore recom- 
mended.” 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. This ship is of no use to the army. 
The navy has refitted it for what they call a “mother” boat, 
and I hope my friend will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. HAY. I was under a misapprehension. I thought it 
was some other amendment. I thought it was the amendment 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun]. I withdraw 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Water end sewers at military posts: For procaring and introducing 
water to buildings and premises at such military posts and stations 
as from their situation require it to be brought from a distance; for 
the purchase and repair of fire apparatus; for the disposal of sewage ; 
for repairs to water and sewer systems and for hire of employees. 
2.584. 723. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Here is an appropriation that we practically have every 


year. It is for permanent improvement, and last year was 
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$2,800,000 and this year is two million and odd-thousand dol- 
lars, for procuring and introducing water to buildings and 
for the purchase and repair of fire apparatus, for the disposal 
of sewage, and so forth. Is there no limit to appropriations 
of this sort? It would seem to be one of those where if you 
restrict your appropriations, you might easily do so without 
damage. x 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I had the same idea, and in our hear- 
ings I asked the Quartermaster-General pretty nearly the same 
question you are now asking me, as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. “ Water and sewers at military posts.” That is a 
Met J 8 Item. Will that not be pretty well worked out after a 
while 


General ALESHIRE, Yes, sir; it will so far as new construction is 
concerned. There will always be repairs and operation to provide for. 

The CHAIRMAN. It looks to me as if, when your posts are completed, 
that item would run out very rapidly. 

General ALESHIRE. The items in that, as we have them, are, first, the- 
procuring of water, for which I have (for the United States) $857,865. 

Mr. TILSON. May I ask just what that means, procuring and intro- 
ducing water in the premises? Does it mean buiding reservoirs, lay- 
ing. pipes, and things of that kind? 

yeneral ALESHIRE. Yes, sir. Under that item are included supplies, 
contract and job services required for procuring a proper water supply 
for the army. We have here a list of projects showing the need of the 
work, which have been brought to the attention of the department. 

Then he goes on quite lengthily and gives us the details, and 
while admitting that Congress might make a reduction in the 
future, stated that at this time he had cut it down all that 
he could. He makes a detailed statement of each item that was 
cut, and stated that he might cut a little more in the future, 
but the committee did not feel authorized to cut it down. I 
have the same idea as the gentleman from Illinois; that it 
ought to be cut down in the future. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Construction and maintenance of military and post roads, bridges, 
and trails, Alaska: For the construction and maintenance of military 
and post roads, bridges, and trails in the district of Alaska, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the board of road commissioners de- 
scribed in section 2 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction and maintenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance 
of schools, and the care and support of insane persons in the district of 
Alaska, and for other A gare approved January 27. 1905, and to be 
expended conformably to the provisions of said act, $150,000, to remain 
available until the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

Mr. MACON. I raise the point of order against the para- 
graph just read. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman withhold it? The 
gentleman from New York has charge of that. 

Mr. MACON. I will reserve it if any member of the commit- 
tee desires to explain why the paragraph is in the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of much regret 
to me that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] has 
made the point of order against this provision. I had indulged 
the hope that he would not make it. In my opinion this is one 
of the most important things that Congress can consider at the 
present time so far as Alaska is concerned. Very few people 
to-day have any idea of the many difficulties the people of 
Alaska have in going to and coming from different places in 
that vast territory of 690,000 square miles. The country owes 
much to Alaska. It is the richest asset in Uncle Sam's do- 
mains. It has produced a great deal of natural wealth, and 
most of the wealth that it has produced has gone into the 
Federal Treasury. It has paid for itself a hundred times over, 
and all that it asks is justice at the hands of Congress. The 
Federal Treasury to-day holds in excises and taxes collected 
in Alaska over a million and a half of dollars. This money 
belongs to the people of Alaska, and when the people of Alaska 
ask for better means of communication and for better transpor- 
tation facilities by the construction of these military roads and 
post-roads the Congress should grant the request. That is the 
least we should do. 

In 1905 Congress passed an act creating the Alaskan Roads 
Commission for the construction of these military and post 
roads, and every year since then Congress has appropriated 
money for the roads and trails of Alaska. The work thus far 
has been well done. Some roads have been built, and others 
are progressing. These are government roads, authorized by 
Congress; and these annual appropriations are continuing ap- 
propriations, made by virtue of law, to continue the construc- 
tion of these roads to completion. No one can overestimate 
their importance. To curtail or eliminate this appropriation at 
this time would mean retrogression—a great loss to the Gov- 
ernment in equipment and property it has in Alaska—besides 
incalculable injury to the heroic Alaskans. It is just as impor- 
tant, it seems to me, to complete these roads as it is to com- 
plete a public building, or to complete a river or harbor 
improvement. The logic that applies to appropriations for 
these latter purposes applies with equal force, in my opinion, 
to the completion of the roads and trails in Alaska. I am with 
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Alaska in this fight for her rights. The time has come when 
the wants of the Alaskans must be granted. Congress has 
fooled the people up there long enough. 

We bad before us the report of the Secretary of War, urging 
this appropriation of $150,000 to continue the construction and 
complete these roads, in order to facilitate travel and communi- 
cation in that vast territory, which has produced so much 
natural wealth and benefited so much all of the people of 
this country. Alaska is the wonderland of America and a 
storehouse of untold wealth. We should not cripple the ability 
of the hardy pioneer in Alaska, toiling to produce this wealth. 

Mr. Chairman, I know something about Alaska. I take a 
deep and abiding interest in her welfare and in the progress 
and prosperity of her people. I agree with the Secretary of 
War as to the importance at this time of making this appro- 
priation. We should take his advice. The chairman of this 
Alaskan Roads Commission is Maj. W. P. Richardson, of the 
United States Army, one of the best engineers in the country. 
He asks for this appropriation. His request should not be 
whistled down the wind. He has been chairman of the Alaskan 
Roads Commission ever since its creation, in 1905, and he has 
done—and I am glad to stand here and say so—a great work 
in the vast wilderness of Alaska, which is very little appreci- 
ated, because it is practically unknown to the citizens of the 
United States. 

But the people in Alaska know. They appreciate all Major 
Richardson has done and is doing. They see and they realize 
his work, and it will stand for centuries to come a great monu- 
ment to the zeal and the energy and the engineering skill of 
Major Richardson—one of the best and one of the most efficient 
officers in the United States Army or any other army, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a few words in conclusion, as my 

time is nearly exhausted. I have spoken about the importance 
of this appropriation. Every word I have said is true. It will 
be a great mistake to strike this provision from the bill. I do 
not believe there is a man in this House who knows anything 
about the proposition but is in favor of it. I do not believe 
that under the rules and the practice of the House a point of 
order can be made against the appropriation. I maintain that 
it is a continuing appropriation, authorized by law, and under 
the rule the logic that applies to a continuing appropriation for 
a public building or for the completion of any river or harbor 
improvement applies with equal force to this appropriation, and 
hence the point of order should not be sustained. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize very much with 
the people of Alaska, and I would like to see them have good 
roads. I sympathize with the people of every community in 
the United States where they do not haye good roads, and 
would like to see them get them. But I do not know of any law 
authorizing the taking of money out of the National Treasury 
to construct these public roads. I do not believe it is fair to 
require the ragged urchins that may be found in the district 
that you or I happen to have the honor of representing to con- 
struct roads for the people of Alaska. I think we ought to be 
just in matters of legislation before we are generous; and I be- 
lieve it to be an improper charge upon the citizens of the United 
States to take from their Treasury their money to construct 
roads in Alaska, 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. Does the Territory of Alaska belong to the 
people of the United States? 

Mr. MACON. No more than Arkansas does, 

Mr. SULZER. Does Arkansas? 

Mr. MACON. Yes; partially. 

Mr. SULZER. Are you not aware of the fact that the people 
of the United States purchased Alaska from Russia in 1867, 
and paid $7,200,000 for it? 

Mr. MACON. I heard of it. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, it is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. MACON. I suppose so. If the gentleman says so, I 
know it is so. 

Mr. SULZER. Very well. I thought the gentleman was con- 
tending that the people of the United States do not own Alaska. 
Many people would doubtless think so from what goes on every 
now and then in Congress concerning legislation for Alaska, 
and I often think the Alaskans have some reason for thinking 
they are out of the Union and can never get in. It is alla sad 
commentary on our boasted theory of home rule and local 
self-government. Alaska is governed to-day like a conquered 
province under a Roman proconsul. No wonder the Alaskans 
are disgusted with government from Washington, 

Mr. MACON. I contend that the people of the United States 
are putting money into the Treasury of the United States for 
the support of it, and I am not willing to see that part of them 


that I have the honor of representing taxed for the purpose 
of constructing roads for the people in Alaska, no matter how 
anxious the gentleman from New York may be to have that 
done and no matter how anxious I might be to see them have 
good roads. 

Of course the burden of sustaining an appropriation is upon 
those favoring it when a point of order is made against it, but 
I will undertake to sustain my point of order regardless of that 
fact. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Surzer] states that 
we have a law that was enacted for the purpose of constructing 
these roads and that appropriations have been continuously 
made by Congress under the provisions of this law, and there- 
fore this is now a work of progress, for the continuance of 
which we must appropriate. 

I insist that if this Congress has ever made an appropriation 
for the construction of roads in Alaska out of the General 
Treasury, it has done it in violation of law, and simply because 
a point of order was not raised against the provision, The law 
that the gentleman speaks of 

Mr. SULZER. It was enacted in 1905—— 

Mr. MACON. I have it here. It reads as follows: 

That all moneys derived from Il - 
paeen or tree perei outside 27 F 

ict of Alaska, shall be deposited in the Treasury Department of the 
known aa the Alaska fund. and to wholly devoted fo te purposes 
hereinafter stated in the district of Alaska e 1 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACON. Not now. 

Mr. SULZER. It is to impart information on that point. 

Mr. MACON. I will yield later. 

One-fourth of said fund, or so 
seal, be devoted to the OTADAN ana, tatntatenent: ot ubile 
schools in said district. Five per cent of said fund shall be devoted to 
the care and maintenance of insane persons in said district, or so much 
Shall. be AEOS to the craatiattion and wakntemnen of wager rors, 
bridges, and trails in said district. ree WARR, ZOAN: 

Certainly the gentleman from New York does not contend 
that under that law we can appropriate money from the general 
fund, when the act provides distinctly that it shall be appropri- 
ated from the fund known as the “Alaska fund,” and only a 
certain per cent of that can be used for road-construction pur- 
poses under this act. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question now? 

Mr, MACON. Yes. . 

Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman know how much money, 
under this law, has been deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Alaska fund? 

Mr. MACON. I do not know. 

Mr. SULZER. I can inform the gentleman if he would like 
to know. It is over a million dollars. 

Mr. MACON. Then why is it that we do not appropriate 
out of that fund, instead of out of the general fund of the 
United States, for the construction of these roads? 

Mr. SULZER. I think it is about as broad as it is long. 
It makes very little difference what fund it comes out of; it is 
all the people’s money, and it has got to be taken out of the 
Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. MACON. But it has got to be taken out according to 
law, and I do not know any other proper way to take it out. 
The gentleman from New York would not contend that if 
Congress had made an appropriation in an appropriation bill 
for the purpose of constructing public-school buildings in 
Alaska, or a building had been partially constructed out of the 
appropriation, that that would constitute a work in progress for 
which we must continue to appropriate, If Congress had made 
an appropriation at some time because no point of order was 
raised against the appropriation in an appropriation bill for 
the care of the insane of Alaska, as provided in this act, cer- 
tainly the gentleman would not contend that that would be a 
work in progress for which we must appropriate forever and a 
day thereafter. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is not an open question any 
longer. It is only a year ago that a ruling was made on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand as yet 
that any point of order has been made. 

Mr. MACON. I made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman reserved the point of order. « 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas then 
state his point of order? 

Mr. MACON. That this is an appropriation carried in an ap- 
propriation bill not authorized by existing law, and hence is 


new legislation. 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York argued the point 
of order. The same item was in the bill a year ago and a point 
of order was made on it. The Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union ruled that the act, 
referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas, was not an au- 
thority for the appropriation for the roads, and the item went 
cut on that ruling. Subsequently, in connection with the same 
matter, an amendment was offered attempting to evade the point 
of order and the chairman again ruled that that amendment 
was not in order, and it was ruled out on a point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. Is the gentleman from Illinois aware that the 
ruling at that time was subsequently thought to be erroneous? 

Mr. MANN. I am not aware of it, and I do not think it is 
correct. I think the gentleman is mistaken. The ruling was 
not only not wrong, but was so clearly right that anybody who 
reads it will readily see that no chairman could rule otherwise 
and have any correct idea of parliamentary law. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman in charge of the bill that this item is for 
the construction and maintenance of military roads, I suppose 
a part of the purpose of the appropriation of the funds is for 
the maintenance of these roads. I think an amendment of that 
sort would be in order to preserve the property of the United 
States. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I was intending, if the Chair ruled this 
out on the point of order, to offer an amendment for the repair 
and maintenance of these roads. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Iowa is always prepared 
for emergencies which may arise. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, with all deference I submit 
that the act of 1905 provides that as soon as any road or trail in 
Alaska has been constructed and completed, the Alaskan Road 
Commissioners shall examine the same and make a full and de- 
tailed report of the work done on the same to the Secretary of 
War. That provision is at the bottom of page 616 of the Statutes 
at Large, volume 33, part 1. The work is not completed. It is 
progressing. Under that provision of the law this is a con- 
tinuing appropriation for work actually in progress, these roads 
not having been completed. As I said before, and I repeat now, 
it is just as much a work in progress as any river and harbor 
improvement or the completion of any public building in the 
United States, and hence the point of order made by my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] is untenable and ought not to be 
sustained, 

Mr. MACON. Let me ask the gentleman if he contends that 
if an appropriation had been made in an appropriation bill 
simply because no point of order had been made against it, for 
the construction of a thousand schoolhouses in the Territory 
of Alaska at a million dollars apiece, and a portion of it made 
immediately available for the beginning of the work, and the 
foundation of a few dozen of the buildings provided for in the 
appropriation bill had been laid, that it would now be proper 
for Congress in an appropriation bill to make an appropriation 
to complete the thousand school buildings because it was a 
work already in progress? 

Mr. SULZER. Not at all. The suggestion of the gentleman 
is entirely dissimilar from the proposition now under con- 
sideration. This is an appropriation of $150,000 to complete 
government roads which are actually under construction. 

Mr. MACON, That would be an appropriation to complete 
the schoolhouses in course of construction. 

Mr. SULZER. ‘This is an entirely different proposition. 
There is no law on the statute books so far as I know about 
building schoolhouses in Alaska. I know something about the 
Jaw on the statute books which provides that these roads in 
‘Alaska shall be built, and they are not completed. Hence the 
point of order, in my opinion, is not well taken, and should not 
be sustained. That is the whole subject-matter in a nutshell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. This para- 
graph appropriates for the construction and maintenance of 
military and post roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the road commissioners de- 
scribed in the second section of the act of January 27, 1895, 
and “to be expended conformably to the provisions of said 
act.” The authority for its support is said to be found in 
that act which is found in Thirty-third Statutes at Large, 
616. It provides for a board with power “to locate, lay 
out, construct, and maintain wagon roads and pack trails,” 
such as may in its judgment be “needed and of permanent 
value for the development of the district.“ It says nothing 
about “military and post roads.” It provides in its first 
section for a fund to be known as the “Alaska fund,” to 
be composed of certain locally collected liquor licenses, occu- 
pation or trade licenses, etc., a certain part of which “shall be 
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devoted to the construction and maintenance of wagon roads, 
bridges, and trails in said district,’ and contains a distinct 
provision that “for the construction and repair of roads and 
trails no greater liability shall at any time be incurred by said 
board than the money available therefor at that time in said 
fund ;” thus placing a limit upon the amount to be expended by 
that board. 

This paragraph proposes an appropriation in excess of that 
limitation. It is said that this will be in continuation of a 
public work already in progress. Be that as it may, it has 
always been held that a provision in an appropriation bill which 
increased the limit of cost provided in earlier laws changed ex- 
isting law, in violation of the well-known rule of this House 
prohibiting such change of existing law in a general appropria- 
tion bill, and therefore it could not be sustained, although it 
would be in continuation of a public work already in progress, 
because it violated that other provision of the rule. Further- 
more the act of 1895 provides that for road construction by the 
road commissioners appointed thereunder payments shall be 
made out of the Alaska fund by the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon vouchers approved by the board. No appropriation by 
Congress is required for any payment made under authority 
of the act of 1895. But the appropriation contemplated by this 
paragraph is not to be paid out of the Alaska fund at all. It 
is to be paid out of the General Treasury. Surely no authority 
for such an appropriation can be found in the act of 1895. The 
Chair finds that this precise question has already been de- 
termined. One year ago a provision containing this precise 
language was ruled out of the army appropriation bill upon a 
point of order made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DRISCOLL], in an elaborate ruling of the Chair, then occupied 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], which the 
Chair feels constrained to follow. The Chair, therefore, sustains 
the point of order, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in lieu of the language stricken out on the point of order the 


following: 

“For re} s 
trails in tie district of Alaska, 2108.0 0 Ary erm Ots at 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
contains no legislation whatever, except an appropriation, and 
I am indebted to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann] for strik- 
ing out all of the legislatien in the amendment I was about to 
offer. The estimate shows this, that during the last year great 
floods haye come there, and one of their great bridges has been 
made utterly useless in the new road that we have built, and 
unless money is appropriated by Congress for the repair of that 
bridge and that trail, these three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars involved are of no benefit. 

I think this could have come in as an urgent deficiency. I 
think the Government has the right to repair the roads it built, 
the right to make them passable, to utilize the money it has ex- 
pended. This cuts off all new construction. It does not refer 
to the board provided for in the other act for expending the 
money, but gives the War Department what it asks for the 
purpose of repairs only, and, in my judgment, the gentleman's 
point of order is not good. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman contend 
that if the Government had begun any kind of work in Alaska 
with a fund that was improperly appropriated—that is, im- 
properly carried in an appropriation bill that would have gone 
out of the bill on a point of order—that it would be proper to 
continue to appropriate for the work under the guise of re- 
pairs, and so forth, even though an appropriation for the origi- 
nal construction could not have been made in that manner? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I confess that the gen- 
tleman's statement is rather peculiar. He says “improperly 
appropriated.” Now, when any measure so commends itself 
to this House that it will meet the approval of eyen the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Macon], who sat here and allowed 
these roads to be built and this bridge to be constructed, I 
hardly think it lies with him to say that it was “improperly 
appropriated.” 

Mr. MACON. 
ago—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, yes; we stopped it when the gentle- 
man’s judgment came that we had gone far enough. ý 

Mr. MACON. One year ago, on a point of order, it was 
stricken out in the House, but it was put on in the Senate after 
the bill got there, 


The gentleman makes a mistake. One year 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, we stopped new construction then 
in this House, but this is a repair caused by damage because of 
unprecedented floods in that country. It is not legislation. It 
simply appropriates for the War Department to repair and main- 
tain as an appropriation pure and simple. The House ought to 
be the best judge of whether to make it or not. My judgment 
is the point of order is not good against this language. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, assuming that the meaning of 
the amendment is for the repair and maintenance of existing 
military and post roads, bridges, and trails, it seems to me that 
the amendment is in order and it makes no difference under 
what sort of appropriation these roads were constructed if 
they belong to the Government. Just like a government build- 
ing or any other government work which the Government has it 
is subject to be repaired and maintained. It is a constant pro- 
vision in the river and harbor bill to put a limit of cost; it is a 
constant provision in the public buildings bill to put a limit of 
cost, but the limit of cost never affects the question of repair 
and maintenance, 

Now, it makes no difference here, I think, under what au- 
thority these roads have been constructed or whether they have 
been constructed under money appropriated to be expended 
under the direction of a board of road commissioners. The Gov- 
ernment has constructed the roads out of some fund, and the 
Government owns the roads, and the Government is entitled to 
keep the roads in repair and maintain the roads. To that ex- 
tent they are certainly authorized by law and are a work in 
progress. The gentleman from Arkansas a moment ago stated 
or rather asked the question if this had been appropriated for 
by an improper appropriation. The fact that the original appro- 
priation was subject to a point of order in the House does not 
affect the question of maintaining the structure after it is 
built under the appropriation, or whether it is built under the 
appropriation or not. If it is built and owned by the Govern- 
ment, it is just like a building; it is something owned by the 
Government. 

Mr. MACON. Let me ask the gentleman in what sense the 
Government owns or exercises ownership over a trail in Alaska? 

Mr. MANN. This is a military or post trail; that is what 
the description is, military or post trails. It exercises control 
over this under the provision which authorizes the construction 
of military roads or post-roads there or here. There can be no 
question about the constitutional authority of Congress to con- 
struct a military or post-road. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman contend that Congress, 
under existing law, has the right to make an appropriation in 
an appropriation bill for the construction or maintenance of 
trails or post-roads anywhere in the United States or any of 
its Territories or possessions? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I contend this: That Congress, so far as 
the point of order is concerned, can not authorize the construc- 
tion of a military or post-road anywhere unless it is in connec- 
tion with an existing military road, but I do not question that 
wherever the Government owns a military or post road it is 
authorized to repair and maintain it. It would be very idle to 
say that the Government can not own a road and can not keep 
it in repair. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman state that the Government 
owns a military road in Alaska? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly the Government owns these mili- 
tary roads that have been built under acts of Congress making 
appropriations. 

Mr. MACON. What part of the army has ever traveled over 
a military road in Alaska? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Let me say to my friend from Arkansas 
the road is 100 feet wide on land withdrawn from settlement 
and title vested in the United States; that they own it wher- 
ever they have built any of these post roads or military roads, 
This land is withdrawn and dedicated for the purpose of a 
government road. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] that the Government certainly has necessity for the 
military roads up there. I am not saying they have necessity 
for constructing military roads all over the district of Alaska, 
because the gentleman and I could agree upon that proposition. 

Mr. MACON. Have they ever had any military operations in 
Alaska? 

Mr. MANN. They have had a large number of military en- 
eampments in Alaska. 

Mr. MACON. What do the soldiers do up there? 

Mr. MANN. I suppose they do there what they do every- 
where else. And, they are there largely probably to maintain 
order. My understanding is from the gentleman from Iowa 


{Mr. HULL], publicly stated a while ago, that in every place up 
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there there are some soldiers with an officer—a noncommis- 
sioned officer, I suppose, usually. 

Mr. MACON. The Chair will have to decide this question. 
I am opposed to the proposition, and my vote would be against 
it if it was before the House. I am going to put the burden 
upon the Chair. 

5 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation is not au- 
thorized by existing law in an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HULL] whether the military post roads mentioned in 
the amendment were constructed under the act of 1905 or some 
other act? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Under these appropriation acts from 
year to year. Any of them, under the rulings of the Chair 
last year, would have been thrown out on a point of order; 
but they were not, and, being enacted and approved by the 
President, it is just as legitimate an appropriation as any 
and is the law by which we have built these roads, trails, and 
bridges. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then they were not built or constructed 
under the act of 1905 out of the Alaska fund? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No, sir; they were not. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hutz] if any of the Alaska road fund has been used for 
the construction of roads in Alaska? p 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I can give the gentleman some infor- 
mation on that question. In Alaska we pay large sums in the 
way of licenses for carrying on various lines of trade and busi- 
ness, and that money is carried into the United States Treasury 
and put into the “Alaska fund.” There is no way of getting 
that money out of that fund except by appropriation by Con- 
gress, and this is one of those appropriations. You are in- 
debted to the people of Alaska in the sum of a million dollars 
thus paid into the Treasury, and now the gentleman from 
Arkansas objects to this appropriation of our own moneys to 
build roads in Alaska and says it is wrong to use the public 
money for the purpose of building roads and trails in our Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman state that this is to come 
out of that fund? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. No; it is to come out of the United 
States Treasury, into which it had gone. 

Mr. MACON. Does not the gentleman think it ought to come 
out of the Alaska fund? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. It is immaterial what fund you name, 
since it must come out of the Treasury in any event. We have 
no territorial treasury into which it could be paid and no terri- 
torial legislature to appropriate it if once there. The United 
States Treasury is Alaska’s treasury and Congress is Alaska’s 
only legislature. We make no objection whether it comes from 
one fund or another. 

The CHAIRMAN. Accepting the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HuLL], chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and the proposer of the amendment, that these im- 
provements which this amendment proposes to maintain and 
repair were built by the Government and paid for, not out of the 
Alaska fund provided by the act of 1905, but out of moneys 
appropriated in general appropriation acts by Congress, and 
paid out of the General Treasury, the Chair thinks that this 
amendment may be sustained. This amendment does not. like 
the original paragraph, refer at all to the act of 1905, which, as 
already shown, provided for the construction of wagon roads 
and pack trails to be paid for out of the Alaska fund, composed 
of license taxes locally collected. This amendment does not 
refer to such improvements built under that act, but provides 
for the maintenance of military and post roads, and so forth, al- 
ready constructed by the Government out of funds appropriated 
by Congress from the General Treasury. The Chair therefore 
thinks the amendment in order and overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. On the merits of the matter I would 
like to hear the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. WICKERSHAM]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to move to amend at 
the proper time by making it $150,000 instead of $100,000. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The gentleman from Arkansas wants 
to know something of the character and ownership of the roads 
on which it is proposed to spend this money. Fort Liscum is 
situated at Valdez, on the south coast of Alaska; Fort Gibbon 
is situated in the interior of Alaska, on the Yukon River. This 
road extends from Fort Liscum to Fort Gibbon. Fort St. 
Michael is on the shore of Bering Sea, at the mouth of the 
Yukon River. The road extends from Fort Liscum, via Fort 
Gibbon, to Fort St. Michael, and is probably a thousand or more 
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miles in length. It is a military road, a post-road, a tele- 
graph road, all three of those purposes having been subserved 
by appropriations made by the Government and all of those 
uses being maintained by the Government. It is a mistake to 
say that this road is being built for the people of Alaska. It 
is distinctly a military road, to connect the forts and military 
posts of the United States; it is a post-road, and the mails of 
the United States are carried over its entire length; it is a tele- 
graph road, along the whole length of which the Signal Corps of 
the United States has built and maintains a government telegraph 
line. The extra $50,000 asked for is to complete a road from 
the main military road into the Iditarod camp, where thousands 
of American miners are opening a new placer field. Too many 
of the men of the Signal Corps in Alaska now lose their lives 
along this national road, and without it this brave band of 
pioneer soldiers would suffer greater hazards and a greater loss 
to the army. 

I have seen, and the gentleman from Arkansas would see if 
he was at Marshall Pass, on that road, at this time, probably 
200 horses going over the mountain with provisions for the 
United States telegraph line in the interior of Alaska, and it is 
for the purpose of maintaining it as a government post-road, a 
military road, and a United States telegraph road, and repair- 
ing it so that it may be used by the Government, that this ap- 
propriation is asked for. The people of Alaska walk over that 
road, of course, and they have a right to walk over it, because 
they have paid for it. You are taking the money of the people 
of Alaska, paid into the United States Treasury from trade and 
other licenses, to bulld and repair this road, and we are paying 
the bills for your road, so that the shoe is exactly on the other 
foot. You are not appropriating government money to build 
roads for the people of Alaska, but you are appropriating money 
paid into the Treasury by the people of Alaska to build govern- 
ment roads. That is the true situation; and I hope the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will withdraw his opposition and will vote 
for it. It is needed for government purposes, as well as for 
the proper development of Alaska. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by making 
it $150,000 instead of $100,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ one hundred” insert the words “ and fifty,” so that 
it will rend $150,000.” 

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amend- 
ment will not prevail, for the reason that this is the total 
amount asked for by the Government for repairs; and if this 
additional amount were given it would be given for a new 
construction, and will be $50,000 more than the Government say 
they can use for repairing the damages that occurred in that 
storm. If it could be tortured so that the $50,000 could be 
used to build another road that is asked for, there might be 
some reason for increasing it; but that would be impossible, 
and it would be simply giving $50,000 more than needed, a 
useless appropriation that could not be utilized for the purpose 
for which the gentleman would want it appropriated. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman 
from Iowa, all I want to say is, that the $150,000 is what 
Major Richardson asked for and what the Secretary of War 
recommended. He has sent a report to this House that has 
been printed as a public document. I do not want to be tech- 
nical about this matter. I just want to be fair. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Was it not a statement that the estimate 
$100,000 was for repairs and maintenance, and $50,000 for the 
construction of another road to another place? 

Mr. SULZER. I do not know about that. I read the report. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will call the gentleman’s attention to 
document No. 338, in which it is plainly stated: 

I am induced to add to this $100,000 an estimate of $50,000, in view 
of the discovery late in the season of a new district known as the 
“Iditarod.” There have been received already repeated and urgent 
appeals for 8 ald in the construction of a winter road from the 
head of Cook Inlet to the new district. 

Now that is cut out by our rules. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, just a word more. I hope my amend- 
ment will prevail, and as a matter of economy I am willing to 
vote for it; and it is recommended by the Secretary of War. I 
do not think when Alaska, which has done so much for the peo- 
ple of America, asks for relief that Congress should refuse a 
little appropriation like this, by reason of which the people of 
Alaska will get back some of the money they have paid in the 
Treasury of the United States, as the Delegate from Alaska has 
so well and so truly said. That is all E can say. Let us have a 
vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 


The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 15384, 
the army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Jonxsox of South Carolina, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Sturciss, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of James F. Harrison, Forty-sixth Congress, 
no adverse report haying been made thereon. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a re- 
print of the bill H. R. 15816. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not necessary to have a reprint 
ordered. If it be ordered by the House, a new number must 
be given to the bill. Under the present printing law, if the 
regular quota is exhausted, a request from the document clerk 
will provide an additional number of copies of the same number. 
To haye a reprint ordered results in confusion. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. This request comes from the 
document room by way of my colleague on the committee on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. MANN. The document room has had reprinted within 
the last few days a number of bills that have been referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and there 
is no difficulty in getting all that are wanted in that way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the present printing law the 
clerk of the document room, as I understand, has the power to 
make a requisition for an additional number, and they can 
continue to do that indefinitely. For the present I shall object. 

Mr. SPEAKER. It is quite usual for the House to assent 
to a reprint. Objection is made for the present. 


COMMITTEE RESIGNATION AND APPOINTMENT. 


The Speaker laid before the House the following: 
Hovuspy OFP REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS No, 1, 
Washington, D. O., January 8, 1910. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 


Speaker House of Representatives. 
Sır: Having a contest for my seat 9 before Elections 
Committee No. 2, I desire to tender my gnation as a member of 
Elections Committee No. 1. 


Respectfully, E. W. SAUNDERS. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be excused. 


There was no objection, and the Speaker announced the ap- 
pointment of Mr. ANSBERRY as a member of the Committee on 
Elections No. 1. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for service of 
the Naval Academy (H. Doc. No. 499)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs of side- 
walks around the Patent Office and old post-office buildings (H. 
Doc. No. 500) — to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Aeting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting an esti- 
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mate of appropriation for deficiency in the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1910 (H. Doc. No. 496)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and oraered to be printed. 

4, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs in the Pen- 
sion Office building (H. Doc. No. 497)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the president of the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for additional awards (H. Doc. No. 501)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor submitting an estimate of deficiency appro- 
priation for the department (H. Doc. No. 498)—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17231) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
M. Gaddy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17336) granting a pension to Mary A. Ball— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 810) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Butcher—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11686) granting an increase of pension to Flor- 
ence P., Percy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16690) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Hartzog—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 16691) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeddie E. Rabidoux—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Commfttee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

os the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa, from Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 17500) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17501) providing for 
the building of postal railway cars—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 17502) to parole United 
States prisoners, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17503) to regulate commutation for good 
conduct for United States prisoners—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17504) amending the corporation-tax law 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17505) to provide for old-age pensions—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17506) to protect 
public health in the District of Columbia by regulating the 
production and sale of milk, cream, and ice cream in and for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 8 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 17507) to provide for a survey 
from turning basin to the Gulf of Mexico at Carrabelle, in the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17508) to provide for an additional appro- 
priation for the channel and turning basin at Carrabelle, in the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 17509) to amend paragraph 2, 
chapter 137, of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17510) for the 
benefit of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 
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By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 17511) to provide for the 
erection of a building for the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17512) to amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 6, 1907, entitled “An act granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
civil war and the war with Mexico—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 17513) to provide for 
the purchase or construction of a dredge—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17514) to author- 
ize the extension of Twenty-third and R streets SE., in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17515) to appro- 
priate the sum of $5,000 to aid in the payment of the expenses 
of the World's Congress of the Deaf, to be held at Colorado 
pean Colo., in August, 1910—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, 

By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 17516) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Orange, Tex.—to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17517) to make Orange, Tex., a subport of 
entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17518) to make Beaumont, Tex., a sub- 
port of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17519) to remove obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Neches and Sabine rivers from the mouths of said 
rivers to the cities of Beaumont and Orange, in the State of 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17520) for the erection of a public building 
at Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17521) for the improvement of the harbor 
at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17522) to erect a public building at Nacog- 
doches, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17523) to deepen the Port Arthur ship 
channel to a minimum depth of 30 feet from Sabine Pass to 
Port Arthur—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17524) to complete the Sabine-Neches 
ship channel from the mouths of the Sabine and Neches rivers 
to Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 17525) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to set aside the forfeiture of and rein- 
state a coal lease to the Sans Bois Coal Company, and to permit 
the relinquishment of lands in certain Choctaw and Chickasaw 
coal leases and the substitution of other lands therefor, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17526) authorizing the donation of United 
States Jail at Ardmore, Okla., to Carter County—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17527) authorizing the donation of United 
States Jail at McAlester, Okla., to Pittsburg Couny—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17528) for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Ardmore, Okla.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17529) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at McAlester, Okla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 17530) to authorize the sale 
of 1,280 acres, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne Indian Reserya- 
tion, in the State of South Dakota, to the Milwaukee Land Com- 
pany for town-site purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 17531) to amend an act 
authorizing the Washington, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad 
Company, of Maryland, to enter the District of Columbia, with 
amendments, approved February 18, 1907—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 17532) to authorize the exten- 
sion of Underwood street NW.—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 17533) to reimburse certain 
members of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRBE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17534) to ad- 
just and settle the claims of the loyal Shawnee and loyal Ab- 
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sentee Shawnee tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 17535) for a public 
building at Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 17536) to create an in- 
terstate commerce court and to amend the act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. as heretofore 
amended, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 17537) to authorize inquiry 
as to what action should be taken as to the wreck of the 
Maine—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17538) to 
regulate the payment of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, : 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17539) providing 
that public lands of the United States may be acquired by con- 
demnation for public purposes in accordance with state and 
territorial laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 17540) for the construction 
of an office building and for the construction of a gymnasium 
and for the purchase of a new dairy herd at and for the Mount 
Pleasant Indian School, at Mount Pleasant, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 17541) to authorize a 
survey of Wabash River, Illinois—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 17542) for the admission 
of mutual fire insurance companies to the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 17543) to admit to the mails 
as second-class matter periodical publications issued by or 
under the auspices of benevolent and fraternal societies and 
orders and institutions of learning, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 17544) granting unsurveyed 
and unattached islands to the State of Wisconsin for forestry 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 17734) requiring 
the American flag to be flown from post-office buildings from 
sunrise to sunset each day that the offices are open for busi- 
ness—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 17735) to repeal section 
773 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17736) to author- 
ize the opening of a road along the Anacostia River in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 17737) to prevent over- 
tapitalization and consolidation of interstate carriers—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 109) authoriz- 
Ing the President of the United States to recognize Gen. Juan E. 
Estrada as President of Nicaragua—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 110) directing the Secretary of War to deepen the entrance 
to Wilmington Harbor, California, to 24 feet—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


* 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 17545) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew V. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 17546) granting an increase of 
pension to James N. Nickerson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. è 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17547) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin M. Locke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 17548) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William B. Olds—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 17549) granting a pension to 
Magaret A. Cate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17550) granting a pension to Wilson W. 
Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17551) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Wyrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17552) to muster in and muster out Wilson 
W. Duncan, late of the Volunteer Army, civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 17553) granting a pension to 
Jacob Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17554) granting a pension to Chauncey P, 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17555) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles A. Murray—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17556) granting an increase of pension to 
William Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17557) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elyina Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17558) for the relief of certain Cherokees 
and citizens of Kansas and the Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 17559) for the relief of the 
heirs of Harriet F. and Robert McPeters—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 17560) granting to Savanna 
Coal Company right to acquire additional acreage to its exist- 
ing coal lease in the Choctaw Nation, Pittsburg County, Okla., 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17561) for the relief of Mrs. Mary J. 
Welsh Pate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 17562) granting an increase of 
pension to John Gunnie, alias Alfred Michlette, alias Louis 
Alfred Michlette, alias Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill, (H. R. 17563) granting an increase of pension to 
Fritz Janzen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 17564) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William H. 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 17565) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Maj. John S. Bishop, U. S. Army, retired, on the 
retired list of the army, with the rank of brigadier-general— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 17566) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret M. Stone—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17567) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bieger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17568) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence Ring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17569) granting a pension to William L. 


Woestendiek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17570) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Oklahoma City, Okla.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17571) to correct the military record of 
Patrick J. Carmody—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17572) to reimburse Frank Wyman, post- 
master at St. Louis, Mo., for embezzlement of money-order 
funds by clerk at said post-office—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 17578) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan L. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17574) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius C. Chappell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17575) granting an 
increase of pension to Richard L. Adams—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17576) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Christ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17577) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Stucker—to the Committee on Invalid Penslons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17578) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Boultinghouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17579) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Schrader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17580) granting an increase of pension to 
Humphrey Milum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17581) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17582) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Purkhiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17583) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17584) granting an increase of pension to 
Zane Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17585) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17586) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17587) granting an increase of pension to 
Drewry Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17588) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17589) granting an increase of pension to 
William Birth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17590) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17591) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Paukey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17592) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17593) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel R. Rogerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17594) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Noblitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17595) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis X. Busam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17596) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17597) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Noblitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17598) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron Herman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17599) granting an increase of pension to 
E. B. Beaumont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17600) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Walls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 17601) granting an increase of pension to 
John McDermott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17602) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Lindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pengions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17603) granting an increase of pension to 
George Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17604) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 17605) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Paukey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17606) granting an increase of pension to 
Marquis L. Walts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17607) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17608) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17609) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17610) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17611) granting an increase of pension to 
William Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17612) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17613) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Wicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17614) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17615) granting a pension to John M. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17616) granting a pension to John Meln- 
tyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17617) granting a pension to William N, 
Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17618) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17619) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17620) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Hix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17621) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Gresham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17622) granting a pension to Agnes Con- 
rad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17623) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17624) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Walts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17625) granting a pension to Martin Hirt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17626) granting a pension to Sherman 
Key—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17627) granting a pension to Adelia A. 
Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17628) granting a pension to Maria 
Stroud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17629) granting a pension to William O. 
Goodloe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17630) granting a pension to Rebecca J. 
Carlyle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17631) for the relief of James W. Jacobs 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17632) for the relief of the estate of Larkin 
H. Penny, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 17633) granting a pension 
to William A. Mallory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17634) providing for the correction of the 
Cherokee freedmen rolls respecting the age of Sephenia Bean, 
roll No. 1850—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17635) for the relief of W. D. Ford—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 17636) granting an increase 
of pension to Christopher C. Sizemore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 17637) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert M. Kepner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 17638) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard A. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17639) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Welshimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17640) for the relief of Susannah Payne 
and others—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 17641) for the relief of Isam 
Tooke—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17642) for the relief of David Tooke—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17643) for the relief of O. G. Boles—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17644) authorizing C. G. Boles to bring 
suit in the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUREY : A bill (H. R. 17645) granting an increase of 
pension to Cassius J. Loggins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. p 

By Mr. FOELKER: A bill (H. R. 17646) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward E. Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17647) granting an increase of 
pension to Evelyn Hutchins Barnette—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17648) granting an 
increase of pension to Lottie M. Raynes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE; A bill (H. R. 17649) for the relief of 
the heirs of David C. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 17650) for the relief of 
Louisa Dornier, administratrix of the estate of Jules Dornier, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. A bill (H. R. 17651) 
granting an increase of pension to Hunter C. Frampton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17652) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Kifer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 17653) granting a pension to. 
Mary A. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17654) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin D. Albright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 17655) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James K. Knapp—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 17656) for the 
relief of Commander William S. Hogg, U. S. Navy, and others 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17657) granting a pension to John Bur- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17658) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert Knapp—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17659) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Caleb Reynolds—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 17660) for the relief of 
Mary J. McGlothlen—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 17661) granting an 
increase of pension to Joel M. Whitley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 17662) granting a pension 
to Denver D. Barnes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17663) granting a pension to P. S. Rhodes 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17664) to authorize a patent to be issued 
to D. D. McPherson for certain lands therein described—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17665) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David M. Cowardin—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17666) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17667) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17668) granting an increase of pension to 
William Glazebrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17669) granting an increase of pension to 
Casper Kayser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17670) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 17671) granting an increase of pension to 
John Pope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17672) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace G. Norton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17673) granting an increase of pension to 
S. G. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17674) granting an increase of pension to 
Jamison R. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17675) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17676) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17677) granting an increase of pension to 
Fletcher M. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17678) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17679) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17680) granting an increase of pension to 
H. M. Burd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17681) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17682) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17683) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17684) granting an increase of pension to 
Job Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17685) granting an increase of pension to 
T. J. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17686) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilberforce Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17687) granting an increase of pension to 
David Herr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17688) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan G. Farguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17689) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17690) granting an increase of pension to 
Omer K. Benedict—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17691) granting an increase of pension to 
H. Romary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17692) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17693) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis H. Weatherby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17694) granting an increase of pension to 
William Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17695) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Brannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17696) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17697) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17698) for the relief of 
John D. Foreman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17699) to authorize the 
issuance of a patent to Fred C. and C. Helen Fisher for lands 
located in the county of Fremont, State of Wyoming—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

- By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17700) grant- 
—— a pension to Ellen Murphy to the Committee on Pen- 
ons. 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17701) granting a 
pa to Mary J. Burriss—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17702) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse S. Ragon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17703) granting 
an increase of pension to Seth Carpenter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 17704) granting a pension 
to Malinda Burriss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17705) 
granting an increase of pension to David C. Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17706) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Dancy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 17707) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Durfey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17708) granting an increase of pension to 
James Justus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17709) granting a pension to Joseph 
Geraghty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 17710) for the relief of 
Francis M. Grinstead—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 17711) granting an increase 
of pension to Thompson H. Withers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17712) granting 
a pension to Lydia Harback—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17713) to correct the military record of 
Charles Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 17714) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Bach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17715) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17716) granting a pension to George W. 
Gregory—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17717) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna M. Howard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17718) granting an increase of pension to 
James Forsyth Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17719) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Wyckoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17720) granting a pension to Emilie L. 
Kruger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 17721) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey L. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17722) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17723) granting an increase of pension to 
Melius J. Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17724) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis R. Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 17725) granting a pension to 
Peter Breen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17726) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McDonough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON. A bill (H. R. 17727) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert E. Pendergrast—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 17728) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. Hissong—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 17729) granting 
an honorable discharge to James F. De Beau—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17730) granting a 
pension to James Vanfossan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 17731) 
for the relief of the heirs of James Ward—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 17732) granting a pension to 
Margaret F. Haynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17733) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, 
a retired officer of the Engineer Corps, United States Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas 
J. MeMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January II, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 


By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of certain cities and towns of | proceedings, when, on request of Mr. McCumner, and by unani- 


Georgia, for appropriation for improvement of St. Andrews 
Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Jacob Painter and William H. Hamilton, jr.—previously re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reference changed 
to Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Scott Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Van Wert, Ohio, for a special pension for Augus- 
tus Resch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Michael Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of American Philosophical So- 
ciety, for an appropriation for a national bureau of forestry— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COUDRY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Margaret M. Stone and Patrick J. Carmody—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of William L. 
8 and Lawrence Ring—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Guilford S. Wood, of Chicago, Ill., against interference with the 
railroads in making rates, ete—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. . 

Also, petition of Chicago Typographical Union, No. 16, of 
Chicago, III., against increased postage on periodicals and maga- 
zines—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office 
Department. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of B. R. Allabaugh, président of 
Gallaudet College Alumni Association, for an appropriation of 
$5,000 for the entertainment of delegates to the triennial con- 
vention of the National Association of the Deaf—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Catholic Societies, 
for suppression of the white-slave traffic—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Association of Manufacturers, fa- 
voring a ship subsidy—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of citizens of Provincetown, 
Mass., for a light-ship for Peaked Hill Bars on Cape Cod—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Catherine A. Chapman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Oliver Vanasdal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEB: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Sarah 
and Uriah Ragland and Mary H. F. Smith—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also petition of Clinton (N. Y.) Grange, against any change 
in the present oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Mary J. Burriss and Jesse S. Ragon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Knox County Farmers’ Insti- 
tute, favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Mrs. E. S. Dancey—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of David C. Miller 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Kansas, favoring 
increase of pensions as provided in the National Tribune bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, favoring the Cullom and Sterling bills (S. 1053 and 
H. R. 6862) for improvement in consular and diplomatic sery- 
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Cassadaga Grange, No. 659, 
Patrons of Husbandry, favoring a tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 


mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 


THE IMMIGRATION COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following communication from the chairman of the Immigra- 
tion Commission, which was read: 

THE IMMIGRATION COMMISSION, 


Washington, D. C., January II, 1919. 
To the President of the Senate: * rhe = 
the 


wing commission, ogether 
estimate of 8 necessary to complete ite report. 8 
* 
WX. P. DILLINGHAM, Chairman, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying statement will be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations (S. Doc. No. 280). 


BAPTIST CHURCH OF BOWLING GREEN, KY., V. UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the cause of the Baptist Church of Bowling Green, 
Ky., v. United States, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolution, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 3679. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
widening of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 16, 1908; 

H. R. 13468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 13471. An act providing for the regulation and suspen- 
me cg and processions on highways in the District of 

umbia ; 

H. R. 14612. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled 
7785 act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum- 

and 

H. J. Res. 78. Joint resolution the title of the sealer 
of weights and measures of the District of Columbia to super- 
intendent of weights, measures, and markets. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the Horticultural 
Society of the State of Connecticut, praying for the passage 
of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices‘and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a memorial of the Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, remon- 
strating against any suspension of the coastwise shipping laws 
as applied to that Territory, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4539) granting a pension to William Hoberg, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Beaver Falls, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Presbyterian Woman’s 
Temperance Association of the Synod of Pittsburg, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
eating liquors in the Territory of Hawaii, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Iowa Park and 
Forestry Association, of Iowa City, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation looking to the conservation of the na- 
tional resources of the country, which was referred to the 
Committee on Conservation of National Resources. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men's Associa<« 
tion of Marengo, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the construction of a ship canal along the 
Iowa River Valley in that State, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Professional Woman's 


League, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation donating public lands to the several States 


and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 13831) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors, reported it with amendments and submitted 
a report (No. 40) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 13832) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
reported ät with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
41) thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1043) providing for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 42) thereon. 


RETIREMENT PLANS FOR GOVERNMENT CIVIL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I am directed by the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment, to whom was referred Senate reso- 
Jution 119, te report it favorably with amendments, and I sub- 
mit a report (No. 43) thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. UUMMINS 
on the 5th instant, as follows: 

Senate resolution 119. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish to ve Senate from time to time such in- 
formation as mey now be in the possession of the Bureau of Labor on 
the subject of foreign and domestic retirement for government 

Service and other industrial employees as rapidly as such informa- 
tion may be compiled. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The resolution is reported with amendments. 
It was not read as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
desire present action? 

Mr. KEAN. The Chair asks the Senator from Iowa whether 
12 desires present action on the resolution. 

. CUMMINS. I should be very glad to have present con- 
sieration of the resolution. 

Mr. KHAN. I do not object to it at all, I thought the Sena- 
tor asked for it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask for its present consideration. 

‘The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendments of the committee. 

The Srorerary. In lines 2 and 3 it is proposed to strike out 
the words “from time to time“ and to insert in Iien the words 
as soon as practicable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in lines 5, 6, and 7, to strike out 
the words “for government civil-service and other industrial 
employees as rapidly as such information may be compiled“ 
and to insert “for employees in government civil service and 
in the service of industrial and transportation corporations.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 119. 


Resolved, EBRE the oat A of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish the Senate, as soon as 8 such 
3 as as may now be in the possession of on sia eni of Labor 
on the sub, oreign and domestic ent plans for employees 
in 8388 civil service and in the service of industrial and trans- 
portation corporations, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5098) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
McCalmont (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5099) granting an increase of pension to Astoria A, 
Austill (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5100) granting an increase of pension to Calvin P. 
Jefferies (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5101) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Baker (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Shaffer (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5103) granting an increase of pension to Fred C. 
Frederickson (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

At bill (S. 5104) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 5105) granting an increase of pension to Henry M, 
Marvin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 5106) to create a court of commerce and to amend 
the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 
e 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, and for other purposes; 
a 

A bill (S. 5107) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved Febru- 
ary 4, 1887, and ‘all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” approved 
June 29, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5108) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and en- 
courage the industries of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

2 A bill (S. 5109) granting an increase of pension to Harmon 
row; 

A bill (S. 5110) granting a pension to Andrew P. Crumley 
(with accompanying papers); 

8 A bill (S. 5111) we Ais an increase of pension to James F. 
ross; 

A bill (S. 5112) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
McCall (with accompanying papers) ; 
= A bill (S. 5113) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


arsons; 

— bill (S. 5114) granting an increase of pension to William 
rge; 

15 bill (S. 5115) granting an increase of pension to Eli B. 
ggs; 

A bill (S. 5116) granting an increase of pension to William 
Spears; and 

A bill (S. 5117) granting a pension to Margaret Birchfield; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5118) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Paul MeNeel; 

A bill (S. 5119) for the relief of J. M. Johnson (with accom- 
Panying papers); and 
- A bill (8. 5120) for the relief of Abraham Currance; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 5121) for the restoration of annuities to the Meda- 
wakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared 
forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 5122) for the relief of the estate of Fernando 
Valdez, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5123) for the relief of William A. Ashe and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5124) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. R. Waters (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5125) authorizing the creation of an additional land 
district in the State of Oregon, to be known as the “ Vale land 
district; ” to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 

A bill (S. 5126) for the relief of Sarah J. Wright (with an 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 5127) granting an increase of pension to Lewis O. 
Hills; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 5128) granting a pension to Lydia Alderson (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 5129) authorizing the President to appoint a com- 
mission on national histerical publications; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

A bill (S. 5130) granting a pension to Frances F. Cleveland 
(with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5131) granting a pension to Caroline Augusta 
Erben; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 5182) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
B. Bentley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 5133) for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Botts 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5134) to establish a home for feeble-minded, im- 
becile, and idiotic children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 5185) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5136) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Caudle (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5137) granting a pension to Indiana M. Whitesell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5138) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Knight (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5139) granting a pension to Rebecca N. Ewers; 


and 

A bill (S. 5140) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Young; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 5141) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Eastman (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5142) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Pinkham (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 5143) to require life-preservers on motor vessels; 
to the Committee on Commerce. j 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 5144) for the relief of Col. Azor H. Nickerson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 5145) granting a pension to certain remarried 
war widows of soldiers and sailors of the civil war; 

A bill (S. 5146) granting a pension to Emeline Fields; 

A bill (S. 5147) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Roop (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5148) granting a pension to James H. Seward; 

A bill (S. 5149) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Warren (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5150) granting an increase of pension to Pervin V. 
Fox; 

A bill (S. 5151) granting a pension to Robert Fletcher (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5152) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
McNair (with accompanying papers) ; 
` A bill (S. 5153) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 
Foote (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5154) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
D. Butler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5155) granting a pension to Charles A. Rupert 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5156) granting a pension to Lucy J. Parker (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5157) for the relief of James C. Eslow; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER: 

A bill (S. 5158) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jolly; 

A bill (S. 5159) granting a pension to Nancy M. Perrier; 

A bill S. 5160) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Baker; 

A bill (S. 5161) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. McClanahan; 

A bill (S. 5162) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Robertson ; 

A bill (S. 5163) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Banion; and 

A bill (S. 5164) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Meredith (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 61) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to furnish two condemned bronze cannon to the city of 
Dayton, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of South Carolina: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 62) authorizing the Director of 
the Census to collect and publish additional statistics; to the 
Committee on the Census. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 for the salary of one sanitary and food inspector 
in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted an amendment authorizing 
the survey of all the remaining unsurveyed townships in Har- 
ney County, Oreg., and so forth, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered 
to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN WEST VIRGINIA, 


Mr. ELKINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 130), 
bce was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
oads: 
Senate resolution 130. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-ofllces in the State 
of West Virginia in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 

74, whose names and periods of service 5 in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former tmaster to 
be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box 
rents as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on 
file in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of the 
salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every case 
where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary hyi box rents 
and commissions ; and to comply in all r cts with the public order of 
the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such salary 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and 
to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with this 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to the 
Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every su 


ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF JOHN C. CALHOUN, 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
131), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Senate resolution 131. , 


Resolved, That exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance 
from the State of South Carolina of the statue of John C. Calhoun, 
erected in Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the special order for 
— March 12, 1910, after the conclusion of the regular morning 

usiness. 


INCREASED COST OF LIVING. 


Mr. ELKINS. I move that the resolution I submitted a few 
days ago providing for the appointment of a special committee 
to inquire into the cost of living, and so forth, be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate for a report. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia : 

H. R. 3679. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
widening of Benning road, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 16, 1908; 

H. R. 13468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish a code of law for the District of Columbia ; ” 

H. R. 13471. An act providing for the regulation and suspen- 
sion of traffic and processions on highways in the District of 
Columbia ; 

H. R. 14612. An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled 
7 act to establish a code of law for the District of Colum- 

;” and 

H. J. Res. 78. Joint resolution changing the title of the sealer 
of weights and measures of the District of Columbia to super- 
intendent of weights, measures, and markets. 


PAROLE OF UNITED STATES PRISONERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed and the calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The Sec- 
retary will state the first bill on the calendar. 

The bill (S. 870) to parole United States prisoners, and for 
other purposes, was announced as first in order upon the 
calendar. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill may go over under 
Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over under 
Rule IX. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON GOVERNMENT PROPERTY. 


The bill (S. 2846) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and parks, and other premises 
owned or used by the United States Government, was an- 
nounced as next in order, 
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Mr. CARTER. I ask that the bill may go to the calendar 
under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the 
calendar under Rule LX. 

REGULATION OF FEDERAL COURT PRACTICE. 

The bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go to the calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that it may go over without preju- 
dice. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it go to the calendar under Rule IX. I 
have a number of amendments to offer to it, 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that it may go over without preju- 
dice. I have agreed to give a hearing to some parties on the 
bill. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 

LAND PATENTS IN ALASKA. 


The bill (S. 621) to amend sections 2325 and 2326 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to suggest that that seems to me 
a very complicated matter, and I ask that the bill may go over 
under Rule IX. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator withhold the request for 
a moment? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The bill is the existing law, except that it 
extends the time in which papers may be filed and served in 
‘Alaska, due to climatic conditions. The thirty days which are 
quite sufficient in our country here are not sufficient in Alaska, 
because the distances are so great and there is a closed season 
there by reason of the winter snows. That is the only change 
in existing law. The other provisions are merely the provi- 
sions of existing law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I withdraw the objection. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, 
with amendments on page 2, line 2, before the word “ days,” to 
strike out “sixty” and insert “ninety;” and in line 20, 8 
the word “ days,” to strike out “sixty” and insert “ ninety,” 
5 to Spas the bg read: 

That section 2325 of — 5 Revised Statutes of the 
vied States 8 8420 is hereby amended by adding to the end of 


said section the following 

“ Provided, That 1 tie the district of Alaska any person or association 
of persons having or asserting any adverse Rs or claim to the 
tract of land or any portion — Sought to be patented shall, during 


t 3 there- 


period of postin 
after, file in the land. off office — — pan Eo application pending, under 
egret such adverse vere ta fet Uns! — 3 after the filing 
begin an action uie e u co mpetent jurisdic- 
tion sa ir th e district o 


SEC. 2. ‘That section 2320 of the Revised Statutes of the „United 


ad 
of publication, Bt within eight months thereafter if the 
within the dis Alaska, Te shall be upon oath of the person or 
eat gpg! the nature, bo and 


in 
2 of 
sion prosecute same dual judg. | th 
ment, and a failure 25 to do shall be a haber ed of his adverse dame: 
ent shall have been rendered the party entitled to the 
thout giving 


er notice, file a certified copy 
ter of the land o co ce: of ae 3 
general that the requisite amount of labor has Deen 
provements made thereon, the description 5 
and shall pay to the receiver $5 per acre of Hi alaha together AE with 
the proceedin the judgment 


fees, 8 the whole 


pro} 8 
roll Shalk be certified by t to the Commissioner of the Gen. 
eral Lan 


separate and diff t f 
n of the claim with the 
tag oe dene by the — Spt 
Pha certify the proceedings nd. Jude 
tents shall — to the several es acco to 
Par r pa 2 a title . — ad for a —— — 
to any person whatever.” : 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. KEAN. I will not ask to have the report read, but I 


will ask to have it printed in the Recorp. It gives the reasons 
for these changes. 

There being no parse the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


8 SECTIONS 2325 AND 2326, REVISED STATUTES. 


hom was referred the bill 
Sections 2395 and 2828 of the 
No, o; 802) on ths 


Attention is called to the attached report ( rd 
bill 8. 8587, which is g seco th this. one, wW. cludes a letter 
= the Commissioner of the ia Land omaa —— passage of 
a bi 


{Senate Report No. 802, orgs 8 second session.] 


memoranda 
ject, which is made a part of this report, and which 
grounds for the passage of this bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND rien, 
Washington, January 14, 1909. 
Mx DEAR Senator: I Ao tae herewith memoranda 
the kori 8 in ean ee th oe atetate oe f pA 5 
so as those S are a e 
district of Alaska. 5 8 


From this m. . under the law as it now 
stands the period of time accorded for the assertion of adverse claims 
is too short to be properly taken advantage of by adverse claimants 


Alaska. 1 a 
ours, respectfully, 9 
Hon. Commissioner. 


Nantes ei States Senate. 
MEMORANDUM. 


By the acts of Con, roved May 17, 1884 (23 Sta’ 27 hoa 
June 6, 1900 (31 Stats, 30), the „ provist . 


Ws were 
Batten ho auth Bered t Statu which es certain 
of the steps necessary in the prosecution Keri = for a a 
eral patent, and is applicable to the publie * e district o 
Alaska as well as those in the Biles Fh nas provides pren . — 


muai that publication of notice 
made for ter i and that adverse n to protect their rights, 
must file th verse claims in the local ao office (in Alaska, at 
Juneau, Nome, or Fairbanks) within that 

It is a matter of general knowledge that e during a con a considerable por- 
tion of each zene comm tion by mail and between dif- 
ferent 8 of — and between that Territory and the States is 


practically Hence it is not oniy possible, ka obable, that 

a aan of ‘an ap a pletten for rge published, say, ome, may not 

attention of claimants to the See ground resid- 

on —.— or in some 5 portions of the 1 or in some 

5 of the States at any time during the period o 8 
remembered that the 


„ ce be- 
tween the two p pha — points named is, roughly stated, 1, 100 mi miles in 

a direct line overland and 2,200 miles by water. the winter 
cance there is an overland mail between certain Alaskan points, which, 
however, carries only letter mail. 

From this it a Ae seen that conditions in Alas! with materialic 
the notices of applications for title to the public land, are ma 
different from what they are in other portions of the country, and that 

blication which would be hich isthe sufficient elsewhere would — an: 

aska secure that publicity: LEA arpas — such requirem 

This is recognized by Congress Aakion relating ‘oo the paßlie 

lands. In the act of ‘April 2! ril 28, 21804 ( Stats., 525), concerni ng res 

location and patenting of coal lands in the district of Alaska, it 

vided, with respect to notices, that adverse claimants ma —.— Mine 

period of publication i and posting, and six months th within 

va to assert any adverse interest or claim to the tract of land, or 
thereof, sought to be patented by filing an adverse claim in 

the ocal land office, and Bae days — filing ag adverse claim to 

commence a suit in a court of com jurisdicti 

I have no doubt but that by y of Publication of minieg notices 
. renter the AAT 

unscrupulous mants may render u = 

in this particular ineffective, and for that reason 
lication and the assertion of adverse claims- 
and 2326, United States Revised Sta 
instances have occurred 


SALE OF TIMBER IN MICHIGAN, 


The bill (S. 2065) to authorize the sale of dead, down, and 
injured timber in Alpena and Roscommon counties, Mich., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments: In line 8 to strike out the article “the” 
before “forest,” and after the word “fires,” in the same line, 
to strike out the words “which burned over the public lands 
in that territory during the year 1908,” so as to make the bill 
mees 

th 0 
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to sell and di of the dead, down, and 


spose ured timber upon the 
public lands of the United States in the counties of Alpena and Ros- 
common, in the State of Michigan, killed, felled, or injured by forest 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS AT CHEYENNE, WYO. 

The bill (S. 4040) to grant certain lands to the city of 
Cheyenne, Wyo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior 
and directed to cause to be issued 
uarter of the northeast quarter in section 26, towns ip 14 north, range 
90 west of the sixth principal meridian, containing 40 acres, more or 
less, and lot 1 in section 22, township 14 north, range 67 west of the 


be, and he is 3 authorized 
patents conveying e northeast 


sixth principal meridian, containin 5.01 acres, more or less, to the 
city of Cheyenne, in the State of I poor for the use of said city, 
subject to the legal rights of others, if any, upon paying $1.25 per acre 


the usual fees therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 3929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and 
Kentucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 4016) to extend the time for the completion of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA AND NORTH DAKOTA. 


The bill (S. 3286) to amend sections 7 and 8 of the act of 
May 29, 1908 (35 Stat. L., p. 460), entitled “An act to author- 
ize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus and un- 
allotted lands in the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian 
reservations, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, 
and making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEAN. The bill seems to carry an appropriation of a 
good deal of money, nearly $500,000. I think we ought to have 
some explanation of it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The act which the bill proposes to amend 
was introduced in the Senate nearly two years ago, and the 
price of the school land was fixed by the provisions of the bill 
at $1.25 an acre. The bill was submitted to the Indians of 
the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock reservations, and, with 
some modifications, it was agreed to by those tribes. The In- 
dians, however, insisted that the payment for the school lands 
should be $2.50 an acre. The bill was so amended. It was so 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and 
it passed this body at $2.50 an acre. 

The bill went to the House, and a hearing was had before the 
House Committee on Indian Affairs, and a report was made 
amending the bill and providing that the price should be $2 
per acre. By some mistake or error or inadvertence in some 
manner in the preparation of the report—I do not know any 
other explanation—instead of using the draft of the bill as 
it passed the Senate, they used the bill as it was originally 
introduced, wherein the price was named at $1.25 per acre, and 
it passed the House at $1.25 an acre, when the committee in- 
tended that it should be $2 an acre. The bill passed the House 
in that form, at $1.25, late in the session of Congress. 

It is not only a violation of a formal understanding, but of 
an agreement with both these Indian tribes. We ought to act 
honorably and justly by these Indians and carry out the under- 
standing originally had with them. 

The original act embraced reservations in the two States of 
North and South Dakota amounting to upwards of 3,000,000 
acres, and this bill has relation to about 166,000 acres in both 
States for the benefit of the common schools, 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is it not a fact that the lands em- 
braced in this bill are worth very much more than $2.50 an 
acre, and if it were not for the fact that arrangements had 
been made with the Indians to the effect to pay them $2,50 
we could offer them for even more than $2.50? 

Mr. GAMBLE. In reply to the Senator from Utah, I will 
say that I think that is entirely true, although I do not have 
knowledge as to the value of these lands or officially as to the 
price at which they were appraised. The act provided that all 
the lands should be appraised separately in 160-acre tracts. 
My understanding is that the appraisement which has been 
made is from 50 cents to $6 per acre. The lands are worth 
very much more than $2.50 an acre. Recognizing the fact 
that the Government was acting practically as the custodian 
for the Indians, and as their guardian, it was thought by the 
committee that $2.50 an acre would be a fair compensation as 
between the Government and the Indians. I may say that the 
Indians are entirely satisfied with that price. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield 
to me for a minute? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. As I understand it, this is a bill to give to 
the States of North and South Dakota certain school lands 
within Indian reservations and to compensate the Indians for 
them. Were the reservations existing at the time the Dakotas 
were admitted into the Union? 

Mr. GAMBLE. They were. 

Mr. NELSON. My recollection is clear that those lands which 
. 8 in Indian reservations were given to the States by 

ea 

Mr. GAMBLE. My understanding clearly is that the enabling 
act providing for the admission of North and South Dakota in 
the Federal Union explicitly provided that sections 16 and 36 
within all reservations in the States by the very act itself 
vested in and were conveyed to the States as soon as the Indian 
title was extinguished. This has been the uniform rule fol- 
lowed in the opening of all the reservations in both the States 
of North and South Dakota. 

Mr. KHAN. I think the point raised by the Senator from 
Minnesota is a very important one. I think the bill had better 
go over. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I am very clear, because I have examined 
the enabling act, and that is the specific provision. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to have the bill go over until I 
can examine it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill will be passed over without prejudice. 


MONTANA LAND DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 2523) for the establishment of a new land dis- 
trict in Chouteau County, State of Montana, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, after the word “ Montana,” page 1, line 6, 
to strike out the remainder of the bill and insert: 

Be; ng on the range line when extended between ranges 28 and 
29 east, where the same will intersect the international boundary line 
between the United States of America and the Dominion of Cana 
thence south, allowing for the proper offsets on the sixth, seventh, an 
ninth standard parallels north, to the point of intersection with the 
center of the Missouri River; thence westerly and northwesterly along 
the center of the Missouri River to the point of intersection with the 
center of the Marias River; thence northwesterly along the Marias 
Rivyer to the point of intersection with the Montana princ: pal meridian ; 
thence north along said principal meridian to the point of intersection 
with the international boungmy line; thence east to the range line 
when extended between ranges 28 and 29 east, to the place of begin- 


ning. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of the State of Montana 
included within the boundaries hereinafter described is hereby consti- 
tuted a new land district, and that the land office for said district shall 
be located at Havre, in Chouteau County, Mont.: Beginning on the 
range line when extended, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the estab- 
lishment of a new land district in the State of Montana.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
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in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 12, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations nee by the Senate January 11, 
1910. 


CoNSULS-GENERAL. 

Maxwell Blake to be consul-general at Bogota, Colombia. 

Robert Brent Mosher to be consul-general at Hankow, China. 

William H. Gale to be consul-general at Athens, Greece. 

Samuel 8. Knabenshue to be consul-general at Tientsin, 
China. 

CONSULS. 

Arthur Garrels to be consul at Catania, Italy. 

Arminius T. Haeberle to be consul at Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 

Lewis W. Haskell to be consul at Salina Cruz, Mexico. 

Clarence A. Miller to be consul at Tampico, Mexico. 

Howard D. Van Sant to be consul at Dunfermline, Scotland. 

Ernest A. Wakefield to be consul at Port Elizabeth, Cape of 
Good Hope. 

Alexander W. Weddell to be consul at Zanzibar, Zanzibar. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Third Lieut. John Patrick Gray to be second lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. Paul Henry Harrison to be second lieutenant. 

Cadet Eugene Auguste Coffin to be third lieutenant. 

Cadet William James Keester to be third lieutenant, 

Cadet Engineer Fayette Andrus Cook to be third lieutenant of 
engineers. 

Cadet Engineer Robert Shimer Oberly to be third lieutenant 
of engineers. 

Cadet Engineer Herbert Norton Perham to be third lieutenant 
of engineers. 

District JUDGE. 


George A. Carpenter to be district judge, northern district of 
Illinois. 


CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 


William H. Pope to be chief justice of the supreme court of 
New Mexico, 
JUDGES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT oF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Charles S. Bundy to be a judge of the municipal court of the 
District of Columbia. 

Thomas H. Callan to be a judge of the municipal court of the 
District of Columbia, 

Robert H. Terrell to be a judge of the municipal court of the 
District of Columbia. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Marion Erwin to be United States attorney for the southern 
district of Georgia. 

Asa P. French to be United States attorney for the district 
of Massachusetts. 5 

Joseph E. Morrison to be United States attorney for Arizona. 

Charles A, Wilson to be United States attorney for the dis- 
trict of Rhode Island. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 

Daniel R. Ballou to be United States marshal, district of 
Rhode Island. 
moe M. Foraker to be United States marshal for New 

exico, 

Pope M. Long to be United States marshal for the northern 
district of Alabama. 

Walter H. Johnson to be United States marshal for the north- 
ern district of Georgia. 

John W. Overall to be United States marshal for the middle 
district of Tennessee. 

Charles A. Overloek to be United States marshal for Arizona. 


SUPERVISORS OF THE CENSUS. 


Frank A, Moore to be a supervisor of the census for the 
fourth district of Missouri. 

George W. Gerwig to be supervisor of the census for the 
twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
James B. Washington, at Tuskegee Institute, Ala. 
GEORGIA, 
Lena Brimberry, at Camilla, Ga. 
MARYLAND. 
Hamilton Oldfield, at Ellicott City, Md. 


MICHIGAN. — 
Isadore J. Barnett, at Onaway, Mich. 
Frank E. Nellis, at Mount Clemens, Mich. 
Chares W. Stacy, at Akron, Mich. 
MINNESOTA. 
John Anderson, at Sebeka, Minn. 
Ferdinand H. Berning, at Renville, Minn. 
Hiram W. Severns, at West Concord, Minn. 
Roy A. Smith, at Beardsley, Minn. 
Albert H. Sturges, at Clinton, Minn. 
NEBRASKA, 
Josiah Coombs, at Spencer, Nebr. 
Cash D. Fuller, at Wauneta, Nebr. 
Ezra C. Hoffman, at Grant, Nebr. 
Mons Johnson, at Valley, Nebr. 
Truman A. Robey, at Rising City, Nebr. 
NEW YORK. 
Minnie C. Fellows, at Scarsdale, N. Y. 
Mary R. Newlands, at West Point, N. X. 
Harry C. Wanamaker, at Suffern, N. X. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
Heenan Hughes, at Graham, N. C. 
W. P. Ragan, at High Point, N. C. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Howard B. Frankenberry, at Point Marion, Pa. 
TENNESSEE. 
William S. Raulston, at Chattanooga, Tenn, 
Timothy F. Stephens, at Livingston, Tenn, 
Andrew W. Wills, at Nashville, Tenn, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 11, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S SPECIAL MESSAGE, 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported a substitute for House resolution 200, referring the Presi- 
dent’s special message of January 7, 1910, the proposed substi- 
tute being as follows: 

In line 1 strike out all after the word “ Resolved” and insert in lieu 


thereof the following: 
al message of the President of the United 


That so much of the 
States, communicated to the two Houses of Congress on January 7, 


1910, as relates to judicial 8 civil and criminal law, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“That so much as relates to commerce, Life-Saving Service, and light- 
houses, other than appropriations for Life-Saving Service and light- 
houses, be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce.” 

Which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 506. An act for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago; 

S. 3807. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of 
the Treasurer of the United States; and 

S. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution providing for the filling of 
vacancies, to occur on January 27, 1910, in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members 
of Congress. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments, the following joint resolution, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

H. J. Res, 103. Joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution au- 
thorizing the investigation of the Interior Department and the 
Bureau of Forestry of the Department of Agriculture.” 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated be- 
low: 

S. 506. An act for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant 
9 of the United States at Chicago—to the Committee on 


506 
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S. 3807. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of 
Committee 


se Treasurer of the United States—to the 
ims. 

S. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution providing for the filling of vacan- 
cles to occur on January 27, 1910, in the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members 
of Congress—to the Committee on the Library. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
15384—the army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
consideration of the bill H. R. 15384, the army appropriation 
bill, with Mr. Ormstep in the chair. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with 
the reading of the bill, I ask to return to page 3, to an amend- 
ment that was offered yesterday and was laid over by unani- 
mous consent until the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
could haye an opportunity to further examine it. It is the 
amendment in regard to leave of absence for officers and in- 
spectors at the Military Academy. The amendment appears in 
full on page 476 of the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after line 9, page 3, the foll 

“Provided, The pro of section 1330, Revised Statutes, author- 

to certain officers of Military Academy dur- 


on 


izing leaves 
th 

without 
tended to include officers on duty 
proval of the officer in charge 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on consideration it seems to me 
that there can be no possible objection to that, and I withdraw 
the point of order. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Construction and repair of hospitals: For construction and repair of 
Hospitals at military posts already established and occupied, including 
the extra-duty of enlisted men employed on the same, and including 
also expenditures for construction and repairs required at the 


eral en 
to meet the requirements of increased garrisons, 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman a question. 
Does this contemplate the building of any new barracks or 
quarters? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It has nothing to do with barracks and 
quarters. The hospitals for the different posts of the army 
are carried in a separate item from barracks and quarters. 
This is new construction of hospitals. 

Mr. SHERLET. I notice here an item of $750,000, which we 
have just passed, for the Philippine Islands. Does that contem- 
plate new construction? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That contemplates some new construc- 
tion. They are not as far along in housing the army in the 
Philippines as they are in this country. 

Mr. SHERLEY. About what amount will they cost, if the 

can tell? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I can not. The amount is one of those 
things—that is, the cost of the different buildings is one of 
those things—that varies. It is set out on page 214 of the hear- 


ings what it is for. 
Mr. SHERLHY. What I am trying to arrive at is informa- 


tion as to the value of the houses to be built for the officers of Ein 


different grades. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I understand the gentleman’s object. 
I find nothing that expressly stipulates the amount for the 
different buildings, but on page 216 of the hearings I find for 
absolutely necessary repairs throughout the Philippines divi- 
sion, $69,000; for replacing serviceable quarters and building 
new buildings, $240,000; payment of rent, $90,000; building sites, 
$60,000; and building for existing military reservation, $60,000. 

Mr. SHHRLEY. The gentleman finds no statement as to how 
much of the sum is to be expended for officers’ quarters proper? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I find that the United States morgue is 
to cost $20,000. There is a new office building in the Philippine 
division headquarters to cost $150,000, which virtually includes 
all the new construction. 

Mr, SHERLEY. The point I want to bring out is that in the 
past we have been building quarters for officers at a cost which, 
to my mind, is greatly extravagant, and the erection of such 


houses of that character frequently works a hardship on the 
officer required to keep it up, giving him a house and estab- 
lishment way beyond his ability, with his salary, to keep it up, 
and I was in hopes that there might be some provision as to 
this expenditure that would limit the amount to be expended 
for officers’ quarters. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I imagine that with the limitations put 
on under the leadership of the gentleman from Kentucky last 
year they would not go beyond it, unless it might be some place 
where materials were very expensive. 

. SHERLEY. Would the gentleman from Iowa bau will- 
ing, at the conclusion of the bill, to return to this paragraph in 
order that I might offer an amendment of that sort? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. To how much? 

Mr. SHERLET. I would not limit the sum total, but the 
character of the buildings which should be built for various 
grades of officers, similar to the limitation put on in the sundry 
civil bill a year ago. As I recollect it, there was a maximum 
sum of $15,000 for a general's quarters, and from that down, 
according to the grade of the officer occupying them. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hardly think I would object to that, 
but I would like to think it over. 

. I will submit to the gentleman my mem- 
oranda. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the library of the Su m-General’s 
anne . ß 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. What is the need of $10,000 for the library for the 
Surgeon-General's office? It seems to me a rather large amount. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The medical library of the army is 
probably the greatest medical library in the world. They pur- 
chase every book on medicine or surgery which is published. 
Some years ago we cut the appropriation down to $7,500, and 
it was shown conclusively that it hindered the work and scope 
of the library by depriving them of the means of purchasing all 
the works that they felt that they must have in order to have 
all the books which they ought to have. The library is not 
only for the army but it goes to the medical profession through- 
out the United States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it out of this appropriation that they 
publish the index of medical works for the current year? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not know. Of course they buy a 
great deal that is worthless, but it is intended to have the best 
library on medicine and surgery that there is in the world. 

Mr. MANN. They really use this money, do they? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; they use the entire amount, and 
the Surgeon-General says that a less amount will not enable 
them to keep the library up to what they want it to be—a com- 
plete medical library. 

Mr. MANN. I did not suppose it was possible for a medical 
library to cost more annually than a law library, but it seems 
that it does. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It does. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Engineer eD Xt 
of — nag ger gg —.— S be „ D. C., including pur- 
chase of instruments, machinery. plements, models, and ma 
for the use of the school and for instruction of engineer troops in 
their special duties as sappers and miners; for land m ning, pontonier- 
„ and signaling; for — and bindin Works and 

te trea of military and carol e 


tifi 
School; for incidental of th incl fuel, 
ware, machinery, and boats; for pay 
of civilian clerks, draftsmen, electricians, mechanics, and laborers; for 
extra-duty pay soldiers necessarily employed for E e not less 
than ten days as artificers on work in addition to and not strictly in 
the line of mili blacksmiths, drafts- 


ment and maintenance 


neering 
En 


ts, masons, 
and materials to 


repalr Pulle buildin mses ; for 
travel expenses of o Chief of Engi- 
neers and made for the purpose o : Provided, That the 
trave expenses herein provided for shall be in lieu of mileage and 
other allowances; and to provide means for the theoretical and practical 
instruction at the Engineer School by the purchase of text-books, books 
of reference, scientific agin meg en papers, and for other absolutely 
expenses, $25,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge 
of the bill in reference to the traveling expenses. What is the 
provision of law in reference to mileage, if this item on page 
40 should not go in? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They would get T cents a mile. 

Mr. MANN. Under the mileage? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Under the mileage. 

Mr. MANN. Does anyone know how much money is expended 
in the army for mileage? 


„ laborers; for repairs o. 
and ma 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. Under a direct appropriation the mileage 
amounts to something over $600,000. 

Mr. MANN. That is a direct appropriation? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is all of the mileage paid out of that direct 
appropriation? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Except in a case where the law waives 
that mileage and pays it in this way. There is no other way 
to pay mileage except out of that direct appropriation, ex- 
cept where provision is made by a paragraph in the bill like 
this. 

Mr. MANN. Where an officer travels and is entitled to mile- 
age, then that item of mileage is paid out of a separate ac- 
count in the Treasury, an account which is a mileage account? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and in making an appropriation 
of all the funds that go into the hands of the paymaster we 
segregate that one, which can not be used to make up any de- 
ficiency on anything else. In other words, they have to use it 
exclusively for mileage. In this case the engineers are largely 
engaged in civilian work. They are at Chicago, at Rock Is- 
land, and at different places where river and harbor work is 
going on, and the officer in charge is compelled to take trips 
of a few miles and stay a day or two looking over the books 
and accounts and examining the progress of the work. It was 
found that in some cases the mileage paid was so small a part 
of the actual expenses away from home that in the case of an 
officer like a captain it left him very little of his salary. Ona 
full hearing before the committee some years ago, and I think 
at that time rather a full discussion in Congress, it was 
changed to this, so that the Engineer Corps was relieved of 
the hardship that fell upon them and which did not fall on 
the other officers of the army. They were allowed their actual 
expenses when on duty examining the different works under 
their command. Take, for instance, the man at Memphis. I 
happen to call that case up because I am acquainted with the 
officer who was in charge there. He had a large scope of 
country—the Arkansas River and up and down the Missis- 
sippi—and was compelled to go round and visit all these head- 
quarters at frequent intervals. The mileage, while it paid his 
traveling expenses, would not pay the expenses he was put to 
on account of being away from home all of his time and paying 
hotel bills. He gets in addition, under this provision, his actual 
expenses. If this exceeds the mileage, he will get it; if it is 
less, he will get it. In my judgment it always exceeds that 
amount. 

Mr. MANN. Of course he is allowed, under this provision, 
not only his railway expenses but his hotel expenses, and, fur- 
ther, ordinary necessary expenses of salary. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordnance stores—ammunition: Manufactures and purchase of am- 
munition and materials therefor for small arms for reserve supply; 
ammunition for burials at the National Soldiers’ Home in Washington, 
D. C.; ammunition for firing the morning and evening gun at military 

sts prescribed by General Orders, No. 70, Headquarters of the Army, 

ted July 23, 1867, and at National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers and its several branches, including National Soldiers’ Home in 
Washington, D. C., and soldiers’ and sailors’ state homes, $450,000. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the Ordnance Department is 
one of the best-equipped and most useful branches of the 
government service. I am in favor of maintaining its effi- 
ciency. It has at its head Gen. William Crozier, one of the 
most experienced, one of the most zealous, one of the most com- 
petent, and one of the most efficient men in the Army of the 
United States. He deserves commendation and promotion for 
the good work he has done and is doing, and I want to compli- 
ment him and those associated with him on all that has been 
done and is being done in the various arsenals throughout the 
country, and to call the attention of the Congress to the fact 
that there are agencies at work seeking to hinder and to cripple 
this branch of the service as much as possible for ulterior and 
selfish purposes.. I assert without fear of successful contradic- 
tion that the Government can manufacture all kinds of arms 
and ordnance of every description and eyery character for the 
army and the navy cheaper and quicker and better in its own 
arsenals than the same work can be done in any private fac- 
tory, and yet the army and the navy departments are contin- 
ually giving the work to private concerns. There is no question 
about this, and the matter should not be allowed to go on. The 
Government should do its own work in its own arsenals and 
gun factories, and should maintain them in preference to private 
concerns to their greatest degree of capacity and efficiency. 

In this connection and relevant to the discussion I now send 
to the Clerk’s desk and request to have read in my time a com- 


munication from a committee of the employees of the Water- 
vliet Arsenal, in the State of New York. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


WATERYLIET, N. Y., November 22, 1909. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 

Dear Sin: We desire to call your attention to the fact that the 
existence of one of our great national industrial institutions is 
aced because of insuficient orders to maintain it. The gravity of the 
situation induces us to appeal to you, as a Representative of the Em- 
pre State, and urge you to use all the power and influence of your 

h office to avert what may otherwise eventually culminate in a 
public scandal. 

It was recently reported in the public press that the Watervliet 
Arsenal was liable to be abandoned as a manufacturing plant, because 
of the want of sufficient work to sustain it. The employees of this 
arsenal, alarmed at such a prospect, appealed to the Assistant Secre- 
tary of War, who practically confirmed this statement by quoting for 
our information from the report of the Acting Chief of Ordnance, who 
said that the Watervliet Arsenal was receiving all the work for which 
it was equipped or for which appropriations were available.” The 
Assistant Secretary further informed us that the work for which the 
Watervliet Arsenal was instituted was nearly vat eye and that un- 
less work could be obtained from other departments a great reduction 
in the working force would be unavoidable, thus intimating that the 
Watervliet Arsenal had practically outlived its usefulness. 

In order that you may understand the full purport of the situation 
it will be necessary to submit a few facts for your consideration. 

‘Bhe history of the Watervliet Arsenal antedates the Mexican war. 
That it was one of the great mainstays of the Government during that 
porion through the civil war, the Venezuelan embroglio, and the 

panish-American war are matters of history. 

It contains within its walls 109 acres of land and is located in the 
heart of the city of Watervliet. The valuation of its real estate is 
$1,700,000, which is exempt from taxation. Its machine equipment 
represents about $2,500, „ and it is said to be one of e best 
equip plants of its kind in the world. It is operated entirely by 
electrical power, one-fourth of which is practically without cost to the 
8 belng generated by water power derived from the Erie 

anal. 

The annual capacity of this plant in guns alone is twenty 12-inch 
breech-loading rifles, twenty 10 inch breech-loading rifles, twenty 8- 
inch breech-loading rifles, twenty 12-inch mortars, and over 200 smaller 
caliber field and siege guns. 

It was intimated in the Assistant Secretary’s reply to our apponi 
that the Watervliet Arsenal was equip for the manufacture of sea- 
coast defense cannon only; refuting this we state that in the past this 
arsenal has manufactured harness, equipments, and accouterments, 
cartridges, and ammunition for small arms, and in later years barbette 
carriages, shot and shell, subcaliber tubes, to o tubes, and many 
other articles of army and navy ordnance. In fact there are relatively 
few articles of ordnance for the manufacture of which this arsenal is 
not fully and perfectly equipped. 

It has heretofore been the policy of the departments to have such 
articles of ordnance as range finders, to oes, etc., made by private 
concerns exclusively. It seems almost incredible that such an im- 
portant article in modern warfare as the to o should be controlled 
solely by private concerns, and most of these in foreign countries, when 
the Government could make them in its own establishments. (E. W. 
Bliss Company are at present completing an order placed with them 
by this Government for 300 torpedoes.) 

The personnel of the present working force is the result of twenty 
years’ selection by the most proficient and painstaking officers of the 
Ordnance Corps, and the records of the War Department will prove 
that its product for superior workmanship has never been excelled, 
and for cost of production has never been equaled. 

The capacity of this plant should require the permanent employ- 
ment of 700 men. It formerly did employ over 500 men, but the 
2 working force is about 250, and yet with the orders now on 

and to keep the plant running for one year it will be necessary to 
greatly reduce the present force. 

n 

plant, the same Government throug) partments is givin 
private concerns, and at an enormous excess of cost over the produ 
of the Watervliet Arsenal, contracts for the manufacture of ordnance 
involving millions of dollars, as the following will show: To the Beth- 
lehem Steel Company, 42 guns of various calibers at a cost of about 
$1,000,000 ; 2 fan carriages at a cost of $209,000, besides hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for orders placed with them for the manufacture 
of gun carriages, limbers, shot and shell, ete. To the Detrick & Har- 
vey Machine Company, of Baltimore, Md.; to the Albert and J. H. 
Anderson Company, of Boston, Mass.; and other concerns throughout 
the country are being allotted contracts which should come to this 
arsenal if the interests of the Government, which should be uppermost 
in the heart or every public official, were considered. 

Your attention is also called to the fact that the above-mentioned 
firms operate their shops in direct violation of the eight-hour labor 
law applying to all government work. 

The cost of assembling a 12-inch breech-loading rifle at the Bethle- 
hem or at the Midvale Steel Works is $12,000 more than at the Water- 
vliet Arsenal; the cost of a 3-inch field gun at the British and American 
Ordnance Company is nearly $1,000 more than at the Watervliet Arse- 
nal. Why is this unnecessary expense incurred? 

The very nature of ordnance work demands perfection of construc- 
tion in every detail. The Interests of the Government uire that this 
work be done at the lowest possible cost according to that standard. 
Yet, regardless of the proven eg tad: baie | of the Watervliet Arsenal, 
both in 8 and cost of production, 81.209.000 worth of work 
was recently given to private concerns and the Watervliet Arsenal did 
not even get an opportunity to submit a bid on it. 

Current newspaper reports inform us that it is the 3 of the 

resent administration to establish a naval base at Pearl Harbor, 
Inwallan Islands, fortifications for which will require 100 mortars, 
besides various calibers of breech-loading rifles. Also the requirements 
to fortify the Panama Canal will involve a large number of seacoast 
defense guns. 

As one of our Congressional Representatives from the State of New 
York who has the interests of the Government and the honor of the 
State at heart, we appeal to you to use all the powers of your office to 
bring about an investigation of this matter that will eventuate in the 
enactment of a law that will compel the manufacture of all army and 
navy ordnance in government factories; and should it become necessary 


while this process of 3 is going on at a government y 
s various de J 
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to have 
be 


also 
the e 


manufactured by 
ted by the standard of costs p 
bring about suitable action that will the observance of 
all coneerns that are or shall become en- 


ht-hour labor law b; 
the manufacture of ordnance for the United States Government. 


liy submitted by the employees of the Watervliet Arsenal, | 


through their committee. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that communication telis the 
story and speaks for itself. What it says concerning the 
Watervliet Arsenal, in my State, applies with equal force and 
the same effect to the Frankford Arsenal, in Philadelphia; the 
Watertown Arsenal, in Massachusetts; the Rock Island Ar- 
senal, in Illinois; the gun factory, in the District of Columbia ; 
the Benicia Arsenal, in California, and every other govern- 
ment factory and arsenal in the United States. Whenever and 
wherever it is possible to cripple these government arsenals 
and factories it is done, and it is all done in the interests of 
private concerns, which -reap rich harvests every year out of 
the pockets of the American taxpayers. It is an outrage, and 
it must be stopped. An investigation of these matters would 
reveal a scandalous condition of favoritism to private concerns 
and discriminations against the government factories very much 
to the detriment of the people. 

When General Crozier was before the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs he touched briefly on these matters. I now send to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read in my time that part of 
the testimony of General Crozier in the hearings on the army 
appropriation bill which I have marked, beginning on page 296. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Mr. SULZER. General, I have been informed that there has been much 
curtailment in the Watervliet Arsenal. What is the reason for that? 

General Crozier. The Watervliet Arsenal is the one where we manu- 
facture cannon. That is provided for in the fortifications bill, but I 
can answer your question. 

Mr. SULZER. I wish you rap sre Feo gren will be good enough to do so. 

General CROZIER, — * seacoasts of the United States proper are in a 


very fair con defense, so that, although there are places where 
we could add to the defense and would like to, we are not it, and 
tions for the additional defense 


they are not now making any a pria 
the seacoasts of — proper That makes the work 
of the Wateryliet Arsenal, which is the work of manufactu. R 
fall off very much. We are making up there cannon for the of 
the insular possesssions and we are making cannon for the mobile 
artillery, for the use of the mobile army, but very few of the larger 


S. 
Mr. SULZER. I am glad to have that statement, General, because I 
1 being in my State, and 
about reducing the force there, 
arsenal the work it is being 
given to 


Gene Crozier. I can explain that, Mr. SULZER, also. We have 
recently done, at the Watervliet Arsenal, quite a considerable amount 


of work for the navy, their mpa E ar the capacity of the 
Wash Navy-Yard here not ent for their needs. Re- 
cently they have given t extra w which they could not do at the 
Washington Navy-Yard, to private thinking it desirable 
to keep their plants ex ce, and they have not given us at the 
Watervliet Arsenal any new work. That is entirely in the control of 

navy; we can not control it at all. Of course, we simply say that 


private manufacturers, 
Mr. SULZER. That is the point I wanted to get on the record. 


Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the testimony of Gen- 
eral Crozier bears out the statement of grievances of the men 
employed in the Watervliet Arsenal, in the State of New York, 
and proves conclusively that it is ippled in every way. 
The excellent force of men there empl has been materially 
reduced and the work curtailed within past year. The men 
that are thrown out of employment are the best skilled and 
most competent artisans in the world, and they can make these 
guns and arms better, more quickly, and more cheaply than 
they can be made in any private factory or by any private con- 
cern in the country. I call the attention of the country to this 
fact, and I believe and I declare that instead of the work in 
the arsenals of the United States being curtailed, the skilled 
mechanics discharged, and the government plants crippled, they 
should be aided in every way possible. They should be kept up 
to the highest standard of capacity and efficiency. ‘They should 
have all of the government work that they can do. They 
should not be shut down; they should not be abandoned; they 
should not be destroyed, in order to enhance the cost to the 
people and enrich the private concerns. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow me a question? I am thoroughly in accord with him. 
How much cheaper can the Government do this manufacturing 
than private individuals? 


Mr. SULZER. In answer to that I will say that I am reli- 
ably informed that the government arsenals can do the work 
from about 10 to 20 per cent cheaper. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman assign any reason 
why the Government does not do it, instead of letting this work 
out by contract to private concerns? 

Mr. Oh, yes; it is the old, old story the influ- 
ence the private concerns have with the Government. That is 
the only reason. And I say it is an outrage for the Government 
to close down its own factories, discharge its own skilled men, 
abandon its own arsenals, and give the work to private con- 
ccerns—to enrich them at the expense of the taxpayers—when 
the Government can do the work cheaper, better, and quicker. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many government factories has 
the Government closed down? 

Mr. SULZER. I do not think the Government has actually 
closed down any, but it has discharged many of its best men 
and crippled its own factories by curtailments, and if it goes on 
they will all be closed down and abandoned in a few years. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many different factories has it 
reduced its force in? 

Mr. SULZER. Several; but I am talking especially about the 
one in New York, the Watervliet Arsenal. I understand, how- 
ever, the Rock Island Arsenal, in the State of Illinois, has had 
its force materially reduced. ‘The force has been greatly reduced 
in the gun factory of the Washington Navy-Yard, here at Wash- 
ington, and I understand there have been laid off over 5,000 
osian py most skilled and the most efficient artisans in this 
country. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then, from the information which the 
gentleman has, he has no doubt but what the Government could 
make a considerable saving each year by going ahead and run- 
ee own factories instead of letting this work out to private 
plan 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; there is absolutely no doubt about it. 
The testimony and the record show that most conclusively. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Manufacture of arms: å 
issuing arms at the —— rein yep 858. e eee e 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there was a matter 
brought before the Committee on Military Affairs in regard to 
the sale of arms to Cuba. The Cuban Government has been in 
correspondence with our authorities with regard to buying 
10,000 stand of arms and complete equipment. They can not be 
sold by this Government now, and if we do not give authority 
of course they will be compelled to go to Germany to purchase 
the arms. It is thought that the Government could suffer no 
harm whatever from the sale, because the money immediately 
goes back to the manufacturing of other arms, to replace those 
we have sold, and it would be simply an act of courtesy on the- 
part of the United States, without any possible injury, if that 
authority is granted, and I send to the Clerk's desk the follow- 
ing proviso, to come in after line 15, and operate as an amend- 
ment. Of course, it is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 15, 


the 

men 

United States 
ches 


rifles of present service model, with arm 

ts, arm racks, a bayonets, and gun slings therefor, and 
such quantities of ore rts for the ri and bayonet scabbards, 
articles of caval orse equipment, and the present ordnance equip- 


ment of the soll 
equipment of its 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was egreed to. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the people of the United States 
have always taken a deep and an abiding interest in the prog- 
ress, the prosperity, and the material welfare of the people of 
Central America; and they never have been, and they never will 
be, insensible to the troubles and the disturbances, whether for- 
eign or domestic, which come now and then to plague our little 
sister republics ‘in that part of the Western Hemisphere. 

The people of these Central American countries are the true 
friends of the people of the United States; they look to us for 
protection and fer sympathy; they need our help in their in- 
dustrial progress; they desire our aid in the marketing of their 
products; they want our financial assistance in the development 
of their great natural resources; and their products are grevter 
and richer than those of the far countries away across the At. 
lantic and the Pacific oceans. 


r as may desired by that Government for the 


The question is on agreeing to fhe amend- 
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We should aid the people of Central America in their struggle 
for better conditions; we should extend to them a helping hand 
in their onward march of progress; we should glory in their 
prosperity. Their success is our success. They are rapidly 
forging to the front; their exports and imports are increasing 
annually; their trade is becoming more and more important; 
their commerce more and more valuable; and instead of closing 
our hearts to their entreaties and our doors against their prod- 
ucts, in my opinion, we should open them wider in every sense 
of the word, and do everything in our power to hasten closer 
political ties and facilitate freer trade and commercial relations. 

Imbued as I am with these sentiments toward all the good 
people of Latin America, I am sorry to say that for some time 
past a revolution has been in progress in the Republic of Nica- 
ragua, caused by the tyranny and the usurpation of Zelaya, its 
former president. But this enemy of the people has been 
forced to resign—he is now a fugitive from his country—but 
the revolution goes on, because the patriotie people of Niearagua 
look upon his successor, Mr. Madriz, as the mere factotum and 
henchman of Zelaya, placed in the office of the presidency 
through the machinations of Zelaya and his corrupt satellites, 
by unconstitutional means, and for the very purpose of con- 
tinuing the eruel persecutions, the illiberal conventions, the un- 
waranted conditions, and the tyrannical policies of Zelaya and 
his friends still potent for evil in storm-tossed Nicaragua. 

Thank God, the inhuman Zelaya is gone from that fair land. 
May he never return to again blight that stricken country. But 
I do not care at this time to express my opinion further regard- 
ing his personality and his responsibility for the murders, the 
rapine, the fiendish acts of cruelty, and the frightful deeds of 
barbarism perpetrated during his long reign of terror. I trust 
justice sooner or later will overtake him, no matter to what 
country he flees for refuge, and that he shall not escape the just 
penalty for his crimes. 

Suffice it for me to say now that I am in sympathy with the 
patriotic people of Nicaragua. I am with them in their struggle 
for better conditions. I am anxious to see peace restored to 
that disturbed Republic, and, in my judgment, the only way that 
peace and prosperity—law and order—can be restored there is 
by the Government of the United States promptly recognizing 
Gen. Juan J. Estrada, the heroic head and the acknowledged 
chief of the struggling revolutionary forces, as the president of 
the legitimate government in that unfortunate country. We 
should do this at once and put an end to the reign of lawlessness 
and stop the further slaughter of innocent lives. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I desire to send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and have read in my time, a joint resolution which 
I prepared and recently introduced in this House to accomplish 
the purpose desired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution authorizing the President of the United States to recog- 
nize Gen. Juan J. Estrada as the President of Nicaragua. 


Resolved, etc., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to Gen, Juan J. Estrada as the President of 
Nicaragua, and the United States Government hereby the 
wae Estrada as the President of the legitimate government in 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that resolution speaks for 
itself and needs no other comment by me, except to say that, 
in the opinion of those most conversant with existing conditions 
in Nicaragua, the adoption of the resolution just read will re- 
store peace and order in that unhappy land, stop the further 
shedding of human blood, protect life and property, and give 
permanency and prosperity to the Government, and to that end 
I trust the resolution will be promptly considered by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and favorably reported and passed 
by the 

Nicaragua is a wondrous country—nearly the size of the State 
of New York—a land of eternal springtime, an Eden of sun- 
shine and flowers, of indescribable contrasts, rich in natural re- 
sources beyond the dreams of avarice, glorious in patriotic 
memories, and replete in historical recollections. She is our 
sister state in the grand galaxy of republics in the New World. 
She cries to us for help. We should heed the supplications of 
her loyal sons and the prayers of her patriotic people. Now is 
the accepted time for us to act, and humanity demands that we 
act at once. 

The thing for us to do now for Nicaragua, to bring about last- 
ing peace, permanent order, and the protection of life and prop- 
erty as speedily as possible, is to recognize General Estrada. 
If the Government of the United States will recognize him as 
the President of the legitimate Government of Nicaragua, peace 
will be accomplished, the reign of anarchy will be over, blood- 
shed will cease, life and property will be secure, and the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua will ere long, under the beneficent ad- 
ministration of President Estrada, become again great and 
grand, progressive and prosperous, 


Let the great Republic act. Let President Taft do his duty. 
Let us show our friendship for these embattled patriots. Gen- 
eral Estrada is fighting the battle of the honest people of Nica- 
ragua. His cause is the cause of liberty. He is for the per- 
petuity of free institutions. He deserves the sympathy of every 
patriotic citizen in America. He is a brave man, an able man, 
an honest man, a good man—the Washington of his country— 
and I predict he will make one of the best and one of the great- 
est presidents Nicaragua has ever had in all her glorious his- 
tory. The Government of the United States should now aid 
him; should now extend to him a helping hand; should now 

him as the President of Nicaragua, in the interest of 
humanity; for progress and prosperity; in the name of peace 
and civilization. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
6ßꝛ1i ial gedaance ores tn Us 
and at the arsenals, posts, and depots; for manufacture 
of ordnance stores to fill requisitions of troops; for infantry, cavalry. 
and artillery equipments, including horse equipments for cavalry and 
artillery, $800,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, after line 22, I offer the 
following, which was left out by mistake on the part of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

pment, books 
or the instruc- 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


board for the promotion of rifle 
urposes hereinbefore prescribed under 
‘ar, $9,000. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt] whether the Revenue-Cutter Service is eligible for com- 
petition in these rifle contests? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Judging from the language of the bill, 
I should think not. 

Mr. SHERLET. Does not the gentleman think they ought to 
be made eligible? I understand that many members of that 
branch of the service have felt very strongly that they should 
be permitted to compete in these contests. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
absolutely no information on the subject. It never has been 
even suggested by the authorities. Personally I doubt if I 
know as much about it as the gentleman from Kentucky, be- 
cause he evidently has thought about it. Of course the com- 
mittee has largely followed the desires in this matter of those 
who seem to know all about it—the officers of the militia and 
regular establishment. ‘ 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not feel sufficiently informed to offer 
an amendment, but I thought the gentleman probably was. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have absolutely no information on the 
subject, because it is the first time it ever was suggested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

sie Nitin; incinding CDak ANCE ERO ouuigeanita, th te avelncbie OOE 

a 
the 8 the fecal year, bese or J une 30, 1912, $150,000. 33 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
the reason of the committee for extending this appropriation 
until the end of the fiscal year 1912. What is the necessity for 
that when Congress is to be in session one year from now and 
will make appropriations for the same purpose? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. General Crozier asked it in the interest 
of good administration, There were some contracts lapping 
over that he thought he could do better with if they ran that 
much longer. 

Mr. MACON. He wanted to be in a position to make cer- 
tain contracts for the period of two years? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Sometimes the contracts can not be 
executed at the end of the fiscal year. It was at the request 
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of General Crozler, whom we all regard as exceedingly careful 
and painstaking. 

Mr. MACON. Next year, when the army bill is before the 
House, will it carry this same provision? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I can not tell. 

Mr. MANN. You can not always make a contract and get the 
stuff delivered within the fiscal year. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It was made available last year the 
same as this is this year. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to return to the paragraph “ Barracks and quarter: 
Philippine Islands,” on page 34 of the bill. b e 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent to return to the paragraph indicated. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If it is the same amendment that the 
gentleman showed me, I have no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I desire now to offer, on line 9, after the 
word “ dollars,” the following amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no money gps “tp herein shall be expended for 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he had not better change the amendment so that 
it apply to the appropriation in the Philippine Islands only? 

Mr. SHERLEY. As I understand it, it relates only to the 
item here. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would like to hear it read again, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, to make the matter per- 
fectly clear I would like to have the amendment read pro- 
vided that no part of said $750,000.” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That will make it. I would like to ask 
the gentleman one other question before voting on it. Is it 
understood this amendment applies to the resident quarters, 
because it is clearly apparent it will be impossible to build 
administration buildings under this limitation. j 

Mr. SHERLEY. What I had in mind is this: The building of 
proper quarters for army officers that would not represent an 
extravagant expenditure by the Government, and that would 
not entail an unusual expenditure on the officers living in them 
in order to keep them up. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. With the understanding that it does not 
apply to the administration buildings, but only to resident 
quarters, I have no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have the amendment expressly worded 
so that it would not apply to them. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I wanted to see that it would not. I 
have no objection to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House with the 
amendments; with the recommendation that the amendments 
be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 15384), 
the army appropriation bill, and had instructed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments in 
gross. 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to 


in gross. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. HAY. Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
pays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 182, nays 106, 
answered “ present” 11, not voting 88, as follows: 


YEAS—182, 
Alexander, N. Y. Esch Keifer Palmer, H. W. 
Allen Fairchild Kendall arsons 
Ames Fassett Kennedy, Ohio Payne 
Anthony Fish Kinkaid, Nebr. Pearre 
Austin Focht } Kinkead, N. J. Perkins 
Barnard Foelker Knap) Pickett 
Bates Fordney Knowland Poindexter 
Bennet, N. X. Foss Kopp Pratt 
Bennett, Ky. Foster, Vt. Kronmiller Pray 
Boutell Foulkrod Kiistermann Prince 
Bradle: er gham olds 
Brownlow Gaines Langley Roberts 
Burke, Pa. Gardner, Mich. Lawrence Rodenbe 
Burke, S. Dak, Gardner, N. J. Lenroot Rucker, Colo. 
Butler Garner, Pa. Lindbergh Scott 
Calder Goebel Lindsay Sheffield 
Calderhead Good Longworth Smith, Cal. 
Campbell Goulden Lou Smith, Iowa 
ry Graff Lovering Smith, Mick, 
Cassidy Graham, Pa. Lundin Sperry 
Chapman Grant McCall Stafford 
Clark, Fla. Griest McCredie Steenerson 
8, N. Y. Gronna McGuire, Okla, Sterling 
Cooper, Wis. Guernsey McKinney Stevens, Minn, 
Coudrey Hamer McLachlan, Cal. u 
‘owles Hamilton MeMorran Sulloway 
Craig Hammond Madden Sulzer 
Geom Hauger Malby Taylor, Ohi 
or, 0 
Dre Hawley en o aa 
e ayes stlew 
Davidson Heald Millen Nang. Thomas, Ohio 
Davis ‘+ Henry, Conn. Miller, Tilson 
Dawson Higg Millington Tirrell 
Denby e Hill Moon, Townse:! 
Dent Hinshaw oore, Pa Volstead 
Diekema Hollingsworth Morehead Vreeland 
8 ome „Utah Morsa; 8 e 
owlan organ, a. ee 
Driscoll, M. E Hubbard, Iowa ore. Wiley 
Durey Hubbard, W. Va. Murdock Wilson, III. 
ight Huf Needham Wood, N. J. 
Edwards, Ky, Hull, Iowa Nelson Young, Mich, 
Ellis Johnson, Ohio Norris Young, N. Y. 
Elvins Joyce e 
Englebright Kahn Olmsted 
NAYS—106. 
Adair Ellerbe James Rauch 
Alken Finle: Jamieson da 
Anderson Fl Va. Johnson, Ky, Richardson 
Ashbrook Floyd, Ark. Kitchin Rothermel 
Barnhart Fo: Korbly Rucker, Mo. 
Bartlett, Ga. Gallagher m Russell 
II. Tex. Garner, Tex. Latta bath 
Booher arrett Saunders 
Borland Gill, Mo. Livingston Shackleford 
Bowers Gillespie Lloyd Sheppard 
Burgess Glass McHenry Sherley 
Burleson Godwin Macon Sherwood 
Byrns Gordon Maguire, Nebr, Sims 
Candler Graham, Ill, Martin, Colo. Sisson 
Cantrill Greg: ays Slayden 
Carlin am Moore, Tex. mall 
Carter Hardwick Morrison Smith, Tex. 
Collier y oss Stephens, Tex, 
Covington Hay * Nicholls Taylor, Ala. 
Cox, Ohio Heflin Oldfield Taylor, Colo. 
Cravens Helm Padgett Thomas, N. C. 
Cullop Henry, Tex. Page 2 Tou Velle 
Denver Hitchcock Palmer, A. M. Underwood 
Dickson, Miss. Houston Patterson Watkins 
Dies Howard ou Wickliffe 
Dixon, Ind. Hull, Tenn. Pujo 
Edwards, Ga. Humphreys, Miss. Ransdell, La. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—11, 
Adamson Burnett Dalzell Wanger 
Alexander, Mo, cony Foster, III Webb 
Bartlett, Nev. Cox, Ind. Hughes, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—S88. 
Andrus Ferris Legare Reeder 
3 Fitzgerald Lever Rhinock 
Barchfeld Fowler 7 Loudenslager Riordan 
Barcla Gardner, Mass. Lowden Robinson 
Bartholdt II. Md. McCreary arp 
Bell, Ga. Gillett McDermott Simmons 
Bingham j Gilmore McKinlay, Cal. Slemp 
Boehne Goldfogle McKinley, III. Snapp 
Brantley Greene McLaughlin, Mich.Southwick 
Broussard Hamill Maynard Sparkman 
Burleigh Harrison Mondel! Spight 
Byrd Hobson Moon, Tenn. Stanley 
Capron - Howell, N. J. Moxley Swasey 
Clark, Mo, Hughes, Ga. Mudd Talbott 
Clayton te Hughes, N. J. Murphy Thomas, Ky. 
Cline Humphrey, Wash. O'Connell Wallace 
Cole Johnson, Olcott Weisse 
Cook Jones Parker Wheeler 
Cooper, Pa. Keliher Peters Willett 
Douglas Kennedy, lowa Plumley Wilson, Pa 
Driscoll, D. A. Lafean Rainey Woods, Iowa 
Estopinal Law Randell, Tex, Woodyard 


So the bill was passed. . 
The following pairs were announced: 
For this session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
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Until further notice: 
Cork with Mr. LEVER. 
. SNAPP with Mr. Huemes of New Jersey. 
. DoucLas with Mr. SHARP. 
. GREENE with Mr. Cox of Indiana. 
. Stemp with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
. BARCHFELD with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
. Lowden with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
. Hower of New Jersey with Mr. BURNETT. 
. Ovcorr with Mr. HAMILL, 
. SOUTHWICK with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
. McKintay of California with Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada. 
. ANDRUS with Mr. RIORDAN. 
. Soxrmons with Mr. HOBSON. 
Mr. Coox with Mr. TALEOTT. 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. RAINEY. 
Mr. LoupENSLAGER with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. BurieicH with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. PLumiry with Mr. BELL of Georgia. 
Mr. Carron with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Until the 15th: 
Mr. Datzett with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
For Tuesday and Wednesday: 
Mr. Humrurey of Washington with Mr. ALEXANDER of Mis- 
souri. 
For this day: 
Mr. Law with Mr. Conry. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene] voted? 
The SPEAKER. He did not vote. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I was paired with him, and voted 
“no.” I desire to withdraw my vote, and answer “ present.” 
The name of Mr. Cox of Indiana was called, and he answered 
“ present.” 
Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present, listening when 
his name should haye been called, and failed to hear it? 
Mr. BOEHNE. No, sir; I have just come into the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself 
within the rules. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. Hutt of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S SPECIAL MESSAGE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this morning I reported House 
resolution 200, distributing the President's special message. I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, touching the distribution of the President’s message, 
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York a question. I do not know what propo- 
sitions may be offered to amend this resolution. Of course 
if it was considered in Committee of the Whole, it would be 
subject to amendment, because it would have to be read under 
the five-minute rule. Now, I should like to ask the gentle 
man from New York, if it is considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, does the gentleman propose to allow 
amendments? 

Mr. PAYNE. 
the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If that is the case, if you propose to 
allow amendment or reasonable debate, I have no objection to 
this method of procedure. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. That it be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. That procedure would give no general 
debate, but would give consideration under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is it the purpose to try to dispose of it 
finally this afternoon? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. I should like five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Tork? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 


I should not object to its being amended in 


The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 200. 

Resolved, That the special message of the President of the United 
States, communicated to the two Houses of Congres on January 7, 
1910, be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

With the following committee amendment: 


ene — after the word “ Resolved,” and insert in lieu thereof 
‘ollowing : 

“That so much of the special message of the President of the United 
States communicated to the two Houses of Con: on January 7, 1910, 
as relates to judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“That so much as relates to commerce, Life-Saving Service, and 
light-houses, other than appropriations for Life-Saving Service and light- 
—— be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
New York to yield to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. About ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
to address the House? 
ioe PAYNE. He desires time, and I yield ten minutes to 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no time. This is debate 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I ask unanimous consent that I 
may proceed for ten minutes instead of five. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the proposition before the 
House is to divide the President’s message and refer it to the 
appropriate committees. 

The resolution offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
PAYNE], as coming from the Ways and Means Committee, 
merely adopts the language of the rules, and says that so much 
of the message as the rules say should go to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee shall go to the Judiciary Committee, and so much of the 
President’s message as the rules say should go to the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee shall go to the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee, and it does not attempt in 
any way to specify what portion of this message shall go to 
either committee. 

Now, the distribution of this message involves the most im- 
portant legislation that will come before this session of Con- 
gress, It involves the question of a railroad court and of in- 
creasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
It involves the question as to whether we can incorporate 
national corporations. It involves all the intricate questions 
under the Sherman antitrust law. Which committee shall 
have charge of these various matters is a question of the utmost 
importance to the Members of this House, and this is the op- 
portunity for the House to determine where the subject-matter 
of the President’s message shall go and which committee shall 
have charge of the legislation. 

So far as I am individually concerned, I believe that the 
House of Representatives should determine those questions, 
I believe that the original idea, under the rules, of referring a 
President’s message to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and then assigning it to the various 
committees of this House, was intended to give this House 
jurisdiction of determining where important legislation that 
comes before us should be referred; and instead of referring 
the message perfunctorily, as we do in this instance, and then 
leaving it entirely to the Speaker of the House to determine 
where the bills that are introduced on the subject shall go, I 
believe that this House should specifically take up the message 
and refer the particular subjects in it to the committees in the 
House; that the House itself has jurisdiction of the matter, 
and that the House itself desires to pass on the legislation. 

Now, I know it is true that for years we have been in the 


habit of perfunctorily referring the President's message without 


specifying in detail where it should go. Our procedure has 
been, or the practice has been, to hand the message over to the 
Speaker and tell him to refer all bills coming in under various 
subjects to the committee he thought should have jurisdiction 
of the matter, and not that the Congress or the membership of 
this House thought should have jurisdiction of the matter. I be- 
lieve that is bad practice and a practice that this House should 
get away from. I believe that the inception of legislation in this 
House is one of the most important questions we have to face. 
You send a bill to an antagonistic committee and it dies; you 
send it to a favorable committee and it may have life. Who is 
to determine that question, the House or the Speaker? Under 
these great public questions that come before Congress in the 
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President’s message we have the opportunity at this time to 
designate—the House itself has the opportunity to designate— 
who shall have control of the matter. I understand that both 
committees, the Judiciary Committee and the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and the membership on both 
sides are satisfied with this present form of reference, and as 
they are the committees that have jurisdiction, and it is their 
rights that are involved, I will not interfere by making a motion 
at this time, but I am not willing to let the matter go without 
making a protest as to this form of procedure. 

I say that the day has come when the membership of this 
House must stand responsible for the legislation of this House. 
They must, by their affirmative action, control the legislation 
and action of the House, The people of the United States expect 
it of Congress. 

The whole issue that we have been fighting for in the past 
few months is inyolved in this very proposition as to whether 
the Speaker shall control this House or the House shall control 
itself. 

Now, when we refer a President’s message to the Speaker, or 
to the committees, in this perfunctory way, we simply say to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, “ We are not capable 
of making this reference, and we turn it over to some one else 
to do it for us.” The country is not willing for their Repre- 
sentatives to take that action. The country expects their Rep- 
resentatives in Congress to legislate for themselves and not 
have the Speaker of the House of Représentatives direct their 
legislation. [Applause.] 

I do not criticise the Speaker for referring these bills if the 
House of Representatives is going to put it into his hands to 
do so. The fault lies with us, and we can not escape our re- 
sponsibility in the matter to our individual constituents if we 
are going to proceed along this line, and therefore I want to 
enter my protest against this procedure at this time. Although 
I am not particularly interested in any one of these committees 
on the subject-matter of this message, I would offer a resolu- 
tion directing which of these committees specifically shall have 
jurisdiction of this matter if it was not for the fact that I find 
that at this time both committees are willing to adopt the per- 
functory resolution and allow the Speaker to assign these bills. 
I only say this at this time as a matter of protest to the House, 
and to say that the time has now come to act. In the future 
we should reject any report of the Ways and Means Committee 
that comes in here in this perfunctory way and assigns to the 
committees the great legislation that comes before Congress, 
and we should expect of the Ways and Means Committee in the 
future to present to this House a specific resolution directing 
where the subject-matter of messages shall go and what com- 
mittees shall have jurisdiction of this important legislation. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment which 
I wish to offer. Whom has the Chair recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would naturally recognize some- 
body on the other side, but no amendment is pending. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, if an amendment is to be offered 
I would prefer that it should be first offered before I am rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. GARRETT. Then I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting at the end of the resolution 

“That so much as refers to the granting of federal he ahaa to cor- 
porations be referred to the Committee on the Judi 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to S, gentleman 
that that is included necessarily in the language of the resolu- 
tion reported by the committee. Those bills have always been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GARRETT. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that I have doubts—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. I merely make that suggestion. 
I do not do it for the purpose of entering into any debate. 

Mr. GARRETT, I have doubt about whether the language 
of the resolution as reported by the gentleman from New York 
did that. Of course, if the gentleman from New York is of 
that opinion, I would not insist upon it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The resolution pending has been read from 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. GARRETT. Then, if the gentleman from West Virginia 
will proceed at this time, I shall be glad to look at the resolu- 
tion. I merely offer the amendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not care to be rec- 
ognized for discussion? 


Mr. GARRETT. Not at present. I want to examine the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I care only to say in connection 
with this resolution that it is the only form of resolution re- 
lating to this kind of subject-matter, the disposition of the 
President's message, which has ever been proposed to the House 
by the Committee on Ways and Means. The Committee on 
Ways and Means never has, so far as I know, at any time 
undertaken to refer specific parts of the President’s message 
to particular committees. The resolution has always been 
drafted in the manner in which this one is drawn; that is to 
say, referring so much of the President’s message as relates 
to particular subjects to the several committees that have juris- 
diction of those subjects. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDrnwoop] says that the House itself should determine to 
what committees business is to be referred. This is not a prop- 
osition to refer bills to committees. This is merely a reference 
of certain portions of the President's special message to Con- 
gress. So far as that is concerned, the House does have the 
most absolute control of the disposition of all bills. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop] well knows that while 
under the rules bills of a public nature-are referred by the 
Speaker, those same rules provide that first in order on every 
day after the reading and correction of the Journal are motions 
for the correction of the reference of public bills, so that the 
House not only has full control of the reference of business to 
committees, but the rules provide a special time on every legis- 
lative day for the exercise of that control. The Committee 
on Ways and Means did not believe that it ought to undertake 
to forestall the action of the Speaker or of the House in the 
reference of bills by our recommendation concerning the dis- 
position of the message. We did not think that we ought to 
complicate this question of the proper reference of bills that 
may be offered in the House to carry out the provisions of the 
special message of the President of the United States by a sug- 
gestion from our committee at this time. 

An examination of the bills already offered would show that 
they combine propositions which, if standing alone, perhaps 
would offer no difficulty, but which, combined in one bill, present 
very great difficulty—for instance, a proposition which most of 
the Members of this House would refer to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and a proposition which most Members of the 
House would refer to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. The controversy between those two great commit- 
tees as to their jurisdiction of these measures is bound to come, 
and your committee conceived that it was not proper, and I be- 
lieve the great majority of the House will agree with us that 
it was not proper, to undertake now to forestall the action of 
the House. Let the House act when the question comes before 
it and when it has the text of a bill so that it can see where the 
bill ought to go. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Howraxp). The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
from New York to state that perhaps the amendment was un- 
necessary. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did; and for this reason: The resolution that 
is offered is in the language of the rule giving jurisdiction to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Under that rule heretofore the 
House has referred these bills to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, so that it is entirely unnecessary to put in that language. 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, on the statement—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman yields the 
floor on that ground, I think it is proper to say that various bills 
which are affected by the President’s message in that respect 
have always been, or have usually been, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and in my opinion 
ought to be so referred. Some of those bills ought to be re- 
ferred, and heretofore have been referred, to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and probably would be continued to be so re- 
ferred. I do not wish it assumed that by the adoption of the 
resolution suggested by the Committee on Ways and Means 
everything that relates to the control of corporations dealing in 
interstate commerce goes to the Judiciary, by any means. 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that my 
course in this matter is largely the result of a recollection of 
events occurring during the first days of my service in the 
House. In the first session that I had the honor to serve in 
this House the President of the United States sent to the Con- 
gress a message recommending federal incorporation of insur- 
ance companies, The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
then, as now, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
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Means, suggested at first that that part of the message should 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means, because the end de- 
sired could only be reached through the taxing power—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepburn], 
not now a Member of the House, but then a member and chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], now the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
insisted that it should go to that committee, because they said 
the sale of an insurance policy was a matter of commerce. 
The chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. Jenkins] and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Littlefield] insisted that it 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary because it involved 

`a constitutional question. That matter was thrashed out on 
the floor of the House here for a number of days. The only 
debate there has been during my service in this House upon a 
presidential message was had upon that particular message, 
and those questions were discussed in detail, and it finally re- 
sulted in a unanimous vote for referring that part of the 
message to the Committee on the Judiciary, because it involved 
a constitutional question as to whether the Federal Government 
could grant a charter of incorporation or could incorporate a 
society for the performance of anything except a governmental 
purpose. So far as I am concerned I am of the opinion it can 
not, and I think this ought to come to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I remember 
the incident, now that the gentleman recallsit. It was a resolu- 
tion for the general distribution of the President's message, and 
when it was before the Committee on Ways and Means a ma- 

- jority of the committee put in the words, and insurance,” so as 
to cover those bills, on the ground that the only jurisdiction the 
House could get was through the taxing power under the Con- 
stitution. The committee voted to insert that amendment, and 
it was reported by the chairman of the committee with that 
amendment in it, and I stated on the floor that that was the 
-view of the committee in putting in that amendment. I did 
not advocate it myself, and after a discussion the amendment 
was withdrawn and a resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hepburn] chairman of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, referring the question to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, was passed unanimously, and all the bills 
after that went to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANN. But part of the President’s message was not re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAYNE. But that question was a constitutional ques- 
tion, and that resolution was written in the form of the present 
resolution, exactly quoting the language of the rule as to the 
jurisdiction of every committee. This separate resolution did 
refer the constitutional question to the Committee on the 
Judiciary—— 

Mr. MANN. And that was all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it referred it at that time by direct lan- 
guage, and that was separate from the other resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, remembering the precedent 
that was set there, and remembering, also, the precedents that 
have been fixed since that time by the action of the Speaker of 
the House himself by referring, for instance, the liquor bill 
the antishipment bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, upon 
the theory that they contained a constitutional question, and, 
as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] suggests, the Ap- 
palachian Range bill and some “ future-dealing” bills, and oth- 
ers of similar nature, it seemed to me it was quite proper 
that this part of the message should go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES, Does not the gentleman see that he confuses 
the question of the reference of the President’s message and 
that of the reference of bills and resolutions offered in the 
House? His amendment has provoked in the House now a dis- 
cussion as to the jurisdiction of those two committees at a time 
when the House is not prepared to pass intelligently on the 
proposition; that is to say, the House can not determine where 
it would want a bill or a resolution referred until the House 
sees the bill or resolution. That is the very point I make, 
explaining why the resolution is offered in this form, that we 
ought not to do anything that tends to forestall the judgment 
of the House with reference to a proper disposition of bills 
until the House can see the measures themselyes and determine 
intelligently where they ought to go. 
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Mr. GARRETT. Well, I will say to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Garnes] that there is considerable force 
in the suggestion he makes. We can, however, only deal with 
the immediate matter that is before the House, and that is the 
President's message. Of course, the reference of a bill that may 
be introduced hereafter lies with the Speaker. I do not know 
that I care to go any further into it. It is a legal question, and 
seems to me to be of importance, though it may not seem so to 
others. I ask for a vote. I think it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the 
committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the 
resolution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


RESIDENCE OF HOMESTEADERS. 


Mr. BURK® of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
the regular order, which is the call of the committees. 

When the Committee on Public Lands was called, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill H. R. 16223. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to 
establish residence upon their lands. 


Be it enacted, etc., That homestead entrymen in the States of Sgn 
Dakota, North "Dakota, Montana, and Wyoming, who are required to 
establish residence on their claims, under the regulations and rules of 
ey Interior Department, during the months of December, 1909, and 
the first four months of the year 1910, are H dd granted an exten- 
sion of time for that purpose until May 1, 1910. 


Also the following committee amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute in place 
thereof the 5 

“That al 3 who made homestead entry in the States of North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Idaho, Minnesota, Montana, Colorado, and Wy- 
oming, where the period in which théy were or are required by law to 
make enuy under such declaratory Sta teutent or establish residence 


exp expires after December 1, 1909, are hereby granted until 
May 15, 1910. within which to make such entry or actual settlement 
and establish ‘residence upon the lands so entered by them: Provided, 


That this extension of time shall not shorten either the period of com- 
3 or of actual residence under the homestead law. 

“Sec. 2. That homestead settlers apon the public domain in the 
States above named are hereby grant leave of absence from their 
land for a 424 7 of three months from the date of the approval of this 
act: Provided, That the period of actual absence under this act shall 
not be deducted from the full time of residence required by law.” 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to raise the question 
of consideration. I do not care to press it, except to ask a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee raises the 
question of consideration upon this bill. The question is, Will 
the House consider the bill? 

The question was taken, and the House voted to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. REEDER] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to offer an 
amendment adding the State of Nebraska to the list of States 
that are to have this extension of time on their claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after “ Montana,” add “ Nebraska.” 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add 
New Mexico to the same list at the special request of some set- 
tlers out there. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman reserve the amendment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have not the bill before me, 
therefore I do not know exactly the terms of it. I would not 
like to pass by the right to ask for the amendment at the proper 
time. I would like to have it pending, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for that pur- 
pose or not? The gentleman from Kansas offers an amend- 
ment which takes precedence, ; 
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Mr. MANN. That takes the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoNDELL] off the floor. He yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can recognize the gentleman in 
charge of the bill again. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman from Illinois understands 
the bill better than I do, I am willing to yield to him in order 
that he may explain it to the House. 

Mr. MANN. I am trying to get-a parliamentary question de- 
cided. The other day it gave me a good deal of trouble, and 
I want to see the ‘gentleman from Wyoming also suffer on this 
peint. 

The SPEAKER. After the amendment was offered, the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. REEDER] took his seat, and, according 
to the recollection of the Chair, the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MoNDELL] addressed the Chair and was again recognized. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] 
did not arise and address the Chair. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] arose and addressed the Chair and was 
recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand it. The 
Ohair's recollection is that the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MonvDELL] was recognized, being the first man to apply for 
recognition. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My recollection is that the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming yielded the floor; that I then obtained 
it, and asked that the Territory of New Mexico be added to the 
list of States contained in the bill. s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may be correct about that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I thought if one State could be 
added another could. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not sure; but the Chair is of 
the impression that the gentleman from Wyoming was the first 
Member that addressed the Chair. That is the impression of 
the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman entitled to an hour on a sec- 
ond recognition? p 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtediy. But if the gentleman yields 
for an amendment he loses the floor, and he can not be recog- 
nized again if another Member addresses the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas 

did address the Chair. Suppose the gentleman from Wyoming 
had used his hour; he would not be entitled to recognition at 
once and against the gentleman from Texas. 
The SPEAKER. Assuredly not; but the Chair is under the 
impression that the gentleman from Texas proceeded to have a 
conversation with the gentleman from Wyoming. The gentle- 
man may be correct; the Chair may be in error; but the Chair 
is of the impression that he did not seek for recognition, but 
only asked a question. J 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, my recollection is that the 
gentleman from Wyoming was recognized. The gentleman from 
Texas turned to the gentleman from Wyoming, and said that he 
would like to offer an amendment if the gentleman from Wy- 
oming would approve it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. STHPHENS of Texas. I desired to have my amendment 
pending, that was all. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
that his amendment may be admitted in the time of the gentle- 
man from Wyoming as pending? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The 
gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it will take but a moment to 
explain to the House the provisions of this act. Under the law 
and the regulations homestead settlers and homestead entrymen 
in the public domain must establish permanent residence upon 
the lands entered by them within six months of the date of the 
formal entry at the local land office. Entries are made af 
various times during the year, and it is the practice of the 
homestead settler to go upon his lands as speedily as possible 
after the entry is made. It so happens that the Northwest, 
Including the States named in the bill, is now and has been 
for thirty days past in the grip of the most severe winter ever 
known in that region—exceedingly low temperatures, unusually 
heavy snows, very severe storms, during which there has been 
a considerable loss of life. It is utterly impossible for settlers 
whose six months’ period expires during the winter, in many 
cases, to go upon their land. Hence this resolution, in the form 
of a resolution which passed the House three years ago, and 
of other resolutions which have passed from time to time under 
like circumstances. The entryman in this case is allowed until 


the 15th of May within which to establish himself permanently 
upon his land. But provision is made that he gains nothing 
in the matter of residence by reason of the extension of the 
time within which he can go onto his land. 

So much for the first proposition in the bill. The second is 
that the entrymen in those States who are now upon their 
lands, living there, may be absent from their lands for three 
months following the passage of this bill. This is in order to 
enable those who, by reason of severe weather, find it difficult 
to remain upon their land, to be absent from their lands dur- 
ing three months of the winter without danger of contest. The 
provision is in line with provisions of the sort which have been 
passed by the House from time to time, and which are necessary 
in order to saye many homesteaders in good faith the title to 
the lands upon which they have located. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. REEDER] has offered an amendment including the 
State of Nebraska. I am well acquainted with the conditions 
in the northwestern portion of the State where there are home- 
steaders, and I am of the opinion that relief is needed there, 
although that was not called to the attention of our committee 
at the time we considered the bill. The gentleman from Texas 
has suggested the Territory of New Mexico. Personally, I have 
no objection to including the Territory of New Mexico, because 
I feel that this relief from the establishment of settlement dur- 
ing the winter is not objectionable, but it has been the practice 
of our committee to only extend the relief where there were 
conditions of exceedingly cold weather, such as exist in the 
Northwest. It is true that in some parts of northern New 
Mexico the lands are situated in very high altitudes and the 
winter there is quite severe; but there is not quite the necessity 
for relief there that there is in the States we have mentioned, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would you object to an amend- 
ment covering that part of New Mexico east of the Rio Grande? 

Mr. MONDELL. Personally I should not have any objec- 
tion to it at all, because I think it is unobjectionable legisla- 
tion where there is a condition seeming to necessitate it. No 
entryman takes advantage of it unless he feels compelled to, 
because all entrymen are desirous of having their time run, so 
that the five years that they must reside upon their land shall 
be concluded. Therefore, unless it is absolutely necessary to 
be absent from the land, the entrymen do not ordinarily take 
advantage of such a provision. 

Mr. S S of Texas. With reference to the weather, 
the Rock Island trains and Santa Fe trains have been delayed 
very often this winter, and the thermometer has frequently 
dropped below 10 degrees. 

Mr. MONDELL. There is a region in northern New Mexico 
subject to very low temperature and heavy snows in winter, 
and personally I have no objection to the amendment which 
the gentleman suggests, although the necessity for it is not as 
great as it is in the more severe climate of the Northwest. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would desire to limit it to that 
portion of New Mexico east of the Rio Grande, because that is 
where the main part of the settlement has taken place and it is 
the coldest part of the Territory. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. REEDER] five minutes. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to make a state- 
ment as to why I ask to amend this bill. Quite a number of 
persons have writen me from the genial climate of Kansas, who 
thought they would go to the blizzard-swept plains of Nebraska 
and try to settle there, but the winter has been so exceedingly 
hard that it has been utterly impossible for them to go there 
and make their improvements; and when I found that this bill 
had been introduced, I saw the chairman of the committee, and 
thought it would be proper to make an amendment including 
Nebraska, because I am satisfied it will relieve a good many 
persons without any detriment whatever to the settlement of 
the country. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a statement with reference to New Mexico? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Only yesterday I had a letter 
from a gentleman who formerly lived in Texas and who now 
owns a claim in New Mexico. His wife became very sick, and 
he moved her back to his old home in Texas, and he desired me 
to ask the commissioner whether or not his time could be ex- 
tended by the Land Office. Of course I was forced to state to 
him that it could not be unless there was some legislative 
action. Knowing of the pendency of this bill, I thought cer- 
tainly there would be no objection to including New Mexico in 
its provisions. This last summer they have had the worst 
drought in eastern New Mexico that they have had in many 
years, and a great many of the citizens were forced last fall 
to leave that country to get work, so as to support their fami- 
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lies; and as my district in Texas lies right beside that portion of 
New Mexico, they naturally come there to get work. There are 
several railroads being built in Texas, and we also raise a great 
deal of cotton, and these people come into our State during the 
fall and winter to pick cotton, and many get employment on the 
railroads. They expect to return to their claims in time to 
plant their crops the next year, returning within the limit of 
time required by law to hold their claims. 

There are hundreds of actual settlers in that condition in 
New Mexico desiring and deserving the passage of this relief 
act. They are poor men, and this bill will save them their 
claims, The Government does not lose anything whatever by 
its passage, it will get every cent it is entitled to, and these 
people saye their homes, so no one is injured, and these people 
are greatly benefited. To these poor men a few months’ time 
means a great deal, 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman offer his amendment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. I understand that my amendment, with reference to 
New Mexico, is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman 
asked unanimous consent that the amendment be pending, but 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] objected. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I offer the amendment now. 

Mr. MANN. He can not offer the amendment unless the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming yields the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not for an amendment. I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman’s amendment, but I do not desire to yield 
the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to offer the words “ New Mexico” as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. At this time, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MONDELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this bill was 
prepared and introduced by me. I have become entirely con- 
vinced that the necessity is great and immediate. The bill is 
very carefully guarded. Those who take the benefit of its pro- 
visions have the time deducted from the periods they must 
reside upon their lands, so that it is in no sense a letting down 
of the rigorous provisions of the homestead law. 

The necessity which makes it very immediate that this relief 
should be granted is that over the entire Northwestern States 
they are experiencing at this time by far the most severe winter 
in the history of the Signal Service in the West. I have lived 
for twenty-nine years in western South Dakota, and there has 
been no winter like this in its severity during my knowledge of 
that part of the West. It extends over other States, particu- 
larly the States of Wyoming, North Dakota, and Montana, 
Since the beginning, early in December, storms have been re- 
peated at frequent intervals, until there is a blanket of snow 
from 8 inches to 3 feet in depth over different parts of the 
Northwest. Travel has become uncertain and dangerous in 
certain portions. It has become impossible for settlers, whose 
duty it is in these times to make settlement on their claims or 
else run the great risk, under the strict rulings of the Land 
Department, of a contest against their rights, to perform that 
duty, and it becomes extremely dangerous for them to get to 
remote points with lumber to build their homes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if the word “have” should not be inserted after the word 
“who” in line 11, page 1, so that it will read that “all persons 
who have made homestead entry.” 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It would perhaps be rather 
more grammatical, but I think the meaning is plain. In that 
respect the amendment follows the language of a previous reso- 
lution, and the registers of the Land Office have suggested that 
if the language of that precise resolution was followed in this 
bill its interpretation is well understood. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The language of the substitute 
offered by the committee is exactly in the language of the 
resolution of 1907, is it? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr, COX of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many settlers in the gentleman’s 
State will this affect? 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I should say that there 
were somewhere from six to ten thousand settlers whose entries 
were made during the last six months, and whose business it is 
during these winter months to get out and build their homes. 
The entries in one land office alone in my State ranged from 
600 to 1,000 a month. In October it exceeded 1,000 entries. 
There are two or three other land offices affected in other parts 
of the State, so I should judge there were 10,000 settlers in my 
State alone. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman think the same 
ratio would hold good in these other States? 

Mr, MARTIN of South Dakota. No; North Dakota would 
come next, and Wyoming next, but making a rough estimate I 
should judge that not less than 20,000 settlers would be affected 
whose duty it is under these conditions to establish a residence 
on their claims. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. As I understand, most of these settlers 
who will be affected by this bill are settlers of recent date? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Practically all of them. All 
of them affected by the first section of the bill must have made 
their filings some time in the past six months, prior to the 1st 
of December. The bill is in every way meritorious. There can 
be no objection to it, and it ought to be passed at once. I am 
receiving letters from the land offices in these Western States 
that are affected, and the conditions are such that the settlers 
ought to know without any delay if they can be protected with- 
out trying to make settlement under these adverse conditions. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is practically 
the same as the one passed about three years ago, It is simply 
a provision for an extension of time for those who made entry 
last summer, for those who made entry more than six months 
ago. When the time expired, after December 1, they would, 
under this resolution, be given time until the 15th of May to 
make settlement on their homesteads. There certainly should 
be no objection to a bill of this kind, because it neither shortens 
the period for commutation nor to make proof under the five- 
year provision. One thing we should take into consideration 
is that they are having a switchmen’s strike on nearly all of 
the railroads, and it is nearly impossible for many of these 
settlers to obtain fuel for their use in the new country. I have 
no objection, as a member of the committee, to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 
I believe that his amendment should be accepted. If the peo- 


ple of New. Mexico want to take advantage of the provisions 


of this law, if it is a necessity, they certainly should have the 
privilege of taking advantage of them, as well as the North- 
western States. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GRONNA. Yes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the same necessity exist for the en- 
actment of the second part of this bill as exists for the latter 
part of the first paragraph? 

Mr. GRONNA. I think not. Still there are, perhaps, cases 
where many poor people have settled on the land and are with- 
out fuel and provisions, and they should be permitted to leave 
their homesteads if they choose. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is there any information that such a con- 
dition exists that the settlers who have already gone upon the 
land are without provisions and without fuel? 

Mr. GRONNA. I have no such information. 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘Then that is speculative. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will yield to me, I think I can perhaps answer that ques- 
tion. My first impression was that there was no necessity for 
the second part of the bill, and I proceeded with the first sec- 
tion alone, but such reports from registers of land offices and 
others interested in the West haye come to me as to entirely 
convince me that there is a real necessity for the second part 
of the bill. I have letters telling me that coal in that region 
is as high as $28 and $30 per ton, and to expect settlers who 
have just built their homes within the last three months, in 
that primitive condition out there, to maintain themselves at 
these prices of coal would in many cases entail terrible suffer- 
ing. I am convinced that the second provision, if left out, 
would produce great hardship. ‘ 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is the difficulty about the high price of 
coal or about the difficulty of getting it from the centers of 
distribution? } 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Both. The chief difficulty 
is in getting it from the centers of distribution. In some of the 
country referred to in this bill settlement is to be made per- 
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haps 100 to 150 miles from railway or any fuel supply. I have 
a letter now showing delays in mail routes, where I have never 
known of any such difficulty before. Under these conditions, 
although only 10 or 15 miles from a coal supply, it would be 
impossible to get it to your place. Taking the western country 
generally, settlement is ahead of railway construction. 

I should judge that the average distance to settlement from 
fuel supplies under these circumstances would be in excess 
of 25 miles, the average distance, and in some instances as 
high as 150 miles from a railway or other facilities of ready 
fuel supply. Of course there are places where fuel is near at 
hand and comparatively reasonable, but there are also extreme 
conditions to which I refer. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Minnesota that many of these towns in the western part 
of our State—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BARTHOLDT). The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Hasmonp] that I believe that many of 
the western towns are very short of fuel. At the present time 
it is not a question of the price of the coal at the terminal 
points, but the question is simply this, that they are without 
coal. I do not know of any particular place or any particular 
instance where the settlers on those lands are without food or 
without fuel, but it is obvious that with conditions as they are, 
a severe winter and a heavy snowfall, their supplies will 
eventually be depleted. 

Mr. OND. Does the gentleman think a period of three 
months is necessary—that there should be three months’ leave 
of absence given? 

Mr. GRONNA. Why, as long as we are making a change 
I do not see that we could make it less than three months, 
The roads will not be fit to travel until the 15th day of May, 
and it would be almost impossible for those people to get on the 
land until that time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman think these conditions 
he has described prevail in all the States named—in Nebraska, 
in Texas, and New Mexico? 

Mr. GRONNA. I see no reason why we should not grant 
these people the privilege. They have asked for it. I do not 
see the necessity for applying any technicality so long as the 
people’s representatives from those States are willing to have 
their States included. s 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would not vote against the bill 
or the proposition which is to extend the time for these settlers, 
but, Mr. Speaker, this same legislation has been before the 
House on numerous occasions while I have been a Member of 
the House, and everyone in the House knows perfectly well 
that if you open a reservation in August or September, with a 
provision that the persons obtaining the right to make entry 
shall make entry within six months, that the end of the six 
months will come in the winter time when it is practically im- 
possible to make entry, and yet the Committee on Public Lands 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs bring in bill after bill 
here providing for the opening of land under the existing law, 
and providing for the opening of land practically at such a time 
will make the six months’ period expire in the middle of the 
winter time. Now, if those individuals who happen to be pos- 
sessed of information, as most of the people in the Far West 
are, as to when this six months expires, know they can come to 
Congress and play the baby act and claim they are not able 
to make entry and they will get an extension, they get a 
preference out of this over the people of my district, who have 
no such information; over the people of the rest of the country 
in the East who do not know that invariably the settlers ask 
the leniency of Congress. Why should not everybody be put 
on a level in this matter? If there is to be this extension of 
time because the six months’ period expires in the winter time, 
as it almost invariably does where these new reservations are 
opened, there ought to be a change in the existing law so as to 
provide a longer time or else a different time for opening for 
settlement these localities. In the State of the gentleman from 
South Dakota they have just opened a new reservation— 
opened in the fall of the year. Why open in the fall when the 
time for settlement is limited to six months? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. May I ask the gentleman 
for information? 


Mr. MANN. Certainly; I will be glad to yleld to the gentle- 
man. 


. . c 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will state in regard to the 
openings that have been authorized by Congress during the last 
two or threee years that the time for filing has been either 
April in the spring or October in the fall, and the settlers 
who file for lands that have been ope ed for settlement under 
that act that passed the last Congress have until next spring 
to get upon their lands. It is not those settlers that this legis- 
lation is intended to affect. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I thank the gentleman for the informa- 
tion. I think it is generally the settlers upon these new reser- 
yations who have always made this request and that makes it 
that much more reason why there should be a change of the 
law authorized. If we are to be continually asked, as we have 
been many times since the gentleman from South Dakota and 
the gentleman from Wyoming and myself haye been Members 
of the House, to grant this extension, it shows if we grant it 
that it is a proper extension to be made, and then it ought to 
be made to everybody, so they know in advance when and what 
rights they have. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. My recollection is—if the 
gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota (continuing). That in the 
past ten years there has been one such extension 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman’s recollection is not as 
good as mine. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Possibly two. 

Mr. MANN. I remember a number more besides one or two. 
Possibly it was while the gentleman was absent from the 
Chamber, having been granted a leave of absence, which is 
always greatly regretted. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, so far as the former practice 
of a committee of the House, not the Committee on Public 
Lands, is concerned, I think that the criticism of the gentleman 
from Illinois is well made. However, the chairman of that 
committee has informed the House that the committee has re- 
formed in that particular. The Committee on Public Lands, 
however, has never had anything to do with the opening of 
Indian reservations, and it is not open to criticism on that ac- 
count. However, Mr. Speaker, the relief sought affects but 
comparatively few men who have entered Indian lands. It 
affects the settlers generally upon the public domain, and in my 
opinion it would not be wise to amend the law generally. In 
the fourteen years I have been a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands I think we have passed three resolutions of this 
character. When the necessity arises for this relief, it should 
be had, but ordinarily the settlers should be expected to live up 
to the letter of the law, and the committee has always taken 
that view. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if the extension acts he had in mind were not merely 
extending the time within which payments might be made, and 
that there was only one resolution that extended the time for 
the establishment of residence upon the land? 

Mr. MONDELL. Since I have been in the House there have 
been two general resolutions and two special resolutions relat- 
ing to Indian reservations. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, I have in my hand a report 
from the Assistant Commissioner of the General Land Office as 
to legislation of a similar character, and I will be very glad 
to pass it over to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. My 
understanding is that in the past ten years the resolution of 
1907 is the only act passed by the Congress of this character, 

Mr. MANN. I do not see what that has to do with what 
bills have been passed by the House. The gentleman is 
assuming now that evéry bill that is passed by the House be- 
comes a law, which is quite an erroneous assumption. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There has been but one bill 
of this character in the last ten years, and that is the bill of 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man whether or not anyone loses anything, either the Govern- 
ment or the Indians, in the case of these extensions? 

Mr. MONDELL. Absolutely no one. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In any case of the money coming 
throngh them? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes, sir. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there are 
no other gentlemen who care to address the House 1 shall 
yield to the gentleman from Texas for an amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have numerous friends living 
across the line and many former constituents in New Mexico 
who would be very greatly benefited by the extension of this 
act, and I offer the amendment to add New Mexico at the 
proper place in the bill, 


1910. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Disposition will have to be 


made of another amendment first. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
offered the amendment that the words Territory of New 
Mexico” be inserted after the word “ Monnan in line 2, 
page 2. 

Mr. MANN. Where is the amendment offered? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 2, page 2, after the word 
“ Wyoming.” 

Mr. MANN. It should not go in after the word“ Wyoming.” 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. After the word “ Nebraska,” 
then, as a committee amendment, the words “and New Mexico.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REEDER]. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 1, after “ Montana,” insert “ Nebraska.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now I ask to add the words 
“and New Mexico.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 2, strike out“ ant ” and insert, after Wyoming,” “and 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. MANN. Do not atrike out “and” after “ Wyoming,” 
because States are first referred to, and then we should add 
“the Territory of New Mexico.” 

ae Clerk read as follows: 

* 5 after “‘ Wyoming,” insert “and the Territory of 
ew 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, by striking 
out the word “ granter,” line 13, page 2, and insert the word 

“ granted,” in order to correct a typographical error. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 13, page 2, strike out granter“ and insert “ granted.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the 
committee amendment as amended. 

ites’ question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 
agr to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Monpett, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the Committee on Public 
Lands further business? 

Mr. MONDELL. The Committee on Public Lands has no 
further business. 

PATENTS TO INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota (when the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs was called). Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 14579) 
to amend section 12 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers 
of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter en- 
acted, and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1908, and for 


other purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Is that on the Union or the House Calendar? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. That is on the Union Calendar, and not in order 
on the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal- 
endar, and consequently can not be called up on this call. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have 
the Committee on Indian Affairs passed without prejudice until 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that this committee be passed without prejudice. If 
there be no objection, it will be so ordered. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

BUREAU OF MINES. 

Mr. HUFF (when the Committee on Mines and Mining was 

called). Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Mines 
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and Mining, I call up House bill 13915, to establish in the De- 
partment of the Interior a bureau of mines. 

Mr. DALZELL. That bill is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
this bill is on ihe Union Calendar, and can not come up until 
ten minutes of 3, when the call of the committees will be com- 
pleted. Then the gentleman will be in order to call it up. 

Mr. HUFF. I ask the House to pass the bill over for the 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks that the bill be passed without prejudice, but, of 
course, the Chair can not make an order that the matter would 
come up to-morrow. 

Mr. HUFF. Then, I ask that the committee be passed with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HUFF. I notify the House I will call up the bill, ac- 
cording to our rights, in one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will have an opportunity to bring up his bill at ten min- 
utes of 3, if he chooses to do so. The Clerk will proceed with 
the call, 

WHITE-SLAVE TRAFFIC. 

Mr. BENNET of New York (when the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization was called). Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 15816) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States,” approved February 20, 1907, on the House Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. — ae to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
8 5 tion iens into the United States,“ approved February 
— a enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled “ act to eb. 
ulate the immigration af aliens into the United States,” approved 
ruary a 1907, is hereby amended so = to read as follows: 


Sec. That the 55 of aliens shall be excluded from 


cine into the United : All idiots, imbeciles, feeble-minded 
persons, ep: cs, insane and persons who have been insane 
within five years previous; who have had two or more attacks 


of insanity at any time p ; paupers ; persons 5 to become a 
public charge; professional beggars: persons afflicted with tuberculosis 
or with a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease ; persons not com- 
prehended within any = the fo! enan d classes who are found 
to be and are certified by the 


other crime or misdemeanor EET 
or 88 who admit their belief in the practice o 


who believe in or advocate the 8 


tutes, or women or 
= prostitution or for any other immoral 
supported by or receive in whole or in 
persons who procure or attempt to g in prostitutes or women or 
girls for the purpose of prostitution or — any 2 — immoral purpose; 
persons hereinafter ter called contract en who have been induced or 
Folicited to migrate to this country at offers or promises of employment 
5 in ce of ments, o 5 or printed, oe or 


kt led ; 


urpose; persons 
e ee of prostitution ; 


others to come, unless it is affirmatively and satisfactorily 


5 


admissible, icted — otter — —.— 
persons conv: of an offense pur 
political, not gt moral turpitude: Provided further, That the 
provisions of this section relating Za the payments for tickets or pas- 
sage by any corporation, association, society, municipality, or 8 
nls gay shall not apply to the ‘tickets or passage of aliens in 
Sa trib tad pated ethan tt ake oe? aes 
con guous 0 8 or may 
imported At Jabor oe xk te Eina ‘un oved can not be found in this 
country: And “Tha rovisions of this law ap- 
plicable to contract — — an not be b d to exclude professional 
actors, artists, lecturers, singers, —— of any ous denomina- 
tion, professors for colleges or persons onging to any 
— or persons 8 strictly as personal 
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titution or for any other immoral purpose, In pursuance of such Illegal 
importation, any alien, shall in every such case be deemed guilty of a 
felony, and on conviction thereof be imprisoned not more than ten 
ears and pay a fine of not more than $5,000. Jurisdiction for the 
trial and punishment of such a felony shall be in either the district to 
or into which the alien was first brought or in any district in which a 
violation of any of the provisions of this section occurre Any alien 
who shall be found an inmate of or connected with the management of 
a house of prostitution or om prostitution at any time after 
such alien shall have ente the United States, or who shall receive, 
share in, or derive benefit from any part of the earnings of any pros- 
titute; or who is employed by, in, or in connection with any house of 
prostitution or music or dance hall or other place of amusement or 
resort habitually frequented by prostitutes, or where prostitutes gather, 
or who in any way assists, protects, or promises to protect from arrest 
any prostitute, shall be deemed to be unlawfully within the United 
States and shall be deported in the manner provided by sections 20 
and 21 of this act. Any person who procures, or causes to pro- 
cured, or pays for, directly or indirectly, any ticket or other evidence 
or right of transportation whereby any rson is enabled or assisted 
to go from one State, Territory, or district into another State, Terri- 
tory, or district for the purpose of therein en ing in the practice of 
prostitution, or for any other lewd or lascivious purpose, shall in 
every such case be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof 
be imprisoned not more than ten years and pay a fine of not more than 
$5,000. Jurisdiction for the trial and punishment of such a felon 

shall be in either the district in which such person resided or to whic 

such person was assisted to go or in which the person pocunng such 
ticket or other evidence or right of transportation resides, or where 
such ticket or other evidence or right of transportation was procured. 
That any alien who shall, after he has been debarred or deported in 
ursuance of the provisions of this section, attempt thereafter to re- 
urn to or to enter the United States shall be deemed gullty of a mis- 
demeanor, and shall be imprisoned for not more than two years. Any 
alien who shall be convicted under any of the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall, at the expiration of his sentence, be taken into custody and 
returned to the country whence he came or of which he is a subject 
or a citizen in the manner proyided in sections 20 and 21 of this act. 
In all prosecutions under this section the testimony of a husband or 
wife shall be admissible and competent evidence against a wife or 
husband. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bill is what 
is commonly called The white slave traffic bill.“ I do not 
think it requires any extended explanation at this time. The 
United States Immigration Commission found that there was, 
unfortunately, a traffic in women for immoral purposes in the 
United States. There was already an existing statute provid- 
ing for barring such women and for expelling them when they 
were found in the United States within a period of three years. 
A part of that statute, which was rather drastic, had been de- 
clared unconstitutional where it affected citizens and aliens who 
had not been held here against their will. The Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization amended section 3 of the immi- 
gration law so as to provide where women imported for im- 
moral purposes were held in pursuance of that importation it 
constitutes a felony. Also, for those reasons which will be 
noted by those who have read the Immigration Commission's 
report, we drop the words “women and girls” from the bill 
and make the law apply to all aliens who are imported for im- 
moral purposes, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will it interrupt the gentle- 
man to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. On page 5 of the bill—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I was just coming to that. 
That is the interstate-commerce part? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In order to make the bill a 
complete whole, the committee inserted a provision on page 5 of 
the bill that “any person who procures or causes to be procured 
or pays for any ticket or other evidence or right of transporta- 
tion,” and so forth, “shall in every such case be deemed guilty 
of a felony and, on conviction thereof, be imprisoned not more 
than ten years and pay a fine of not more than $5,000.” 

That provision, of course, is not strictly an immigration pro- 
vision. It relates to citizens as well as aliens. It was put in 
the bill in order to make the provision relating to the deporta- 
tion and punishment of people engaged in this nefarious busi- 
ness complete. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield for a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, In that connection I notice the words 
used in your report: 

The suggestions as to the interstate traffic did not originate with the 
commission, but is modeled from H. R. 12315, introduce bran MANN, 
which bill is the result of the experience of Hon. Edward W. Sims, the 
United States district attorney for the northern district of Illinois, who 
prosecuted vigorously and successfully a number of cases upon evidence 
pven him by the Immigration Commission. This provision is inserted 

this bill simply that the whole subject may be treated in one measure. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Exactly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, do you propose to take up the 
Mann measure in connection with your bill? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No. The committee regards this 
measure as complete, and puts this clause in, because we think, 
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while it does relate to interstate and possibly foreign com- 
merce, that our bill covers the subject. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York concerning the proviso on page 3, beginning 
with line 21. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that that is existing law. The only amendment in 
section 2 of the bill, as I was about to state to the House, is 
soon in lines 16 and 17, on page 2, where these words are 
a D 

Persons who are supported by or receive in whole or in part the pro- 
ceeds of prostitution. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is that the only amendment to 
existing law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The only amendment to existing 
law in section 2. In section 3 the amendments to existing law 
are numerous. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was wondering how it was 
possible for any person to tell whether skilled labor of any par- 
ticular kind was unemployed in the United States, from Maine 
to California and from Alaska to the Philippines. 

Mr. MANN. You do not know how wise the immigration 
officers are. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
to execute that law at all. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That has been in the law for 
ten years, and it will undoubtedly remain there. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York whether he does not conceive that there is a con- 
flict between the language contained in the clause beginning 
at the middle of line 16, on page 4, and ending with line 22 on 
that page; whether he does not conceive that there is a conflict 
between that clause and the opinion in the Keller case? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; and I will state to the gen. 
tleman from Texas that my colleague on the committee IMr. 
Hayes] has looked into the legal questions and will speak 
briefly on that subject. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then I should like to make this inquiry 
also while I am on my feet: I should like to find the legal justi- 
fication which you rely upon for the clause beginning at the 
word “any,” in line 1 on page 5, and ending with the word 
“act,” in line 13. 

I will state to the gentleman that I am in hearty sympathy 
with the purposes of this bill, and am one of the members of 
the minority who did not sign the minority views on the Mann 
bill. I only want to vote for a measure that I conceive to be 
perfectly constitutional as to that feature of it. 

Then I wish to ask as to the concluding provision of this bill: 

In all peoc atan under this section the testimony of a husband or 
ster Pong be admissible and competent evidence against a wife or 

As to those three sections of the bill I should be glad to hear 
from some one on the committee who feels competent to speak 
upon them. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I can speak in a moment and in 
my own time as to the provision on page 5, commencing with 
the word “any.” I think that language constitutes a class, 
under the case of Turner v. Williams (194 U. S., 275), and that 
the Congress of the United States has a perfect right to pass 
a law expelling that class as undesirable aliens. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The particular feature of that clause that I 
had in mind was that there was no limit to the time when you 
may order the deportation. ; 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. And that there is no limit in the other 
clause to the time within which the prosecution may be main- 
tained. If I recollect, eyen in the dissenting opinion in the 
Keller case it was stated that while the court was of opinion 
that three years was a rather long time in which Congress 
could exercise that character of supervision, yet Congress had 
seen fit to make the enactment, and the judge who wrote that 
opinion did not seem inclined to go behind it; but in this case 
here you make no limit at all. At any time after the alien 
shall have entered the United States, and engaged in the prac- 
tices denounced in that class, you may maintain a prosecution 
and inflict the penalty, or at any time under the second clause, 
to which I called attention, the alien may be deported. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Without undertaking to dis- 
cuss the constitutionality of the bill which the committee has 
reported, I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
where the Committee on Immigration gets its jurisdiction to 
deal with foreign commerce. Even if it had jurisdiction of the 
part that pertains to immigration, it undertakes to get beyond 
its realm, as I claim, and to pass an unconstitutional provi- 


I do not see how it is possible 
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sion. I refer to that portion on page 6, which begins any 
person,” and. going on down to the end of the section. 

Now, as I understand it, the gentleman's committee and the 
Congress of the United States 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I can answer the gentleman's 
question now. Even if the committee did not have jurisdic- 
tion of any portion of the bill, it assumed jurisdiction, and the 
bill was not taken away from the committee, and it is reported 
to the House, and now no question can be raised. 

Mr. BARLETT of Georgia. The bill introduced did not 
undertake to deal with interstate traffic in this business, but 
was purely a matter of importation and transportation of 
immigrants. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Quite right: 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now the gentleman’s committee 
comes in with a bill and substitutes a provision which T have 
no doubt violates the Constitution. I do not want either the 
committee or Congress to violate it. I think the gentleman in 
his race to get through everything pertaining to this matter has 
gone beyond jurisdiction of the Committee on Immigration. 
I do not think that either committee of the House. or Congress 
has the power under the Constitution to enact this provision. 
T would like to have time to submit some suggestions on that 
line to the House. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. After I have yielded to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. BURNETT] I shall be glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I want the gentleman. to under- 
stand right now that I am in favor of increasing the restric- 
tions on immigration, and I would, if I had the power, exclude 
more than are now excluded of those coming in, especially the 
undesirable. I would put a head tax of $10 on them. I stand 
with the gentleman’s committee or anybody that will advocate 
the excluding of undesirable immigrants. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I can not agree to aid the gen- 
Ueman in going beyond the jurisdiction, of this committee or 
to aid Congress to violate the provisions of the Constitution and 
assume the police powers of the States. [Applause.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT]. 


(Mr. BURNETT addressed the House: See Appendix.] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous: consent that de- 
bate on this bill shall proceed for three hours from the begin- 
ning of the debate, one-half the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bennet] and one-half by 


myself. 

The SPEAK ER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks: unanimous. consent that debate be continued for three 
hours from the time of beginning the consideration of the bill, 
one half to be controlled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Bennet] and the other half by the gentleman from Illinois 
IMr. Mann]. Is: there objection? 

There was: no. objection. 

Mr: BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker; I ves not: object, 
but will the gentleman fix a time for taking a vote 

Mr. MANN. I suppose: that would carry the ea over until 
to-morrow, evidently. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there: objection? [After a 
pause] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then I will ask the gentleman 
from. Illinois: to. use some of his time. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to object, 
but I would like to understand the situation, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The parliamentary situation 
is this: The gentleman from Illinois asked unanimous consent 
to extend the time for the consideration of this bill for three 
hours from the time the House began to consider the bill, one 
half of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
York and the other half by the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Well, will that complete the bill to- 
day or not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not for the Chair to 
state. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GOEBEL]. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Speaker, at the outset let me say that I 
am most heartily in favor of the objects and purposes which 
this bill seeks to accomplish. I do want to call the attention of 
the House to a provision in the bill to which my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] has already directed attention, and 
that is the provision relating to what is known as the “ white- 
slave trade.“ At the proper time, if T may be permitted, I 


shall move to insert on page 5, line 14, after the word “ pro- 
cures,” the following, for or on behalf of any alien;” and in 
line 16, after the word whereby,“ strike out the words “any 
person” and insert “such alien; and in line 17 strike out the 
following words, “from one State, Territory, or District into 
another” and insert the words “into any.” The paragraph 
when so amended will read: 

Any penan who procures for or on behalf of any alien, or causes to be 

oe. pare for, direetly or indirectly, any ticket or other evi- 

nce or righ . anta rtation whereby such alien is enabled or as- 
sisted to go into 2 tate, Territory, or District for the purpose of 
therein e Sry ae of prostitution or for any other lewd 
— W purpose in every such case be deemed guilty of a 

And so forth. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the provision as it now stands does not 
affect aliens alone, but all persons. I contend that as this bill 
relates to aliens, restricting immigration, thereby disqualifying 
certain persons from landing and residing in our midst, we 
ought to confine the provision to aliens and not in this manner 
incorporate in an immigration bill a penal statute under which 
all violators, whether aliens or citizens, may come. 

I am most strenuously opposed to the white-slave trade, 
whether that is practiced by aliens or citizens, at all times and 
under all circumstances. Prostitution is an evil. It must be 
eradicated under the police powers, and those powers are amply 
conferred upon the States. The Congress ought not to assume 
jurisdiction of this subject by broadening the scope, which in- 
cludes all persons, and then attempt to bring the subject under 
the interstate-commerce clause of the Federal Constitution. 
I hardly think anyone will contend that prostitution is com- 
merce. 

Mr: BARTLETT of Georgia. Any more than disease. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Again, as the provision now stands, the Fed- 
eral Government would at no time lose control over the alien, 
but can pursue such alien in every State of the Union, notwith- 
standing the alien came into the United States with no evil pur- 
pose. ‘This clearly is not the object of the bill. The objeet 
is to qualify the alien for admission, not to punish him for a 
felony which may be committed after a lawful admission into 
the United States. This we must leave to the States. My 
amendment relates. to the alien. when he comes into this country 
for evil purposes, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
desire to use some of his time? 

Mr. MANN. I yield thirty minutes: to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not contro- 
vert the proposition—I am in full accord with it—that Con- 
gress has full power and authority under the Constitution 
to regulate immigration, to: prohibit it altogether, to prescribe 
the terms upon which foreigners may come, the character of 
the people who may come to our shores, and the terms. upon 
and the causes for which they may be: deported. I stated 
a while ago, and I repeat, that I would increase the re- 
strictions now existing upon the admission of aliens into this 
country and impose a larger head tax than now required. 
I would apply a test which would diminish the throng of 
undesirable aliens which yearly comes amongst our people, 
amounting: to a. million last year. I would exclude persons of 
the character denounced in this bill. I would prohibit them 
from coming, and I would, if they were admitted in violation 
of the prescribed terms upon which they might come, deport 
them. to the country from whence they emigrated; but, Mr, 
Speaker, this bill is not content to deal with the subject of immi- 
gration. It goes beyond that. It not only undertakes to pro- 
hibit the transportation of aliens—women and girls—for im- 
moral purposes from one State to another, but it undertakes 
to prohibit, and makes it a felony, the buying or furnishing 
a ticket to any woman of the character described for the pur- 
pose of carrying them from one State to another. It is an effort 
on the part of the committee to report a bill, and, if successfully 
passed, will be an effort on the part of Congress to absorb 
8 the guise of regulating commerce the police powers of the 

tate. 

The associations and the people who are interested in the 
matter of preventing the white- slave“ traffic do not, so far 
as I can learn, demand the kind of legislation proposed in this 
bill, especially in that part of it which proposes to use the 
commerce clause of the Constitution to prevent the transporta- 
tion of women from one State to another. What they have 
chiefly demanded is the exclusion of those undesirable aliens 
from our shores rather than their regulation and punishment 
after they come to this country and become mixed with the 
mass: of our citizens, With- all efforts to exclude undesirable 
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_ aliens and with all legislation looking to that end I am in 
hearty accord. 

As evidence of what is demanded by the good people in- 
terested in this matter, and who have made a thorough in- 
vestigation of it, I desire to refer to and read the resolutions 
adopted by the American Purity Federation, at Burlington, 
Iowa, October 21, 1909, at its last annual congress, which are 
as follows: 

Whereas the Immigration Commission reports thousands of unde- 


niably undesirable persons being brought to this country every year 
by the foreign steamships for the profit in the traffic: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the American Purity Federation urge the C 
of the United States to increase the steamship h tax, to debar 
undesirable aliens by the illiteracy test, a money requirement, and a 
character certificate; to require young giris to be accom by or 
to come to a near relative; and to fine steamships $ for bring- 
ing an undesirable alien when the undesirability could have been 
fiscertained before embarkation. 

If the Committee on Immigration would devote its efforts 
to reporting bills and passing legislation along this line, in my 
judgment they would accomplish much more for the benefit of 
the country and for the prevention of the “ white-slave” traffic 
than this bill will do, because the bill is so drawn, in my judg- 
ment, that it must meet the fate of the provisions in the 
present immigration act, which the Supreme Court of the 
United States declared to be unconstitutional, and because it 
does not, as it should, strike at the very root of the evil which 
should be corrected. 

As a suggestion along the line of further restriction of im- 
migration and the need of it instead of this kind of legislation, 
I quote from the last annual report of the commissioner of 
immigration at Ellis Island, Hon. William Williams, as fol- 
lows: 

I have already adyerted to the easy-going character of our exclusion 
laws and sta that even their strict enforcement keeps out only the 
very bad elements of foreign countries. Between these elements and 
those that are a real benefit to the country (as so many of our immi- 

ts are) there lies a class who may be quite able to earn a living 
ere, but who in doing so tend to pull down our standards of living. 
I am not now concerned with the question whether or not laws can be 
framed which will correctly describe this undesirable class. I wish 
merely to emphasize what must be known to ey Tg person, 
that it is coming here in considerable num and that we are making 
no effort to exclude it. Few people are bold enough to claim that 
we are in nt need of any more ts, who will crowd into 
the congested districts of our ares cities, And yet this is where a 
percentage of our immigrants now go and stay. At the time 
when portions of the West are crying for out-of-door labor the con- 
gestion in New York City may be increasing at the rate of many thou- 
sands per month. Another way of putting this is to say that much of 
our 3 immigration is not responsive to the legitimate de- 
mands for additional labor in the United States. I think this 
should be made known throughout those sections of our country where 
many erroneously think that further restrictions of the right kind 
increase the difficulties incident to obtaining labor for which 
there is a real demand. ite the contrary is the case, for poor immi- 
gration tends to deter g immigrants from coming. 

If the Committee on Immigration will devote its attention to 
passing Jaws along this line, they will have my hearty concur- 
rence, cooperation, and support. 

After the alien lands, he becomes amenable to the laws of the 
State in which he resides. Its police power reaches out and 
stretches around him to punish or protect him just the same as 
it does over a citizen. The laws of the State where he resides 
are invoked for his protection and for his punishment. The 
federal laws have to do with his entering this country, but once 
he is admitted their application and operation terminates. Un- 
der the federal law he may be deported for cause, yet to no 
punishment provided by federal law can he be subjected for 
criminal acts committed within and punished by the State. 
Under the state law he must be tried and punished for his 
offense, the same as a citizen would be. 

If these alien women and girls are the wards of the Govern- 
ment, some measure of discipline should be exerted to reclaim 
and reform them, some police power of the Government should 
be invoked to check their downward career. If the restricted 
police power of this Government will not reach and regulate 
the conduct of these alien women, how can it fasten upon a 
citizen, amenable for his transgressions to the laws of the 
State, and punish the citizen for what in its first and last anal- 
ysis is neither more nor less than a breach of a police regulation 
of the State? 

Nor does the fact that we have had an agreement with foreign 
nations with reference to the control of what is termed the 
“white-slave ” traffic, or have entered into a treaty with other 
nations on the subject, give Congress any power to do that 
which it could not otherwise do. A treaty agreement is nothing 
more than the law of the land, if that law is enacted according 
to the Constitution of the United States, and does not violate 
any provision of the Constitution. The treaty-making power 
ean no more make a treaty the law of the land in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States than can both Houses 


acting together enact a law in violation of the Constitution of 
the United States. The States have the right to protect them- 
selves from the introduction of aliens into the States, if those 
aliens violate the laws passed by the State for the protection of 
the health, morals, and general welfare of the people of the 
State. The courts have decided that the States have the right 
to pass laws for the detention and disinfection of immigrants 
by order of the state board of heath for the purpose of pre- 
venting infectious diseases, and that this is not a regulation of 
commerce, 

In the case of Keller v. The United States, the Supreme 
Court of the United States said that, while Congress had the 
right to exclude aliens and remove them, it did not follow that 
Congress has the power to punish those whose acts furnished 
the evidence from which the Government might determine the 
question of their removal, and Justice Brewer used this lan- 
guage: 

But can it be within the power of Congress to control all the deal- 
ings of our citizens with resident aliens? If that be possible, the door 
is open to the assumption by constitutional government of an almost 
unlimited body of legislation. If the contention of the Government be 

d, whatever may have been done in the past, however little this 


soun 
field of legislation may have been entered upon, the power of Congress 
r broad enough to take cognizance of al E a akr citizens Sith 


However broad and unlimited the power of Congress may 
be, and we do not question it, to prohibit the importation of 
alien women for immoral purposes, to punish those who may 
bring them in for such purposes, and to deport those who come 
for such purposes and engage in such practices, we do not be- 
lieve that Congress has the constitutional power or authority 
to prohibit the aliens who have reached this country and mixed 
with the general mass of the citizens and become resident aliens 
from going from one State to another for any purpose, or to 
punish those who may aid them in going. And we are sure 
of our ground when we say that Congress has no power to 
punish one for aiding in the transportation of anyone from one - 
State to another, no matter for what purpose they may be car- 
ried; and that to punish a person who may aid in such trans- 
portation because the purpose is to engage in immoral practices 
is lodged exclusively with the States in the exercise of their 
police power, and entirely beyond and de hors the constitu- 
tional power of Congress. 

I but repeat an axiomatic legal proposition that has been 
from time to time announced by the Supreme Court of the 
United States from its earliest organization, in the construc- 
tion of the commerce clause of the Constitution, even pro- 
nounced by that great Chief Justice who occupied the bench 
so many years, federalist though he was, Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, and who did more than any other judge upon any bench 
in the federal judiciary to change the views of many upon the 
subject of the powers of the General Government. For under 
the construction given to commerce and the commerce clause 
of the Constitution, under the views so frequently expressed 
by Chief Justice Marshall, under no decision of that court can 
you bring this provision within the power of Congress to enact. 

I am not, Mr. Speaker, to be driven or frightened from the 
position of voting against what I may deem to be an unconsti- 
tutional bill or provision because a clamor is raised that it is 
in the interest of good morals and the general welfare. I de- 
test offenses alleged to exist in this bill—and doubtless they do 
exist—as much as anyone. I would protect the States and the 
communities from contamination by. this immorality, but I re- 
eall that before the States of this Government would consent 
to ratify even the Constitution of the United States it was 


tacitly agreed that there should be an amendment to the Con- 


stitution by which all powers not specifically granted to the 
Government were reserved to the States and to the people 
thereof. I recall that the police powers of the States have 
neyer been surrendered by them to the General Government, 
and I recall decision after decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States where they have declared that the Congress of 
the United States, except in the District of Columbia, in the 
Territories, and now in the outlying possessions, had no right 
or no power to exercise police authority whatever. 

Is not this the exercise of police authority? What law 
writer can anyone consult, what authority from any decision 
by any court that does not place the enactment of law relating 
to this kind of immorality within the power exclusively of the 
police power of the States? Reference has been made to the 
lottery decision. That is an unfortunate decision, but ¥ want 
to show, if I can, that it does not mean what the gentleman 
from Alabama said it did. The decision in the lottery case 
was this: That Congress had a right to prohibit the transmis- 
sion through the channels of interstate commerce of lottery 
tickets; that is, a ticket put in the express office—because it 
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had already prohibited it going through the mail from New 
York, for instance, could not pass through the channels of in- 
terstate commerce to New Orleans. Is there any parallel in 
this case? A man buys a ticket, and it is given to the woman, 
and the transaction is closed and completed in New York 
wherever the ticket is passed, and he never gets beyond the 
jurisdiction of the State. There is no commercial intercourse 
between him and some one else at the other end of the line. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Suppose a woman buys a 
ticket in New York to go across on the ferry to Jersey City and 
uses the ticket herself. If she goes there for the purpose of 
prostitution, does not she come within this clause? It does not 
say that any other person is guilty of this offense. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It might be so. I had not 

examined the bill in that view, but the purpose of the bill, and 
the purpose of the other bill reported here from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, is not to punish the alien, 
but to punish the citizen for dealing with the alien. 
- Now, let us see what the lottery case decided. There were 
four judges on one side and five on another, and I am as much 
bound to observe my oath, to obey and follow the Constitution 
of the United States where my convictions are that a bill is 
constitutional, as the judges of the Supreme Court are. I do 
not propose in the discharge of my duty, even if I believed this 
case stood in the way, to appease my conscience by saying that 
five judges out of nine had decided the law to be constitutional. 
They are responsible to their oaths, and to their obligations, 
and to their conscience, and I am responsible to mine. So it 
does not matter to me if perchance this decision—and I do not 
believe it—does look like sustaining the bill. I do not believe 
it constitutional, and a thousand decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States would not change me if I reach the 
decision that it was not constitutional. 

In the Lottery cases (188 U. S.) Justice Harlan said, in de- 
Uvering the opinion of the court, that they decided nothing 
more in that case than that lottery tickets were subjects of 
interstate traffic, and that Congress may prohibit their carriage 
from State to State. I shall quote his exact language later in 
my remarks, 

Nothing more is decided by the lottery cases, and it is within 
the judicial history of that case that but for the fact that that 
decision was confined to the question of the carriage of lottery 
tickets, and that the principle was not extended, the decision 
of the court would probably have been different. 

But it is said that we prohibit the carrying of diseased cattle 
and diseased persons within the vehicles of interstate commerce. 
I may answer the gentleman in the very language of the Chief 
Justice in the lottery case on that subject: . 

The power to prohibit the transportation of diseased animals and 
infected goods over railroads or in steamboats is an entirely different 
thing, because they would in themselves be urious to the transac- 
el 55 interstate commerce, and are especially commercial in their 
na . d > s 

The exclusion of these persons or these cattle rests upon a 
different ground, for nobody would pretend that persons can be 
kept off a train because they were coming from State to State 
to engage in the lottery business. Yet if you have got the right 
to punish a man for buying a ticket, you have got the right to 
prohibit one from going from one State to another to engage 
in any sort of immoral business. 

The present Secretary of State while Attorney-General of this 
Government, in the course of two lucid speeches which he made 
upon the subject of interstate commerce, one at Pittsburg and 
one at Yale, defined the powers of Congress on the subject of 
regulating commerce. 

“Things that are noxious within themselyes, that contami- 
nate and block up, hinder, and interfere with the transmission of 
interstate commerce may be prohibited;” although I do not 
agree with him thoroughly upon that. “But things that are 
not noxious within themselves can not be prohibited from being 
carried in interstate commerce from one State to another.” It 
is not a fact that an immoral person, in association with per- 
sons going from one State to another to engage in immoral 
purposes, interferes with commerce. It is what they do after 
they reach their destinations, after interstate travel has been 
completed, which makes the crime that is denounced and de- 
fined in this bill. So when you come to deal with this particu- 
lar provision you undertake to punish for things immoral under 
: the commerce clause when you have no jurisdiction over the 
act. Chief Justice Marshall, in the celebrated case with which 
we are all familiar, the case of Gibbons v. Ogden, in Ninth 
Wheaton, said that— 


Immorality, vice, pauperism, crime, are not th to be regulated 
the United Stat but are things to be hibited th 
— — jurisdiction to prohibit and punish teen * be 


We might in our desire to promote the general welfare 
enroll ourselves under the banner of great moral reformers and 
permit this bill to pass, without suggesting that it violates the 
Constitution of the United States; but to my mind there has never 
been within the history of the Government so long a forward 
step to the centralization of all power within the hands and 
control of Congress and the General Government as this. 

Who upon this floor will dare support this bill because 
his State, whose duty it is to enact police laws to prevent im- 
morality, to punish the violations of laws passed to prevent im- 
morality and the contamination of the community by immoral 
persons—who will stand upon this floor and vote for this bill 
because his State is not competent and will not attend to its 
business which it reserves to itself the constitutional right and 
exclusive power to do under the tenth amendment? I resent 
the idea suggested by many that my State—that any State— 
which has never surrendered the right to exercise police power 
over aliens and everyone else within its borders; that my State, 
which has the power and authority reserved to it, never sur- 
rendered, will not protect its people from immorality and vice 
and the contamination of immoral persons. We may exclude 
paupers, idiots, convicts, and foreigners for the protection of 
our people from immorality or vice whenever it may be for the 
public welfare of the local community. However laudable the 
purposes of this bill may be, and I do not gainsay it, I can not 
shut my eyes from the fact that it is an effort to assume power 
to punish immorality and vice within the State under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution and to exercise power 
that it does not have and which has never been surrendered or 
delegated to it by the States. 

Now, let us refer to some of the authorities: 


Inspection laws— he 
Said Justice Marshall— 


maritime laws, health laws of every description, laws affecting morals, 

good order, and 8 welfare, and laws a — the internal com- 

merce of the Sta » etc., form a part of that mass of legisla- 

tion which embraces everything within the territory of the State not 

agnor to 5 5 No — a a power 88 
jects 0 an 

to eterna ton ngress, consequently they remain subject 


In New York v. Miln (11 Pet., 133) it was said: 


All these powers which relate merely to a municipal legislation, or 
what perhaps may mete DOOLEY be called internal i ponco, are not thus 
surrendered or restrained, and co’ uently in relation to these the au- 
thority of a State is complete, unq fied, and exclusive. 


In the Passenger cases (7 How.) it was said: 


In giving the commercial power to Congress, the States did not part 
with that power of aS eee which must be inherent in every 
Se e community. T e7 may guard against the introduction of any- 
thing — —— may corrupt the morals or endanger the lives or health of 

r citizens. 


It was further said: 


So may the States, by like regulation, exclude from their midst not 


only convicts, paupo dots, lunatics, and persons likely to become a 
public charge, but animals having contagious diseases. is court has 
never hesitated, by the most rigid rules of construction, to guard the 
commercial power of Congress against encroachments, in the form or 
under the of state regulations, established for the W er and 
with the effect of cy ow y rights secured by the Constitution. It has, 
nevertheless, with rk directness and uniformity r the 
gems ont growing out of the fundamental conditions of civil society, 
of upholding state police regulations which were enacted in good faith 
and had 8 and direct connection with that protection to life, 
health, and property which each State owes to her citizens. 


In another case it was said: 


prosperity of its pl 

Rzinia on which it may deem conducive to these ends, 
when the powers over the cular a are not surrendered or 
restrained by the Constitution of the United States, 


Now, I have not the time, nor do I desire to weary the pa- 
tience of the House upon this subject, but it is time to call a 
halt to this advance toward this centralization of power and 
the destruction of all the rights of the States. 

It will not do to say that you favor it because it is a moral 
question or because it will accomplish good. There are many 
things that are great moral questions that Congress can not 
enact laws to advance nor to create crimes and fix punishments, 
Every question affecting the morals of the people can not come 
to this body, and it is because the States and the subdivisions 
of the States can better take care of these questions that the 
power was reseryed to them to do so, and to the States ex- 
clusiyely, 
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The former distinguished Attorney-General, who is now Secre- 
aT of State, said this is a speech which I commend to this 
ouse: 


. — Constitution Is not to perish at the hands of im joned phrase 
8 and its defenders should not be de by m en or preju- 
clamor from performing their obligations to preserve and defend 

ft The Constitution was founded upon the sa . 65 of eet Bye and 
fortunes of its ancestors. It is the solemnly of the 
poopie. It has been preserved by the people thro rena pg ears, and 
t must endure as written and spound: until altered by people 


by the means which they haye prescribed, 


1 by the pretense of regulating morals or preventing people 
from going from one State to another for the purpose of pre- 
venting immoral practices the commerce clause can be used 
in a case like this, then it is an elastic shield beneath whose 
protection you can hide in order to protect yourself from the 
charge of violating the Constitution of the United States, and 
we will have here one great central government, and the con- 
federated government composed of an indissoluble union of in- 
destructible States which survived the greatest internecine 
war that ever bloodied the pages of history will be no more. 
It will not do to say that measures are desirable and popular 
and therefore Congress should enact them. There are many 
movements which have our sympathy. There are bills for the 
correction of evils, which in the proper forum should and will 
be supported by us; yet our judgment might compel us to re- 
buke the means proposed for their accomplishment, especially 
since we must be convinced that such measures be futile and 
must fail when tested in the courts. 

Mr. Speaker, however commendable and laudable the pur- 
poses of the bill may be and are, and however offensive to the 
moral sense the practices sought to be corrected are, yet, in 
considering this proposed legislation, we can not close our eyes 
to the question whether the power to punish therefor is dele- 
gated to Congress or is reserved to the States. While the argu- 
ment offered in the report of the majority undertaking to sus- 
tain the power of Congress to enact the proposed legislation 
is plausible, nevertheless it is a fact that it is an effort to use 
the power given to Congress under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution to exercise a power which it does not haye—that 
is, the police power. 

I insist, therefore, that jurisdiction over matters of this kind 
and the offenses created by this bill comes within the accepted 
definition of the police power, and, speaking generally, that 
power is reserved to the States, for, as the Supreme Court of 
the United States has repeatedly decided, there is in the Con- 
stitution no grant thereof to Congress. To use the language of 
Justice Brewer in the last adjudicated case of Keller v. The 
United States (213 U. S., 138) : 


That there is a moral consideration in the special facts of this 
case that he can is within the scope of the police is im- 


power is 
material, for, as sta there is in the Constitution no grant to Con- 
gress of "the police power. 


If Congress can assume this power, viz, the police power, to 
control in the manner sought in this bill the acts of citizens 
with one another, or acts of citizens with resident aliens, then 
the door is open to the assumption by the Federal Government 
of an almost unlimited body of legislation. 

In the discussion of the question we pretermit any reference 
to the question of the right of Congress to regulate or prohibit 
the admission of alien immigrants into this country, to prescribe 
such rules and regulations as it sees fit for their admission, to 
fix the grounds and reasons for their exclusion, and the cause 
and manner of their deportation. If this bill went no further 
than to undertake to regulate the importation of alien women 
for immoral purposes, and provide for the deportation of im- 
moral and undesirable aliens, it would meet with our support. 

The principal authority relied upon to justify the passage of 
this bill under the “commerce clause” of the Constitution is 
the Lottery cases (188 U. S.), which case decided that Con- 
gress had the power to prohibit the transmission through the 
channels of interstate commerce of lottery tickets. In that 
case it was decided by the Supreme Court of the United States 
that power was granted to Congress by the Constitution to so 
prohibit interstate traffic in lottery tickets; the decision was 
agreed to by five judges and dissented from by four. Upon a 
careful reading of this case it will be seen that the decision 
was confined to the question of prohibiting the interstate traffic 
in lottery tickets and nothing more. This will appear from the 
following extract from the opinion of the court pronounced by 
Justice Harlan: 

We decide no more in the t case than tha tickets 
sin AeA ak treme conte those who choose to Sabi ae bao thea? that 

of such tickets by independent dans from one State to 


another is therefore interstate commerce; that under its power. to 
late commerce among the several States Congress, subject to the limita- 


tions ted, Bas p — the 88 — the exercise at the pomas 
author ver § mm 
of such tickets from State to State. ne P. 363. “saad 255 

Chief Justice Fuller in his dissenting opinion in that case, 
and speaking for three other justices, said: 

No would pretend that ld be kept off the trains 
beca: — Pt wees. moter from Beige ron Biss another: 155 elon in “the 
lottery business. 

And this assertion of the Chief Justice does not seem to have 
been disagreed to by any member of the court. We further 
1 from the language of the Chief Justice: 


S. to prohibit the transportation of diseased animals or 
infected goods over 7 or on steamboats is an geet different 
thing, for they would be in themselves injurious to the 5 ot 
interstate commerce, and, oneness are essentially commercial in their 
nature. And the exclusion of diseased persons rests on different 
ground, for nobody would pretend that persons could be kept off the 
trains because they were go from one State to another to engage in 
the lo business. However enticing that business may be, we do 
not — —.— these pieces of paper themselves can communicate bad 
principles by contact. (P. 374 45° 

Yet this bill undertakes to prohibit by punishment the aiding 
of the transportation of any persons who may be going from 
one State to another for immoral purposes, whether they be 


aliens or citizens, 
THE POLICE POWER. 


As we have asserted, and it can be sustained by abundant 
authority from the Supreme Court of the United States, Con- 
gress can not exercise police power, because the authority to do 
so is not given it by the Constitution, except in those localities 
over which it has exclusive jurisdiction, as, for instance, in the 
District of Columbia, the Territories, and the outlying posses- 
sions. It is an axiomatic proposition, and one constantly up- 
held by the recent decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that the Government of the United States is one of lim- 
ited, delegated powers, among which the police power is not 
included, and that by the tenth amendment to the Constitution 
the police power is expressly reserved to the several States and 
the people thereof; and this police power of the States is com- 
plete, unqualified, and exclusive, 

The following are some of the cases on the subject: 


United gyre v. De Witt (9 an ind er States v. Reece — 
U. 8. „ s 889 8 oe ae Illinois Bene yy v. Houston 
(95 A (3 nite States, 3 ; the License 
& 1 8375 Pa 122 40. How., 283); Barbier v. Con- 
182 U. 8 8 7 Fifth Wal — 4 Ninety-second United States, 

en (9 Wheat. 

8 3 sae last cited, 8 v. Ogden, Chief Justice Mar- 

shall, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 


laws, quarantine laws, health laws of every description, 
mo good welfa: la > 


power over these subjects, is left to Congress, and, con- 
—— y, they — subject to state legislation. 

In the case of New Tork v. Miln (11 Pet., 133) the court 
held 

2 51 a State has the same undeniable and unlimited jurisdiction 


and things within its territorial limits as any forel 
ere that 5 tea — i surrendered or restrained by 


tion of the United 8 
ihe o sent, bas the bounden and 


nation, m 


solemn duty of a State to advance 1 Welfa are i and pros- 
perity of i Ft and to ae ag for its general ye by ny rand 
every act of tion which it may deem to be these 
ends, where the power over the particular or the 5 Tr ime 
is not or restrained in the manner 255 sta 

That all these powers which relate ae a municipal | a- 
tion or what may napa more rly be Teco on * 


surren consequ: 

bine: ae these, the authority of a State ts a n — ak 

But it is claimed that this is obiter dicta; yet in the Slaugh- 
terhouse cases (16 Wall., 63) Justice Miller cites the case of 
New York v. Miln with approval; and, again, in case of KaR 
v. American Transportation Company (14 Fed. Cas., 513), the 
court affirm Miln v. New York. 

5 the Passenger cases (7 How., 400) Judge McLean said: 


In giving ving the commercial power to Con the State did not part 

with that toned — of self-preservation which must be inherent in every 

organized may guard against the introduction of 
morals or endanger the lives or heal 


3 Which may — — — 
their citizens. 
e Kentucky (97 U. S., 505) Justice 


Harlan said: 

We have tly decided that the police power of the States was 
not surrend when the agrees ayer toms conferred upon ‘the 
power to regulate commerce fo: nations and between the 

States; hence the State police regulations protect 

thelr people against the 2 Within their tive limits of 
ected A bale of goods upon which duties have or have 
not been laden with infection, may be seized under health laws, 
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become a public charge, but animals having contagious diseases. This 
court has never hesitated, by the most rigid rules of cdénstruction, to 

ard the commercial power of Congress against encroachments in the 

orm or under the guise of state regulations, established for the pur- 
pees and with the effect of impairing rights secured by the Constitu- 
ion. It has, nevertheless, with marked directness and uniformity, 

recognized the necessity, growing out of the fundamental conditions of 
civil society, of upholding state police regulations which were enacted 
in good faith and had appropriate and direct connection with that pro- 
Seron to life, health, and property which each State owes to her 

And the Supreme Court of the United States has frequently 
since that case decided that the police power of the State was 
not surrendered when the Constitution conferred upon Congress 
the power to regulate commerce between the several States. 
If the State can protect itself against the introduction within 
its borders of infected merchandise and may exclude from its 
midst paupers, idiots, lunatics, and persons likely to become 
a public charge, and animals infected with contagious disease, 
surely the State may protect itself and its citizens and moral- 
ity of its people by excluding from its midst persons who come 
into the State for immoral purposes and to corrupt the morals 
of the citizens of the State. 

In the case of Husen v. Railroad Company (95 U. S., 465) the 
Supreme Court said that the police power of the State extended 
to the making of regulations promotive of domestic order, 
morals, health, and safety, and that the police power of a 
State justified the adoption of precautionary measures against 
social evils and the enactment of such laws as would have im- 
mediate connection with the protection of persons and property 
against the noxious acts of others; and the Supreme Court 
in the case of Plumley v. Massachusetts (114 U. S., 461) 
cited the Husen case with approval. 

In the case of L’Hote v. New Orleans (177 U. S., 587) the 
Supreme Court said that the police power was not by the 
Federal Constitution transferred to the Nation, but was re- 
served to the States, and that upon them rests the duty of so 
exercising it as to protect the public health and morals. 

In the License cases (5 How., 504) Chief Justice Taney said: 

That it must be remembered that disease, pestilence, and pauperism 
are not objects of commerce, although sometimes among the attendant 
evils; they are not things to be cked in and regulated, but to 
be prevented as far as human foresight and human means can guard 
against them. 

Surely immorality and vice do not constitute traffic to 
be regulated by the Congress of the United States, but are, like 
disease, pestilence, and pauperism, to be prevented and pun- 
ished by that authority and power which has the authority 
to exercise the police power for the preservation of the morals, 
health, and general welfare of the people, and this power re- 
sides exclusively in the States. 

The police power of the States extends to all matters re- 
lating to the health, safety, and morals of its citizens, and to 
everything referring to its domestic economy and of the rela- 
tions of the people to each other and the States. 

This was clearly decided by the License cases (5 How., 
631), per Justice Grier, in whose opinion cases on this subject 
are cited: 


v. Maryland Fourth Sandford, 492; Fifth Howard. 
628; Seventh Howard, 414; Seventh Howard, 417; First Black, 603 
66 U. S., ch. 17, 191), the case of Conway v. Taylor; Austin v. Ten- 
nessee (179 U. S., 343). 


In License cases (5 How., 632) the court say: 


If the right to control these subjects be “incomplete, unqualified, 
and exclusive” in the state legislatures, no regulations of 9 
importance can supersede or restrain their operations on any groun 
or prerogative Or supremacy. The existence of the social compact re- 
quire that such laws be executed before and above all others. 

It is for this reason that quarantine laws, which protect the public 
health, Pte rg mere commercial regulations to submit to their control. 
They restrain the liberty of the passengers; they operate on the sup 
the agents of navigation. They seize the infected cargo and cast t 
overboard. The soldier and the sailor, though in the service of the 
Government, are arrested, imprisoned, and punished for their offenses 
against society. Paupers and convicts are refused admission into the 
country. All these things are done, not from any power which the 
State assumes to regulate commerce or to interfere with the regula- 
tions of Congress, but because police laws for the preservation of 
health, prevention of crime, and protection of the 
of necessity have full and free operation accord 
which requ their interference. 

In the City of New York v. Miln (36 U. S., 105; 11 Pet., 102), 
at page 132, the court say: 

Let us see what powers are left with the States. The Federalist, 
in the forty-fifth number, speaking of this subject, says: “The power 
reserved to the several States will extend to all objects which in the 


ordinary course of affairs concern the lives, liberties, and properties of 
tho poopie, and the internal order, improvement, and prosperity of the 
tate.” 


And this court, in the case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat., 203), in 
speaking of the inspection of the laws, say: 


blic welfare, must 
to the exigency 


“They form a portion of that immense mass of legislation which 
embraces everything within the territory of a State not surrendered 
to the eral Government, all which can be most advantageously exer- 
cised by the States themselves.” 


In License cases (46 U. S., 631) the court say: 


Where can such a power also be safer lodged than with those public 
bodies, or States, who are themselves to be the greatest sufferers in 
interest and character by an improper use of it? 

The States stand properly on their reserved rights, within their 
own powers and sovereignty, to judge of the ex iency and wisdom 
of their own laws; and while they take care not to violate clearly 
any portion of the Constitution or statutes of the General Government, 
our duty to that Constitution and laws and our respect for state rights 
must require us not to interfere. 


In United States v. Knight (156 U. S., 11) Chief Justice 
Fuller, rendering the opinion of the court, says: 


It can not be denied that the power of a State to protect the lives, 
health, and property of its citizens, and to preserve good order and 
the public morals, “thè power to govern men and within the 


limits of its dominion,” is a power originally and always belonging to 
the States, nor surrendered by them to the General Government, nor 
directly restrained by the Constitution of the United States, and, 
essentially, exclusive. 


In Passenger cases (48 U. S., 405) the court say: 


When the merchandise is taken from the ship and becomes mingled 
with the property of the people of the State, like other property, it is 
subject to the local law; but until this shall have taken place, the mer- 
chan is an-import and is not sybject to the taxing power of the 
State, and the same rule applies to passengers; when they leave the 
ship and mingle with the citizens of the State, they become subject to 

aws. 


In License cases (46 U. S.; 5 How., 576) Chief Justice Taney 
says: 

It has, indeed, been ested that if a State deems the traffic in 
ardent spirits to be injurious to its citizens and calculated to intro- 
duce immorality, vice, and pauperism into the State, it may constitu- 
tionally refuse to permit its manipulation, notwithstanding the laws of 
Congress, and that a State may do this upon the same principle that it 
miy resist and prevent the introduction of disease, 2 or pau- 

rism from abroad. But it must be remembered that disease, pesti- 
ence, and pauperism are not subjects of commerce, although some- 
times among its attendant evils. hey are not things to be lated 
and trafficked in, but to be prevented, as far as human foresight or 
human means can guard against them. 


In the case of Houston v. Moore (5 Wheat., 48) the court say: 


Nor ought any power to be sought, much less to be adjudged, in 
favor of the Uni States unless it be clearly within the reach of its 
constitutional character. Sitting here, we are not at liberty to add one 
jot Eo re to the National Government beyond what the people have 
granted by the Constitution. 


A case which is decidedly in point can be found in The United 
States v. Gould, which was the decision of the question whether 
Congress had the right to pass a law not only to prohibit the im- 
portation after 1808 of slaves, but also to make the harboring 
or buying of slaves brought into the United States illegally an 
offense, and the court held that Congress could not make such 
harboring or buying a crime. That when the African negro 
was brought into the country in violation of the law of Con- 
gress which prohibited their importation after 1808, the power 
of Congress only extended to the prevention of such importa- 
tion; but when they reached the United States and became com- 
mingled with the masses of the people, Congress had no further 
power over them and could not make it a crime to buy one or 
restrain one of his liberty. This can be found in the American 
Law Register, volume 8, page 825, and in the twenty-fifth 
yolume of Federal Cases, case No. 15239. 

The principle sustained in the cases above cited is condensed 
in the head notes to the case of The Mayor and Aldermen of 
New York v. Miln (11 Pet.), as follows: 


A State has the same undeniable and unlimited jurisdiction over all 
persons and — — — within its territorial limits as any foreign nation 
when that jurisdiction is not surrendered or restrained by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. It is not only the right but the bounden 
and solemn duty of a State to advance the safety, happiness, and pros- 
perity of its people and to provide for its general welfare by any and 
every act of legislation which it may deem conducive to these ends 
when the powers over the particular subject are not surrendered or re- 
strained by the Constitution of the United States. 

All those powers which relate to merely municipal legislation, or 
which may be more properly called internal police, are not surrendered 
or restrained, and consequently in relation to these the authority of the 
State is complete, unqualified, and exclusive. 


In the opinion rendered by Judge Barbour, the statement is 
made that these positions are considered “as impregnable.” In 
defining what is meant by the “ police powers” of the State, the 
court said: 


Every law comes within this description which concerned the welfare 
of the whole people of a State or any individual within it, whether it 
related to their rights or duties; whether it respected them as men, 
or as citizens of the State; whether in their public or private relations; 
whether it related to the rights of persons or of property of the whole 
people of a State or of any individual within it, and whose operation 
was within the territorial limits of the State, and upon the persons 
and things within its jurisdiction. 
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This is so by reason of article 10 of the Constitution, which 
declares that— 


the Constitution, 


The not ones to the United States 
e tates respectively, 


wers 
nor prohibited by it to States, are reserved to the 
or to the people. 

Nor is this principle affected by the fourteenth amendment, 
and Congress can not in pursuance of it exercise power over 
the affairs of police in the States. The exercise of the police 
power is inherent in the States, resides there, and is not under 
the control of the Federal Congress, and this has been re- 
peatedly decided by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Some of the cases are the following: 

United States v. De Witt (9 Wail., 41), where it is stated that this 
principle is so well fixed to be beyond all con 

Li cases (7 How., 283); Bar- 
27); License Tax cases, 470; United 
States v. Reese (92 U. S., 214) ; United States v. Cruikshanks 955 U. S. 
542); Wilkinson v. Rahrer (140 U. S. 545); Gibbons v. Ogden (9 
Wheat., 205). 

In the case last cited the court said that this was legislation 
which “can be most advantageously exercised by the States 
themselves.” 

In the case of the United States v. De Witt, supra, which was 
a case where Congress had passed an act prohibiting the sale 
of certain kinds of oil, or of oil unable to undergo a fire test, 
and De Witt was indicted for the sale of oil prohibited by the 
act of Congress, and it was held that such act was plainly a 
police regulation relating exclusively to the internal trade of 
the State, and therefore beyond the power of Congress to pass, 
It could therefore be operative only within the District of Co- 
lumbia. (See also Civil Rights case (109 U. S., 3); Slaughter- 
house cases (16 Wall, 36).) 

In the case of Cruikshanks (92 U. S., 542) the Supreme Court 


say: 
The of protecting all of its citizens In the enjoyment of an 
equality o righty wes y assumed by the States, and it remains 


It must follow, from these decisions, that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no police power, and can not exercise any such 
within the several States. The exercise of this power is exclu- 
sively one for the state legislatures, and it can not be infringed 
by the General Government nor surrendered by the States. To 
quote the language of the Supreme Court in the case of Cruik- 
shanks (92 U. S., 542), the duty of protection to its citizens in 
the enjoyment of equality of rights and protecting them in 
health and general welfare was originally assumed by the 
States, and remains there. This was again affirmed in the 
Civil Rights cases (109 U. S., 3). The right of the States to 
exercise police power over matters like that contained in this 
bill has been frequently upheld by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

What are some of the principal subjects frequently mentioned 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in its decisions 
and by law writers as being peculiarly under the police power 
of the States? They are the preservation of the public health, 
sanitary laws, laws preventing the introduction of contagious 
diseases, to prevent the pollution of waters, the promotion of 
the public safety, and especially the protection of the public 
morals. 

The proposition is stated thus by the decisions of the court 
and by the law writers: The object of the police power is to 
protect the public morals by regulating or preventing such 
acts, practices, or occupations as are in themselves immoral, 
indecent, or have a tendency to promote immorality or inde- 
cency. The Supreme Court of the United States have uni- 
formly decided that over these subjects—that is, the regulation 
of the public morals and the prevention of such acts, practices, 
or occupations as are in themselyes immoral, indecent, or haye 
a tendency to promote immorality or indecency—the power of 
the States remains supreme and has never been surrendered to 
the General Government, and they have exclusive control over 
the same. 

$ . 8., 183) ; Patterson v. Kentu 97 U. 
TTT 
Massachusetts (97 U. S., 25) ; New Orleans, etc. 1 8 ae oh v. 8 
many County (14 Fed. R., 194) ; Stone v. Mays (101 U. S., 814) ; In re 
Crisindine (83 Fed. Rep., 157) ; Fifty-eighth American Rep., 443. 

The tendency of the times has been to appeal to Congress 
to regulate all the evils with which we may be afflicted. As 
Congress has no power granted it by the Constitution to pre- 
scribe laws or make offenses, or punish therefor in the States, 
resort has been had to the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion, and by resort to this clause of the Constitution the federal 
power to regulate commerce has been wonderfully developed. 
Many safe and salutary laws have been enacted properly and 
upheld by the Supreme Court and great good has been accom- 
plished by them, The public satisfaction resulting from the 


enactment and enforcement of statutes passed by Congress 
under the power to regulate commerce has induced many per- 
sons to believe that this power of Congress to regulate com- 
merce is a panacea for every public evil, and this bill now pro- 
poses to utilize that power to accomplish an end which, in our 
opinion, is not within the national jurisdiction and has no rela- 
tion to the subject of the power granted to Congress to regulate 
commerce, This bill is not a regulation of commerce. Its 
general purpose and effect will be to create an offense and pun- 
ish therefor, just as if Congress had the right to exercise police 
power over the entire Union. 

In the case of Gibbons v. Ogden, Chief Justice Marshall said: 

The power to regulate is the power to prescribe the rules by which 
commerce is to be „ 

N Lat tr npg pack es powa extends to commerce itself 

Congress, for instance, can say that commerce shall be free 
from monopoly and restraint effected by combinations, and that 
the general rule of competition shall have free play. Congress 
can prescribe safety appliances for railroads, the hours of labor 
of employees upon railroads engaged in interstate commerce. 
Over this commerce among the several States and foreign na- 
tions and its instrumentalities the power of Congress is abso- 
lute. But when Congress undertakes to use this power to regu- 
late commerce as a pretext under which to exercise police 
power elsewhere than in the District of Columbia, the Terri- 
tories, and other places over which it has exclusive jurisdiction, 
Congress exceeds its authority. The importance and seriousness 
of this question, whether Congress can thus, by undertaking to 
regulate commerce, exercise police power within the States, can 
not be overstated, because upon its proper limitation must de- 
pend the autonomy of the States and their right to control all 
matters of internal police. 

This bill proceeds upon the assumption that under the guise 
of regulating commerce, not necessary for the promotion or 
protection of commerce, Congress may enact a law and pre- 
scribe an offense which it could not otherwise do, or, in other 
words, Congress may deny to persons the right to engage in 
interstate commerce, or punish them for so doing, when Con- 
gress has not the power to prohibit the person from doing the 
act which is made a crime, or to punish therefor. 

In the case of McCullough v. Maryland, Chief Justice Mar- 
shall said: 

Should Co und 
for the . ob 5 yee 0 * 
would become the painful duty of this tribunal, should a case requiring 
such a decision come before it, to say that such an act was not the 
law of the land. 

In other words, I deny that the power to regulate commerce 
between the States gives Congress the power to prohibit com- 
merce, or to punish for carrying on such commerce, unless the 
law has for its purpose the facilitation, safety, or protection of 
commercial intercourse, or the accomplishment of some other 
national purpose. I do not deny that Congress can regulate 
commerce, but I deny that Congress can, in attempting to 
regulate commerce, pass beyond the federal power or do some- 
thing dehors the federal power. 

In a recent case in the Supreme Court of the United States 
the Chief Justice, speaking on the power and sovereignty of the 


State, said: 
It can not be denied that the power of the State to protect the Ly: 
health, and property of its cl to preserve 


— morals, the power to 
ts domain, is a wer ori 
not surrendered by th to e 
restrained by the Constitution of the 
exclusive. 


Congress has no general legislative police powers, but only 
such as are granted by the Constitution. This is not an old- 
fashioned and exploded notion. Justice Brewer, in the case of 
Colorado v. Kansas (206 U. S.), says: 

That this is such a Government— 


One of delegated powers— 


clearly appears from the Constitution, independently of the amendmen 
for otherwise there would be an instrument granting ce specifi 
things made o tive to grant other and d ct things. This natural 
construction the original body of the Constitution is made absolutely 
certain the tenth amendment. is amendment, which was seem- 
ingly adopted with prescience of just such contention as the present, 
disclosed the widespread fear that the National Government might, 
under the pressure of a supposed general welfare, attempt to exercise 
wers which had not been granted. With ual determination the 
ers intended that no such assumption shoul 
in the organic act, and that if in the future further powers seemed 
soley a should be granted by the people in the manner they had 
provided for amending that act. 

But it is said that the constitutionality of this bill should be 
left to the Supreme Court of the United States, as the subject- 
matter of the bill is one of great national importance and the 
evils sought to be remedied are very great. It must be remem- 
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bered that the preservation of the Constitution is not left alone 
to the ‘federal judiciary. Every legislative, executive, and 
judicial officer takes an oath-bound obligation to support and 
maintain it, and to respect and observe it is the highest duty of 
every private citizen, and I know no more solemn duty of a 
Member of Congress than to yote as his conscience dictates on 
questions of this character, 

Said John Fiske, the author and historian of international 


reputation: 

If * ay should ever arrive—which God forbid—when the 9 
of the different s of the country shall allow their local 
be administered as mtg from Washington, and when the self- 

vernment of the tates sh: have been so far lost as that of the 

lepartments of France, or éven so closely Limited” as that of the Coun- 
ties of land, on that day the political career of the American 
ple will haye been robbed of its most in and valuable fea- 

, and the usefulness of this Nation will be lamentably impaired, 

Legislation like that proposed in this bill, and other proposed 
or pending in this House, if enacted into law, will hasten the day 
when the individuality of the States and the citizens of the 
States will be destroyed, and we must look to the General Goy- 
ernment for the administration of every kind of law. While 
popular clamor may impel some to approve of this centraliza- 
tion of all powers in the Federal Government, I must, in obedi- 
ence to my judgment and the belief of a lifetime, oppose it. 

I have no apology to offer for my adherence to what I con- 
ceive to be my duty to follow the Constitution of the United 
States and to oppose legislation which violates the plain letter 
as well as the spirit of that great instrument, the foundation 
and basis of his dual confederated Republic of ours. 

To quote from Judge Story, whose ability, learning, and 
legal acquirements have marked him as one of the foremost 
lawyers and made him one of the most distinguished of the 
nd of our country 

e structure has been 


well a 1; the AANEEN ‘are full of wisdom and order; and 
its defenses are imp ble without. It has for 
3 if the work of man may justly aspire to such a title. It 


y, evertheless h in an pone by the folly or corruption or 
n of ay on y keepers, the people. 
It is well to recall here the words of President Washington 
in his Farewell Address to the American people: 


e a E 
ug 
one instance may be the instrument SR good, it is the ws customary weapon 
by which free governments are at evil a The 
greatly overbalance in Le peg evi any part or transient ben 
which the use can at any time yield. 
President Lincoin, in his first message, said : 


To maintain inviolate the rights of the age to order and control 
under the Constitution their own affairs by their own judgment ex- 
clusively is essential for the preservation of that balance of power on 
which our institutions rest. 


Nor would it be amiss to quote the language of Chief Justice 
Marshall, in the case of Gibbons v. Ogden, whose decisions on 
constitutional questions did more to define the power of Con- 
gress and to enlarge it from what was originally believed to 
be granted than any other force operating in the history of our 
eee 
tus and character of the whole Government seem to be that 

all the external 


ich affect the States general] 
not to those which are completely within a particular State, an 


which it is not 1 to ere, for the purpose of executin 
of the general powers of the Government. 


The words of Thomas Jefferson, in my judgment the wisest 
statesman this country has ever produced, may well be quoted 
for the benefit of those on this side who claim that they do 
not believe in the concentration of all power in the hands of 
the General Government: 

No, my friends— 

Said he— 


ith 
g some 


tributing to every one 

zt the National Government 
the Nation and its oreen and federal 

relations; the State with the civil rights, laws, police, and administra- 
ton of what concerns the State generally; the 5 with the local 
concerns of the counties; and each ward direct the interests within 
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one what his own eye may superintend, that 
done for What destroys 11 — 5 the ts of man in 
every government which 7 ever exis under the sun? The gen- 
and of the autoerats cares and powers into one body, no 
mattar e of the autocrats of Russia or P ranes or the aristocrats 
of the Venetian Senate. 


With Washington and Jefferson and Lincoln and Marshall 
and Taney; with Brewer and White and Fuller, who have in- 
terpreted lately the Constitution and declared that this power 


does not belong to Congress, I am content to stand, Mr. Speaker ; 
to put my feet in the ancient ways of the fathers and to march 
on in. the old way; and no power, no clamor that pretends to 
marshal its forces under the banner of reform and for the cor- 
rection of immorality shall force or compel me to abandon the 
teaching and the doctrines of the fathers; and though I stand 
alone, I shall always be found casting my vote against a meas- 
ure like this provision in this bill, to which I haye called 
attention, or to any that may come into the House hereafter 
which violates the intent of that great instrument in an attempt 
to concentrate in Congress police powers, thereby to override 
and destroy the police powers of the States and to make of 
them nothing but provinces. [Applause,] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time granted I wish 
to make public acknowledgment to the committee for bringing 
forward this valuable and needed legislation. My only criti- 
cism of the bill is that it does not go far enough, and I enter- 
tain the hope that before its final consideration the distin- 
guished gentleman in charge of the same will accept certain 
amendments which I believe to be of vital interest to the Ameri- 
can people. This bill carries with it the highest evidence of the 
present inefficiency of the enforcement of the immigration laws 
of our country. We have had upon our statute books for many 
years a provision excluding the criminal classes, and yet we all 
know that our country is being made the dumping ground for 
the criminals of all the European countries. We have our doors 
wide open for every race on the face of the earth except the 
Chinese. This ceaseless and constant flood of immigration, 
good, indifferent, and worthless, with an annual average of 
more than a million people from the four corners of the earth, 
in my judgment means more to the peace and civilization of 
our country than any question upon which this body can pos- 
sibly legislate. 

This bill ought to carry a provision against that infamous 

d known as the “Black Hand,” which has its American 
home in the city of New York and branches in many of our 
other cities. If we are to exclude undesirables, let us include 
this class of notorious blackmailers and assassins, who ought 
never to be permitted to land upon our shores. We ought to 
extend the exclusion and embrace the Asiatics, those who in 
time will be pouring into our Western States from across the 
Pacific Ocean. We ought to exclude the ignorant, for the num- 
ber of illiterates last year had increased until the percentage 
reached 29 per cent of the total number that were admitted. 
We ought to carry in this bill an appropriation that will enable 
the Immigration Bureau to thoroughly investigate the class, 
condition, and character of the people who are seeking to be- 
come citizens, before they are passed by our agents on the other 
side. No man should be permitted to land in America as a 
future citizen who is unable to furnish from the local authori- 
ties of his home town, village, or district a certificate of good 
moral character, a record for industry and obedience to law. 

Let us welcome the honest, the industrious, the worthy, and 
the deserving, but keep out for all time the anarchists, the 
bomb throwers, the Black Hands, and the most despised of all, 
those engaged in the infamous white-slave traffic. ` 

Mr. Speaker, I have had some personal experience, extending 
over a year, observing the loading of immigrants for America, 
witnessing eight times every month the method of the embarka- 
tion and examination of foreigners bound for America, and 
I say upon my responsibility as a Member of this House that 
investigations on the other side are a fraud and an impo- 
sition upon the American people and an evasion of our laws. 
It will continue as long as steamship companies are interested 
in improving, extending, and increasing their business, with 
great armies of field agents going over all of Europe with 
“fine-tooth combs” gathering up immigrants from all lands 
and of all shades of characters and conditions and permitted 
to land them upon our shores. 

I hope this measure will receive practically a unanimous vote, 
and that it may be strengthened and enlarged in the inter- 
ests of the future welfare and happiness of the American 
people. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill, 
and I am opposed to it on fundamental principles, because it 
seeks by pretext and guise to exercise police power. I shall 
not in the few remarks I make say anything whatever that will 
tend to apologize for or condone the eyil complained of and this 
bill seeks to remedy. I have as much faith as any American 
citizen has in the desire and purpose of the American people to 
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protect and uphold the sanctity and chastity of our women. It 
must be apparent to us all from the knowledge that we have of 
the lines of demarkation, shadowy and indistinct as they are 
sometimes on some subjects, between the power of a State and 
the authority of the Federal Government. I believe that a bill 
of this character and importance ought to receive the careful, 
considerate, and earnest attention of every Member of the 
House. I am fully aware as I stand here this afternoon on this 
floor that there is throughout this country a very large number 
of benevolent men and women, together with philanthropic as- 
sociations composed of both men and women, who are very 
much prone from the best motives to indorse and to uphold any 
measure that seemingly stands for reform or to correct an evil, 
regardless of whether Congress has any lawful right to enter 
on such a field of legislation or not. 

I say that this sentiment and this spirit of reform prevails 
in this country at this time more than ever before in the his- 
tory of this Republic. I do not condemn such a spirit, but we 
ought to be wary and watchful, I am aware, too, Mr. Speaker, 
of another class of people who are in our Republic, who are 
daily, to my joy and satisfaction, growing less and less and 
fewer and fewer, and that is a class of men who, when they 
hear any declaration made about the “rights of the States,” 
deride and condemn it and call it the “ specter of a discredited 
theory of states rights.” I rejoice to know that class of people 
are growing rapidly less in our country every day. The farther 
we get removed from the great struggle of 1861 to 1865, men’s 
minds are becoming clearer on that subject and freer from pas- 
sion. Men indulge in such sentiments who ought to know 
better, and to know that a State has some exclusive rights. 
I can say here, Mr. Speaker, that since I have been a Member 

_of this House I have heard as catholic, earnest, and broad dec- 

larations of the “rights of States” falling from the lips of 
northern Members of Congress as from any other section of 
this country, notably from the great State of Massachusetts. 
I recall now that which many of us remember who went down 
the Mississippi River with Mr. Taft from St. Louis to New 
Orleans, the wonderful speech that the able and distinguished 
Speaker of this House made at “ Natchez under the hill,” iu 
the great State of Mississippi, the last resting place of the 
remains of the immortal Sargeant S. Prentiss. 

There it was he stated—in that southern State, in the pres- 
ence of a splendid southern audience, in his vigorous and plain 
language—that the future strength and glory and perpetuity of 
this Republic, as our fathers intended it, depended upon each 
State asserting its inherent and reserved rights. The people 
are being taught too much to look to the Federal Government 
for favor that the State should grant. ‘And that is all that I 
am here to speak for this afternoon—what I believe an exclu- 
sive right of the State—the control of the morals of the citi- 
zens of the different States. The point of this bill which I call 
specially to your attention is simply that paragraph which re- 
lates to traffic and trade among the States, and reads as 
follows: 

An red, or s for, di- 
＋ßkl nm of thes evidence wt riche Transpo 
tation whereby any n is enabled or assisted to go from one State 
or district into another. 

The balance of the bill relates to the functions of Congress 
over foreign commerce, 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that that is a palpable, plain, unmis- 
takable violation of the police power of the States of this 
Union, which began with the State, stays with the State, was 
never delegated and has remained in the State, is inherent, and 
will be with the State as long as our Constitution lives. Now, 
let us apply the very latest decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States to that one paragraph. I am not going to 
discuss at length the question of bringing women over here 
from foreign countries, because I admit that Congress has 
supreme jurisdiction over that question. 

I desire here, now, Mr. Speaker, to say that I do not con- 
trovert the exclusive provisions of this bill or the Mann bill of 
the right that Congress has over the importation of women or 
girls in foreign commerce. That Congress has the right and 
full authority to prevent and forbid immoral women from de- 
barking from foreign countries for our shores; can prohibit 
their entrance to our ports; can deport them if they entered our 
ports in violation of our immigration statutes. It is an un- 
settled question, if the alien woman or girl passes the scrutiny 
of our immigration laws, in no violation of the letter or spirit of 
the law, and enters our ports and becomes commingled with 
our citizens, what further control Congress under any circum- 
stances or mishaps has over her or any citizen that may have 
dealings with the alien. I shall pretermit that discussion at 
this time. 


I beg leave, Mr. Speaker, briefly to call the attention of 
the House to the latest decision rendered by the Supreme 
Court of the United States which I think settles this bill and 
the Mann bill that is referred to in the report of the Immigra- 
tion Committee. What does the Supreme Court say in the case 
of Keller against The United States (213 U. S., 138), decided 
this year, April 5, 1909, and that is the latest denunciation of 
that great court, rendered by Justice Brewer? 

Congress has the power to exclude aliens from the United States, to 
prescribe the terms and conditions on which they may come in, to 
establish be. tie for sending out of the country such aliens as 
have ente in violation of law, and to commit the enforcement of 
such conditions and regulations to executive officers. 

Bear in mind what the facts of this Keller case were when 
the Supreme Court made that utterance, and I contend that to 
apply the same facts here, or a parallel of facts, to this bill or 
to the Mann bill shows them both to be repugnant to the Con- 
stitution and an invasion by Congress of the internal police 
power of the State. There it was in this case that an alien 
woman brought from another country was in a house of ill 
fame, and the man who was indicted, Keller, was charged under 
the federal law with having violated the law in protecting, as- 
sisting, and caring for an alien woman in a house of ill repute; 
that is, harboring her. What do you think would have been the 
consequences if an alien woman or girl brought from Germany 
or any other foreign port was admitted, an absolutely pure 
woman, and she should have the greatest of all misfortunes that 
can befall one of that sex—to lose her good name? Would she 
be amenable within three years to be deported or to be pun- 
ished by a federal statute? I want gentlemen to answer that 
question. Has she violated any law save that of a sovereign 
State? If she was keeping that house, unbecoming, disgraceful, 
and disreputable as it was, she was amenable alone to the police 
power of the State. This alien girl had not landed three years 
before. She had only followed an immoral life for about ten 
months, and in that connection the court said: 

The act charged is only one included in the great mass of personal 
dealings with aliens. It is her own character and conduct which de- 
termines the question of exclusion or removal. The acts of others may 
be evidence of her business and character. But it does not follow that 
Congress. has the power to punish those whose acts furnish evidence 
from which the Government may determine the question of her expul- 
sion. Every ible dealing o 2225 citizen with the alien may have 
more or less induced her coming. ut can it be within the power of 
Congress to control all the dealings of our citizens with resident aliens? 
If that be possible, the door is open to the assumption by the National 
Government of an almost unlimited body of legislation. By the census 
of 1900 the population of the United States between the oceans was, in 
round numbers, 76,000,000. Of these, 10,000,000 were of foreign birth 
and 16,000,000 more were of ee parentage. Doubtless some have 
become citizens by naturalization, but certainly scattered through the 
country there are millions of aliens. If the contention of the Govern- 
ment be sound, whatever may have been done in the past, however little 
this field of legislation may ve been entered upon, the power of Con- 
gress is broad enough to take cognizance of all dealings of citizens with 

e 


aliens. That there is a moral consideration in the special facts of this 


case, that the act charged is within the scope of the police power, is 
immaterial ; for, as stated, there is in the Constitution no grant to Con- 
gress of the police power. 


I ask, Mr. Speaker, under the above broad and comprehen- 
sive definition of the scope of police authority of the State, can 
the federal statute punish a citizen for a dealing or transac- 
tion with that alien woman, even if the alien woman could be 
deported on account of the house she was found? This bill 
asserts, as I understand it, there is no limit on the time for de- 
portation of an alien woman. But I will not pursue that line 
any further. The court says, “ Every possible dealing of any 
citizen with the alien may have more or less induced her 
coming.” 

I ask you, Mr. Speaker, from your reading of this bill, when 
a man buys a railroad ticket to let a woman go from one 
State to another State in the Union, is not that dealing with 
that woman, and is it not an act that the Supreme Court has 
held and condemned as being without the power of the Federal 
Government to punish? What is he doing? What is he en- 
gaged in? He is engaged in buying a ticket, which is a dealing 
or an act. I ask how many different acts of citizens may 
induce that woman to take the cars and leave her State? Is 
the federal statute to punish all these citizens for helping to 
obstruct traffic and commerce between the States? That con- 
cerns him, and the Federal Government has no power to punish 
him for it. 

In that connection, Mr. Speaker, I put this question: We 
all know that morality and the control and regulation of 
morality is a police power belonging to the State. It belongs 
to the States. They exercise it as they see proper, and I take 
oceasion te say here, as the gentleman referred to the dis- 
tinguished district attorney in Chicago who in the report had 
stated over his own signature that more than 250 convictions 
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had taken place in the city of Chicago under the state law 
of Illinois within the last two years—— : 
Psat COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 

m? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to see if I can gather some in- 
formation. On page 5 of the bill under consideration, is there 
any limited time in which deportation could be effected? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None at all. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That agrees with my construction of 
it. Now, I want to call the gentleman’s attention particularly 
to this part of the same page under consideration, as follows: 

Or where prostitutes gather, or who in any way assists, protects, or 


promises to protect from arrest any prostitute shall be deemed to be 
unlawfully within the United States and shall be deported in the man- 
ner peaviaed by sections 20 and 21 of this act. 


My question is whether or not, in the opinion of the gentle- 
man, this language is broad enough to deport a naturalized 
citizen of the United States who may protect an alien prosti- 
tute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Surely the bill does not intend to de- 
port a naturalized citizen of the United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I call the gentleman’s attention to that, 
and if he has any views on that subject I would like him to 
express them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think that would be entirely unconsti- 
tutional. What has the federal law to do with the deporting 
of an American citizen on account of his dealings with an alien 
or a native woman? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is not that language strong enough to 
have that construction put upon it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think any court in the world 
would put that construction upon it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us see whether this is a subject for 
interstate commerce. I am going to direct my attention mostly 
to that feature of the bill, as I said in the beginning. Let us 
see whether the question of morals and the preservation of 
morals is an interstate- commerce question or not. Surely, no 
decision can ever be found, or ever has been found yet, from 
the Supreme Court of the United States recognizing the fact 
that the Federal Government had the supervision or power to 
punish for the violation of federal statutes regulating morality 
in the States. Let us see what the Supreme Court, Mr. Speaker, 
has said on that subject. 

In the Trade-mark cases (100 U. S., 96) the court says: 

While bearing in mind the literal construction that commerce with 
foreign nations means commerce between citizens of the United States 
and citizens and subjects of foreign nations, commerce among the States 
means commerce between the individual citizens of different States. 

I put this question to the gentleman in charge of the bill: 
When an American citizen buys the ticket for the woman to go 
into some other State, who is at the end of the line to receive 
her? What commerce is there between citizens of different 
States? Whenever you get to the point of making a strain and 
a stretch to give the Federal Government authority, you always 
get into trouble of that kind. When you ship a barrel of fiour, 
or a bale of cotton, or a bushel of wheat, the man that starts 
it from the place where it begins ships it to somebody in an- 
other State directly addressed to him, and that is commerce 
between citizens of different States. What is the commerce 
here in this bill? Does he say that anybody is to receive that 
woman? Simply the vague, indefinite statement that she is 
going to start from a place in one State and is going to an- 
other for immoral purposes. Immoral purpose? There are a 
great many good and benevolent people in this country that 
think that horse racing is immoral and that chicken fighting is 
immoral, There are a great many people who believe that. 
How are you going to define immoral purposes under this bill? 
They are vague and indefinite. There is nothing tangible in 
such a declaration. 

We all have an idea of what the police power of a State 
is. If you can violate it on a subject so inflammable as this, 
then you could reach out the federal arm and power until 
gradually and stealthily our federal system will become a con- 
solidated government and all the multitudinous internal police 
affairs of the State will be brought under the control of the 
General Government. Our Supreme Court clearly defines, in 
the License cases (5 How., 621), why and where the police 
powers are properly lodged. 

The court says: 


Where can such a r be safer 1 than with those public bodies 
or States who are themselyes to be the test sufferers in interest 
Pot character an eer inne use of it? e States stand 


care not to violate clearly any 
g the General Government our duty to a 
ur respect for state rights must require us not to interfere. 
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In the case of Barbier v. Conally (113 U. S., 27-31): 


The power of the State to impose restraint and burdens m ns 
and property in conservation and promotion of the public Wealth. good 
is a power or ly and always belonging to the 

them to the General Government nor Airectly 

y 


ined by the C tution of the United States and essentiall 


exclusive. 

In the case of Hooper v. California (15 S. C. Repts.) Mr. 
Justice White, in delivering the opinion of the court, says: ‘ 

If the power to regulate interstate commerce applied to all the inci- 
dents to which such commerce might give and to all contracts 
which ht be made in the course of its transaction, that power 
would embrace the entire sphere of mercantile activity in any way 
connected with trade between the States and would exclude state 
control over many contracts purely domestic in their nature. 

I read again, Mr. Speaker, from Chief Justice Fuller, in the 
case of the United States against Knight (156 U. S.): 


It can not be denied that the power of a State to protect the lives, 
1 is one to preserye good orde 


the States, not surrendered to y the General Government nor 
8 by the Constitution of the United States, and entirely exclu- 

I call attention, Mr. Speaker, to the words “entirely exclu- 
sive.” Can two bodies occupy the same space at the same 
time? If the state government has exclusive“ control of 
morals, as Chief Justice Fuller says, then where can you find 
warrant in the Federal Constitution to encroach upon it, limit 
it, or punish violation of it in any way? I ask where can that 
power be pointed to in the Constitution of the Government? I 
claim that it is unfortunate to bring up an inflammable moral 
question like this under these circumstances, with the air sur- 
charged, as it is, throughout the whole country, by radical re- 
form; that it is unfortunate that these great fundamental 
propositions should come up for discussion on this kind of a 
question. 

I differ with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN], 
who said that the immigration laws were not sufficient and 
were not being enforced. I say, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
now a federal remedy on that subject within the scope of 
federal authority—our control of immigration. This is no new 
subject. In 1875 the first act of Congress relative to the im- 
portation of women for immoral purposes was enacted by Con- 
gress, and from that date to this the most strenuous and suc- 
cessful efforts have been made by amendments and additions 
to the immigration laws of this country, until now the efficiency 
of these laws—and I do not hesitate to say it; I am not a 
member of that committee—but the efficient administration of 
these immigration laws has gradually decreased the evil that 
is complained of. The number of alien women or girls for 
immoral purposes is rapidly being decreased. 

Why, they refer to the distinguished attorney of Chicago, Mr. 
Sims. Why, what does he say about it? I have been reading 
some after him. Says Sims: 

I 12 safely say that the prosecutions that we have conducted have 
resulted in effectually breaking up the traffic in allen girls, at least in 
this district and for the time being. 

If it has been broken up in the great city of Chicago, surely 
it can be broken up by state laws in all other sections. That is 
what Sims says. The Commissioner of Immigration says: 

Fortunately— 

They are talking of something that they know about— 


Fortunately, the first case brought into court to test its scope was 
carried up to the Supreme Court, and the decision sustained the Gov- 
ernment’s contention in its broadest and most liberal manner. 

There, they haye all the law they want. 

And again the Commission of Immigration has commended 
the law, commended it in the strongest terms. Why should Con- 
gress engage in a doubtful matter of this kind when we have a 
law sufficient, and the immigration laws, I contend, are efficient, 
and they are being enforced. The only suggestion I have to 
make in connection with that is the report recently made by Mr. 
Williams, who has just gone into office as commissioner of im- 
migration in New York, that sometimes 5,000 people are ex- 
amined in one day and 70 per cent are passed; that they have 
only two minutes to examine, and 38 questions are propounded 
to them. Notwithstanding all that, the evil has decreased. It 
is going out gradually; and yet Congress under these circum- 
stances is invited to commit itself in approval of a precedent 
that has never been set before in this country. 

Now, we ought to look at this matter carefully. It is a grave 
question. When a bill like this becomes a law, if a man in a 
State gives a woman a drink of cold water or a crust of bread, 
under this bill he is under suspicion, and it may put him in the 
penitentiary for ten years, with a fine of $5,000. Are we to stand 
sponsors for such an extreme, hysterical, radical measure as 
this, which will be a Pandora’s box in the country? I confessI 
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have great faith in a certain kind of reform. I do not believe, 
Mr. Speaker, that reforms are brought about by spasmodic 
effort. 

I do not believe that the people can get any beneficial help 
or aid from all this clamor. It takes the hard common sense 
and conservatism of the American people to work out great 
reforms. These are the channels through which reforms come. 
I believe, sir, that when Jesus told that sinning woman, when 
all of her accusers had departed, after he had written on the 
sand, “Go, sin no more,” that that is the light of Christianity 
that illumines the world within the province of the church in 
all of its great power. 

Yea, more than that, I am a believer, Mr. Speaker, in that 
rectitude of life, superior in its power and influence to Con- 
gress, superior to the States, superior even to the church, the 
principles which are taught by the Christian mother to her 
children kneeling around her at the home altar. 

I believe in restrictions and in regulation, but I do not be- 
lieve in the Federal Government taking charge of that which 
it has no right or power to do. The States will always per- 
form their duties. 

The bill ignores the admonition given by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, when it said in the case of Houston v. 
Moore (5 Wheat., 48) : 

Nor ought = wer to be sought, much less to be adjudged, in 


favor of the Un States unless it be clearly within the reach of its 
constitutional charter, 


Mr. Speaker, along with two other gentlemen we had the 
pleasure, according to our conyictions, of filing a minority re- 
port against what is known as the Mann white-slave bill.“ I 
believe the only feature of the Mann white-slave bill different 
from this one is that he bases the enforcement of the alien law 
principally upon an international treaty made by this Govern- 
ment with several other governments. That is not in this bill, 
and I ask that I be allowed to print this minority report as a 
part of my remarks. The minority report that I ask to make 
a part of my remarks applies directly to the Mann bill, H. R. 
12315. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The following is the minority report referred to: 

WHITE-SLAVE TRAFFIC. - 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
8 5 e following as the views of the minority, to accom- 
an a 5: i 
F The members of the moiy whose names are hereto subscribed, do 
not agree with the views of the majority on H. R. 12315, to regulate 
and prevent the transportation in interstate commerce of alien women 
and girls for immoral ear epee and other N rrapecs 

The real correct ana . of this bill is that it proposes to turn over 
to the jurisdiction of Congress, under the pretense and of regu- 
lating commerce among the States, the authority to exercise police 

wer that is inherent to and remains with the States. It is an at- 
empt to exercise paua authority by the General Government over 
those things subject only to the 11 — authority of the States. The 

lice powers of the States of the Union and nothing more or less than 

e powers of government inherent in every State within its limits. It is 
the wer to govern men and things and certainly to provide for the 
health and morals of the ple, and make laws for the punishment of 
crimes within its jurisdiction. Congress has no police power except in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories. If Congress has the 
power to do what this bill proposes, then “the door is open wide to 
the assumption by the National Government of an almost unlimited 

y of legislation which has heretofore been recognized as particu- 
larly within the jurisdiction of the States.” 

Gibbons v. O 5 

Passenger cases (7 How. ). 

United States v. Witt 4 — Wall.) . 

Slaughterhouse case (10 Wall.) 

King v. American Transfer Compan 1555 Fed. Cas., 512). 

In the case of Barbier v. Conally (113 U. S., 27-31) the court says: 

“The power of the State to impose restraint and burdens upon per 
sons and property in conservation and promotion of the public health, 
good order, and prosperity is a power originally and always belonging 
to the States; not surrendered by them to the General Government nor 
directly seine by the Constitution of the United States, and essen- 
tially exclusive.” 

The report of the majority does not controvert the authority of the 
State under its inherent police wer to prohibit vice and promote 
morality ; to pass necessary laws for the protection of its citizens with 
reference thereto. If such power is inherent in and begun with the 
life of the Stete, was never delegated to the Federal Government, and 
still remains with the State, and is “essentially exclusive,” 
then, can Congress find authority in the Constitution, directl 
directly, to legislate on the question of vice and morals, as fo inter- 
fere, restrain, or prescribe penalties relative to the practice of vice or 
immorality among or between citizens of the States. We contend that 
whenever the Federal Government assumes to exercise police power 
within the confines of a State on any subject exclusively within the 
jurisdiction of a State it invades the right of the State. 

In License cases (5 How., 621), in discussing the police power of the 
States, the court say: 

“Where can such a power be safer lodged than with those public 
bodies or States, who are themselves to be the test sufferers in 
interest and character by an improper use of it? The States stand 
properly on their reserved rights within their own powers and soy- 
—— to judge of the e ency and wisdom of their own laws, and 
while take care not to violate clearly any portion of the Constitu- 


our immigration laws and increasing their efficiency in debarrin 


tion or statute of the General Government, our duty to that Constitu- 
= — jaw and our respect for state rights must require us not to 
erfere. 
If the walls protecting the police powers of the States in their multi- 


tudinous ter from their very nature, and which really lie at the 
foundation of social existence of the citizens of the States are broken 
down, then ultimately the control of all matters of internal police will 
devolve on Con, k 

In Trade-mark cases (100 U. S., 96) the court say: 

“When, therefore, Congress undertakes to enact a law which can 
only be valid as a ation of commerce, it is reasonable to expect 
to find on the face of the law or from its essential nature that it is 
a regulation of commerce with foreign nations or among the States or 
with the Indian tribes.” 

It is chiefly and ging S just such legislation as this bill pro- 
poses, under the plea of the ‘orm of vice and morals, that Congress 
can establish a dangerous precedent that will L change our wise 
and successful federal system to a consolidated government. 


IMMIGRATION LAWS. 


The subject-matter of this bill is not new in congressional legisla- 
tion. The first legislation of the Congress on the importation of 
women to our country for immoral purposes is found in the act of 
Congress March 8, 1875. From that date to the present many valua- 
ble chan and additions have been made by Congress stren 3 
rom 
our ports the objectionable class of alien women or girls, and for the 
deportation of those admitted to our ports contrary to law and the 
punishment of all persons who aided or assisted their unlawful 
entry. The efficiency of our federal statutes appears to have brought 

results within the true limit of federal authority, because the 

c of alien women and girls for prostitution or other immoral 
purposes has practically been broken up, or certainly greatly dec s 
and will, in a few years, totally disappear if our present immigration 
statutes are faithfully and vigorously enforced. 

Hon. Edwin W. S United States district attorney for the northern 
district of Illinois (Chicago), says, in a letter of February 3, 1909: 

“I think I may safely say that the 5 that we have con- 
ducted ag ae resulted in Brectuall be bee ng UD „the traffic in alien girls, 
e time d 


and on the 


the assertion that W z 15 
ecrease 


surface, at least, there has n in recent years a mark 
the nefarious business, ete.” 

In his annual report of 1908 the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion commends strongly existing laws, and says: 

“ Fortunately the first case brought in the court to test its Scope was 
carried up to the Supreme Co: and a decision sustaining the Govern- 
ment’s contention of the broades 2 7 82 5 kind has been handed down.” 
(United States v. John ping: 208 U. S., 899.) 

This has all been accomplished under our immigration laws bearing 
on the suppression of the evil complained of. -Our Supreme Court has 
wisely, in view of the promotion of morals and the suppression of vice, 
given a construction the broadest possible kind to thane statutes. 

The true within federal authority is found in the present 
immigration statutes. 


THE JURISDICTION OF CONGRESS IN THE IMPORTATION OF WOMEN AND 
GIRLS FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES IS NOT CONTROVERTED. 


This bill is drastic and, in its inevitable results, revolutionary. Its 
rovisions relative to the 5 of alien women and girls in 
oreign commerce and their admission to our ports are not contro- 
verted. Our chief objection to the bill is that, under the exclusive 
authority that the Con has under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution to regulate, irect, and control commerce among the States 
and fore nations, that incidentally or otherwise, Congress can not in 
the exercise of police power punish citizens of the States for violating a 
federal statute made under the ree of regulating morals and su 
ressing evils which in the strictest and most literal sense, along wi 

e health, peace, and order, is an affair that belongs to the States; and 
the Federal Government never has and never can, under our existing 
federal system, lawfully claim or exercise such power except in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories. 

In the Federal Trade-mark cases (100 U. S., 96), the Supreme Court 
of the United States par 

“While bearing in mind the literal construction that commerce with 
foreign nations means commerce between citizens of the United States 
and citizens and subjects of foreign nations, and commerce among the 
eres anne commerce between the individual citizens of different 

es.“ 

Does this bill in sections 2, 3, and 4, which apply to native women 
and girls, and is wholly disconnected with navigation or fore} com- 
merce, regulate commerce between the individual citizens of the dif- 
ferent States? Can anyone claim that any ticket or tickets for trans- 
portation given to a native woman or girl by some citizen for any 
purpose Whatever constitutes commerce between “individual citizens 
of different States?” 

In_the case of Hooper v. California (15 Supreme Court Repts.), 
Mr. Justice White, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“Tf the power to regulate interstate commerce applied to all the 
incidents to which such commerce might give rise, and to all contracts 
which might be made in the course of its transaction, that power would 
embrace the entire sphere of mercantile activity In any way connected 
with trade between the States and would exclude state control over 
many contracts purely domestic in their nature,” 

Can it be conceived that the framers of our Constitution, when they 


delegated in behalf of the States to the Federal Government the au- 
thor 7 “to regulate commerce with forei nations and among the 
several States and with the Indian tribes,” ever intended that such 


delegated powers could be so stretched as to give Congress the author- 
ity to usurp the internal police powers of a State? 


INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT. 


Section 6 of the bill applies exclusively to alien women and girls 
and is wholly connected with foreign commerce or navigation. his 
section is based on a certain agreement that our Government entered 
into with foreign governments to secure information on the white- 
slave traffic. This section says, among other things: 

“Every person who shall keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor 
in any house or place, for the purpose of prostitution or for any other 
immoral purpose, any alien woman or girl, etc.” 

Upon e violation of certain stipulations therein shall be guilty of 
a emeanor. We contend that this provision in the bill is directly 
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in conflict with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in Joseph Keller v. The United States (213 U. S., 138), decided 5th of 


April, 1909. 

The section 6 seeks to clothe the treaty-making 8 
ernment with unauthorized legislative authority. e provisions of 
section 6, together with the provisions of sections 2, 3, and 4, are fairly 
subject to 8 criticism of discrimination or class legislation. They 
n punishments for citizens or persons guilty of the 
same offense. 

Section 6 provides that a citizen or a person in certain dealings with 
an alien woman or girl commits a nor, and on conviction 


of our Gov- 


an 
$5, 


ve years, or by bo 
such fine an 2 


the discretion of the court. 


ears. 
<i It certainly is not in harmony with the American idea of justice that 
the federal statute should seize the citizen on account of his dealings 
with an alien woman or girl and punish him with a fine of $2,000 or 
imprisonment of not longer than two years, while a citizen who is con- 
victed under sections 2 and 3 on account of transactions or dealin: 
with native women or girls is fined not more than $5,000 and impris- 
onment for a term of not more than five years. 

The bill ignores the admonition given the Supreme Court of the 
United States when it said in the case of Houston v. Moore (5 Wheat., 


l Nor ought any power to be sought, much less to be adjudged, in 
favor of the United tates unlesss it be clearly within the reach of its 
constitutional charter.” 

The report of the majority indicates the 1 doubt that entered into 
the mind of the author of the report when he said: 

“Suggestions of the court contained in the opinion with reference to 
the conclusion the court might have reached had the facts been differ- 
ent,“ in the case of Kellar v. United States. 

It is upon such a surmise, conjecture, or possibility that the Congress 
of the United States is gravely invited to assume authority in the af- 
fairs of the citizens of the States and nalties for their pun- 
ishment never exercised or claimed before. It is to be regretted t 
the assertion of these fundamental principles, federal and state, arises 
in a matter relating to the life of degradation that follows the loss of 
virtue by a girl or woman, native or alien. Such a question * 
involves the great principle of the extent of the authority of the Fed - 
eral Government to exercise police jurisdiction within the limits of the 
States and to punish citizens who violate any federal statute regulating 
the same. We assert that no instance in the painful recitals that have 
been made to sustain this bill has come under our observation relative 
to objectionable conduct, aside from fore commerce, that could not 
be reached and fully punished by state aut sie i 

. C. ADAMSON. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
C. L. BARTLETT. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR]. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, it is with considerable reluctance 
that I take the floor of the House to discuss briefiy the pending 
bill. The subject-matter contained in this bill, so far as it deals 
with the so-called “ white-slave traffic,” is not a pelasant sub- 
ject for contemplation or consideration, much less for discussion. 
However, as I am a member of the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, and therefore had something to do with the 
preparation of the bill, I feel it my duty, however unpleasant it 
may be, to briefly discuss the merits of the bill and the impera- 
tive necessity for its enactment into law. The proposition be- 
fore the House is one to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the immigration of aliens into the United States,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1907. The purpose of the amendment is 
to deal a death blow to the white-slave traffic,” which has as- 
sumed large proportions and is exerting an evil influence upon 
our country. The importation and harboring of alien women 
and girls for immoral purposes is not only the most pitiful and 
the most revolting phase of the immigration question, but is a 
violation of the immigration law and of the treaty made with 
the European powers. j 

The Committee on Immigration and Naturalization is in- 
debted to the special committee of the Immigration Commis- 
sion, which committee made a thorough investigation of the 
“white-slaye traffic,” for facts gathered and compiled upon 
which this legislation is based. The disclosures made by the 
investigation of the Immigration Commisison are so wicked, 
inhuman, and reyolting that they have shocked the moral sense 
of the American people, and justify the most stringent legisla- 
tion it-is possible for Congress to enact for the suppression of 
the business and the punishment of those engaged in it. The 
work of the commission served a twofold purpose, in that it not 
only furnished Congress with facts sufficient to warrant drastic 
legislation, but it also furnished a great deal of evidence used 
in the conviction and punishment of many engaged in this de- 
testable traffic. 

The investigation coyered not all, but many of the larger 
cities of the country, and resulted in the finding of sufficient 
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evidence to show that the traffic is carried on in all our large 
cities. Not only has the national law concerning the importa- 
tion of alien women and girls been violated, but the inade- 
quacy of the law itself to protect our country against such 
importations is now well understood. 

It is not necessary to dwell at length upon the evil effects 
of the “white-slaye traffic.” They are apparent to everyone 
who has given the subject a moment's thought. The women 
who come into this country innocent and are placed in this 
business, either against their will or otherwise, enter upon a 
life of such physical ills and moral degradation that relatively 
few find it possible to regain any status of respectability or 
comfortable living. Occasionally agents of the commission 
have found one and another who have been rescued from the 
slavery, others have gladly abandoned the life, a few have 
married, but these cases are rare. The usual history is one of 
increased degradation until death. 

The economic loss coming from the wrecking of health and 
the shortening of life and from the expenditure of large sums 
of money in all the multifarious ways of vice, which can not 
be considered even indirectly productive economically, but 
which rather are mere waste from practically every point of 
view is great. The imperative need of stopping this traffic is 
undoubtedly apparent to all. The vilest practices are brought 
here from continental Europe, and beyond doubt there has come 
from imported women and their procurers the most bestial 
refinements of depravity. 

Mr. Speaker, I have some extracts from the report of the 
Immigration Commission, which I will have inserted in the 
Recor as a part of my remarks on this question. 


PROFITS OF THE TRAFFIC. 


In naming the business of importing women the“ white-slave traffic ” 
the public has instinctively stated the fact that the business is main- 
tained for profit. It is proves no exaggeration to say that if means 
can be devised of stripping the profits from it the traffic will cease. 

While many thousands of people are making a fee living out of 
this business, it would be too much to say t large fortunes are 
derived directly from it. The large sums frequently, though not regu- 
larly, made are often quickly squandered in gambling and dissipation. 
The belief that a single corporation is largely controlling this traffic 
in the United States is doubtless a mistake. The number of women 
imported by any one person or organization is probably quite limited. 
It has been estima’ by United States District Attorney Sims that 
one man engaged in the traffic who forfeited two bonds of $05,000 each 
for himself and wife was probably worth some $87,000. So far as can 
be learned, he was the wealthiest of the importers in Chicago at the 
time of the investigation there. He was also a disorderly-house keeper 
and probably derived the largest profits from the use of his girls 
rather than from selling them; h rofits might have been large, 
although probably not so large, if his rs had been native-born Amer- 
icans instead,of imported. 

The rules Bde Sy ong the 


rofits from the prostitution of women living 
in the Unit 


States in violation of section 3 of the immigration act 
are those governing the profits in any business in that— 

A woman is worth to her procurer the price for which he sells her, 
less the cost to him of recruiting and importing her. Á 

A woman is worth to the pimp or disorderly-house keeper (where 
he is also her procurer) the amount of her earnings less (a) the cost 
of importing or recruiting her, or her purchase price; (b) cost of her 
1 (c) expenses of the business. 

he data secured as to the amounts made in the business show 
that profits vary with the locality where the traffic is carried on, with 
fluctuations in social, financial, and political conditions, with the per- 
2 ae the alien, and with the nationality and business abilty of 
er exploiter, ` 

To against the sensational beliefs that are becoming preva- 
lent, it is best to repeat that the agents of this commission have not 
learned that all or even the majority of the allen women and girls 
practicing prostitution in the United States in violation of the im- 
migration act were forced or deceived into the life; that they have 
not learned that all who entered the life unwillingly or unknowingly 
are d us of leaving it; and they have not proved that alien women 
as a class are more 8 degraded than native women, though 
from their ignorance of the lan ge and customs they are at times 
less able to guard themselves. Moreover, since in Europe the feeling 
regarding sexual immorality is much less pronounced than in the United 
States, the women presumably in men instances have not the con- 
sciousness of degradation from their fallen condition that in some in- 
stances causes the American girl her keenest suffering. 

They have learned that a large number of alien women and girls 
are being imported (sometimes unwillingly, but usually willingly) into 
the United States and distributed throughout the several States for 
the p of prostitution; that alien women and girls in consid- 
erable numbers have been so deceived or taken advantage of by pro- 
curers that they have found themselyes in conditions which prac- 
tically forced them into practicing prostitution; and that all of those 
engaged in the exploitation of these alien women or girls use every 
means of degrading them, in order to keep them in the life as long 
as they are able to earn money. ; 

Often the lure to the women is evidently not more in the amount 
of money made than in the apparent ease and excitement of making 
it. Even the smallest profits made in the exploitation of women 
are, however, sufficient to tempt the man who is willing to be sup- 
ported by a woman's shame in order that he may be free to drink or 

8 to tempt the woman who has no deslre to earn an honest 

ve A 

It is obvious that the qualities required for the securing of these 
profits are the daring and shrewdness of the criminal rather than the 
energy and industry necessary for success in a legitimate business, 
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THE PRICE OF GIRLS. 
It is of course impossible to state any regular price that is paid for 


rls, or the regular expenses of impor and placing them. The 
me is largely individual with both the importer and the girl, and 

the cost varies materially. 
The expressions “ buying 
g. In order to test assertions frequently made regarding 


meaning. e 
the ease with which girls could be “ 


bought” at employment agencies 
for such purposes or could be secured vo ag ge agencies 
for work as servants in disorderly houses, agents of the commission 


orderly houses. Gir 1 ent agencies to a 
room hired for the p of making the test for 
fee, or even less; but eases like the emplo: 1 
proper sense “ selling ” the l. He is simply . fee for his work 
as ann 

On the other hand. ony sh porter sells a 
girl to a disorderly house keeper or to a pimp and frequently into 
what is practically slavery, he often receives or more; in cer- 
tain cases twice or three times that sum; an amount sufficient to 
cover the expense to which ao nae n eee the girl, his 
own expenses, and a substantial profit. following affidavit gives a 
specific instance of this kind: 


; that for a certain 
girl named Mascotta, who was an inmate of his house, he 3 


ity for the sum of $1,400. 
now an inmate of the 


ponent further says that Louis Paint, ni- 
tent at Atlanta, Ga., stated to deponent that he had received the 
sum of $800 for two girls whom he brought from Paris, France, to 
Chicago and sold to a keeper of a house of prostitution in Chicago ; that 
thereafter he was sent by the same 3 to Paris again and given 
$2,000 with which to procure four additional giris; that these ls 
were p ag — to New York, but that they were there 
sto m inspectors an e procurers arrested. 


ing to pag meb is 
price for a ch p ca, and 
— was stated to have been received by a certain procurer whenever 
e brought a French prostitute to Chicago. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of September, 
A. D. 1907. 


Edwin W. Sims, United States district attorney In 8 
the following statement, the evidence for which is on file in his 
“The hirelings of this traffic certain 


are stationed at 


makes 
office: 


Canada 
is known in their parlance as “ gigs work.” 


victim is pro approached & man who speaks her - 
ADE aad ia ENUNG o! employment at good with all 
to the to be by th ently 
ousework or employment 

factory. 


in a shop or z 
“The object of the negotiations is to “cut out“ the 
of her associa with him. Then 


alluremen ra ge— 
then harsher methods are resorted to. In some instances the hunters 
really marry their victims.” 

Mr. Speaker, these extracts show the immediate necessity of 
dealing with this traffic through the enactment of a law pro- 
viding penalties commensurate with the crime for its viola- 
tion. The bill now under consideration, reported by Mr. 
Howe. of New Jersey, as chairman of the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization, of which I am a member, I be- 
lieve, embodies all the p necessary to battle against 
this vicious traffic. 

Section 3 of the bill provides that the importation into the 
United States of any alien for the purpose of prostitution or 
for any other immoral purpose is hereby forbidden; and who- 
ever shall, directly or indirectly, import or attempt to import 
into the United States any alien for the purpose of prostitu- 
tion or for any other immoral purpose, or whoever shall hold 
or attempt to hold any alien for any such purpose in pursu- 
ance of such illegal importation, or whoever ‘shall keep, main- 
tain, control, support, employ, or harbor in any house, or any 
place, for the purpose of prostitution or for any other immoral 
purpose, in pursuance of such illegal importation, any alien 
shall in every such case be deemed guilty of a felony, and on 
conviction thereof be imprisoned not more than ten years and 
pay a fine of not more than $5,000. 

It further provides that any alien who shall be found an 
inmate of or connected with the management of a house of 
prostitution or practicing prostitution at any time after such 
alien shall haye entered the United States, or who shall receive, | 


share in, or derive benefit from any part of the earnings of any- 
prostitute, or who is employed by, in, or in connection with 
any house of prostitution, or who in any way assists, protects, 
or promises to protect from arrest any prostitute, shall be 
deemed to be unlawfully within the United States and shall be 
on ae pes in the manner provided by sections 20 and 21 of 

sa 

The bill also provides that any person who procures or 
causes to be procured, directly or indirectly, any right of trans- 
portation, whereby any person is assisted to go from one State, 
Territory, or District into another State, Territory, or District 
for the purpose of engaging in the practice of prostitution, shall 
be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction be imprisoned 
not more than ten years and pay a fine of not more than $5,000. 
It also provides that any alien who shall after being debarred 
or deported in pursuance of the provisions of this section at- 
tempt thereafter to return to the United States shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be imprisoned for not more 
than two years; and any alien who shall be convicted under the 
provisions of this section shall, at the expiration of his sentence, 
be returned to the country from whence he came, or of which 
cog . or a citizen, as provided in sections 20 and 21 of 

ac 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill are adequate, 
and the penalties prescribed sufficiently severe to greatly ham- 
per if not entirely destroy the white-slaye traffic,” and I hope 
the bill will pass. 


ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 80 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 2 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting a recommendation for legislation relating to expendi- 
ture from the fund of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache In- 
dian tribes of Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 506)—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs, ete., of the 
post-office and court-house building at Philadelphia, Pa. (H. Doc. 
No. 508)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs, etc., of post- 
office building at Buffalo, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 507)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for allotments in the 
Yakima Indian Reservation (H. Doc. No. 509)—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of Arkansas River between Little Rock and Ozark, Ark. (H. 
Doc. No. 510)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

6. A letter from the chairman of the Immigration Commis- 
sion, transmitting a report of the progress of the work and an 
estimate of appropriation for its continuation (S. Doc. No. 
208)—to the Committees on Appropriations and Immigration 
and Naturalization and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina (H. Doc, No. 511)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. . 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred House joint resolution 3, reported in lieu 
thereof a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, accompanied by 
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a report (No. 121), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12288) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 123), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14496) to authorize the city of Min- 
neapolis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River in said city, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 124), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(H. J. Res. 107) authorizing the President to extend an invita- 
tion to the States in connection with the Fifteenth Interna- 
tional Congress on Hygiene and Demography, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 126), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 17752) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 118), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 17755) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 122), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3037) to cor- 
rect the lineal and relative rank of certain officers of the 
United States Army, and to prevent the recurrence of like cases 
by amending the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An 
act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the 
army and to regulate promotion therein,” reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 120), which 
Said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7900) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Pope, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 125), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17558) for the relief of certain Cherokees and 
citizens of Kansas and the Indian Territory—Committee on 
piama discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 

laims. - 

A bill (H. R. 17569) granting a pension to William L. Woes- 
e on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9411) granting a pension to Francis T. Gold- 
smith—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 17738) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building in the city of De Funiak, 
in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
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By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 17739) to provide for an en- 
larged homestead—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17740) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Mount Vernon, 
III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 17741) to amend the last 
paragraph of section 3394 of the Revised Statutes as amended 
heretofore—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 17742) to provide for the 
erection of à public building at Camden, in the State of Maine— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (B. R. 17743) to authorize Clay 
County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Current River—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bik (H. R. 17744) in relation to pander- 

ing, to define and prohibit the same, and to provide for the 
punishment thereof—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 
- By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17745) provid- 
ing for the distribution of the judgment of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the Eastern Cherokees and others against 
The United States—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 17746) for the improvement of 
the channel of the Red River at Alexandria, La., and appro- 
priating $20,000 therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17747) to authorize 
a survey of the Wabash River in the States of Illinois and In- 
diana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 17748) to change the times of 
holding the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Greensboro and at Charlotte, in the 
western district of North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 17749) authorizing a sur- 
yey of Big Black River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 17750) to author- 
ize the Chucawalla Development Company to build a dam across 
the Colorado River near Parker, Ariz.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17751) to provide for the 
erection of a federal building at Dayton, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 17752) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 17753) creating a 
national road commission and prescribing its powers and duties; 
also creating a system of national roads, establishing a national 
road fund, and providing the manner of expending the same in 
cooperation with the several States for the furtherance of good 
roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 17754) authorizing 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to set aside cer- 


tain lands for street purposes, etc.—to the Committee on the * 


District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 17755) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bil (H. R. 17756) to provide 
for a public building at Huntsville, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17757) for the erection of a federal build- 
ing for the post-office at Navasota, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FOULKROD: A bill (H. R. 17758) for a survey of 
Frankford Creek from Delaware River to Harrison street—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17759) to promote the efficiency 
of the naval militia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: Resolution (H. Res. 221) for a messenger 
and janitor for Committee on Disposition of Papers in Execu- 
tive Departments—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LEE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 111) to donate a 
brass cannon to the governor of the State of Georgia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAIR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 112) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- 
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viding for the election of Senators: of the United States—to the 
Committee om Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress: 

By Mr. HOWARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) grant- 
ing permission to the Supreme Council of the Thirty-third De- 
gree of the Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite of Freemasonry 
for the Southern Jurisdiction of the United States to: remove 
the monument or statue: of Albert Pike—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
114) authorizing the Secretary of War to loam certain tents, 
saddles, and bridles for the use of the confederate veterans’ re- 
union, to be held at Mobile, Ala., in April, 1910—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judici- 
ary: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution. of the United States—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 31) 
for a committee to investigate the cost of food products, etc.— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and seyerally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr.. ANSBERRY >: A bill (H. R. 17760) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Osborn S. Dotts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 17761) for the relief of 
Isaac De Witt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 17762) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine M. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 17763) to earry into effect 
the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the contractors 
for building the United States battle ship Indiana—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 17764) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Smith—to. the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17765) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah G. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17766) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lype—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17767) granting a pension to James G. 
Kuhnert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17768) granting a pension to Roy B. Wil- 
cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17769) granting a pension to John H. 
Gibbs—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17770) granting a pension to William J. H. 
Smith—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17771) granting a pension to Lena Cun- 
ningham—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17772) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of Joseph D. Moyer—to. the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17773) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of Samuel Dinsmore—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17774) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record. of Littleton Hodge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17775) to correct the military record of 
Albert Loudenback—to, the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17776) to correct the military record of 
James A. Byers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17777) to correct the military record of 
James H. Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17778) to correct the military record of 
Lewis Orente—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R.. 17779) for the relief of 
Oliva J. Baker, widow of Julian G. Baker, late quartermaster, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 17780) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph M. Shumate—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 17781) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Benson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 17782) granting am in- 
crease of pension to Josiah T. McKee—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 17783) granting an increase 
5 pension to Anna B. Abdill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17784) granting a pension to Blanch L. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 17785) granting an increase 
of pension to William, W.. Aleoke—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 17786) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas A. Tribble-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17787) for the relief of Thomas Kizer, 
administrator of the estate of Henry Kizer, deceased—to. the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17788) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17789) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Peck to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 17790) granting an increase 
of pension to Harden Simpson—to: the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY>: A bill (H. R. 17791) granting an increase 
o ponnien to Benjamin Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. FORLKER: A bill (H. R. 17792) granting an increase 
= 8 to James Henderson —to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 17793) granting a pension 
to Marion Titsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17794) granting a pension to Eliza Reed 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17795), granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Vreeland—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17796) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17797) granting an increase: of pension to 
Chester L. Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 17798) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim 
of Edmund W. Williams, executor of the estate of Joseph R. 
Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 17799). granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas W. McClellan—to the: Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17800) granting a pension to Harrison 
Wagner—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 17801) to correct. the military record of 
Harrison Wagner—to. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17802), for the relief of Harrison Wagner 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17808) grants 
ing a pension to Lillian J. Hartley—to. the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17804) granting an increase of pension ta 
Augustus Bannigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17805) granting æ 
pension to Amanda J. Hvans—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17806) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Lewis Keaton—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17807) granting 
2 pension to Hugh H. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17808) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Tolson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 17809) granting an ins 
crease of pension to John S. Sloan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17810) granting an increase of pension ta 
George Harpst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17811) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon P. Stokes—to the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 17812) for the relief of the heirs 
of Sarah Mallett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 17813) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Utt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 17814) to correct the 
War Department records of William Heine—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr: MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 17815) granting a pen- 
sion to Virginia Puller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17816) granting a 
pension to Michael Gibney, alias John Gibney—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17817) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonso M. Engle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 17818) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Charles E. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 17819) providing for the 
enrollment of certain persons as members of the Osage tribe of 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17820) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rodney D. Rightmire—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17821) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Struck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 17822) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis H. Crist—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17823) granting an increase of pension to 
David Sornberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 17824) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvester R. Sawyer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17825) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to place the names 
of certain persons on the firemen’s pension roll of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17826) granting a pension to Kate Lane 
Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17827) for the relief of the 
heirs of Catherine Carter, deceased, and others—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17828) authorizing 
the appointment of James Moynahan to the rank of major on 
the retired list of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17829) granting 
a pension to Roxanna Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17830) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17831) grant- 
ing a pension to Walter H. Davies—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17832) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel R. Jackson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 17833) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac J. Monk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17834) granting a pension to Donald M. 
Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17835) granting a 
papain to Eulalie Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 17836) for the relief of 
the heirs of S. W. Hyatt to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAN GER: A bill (H. R. 17837) granting a pension 
to Sophia Neubecker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17838) for the relief of George W. Flack— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 17839) granting an in- 
-crease of pension to Charles L. Jefferd—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17840) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Van Giesen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17841) granting an increase of pension to 
John Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17842) granting an increase of pension to 
Henderson M. Swick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17843) granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Braley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17844) to correct the military record of 
William Strite—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17845) granting 
2 pension to Fred Brassel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17846) granting a pension to Safford Oat- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17847) granting a pension to Fred Hugo- 
boom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, ANDERSON: Petition of 1,000 veterans of San- 
dusky, Erie County, Ohio, indorsing General Sherwood's $1 
per day bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 

Also, petition of Gamble Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Belvidere, Ohio, for the National Tribune pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Post No. 276, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Sebetha, Kans., for the enactment of the 
National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Z. Leitner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Rey. R. H. Sin- 
gleton, pastor of St. Philip’s African Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Savannah, Ga., and a large number of citizens of 
Savannah, Silvia, Dover, Douglas, and other places in the 
State of Georgia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
3949, second session, known as the “ Depew bill,” providing aid 
to a semicentennial American emancipation exposition to be 
held in some southern city in the year 1913 to commemorate 
the issuance of the proclamation of emancipation and empha- 
size the progress of the negro in America—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Hannibal Hamlin Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, favoring 
promotion of General Sickles to lieutenant-general—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Lemuel D. Dobbs (H. R. 16946)—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic, Post No. 63, 
of Abilene, Kans., favoring the so-called “National Tribune 
pension bill ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of George H. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas A. 
Tribble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
a of William P. Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Woelfel Leather Company, of 
Morris, Ill, favoring amendment to the corporation-tax clause 
= the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Ephrata, Pa. 
favoring bill (H. R. 14604) for a delivery and collection sery- 
ice at second and third-class post-offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY : Petition of Hannibal Hamlin Post, No. 
165, Grand Army of the Republic, Bangor, Me., favoring bill 
(H. R. 18383) to promote Major-General Sickels to grade of 
lieutenant-general on the retired list—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Rolla, N. Dak., 
against the passage of the proposed parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Robert Carr, et al., protesting against pas- 
sage of bill in reference to the proper observance of Sunday in 
the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 17; S. 404)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles W. McClellan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, for an 
appropriation of $400,000 for improvement of the Sacramento 
and San Joaquin rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petitions from A. Maede, of Sunnyvale, Cal.; George 
W. Webster, George A. Little, George L. Stroeckler, J. C. Ham- 
ilton, Edward Leonard, Harry C. Rathbun, G. B. Huggins, 
W. W. Pierce, F, E. Trimble, E. A. Cramer, William J. Schallock, 
William Hackmann, Charles Schenk, R. E. Wrenn, D. T. Her- 
ring, Morris E. Mae, Fred D. Roberts, Frank E. Bates, J. L. B. 
Hill, H. J. Harris, C. E. Morris, H. C. Johnson, Raymond P. 
Perkins, R. F. Jenkins, H. H. Velleno, L. G. Slayton, C. A. Mon- 
roe, J. H. Higbee, Frank J. Lane, Thomas H. Morton, Daniel 
S. Lennen, Paul F. Schmidt, J. A. Foster, J. H. Hoffman, 
George D. Hovey, W. N. Palmer, E. J. Broad, W. R. McCullagh, 
William S. Franklin, Ed C. Selleck, E. L. Baugh, H. G. Squier, 
and L. L. Parker, all of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against 
constitutional amendment or treaty provision extending right 
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of naturalization and urging exclusion law against all Asiatics 
excepting merchants, students, and travelers—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Westmoreland County (Pa.) Med- 
ical Society, favoring a federal bureau of health—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
= 2 B. and Charles B. Green to the Committee on War 

a 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Catherine Straley, previously referred to the Committee on 
3 Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Lewis Durst, previously referred.to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of Wood County, Wis., 
-against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of Winona (Minn.) Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, against the admission of the statue of Robert 
E. Lee to Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Minneapolis Wholesalers and Manufacturers’ 
Association, for repeal of the corporation-tax law—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Louis H. Way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Catherine Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of James H. Cox, deputy head 
council, Modern Woodmen of America, against postage increase 
on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. J. Hood and 38 others, of Piedmont, 
W. Va., against postage increase on second-class mail matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of Grafton, 
W. Va., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Daniel R. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Rear-Admiral J. W. Philip 
Garrison, No. 61, Army and Navy Union of the United States 
of America, favoring bills H. R. 57 and H. R. 102, relative to 
pay and retirement of enlisted men in the Army, Navy, and 
Marine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Vice-President resumed the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF IMMIGRATION COMMISSION. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. On behalf of the Immigration Commis- 
sion I present a report to Congress on “ Occupations of the first 
and second generations of immigrants in the United States.” 
I ask that the report be printed (S. Doc, No. 282) and referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 103) authorizing an investigation of the Interior 
Department and the Bureau of Forestry of the Department of 
Agriculture, asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. DALZELL, Mr. SMITH of Iowa, and Mr. FITZGERALD managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 15384. An act making appropriations for the support 
of the army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911; and 

H. R. 16223. An act extending the time for certain home- 
steaders to establish residence upon their lands, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Wilson Post, Department 
of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of North Turner, Me., 


praying for the passage of the so-called “National Tribune 
pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented the memorial of John W. 
Bruecker and sundry other citizens of Dundas, Wis., and the 
memorial of Nick Ross and sundry other citizens of West De- 
pere, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleo- 
margarine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial ef the Fortnightly Club of 
Oconomowoc, Wis., remonstrating against the submergence of 
the Hetch Hetchy Valley, in the State of California, which 
was referred to the Committee on Conservation of National 
Resources. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to establish a branch United States hydrographic office at that 
city, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5050) concerning baggage and excess 
baggage carried by common carriers in the District of Columbia 
and Territories, and common carriers while engaged in com- 
merce between the States and between the States and foreign 
nations, and prescribing the duties of such common carriers 
in reference thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses 
and fixing the punishment therefor, and repealing all conflict- 
ing laws, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) to amend the 
joint resolution of May 25, 1908, entitled “ Joint resolution to 
provide for the remission of a portion of the Chinese indem- 
nity,” reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 44) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
myself on the 5th instant, relative to the settlement of the 
claims of persons who contributed to the ransom for the re- 
lease of Miss Ellen M. Stone, an American missionary to Tur- 
key, to report it with amendments. I ask that the amendments 
be printed as amended by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and that it be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3916) to confer jurisdiction upon 
the circuit court of the United States for the ninth circuit to 
determine in equity the rights of American citizens under the 
award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris and to render 
judgment thereon, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 45) thereon. 

Mr. STEPHENSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4251) for the relief of Pacific Pearl 
Mullett, administratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mul- 
lett, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 46) thereon. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3316) providing for the completion of 
the classification and appraisement of lands within the Coeur 
d'Alene Indian Reservation, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 47) thereon. 


SARAH J. FULTON. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask that the Committee on Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 260) 
granting a pension to Sarah J. Fulton and that the bill be post- 
poned indefinitely. I am informed that the proposed beneficiary 
has died since the introduction of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Roor in the chair). The 
committee will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be postponed indefinitely. 

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
55) authorizing the postponement of the Fifteenth Interna- 
tional Congress on Hygiene and Demography, to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
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Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. 
Res. 56) authorizing the President of the United States to in- 
vite the States to participate in the Fifteenth International 
Congress on Hygiene and Demography, to report it without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURROWS: 

A bill (S. 5165) to extend the privileges of the seventh section 
of the immediate transportation act to Muskegon and Holland, 
Mich. (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A bill (S. 5166) to provide for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of the officers and enlisted men of the United 
States Army who lost their lives while serving in the American 
arctice expedition of the years 1881 to 1884; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 5167) to provide for an enlarged homestead; to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 5168) granting an increase of pension to Newell 
Coburn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5169) granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Strong (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5170) granting an increase of pension to Edrick 
‘Adams (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, CUMMINS: 

A pill (S. 5171) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
S. Coffman; 

A bill (S. 5172) granting a pension to Asa N. Callahan; 

A bill (S. 5173) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
McFarland; 

A bill (S. 5174) granting a pension to Jeremiah Williams; 

A bill (S. 5175) granting a pension to Elias Palmer; and 

A bill (S. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Claudius 
B. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 5177) providing for an additional judge for the 
Aistriet of Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McOUMBER : 

A ‘ym (S. 5178) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Lewis (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5179) granting an inerease of pension to Caroline 
Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

4 bill (S. 5180) en, titan see 
‘Admiral of the Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5181) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 

arry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5182) granting a pension to Adeline Medlothlin 
(with accompanying papers); and 

* bill (S. 5183) granting an increase of pension to Barlow 

A. McCoy (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 5184) for the relief of the estates of Frances M, 
Stuart and William H. Bush; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bül (S. 5185) to appropriate the sum of $5,000 to aid in 
the payment of the expenses of the World’s Congress of the 
Deaf, to be held at Colorado Springs, Colo., in August, 1910; 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A pin (S. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Bogard (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5187) fixing the salary of the surveyor-general of 
the State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 5188) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kelly ; to: the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5189) to stimulate and promote the efficiency of 
Sap the United States courts; to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Martin (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5191) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Thomas; 

1 (S. 5192) granting an increase of pension to Cassel E. 
y: 

A bill (S. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Romulus 
M. 8. Hutchins (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5194) granting an increase bt pension to John W. 
Dyson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5195) granting an increase of pension to James 
McCartney (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5196) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Lilly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 5197). to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Greensboro and at Charlotte in the western district of North 
Carolina; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5198) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 5199) for the erection of a public building at Mon- 
roc, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 5200) for the relief of the heirs of Nicholas San- 
guinetti, deceased (with an accompanying paper); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5201) for the relief of the estate of Caroline Pier- 
ront, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 

A bill (S. 5202) for the relief of the estate of Robert Kirkley, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 5203) to authorize the establishment of free public 
schools upon United States reservations; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5204) amending section 2, chapter 261, Sixtieth 
Congress, approved February 25, 1909, amending chapter 591 
of the United States Statutes at Large, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
approved May 26, 1900, entitled “An act to provide for the 
holding of a term of the circuit and district courts at Superior, 
Wis.” (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5205) to correct the naval record of Michael Philbin 
pelea accompanying papers); to the Committee on Naval 


A bill (S. 5206) granting a pension to Katherine D. Town- 
send (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5207) granting a pension to Catherine R. Bolger 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5208) ope 8 Dension to John G. Porterfield 
(with accompanying pa 

A bill (S. 5209) 3 an increase of pension to Richard 
W. Capen; 

A bill (S. 5210) granting an increase of pension 20 Jesse 
Mather (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5211) granting an increase of pension to John Keller 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
4 å bill (S. 5212) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

oyce ; 

A bill (S. 5213) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Carter; 

A bill (S. 5214) granting a pension to Ziba C. Hamilton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5215) granting a pension to Thomas Coleman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5216) granting an inerease of pension to William L, 
Olmstead (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5217) granting an increase of pension to Zelates 
Hill (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5218) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
R. Currier (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5219) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5220) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Brabazon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5221) granting an increase of pension te Jane 
Moore (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5222) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Lyon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5223) granting an increase of pension to John Rose 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 5224) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Stark (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5225) granting an increase of pension 
Urich (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5226) granting an increase of pension to Libbie B. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5227) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Wood (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5228) granting an increase of pension to William 
V. Sheets (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5229) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Schermehorn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5230) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Wood (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5231) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Trevallee (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5232) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Dunlap (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5233) granting a pension to Sarah C. Ross (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 5234) granting a pension to Florence Van Etta; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5235) to authorize the opening of a road along the 
Anacostia River, in the District of Columbia (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SURVEY OF MISSISSIPPI BIVER, 


On motion of Mr. Frys, it was 


Ordered, That 500 additional copies of House Document No. 50, 
Sixty-first Congress, first session, bang a report on survey of Missis- 
sippi River from St. Louis to the mouth, be printed, without the ac- 
companying atlas, for the use of the Senate. 


ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF JOHN OC, CALHOUN, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask 
that it be read and lie on the table subject to call. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution will 
be read. 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 20), 
as follows: . 
Senate concurrent resolution 20. 


Resolved 3y the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the statue of John C. Canons, possente by the State of South 
Carolina, to be placed in Statuary Hall, is accepted in the name of the 
United States, and that the thanks of Congress be tendered to the 
State for the contribution of the statue of one of its most eminent citi- 
zens, illustrious for the purity of his life and his distinguished services 
to the State and Nation. 

Second. That a copy of these resolutions, suitably * grr and 
duly authenticated, be transmitted to the governor of the State of 
South Carolina. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution will 
lie on the table, subject to call, at the request of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 132), which was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 182. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary have authority to 

employ one assistant clerk, to be appointed *. the chairman and to be 
aid at the rate of $1,800 per annum out of the contingent fund of the 
enate. ¥ 


to Henry 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN DELAWARE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 133), which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads: 


the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands to each 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN KENTUCKY. - 


Mr. BRADLEY. I ask unanimous consent that Senate resolu- 
tion 69 be taken from the Calendar at this time and that it may 


be considered and passed, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
asks unanimous consent that Senate resolution 69 be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Secretary will report the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 69) submitted by 
Mr. Braptey July 23, 1909, as follows: 

Senate resolution 69. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
‘salaries of those who served as tmasters at post-offices.in the State 
of Kentucy in biennial terms tween July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service sprer in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former poaae to 
be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box 
rents, as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on 
file in the sixth auditor’s office, and to show the exact excess of the 
salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every 
case where the — salary is 10 per cent less than the oper by box 
rents and commissions; and to 2 in all respects with the public 
order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such 
salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; 
and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with 
this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over 
to the sixth auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each 
and every such claim, 


4 The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
on. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I rise not to object to the 
consideration of the resolution, but to propound an inquiry 
to the Senator in regard to it. I know there have been a num- 
ber of resolutions here that apparently cover the same ground, 
but am not informed as to what the reason for this situation is. 
I do not quite understand why all these measures are intro- 
duced here bringing under review an old matter away back in 
a generation gone by. I simply inquire for information. I con- 
fess my ignorance in regard to the matter and should like some 
explanation. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, the very reason why the 
resolution was introduced was to seek information by report 
from one of the government departments. All it seeks is merely 
a report as to facts regarding matters that can not be known 
except through such report. There was a resolution exactly 
like this passed the other day on motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this claim is one of the large 
number of what are generally known as “Spalding claims.” 
They never had any real life or merit. They were rejected by 
the department, but have in a way kept the breath of life in 
them through the attorneys who have gathered them together 
and at almost every Congress have brought them in in order to 
saddle the Treasury with them. It is a very old story, too 
long to narrate here, but I was familiar with these claims 
twenty-five years or more ago, when the department thrashed 
the matter out. My impression is that the attorney who was 
at the bottom of them was either suspended or disbarred from 
practice in the department. The attorneys having them in 
charge now have sedulously corresponded with the few persons 
originally interested who have not disappeared from the earth. 
Senators naturally have been appealed to by these parties, and 
a great many of these resolutions have focalized on this Con- 
gress at this session. f 

I notice that objection from time to time has been made by 
Senators, and instead of being passed such resolutions have 
either been referred or have been laid on the table. I think a 
number of them are there now. I should be very reluctant to 
agree to anything that will put any life into these old claims 
that have been discarded long ago, and which would aggregate 
a demand of a good many hundreds of thousands of dollars 
against the Treasury. I think, Mr. President, I must object to 
the resolution. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, the attitude of this matter is 
about this: Many years ago the Congress of the United States 
passed a bill for the payment of these claims, but they have 
never been paid. The Government owes these debts to-day. 
No attorney has approached me on this subject, but various 
people in the State of Kentucky, I suppose at least a hundred, 
have written to me in regard to it. I repeat, the Government 
owes the debt, and the Government ought to pay the debt. 
Whether or not an attorney be interested in a thing of that sort 
is not a question that seems to me should determine the Senate, 
Besides, only a few days ago a resolution exactly like this was 
passed without objection on the motion of the distinguished 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover], and, if I re- 
member correctly, the distinguished Senator from Maine was in 
his seat at the time that resolution was pressed. I hope the 
Senator from Maine will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not believe I was here when 
the resolution to which the Senator refers was passed, If I 
was, I did not know of the request for the passage of the reso- 


The question is on the resolu- 
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lution, or I should most certainly have objected to it. As I 
said, it is a long story, but the Senator is wrong in stating that 
the Government has ever by any act recognized the merit of 
these claims. If this matter goes ultimately to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, that committee will have oppor- 
tunity of doing what we can not do here. I am entirely willing 
that all of these resolutions shall be referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and when this matter comes up 
again I shall make that motion. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should be very glad to have 
the resolution read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. Is the objection of the Senator from Maine 
to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mississippi 
will allow me, I was not here when the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopar] had his resolution passed. The resolution 
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] as it has just 
been read is a great deal worse than I thought it was. It is 
the next thing to the Senate, without further consideration, 
making an appropriation for all of these claims. It directs the 
auditor to report them for payment; and that certainly we 
ought not to do, All of these resolutions that involve large 
drains upon the Treasury, as was stated the other day in de- 
bate by some Senator—I do not remember who—ought to 
go to a committee. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Will the Senator allow an interruption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Money] has the floor. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield to the Senator, but I want to say a few 
words when he is through. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I want to ask the Senator if it is not true 
that an act was passed, the date of which is given in that reso- 
lution, providing for the payment of this character of claims? 

Mr. MONEY. Is the Senator asking me or the Senator from 
Maine that question? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I am asking the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think—— 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
answer that? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I will only say that when the discussion 
is over I shall object to the resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the law directed the Postmaster- 
General to rearrange the salaries of postmasters of the fourth 
class if there were a 10 per cent increase in the last preceding 
four quarters. At a time when there was very little money in 
the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, contrary to law, de- 
clined to perform that duty, and the only excuse offered was 
that there was not enough money to pay everything the Govern- 
ment owed. I was chairman of the Post-Office Committee in 
the other House, and I introduced and had passed the bill which 
is referred to in the pending resolution. I came over to this 
body and saw the chairman of the committee here, who put it 
through this body, and it became a law. Under this new direc- 
tion the Postmaster-General proceeded, nunc pro tunc, to ex- 
amine into these several claims, and reported upon quite a num- 
ber of them, but again stopped their payment. 

These people are just as much entitled to their pay as the 
Senators who sit on this floor are entitled to their pay for to- 
day. The whole proceeding has been exceedingly dishonest. 
Every one of these claimants had to have his claim stated by 
post-office officials who it is not probable would misstate it. The 
sum of money is due to them by two statutes, and its payment 
should not be delayed. 

I have myself introduced a resolution, which was ordered to 
lie upon the table, representing claimants for about $35,000, in 
Mississippi, who are honestly entitled to every cent they claim. 
There is not a single one of these claimants, when their claims 
have been audited properly, after haying been first stated by 
the Postmaster-General or by the auditor if referred to him, as 
the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky provides, who 
ought not to receive the money. There is no excuse for the non- 
payment. The delay has not been the delay of the people to 
whom the money is owing; it is the delay of the Government of 
the United States; and there is certainly no excuse for it. I do 
not think that the honorable payment of a claim should be 
stayed by the action of the defendant in the case. We would 
never collect a promissory note if the man who owed the money 
eould, by delaying the payment, forfeit the character of the note 
and refuse to pay it. 

These claims ought to be seriously considered, and I submit 
to my frank and fair friend from Maine that it is not a suf- 


ficient answer to these claimants to say that a long time has 
elapsed or that they have made any improvident or extrava- 
gant contracts with attorneys. I care nothing about the attor- 
ney in the case; I do not know who is the attorney in the case. 
I do know, however, that one man here was reported to have 
made a great deal of money out of them, and it is very probable 
that he got more than he should have had; but it is a case 
where all the claimants, who live far from the capital, feel that 
they are paying not a certain fee, but a retainer. The attorneys 
take their chances, and there are some members of the bar who 
would prefer to take that sort of a fee rather than a sum certain 
and fixed. 

But that is not material to the claimant nor to the Govern- 
ment. The Government owes the money, and its concern should 
be to see that the money is paid. When the British Govern- 
ment owes a British subject 1 pound, it will advertise in the 
newspapers all over the English-speaking world to find that 
man in order that he may be paid the sum that is justly due 
him. Here on the part of the United States is an attempt to 
delay the payment of just debts and to conceal the evidence, so 
that the claimant can not reach it, put it in the hands of attor- 
2 and bring it before the committees of this and the other 

ouse. 

I have myself been denied at the Treasury Department even 
a look at the papers held there relative to the cotton claims 
that show how much was owing, for fear that the claimants 
would find something that would establish their claim; and I 
have had to take whatever statement the department had a 
mind to give me. I do not believe that the Senator from Maine 
will willingly stand in the way of the payment of claims which 
a department of this Government should ascertain to be just, 
due, and unpaid. It is not in character with him to do that 
sort of a thing. If he knew as much about this claim as I do 
I think he would entirely agree with me. 

I recognize the high position of the Senator from Maine. He 
is the head of the great Appropriations Committee. It is his 
business to stand guard over the Treasury. I do not blame 
him for that; it is his duty; it devolves upon him as chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. Not only that, but he is 
also chairman of the great Committee on Reduction of the 
Expenditures of the Government. So he must sedulously guard 
the Treasury at every point. 

Nevertheless, when claims are presented here to pay citizens, 
claims which are just, due, and unpaid, no lapse of time, no 
delay caused by officials of this Government can ever defeat 
the just title of the claimants to whatever the Government 
may say is due to them. 

I am not going to ask my friend to withdraw his objection to 
immediate consideration, because that is not material, in my 
mind. ‘The claim has waited so long it can wait a little longer. 
I do hope that he will look into this business a little carefully, 
and that when the time comes for its adjustment by the Senate 
he wil not interpose his great objection. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what the Senator says, and his 
positive assertion that this is an old and a good claim, and that 
the Government is trying to get rid of and repudiate its debt, 
is what is always urged on every old and doubtful and discarded 
claim; only the Senator in his inimitable way puts it more 
strongly and forcibly than it is generally put before the Senate. 
He has adduced nothing new nor, in fact, that establishes the 
justice of these claims. There is no statute that recognizes 
them. The law to which he refers simply provides that the 
accounts shall be stated; but nowhere in my examination of 
this question have I found that the Government has ever com- 
mitted itself to the payment of these many claims. 

It is true that individuals not attorneys have written to 
Senators, as they had a right to do. I think most of them— 
I have had some in Maine—had forgotten all about it until 
the attorneys here stirred them up. The Senator’s constituent 
from Kentucky, who, I presume, wrote this resolution and 
sent it to the Senator, is a very ingenious man. The language 
of the resolution shows that if it was born in Kentucky and 
sent to the Senator there are men resident in Kentucky, claim- 
ants on these old matters, who have the faculty almost to the 
same degree that is in perfection in the Washington attorney, 
and lobbyist in drawing a resolution that shall take money out 
of the Treasury. I congratulate the Senator that his con- 
stituents who have written to him have framed a resolution 
so ingenious that, once passed, the gates of the Treasury are 
down and nothing can prevent the actual payment. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRADLEY. The resolution was not written in Ken- 
tucky. I myself wrote the resolution, and in writing it I found 
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other resolutions introduced on the same subject which I fol- 
lowed, being satisfied that they had been properly drawn. A 
number of these resolutions haye been introduced. It did not 
require one of my constituents to show me how to draw a reso- 
lution. It may be that such a thing is necessary in the State of 
Maine, but it is not in the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. What the Senator was saying shows that there 
are very bright men, claimants in this matter, in other States 
besides Kentucky. Somebody wrote the resolution, whether it 
is the one the Senator copied or another one, who knew every 
device and every provision that would, as I have said, throw 
open the gates of the Treasury. 

But, Mr. President, the debate is not in order. I object. 

Mr. MONEY. I will ask leave to call attention to a statement 
in which my friend from Maine was mistaken. I am not, so far 
as I am concerned, indifferent to the charge that I am not 
acquainted with the facts in this case when I drew the bill 
which passed and became a law. As a matter of fact the Goy- 
ernment did recognize the claims under the act of 1883, and 
the Postmaster-General did proceed to restate the cases, and 
the Government did pay them just as fast as they were re- 
stated. All that happened contrary to the understanding of the 
Senator from Maine, and all that remains is for them to finish 
the work which was again suspended. 

As far as the attorneys are concerned, I happened to be once, 
and I do not suppose it is a secret, in the office of the Post- 
master-General consulting with him about an important matter. 
The attorney then, the only one I know anything about, came 
into the room. The Postmaster-General told him to get away 
from there and never come back any more, that he was tired 
of hearing from him. 

The attorney replied, “'This is a public office, and you are a 
public officer. I am here on business, and will come as often 
as my business demands.” He sat there silent, with an em- 
barrassing silence all around. After a while he got up and 
went out. I said, “Mr. Postmaster-General, he has got the 
better of you.” He said, “Yes, he has.“ As a matter of fact, 
the department had not proceeded under the statute of 1883 to 
restate the cases and to fix the salaries. A few happened ap- 
parently to go through the auditor’s office and they have been 
paid, and they would have all long since been paid if the 
Postmaster-General had simply complied with the law. But 
there was a failure to do that function on the part of different 
Postmasters-General at different times. It does not stand in 
the attitude of a claim to reopen the Treasury door; it is 
simply to state cases by the Government itself or one of its 
departments in order that the Government may pay its debts, 
that is all; and when debts are due to an American citizen he 
should have that treatment from his own Government. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi.a question in this connection. I confess 


all new to me, and I presume that to 
arrivals in the Senate the situation is 

What possible objection can there be to having this group of 
resolutions or bills, which involve a 
lars, go to the Committee on Post-Offi 
investigation and report rather than to have the resolution 
taken up from the table here and passed by the Senate with- 
out a reference to such a committee? 

Mr. MONEY. For that answer I will refer the Senator to 
the Senator from Kentucky, who is the author of the resolu- 
tion; I am not. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, who has called up the resolution, whether he has any 
objection to having it referred now to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to which most of the similar resolutions 
have been referred in the last few days. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I certainly have, because I know that means 
the eternal burial of the resolution. 


Mr. PENROSE. I am willing to assure the Senator now that 


it shall have the most impartial and judicial consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, as I am somewhat interested in a similar resolution and 
agree with every word that the Senator from Mississippi ut- 
tered, I will ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if he will sug- 
gest to the Senate whether or not, in his judgment, a report 
either favorable or adverse will be made on the resolution. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will submit all the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads at an early date. I can 
not answer for the action of the committee. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Pennsylyania a question? By what authority has his com- 
mittee jurisdiction over a resolution which asks for informa- 


tion from the srt aac of the Treasury, not from the Post- 
Office Department? 

Mr. PENROSE. I think it is clearly within the province of 
the Senate to determine whether the resolution shall be re- 
ferred to the committee or not. Such resolutions come within 
the jurisdiction of the committee as they relate to postal mat- 
ters. My inquiry was whether the Senator from Kentucky, 
who is the author of this resolution, has any objection to hav- 
ing it referred to the committee for investigation. The com- 
mittee will give it a hearing. 

Mr. MONEY.. If the Senator from Pennsylvania has con- 
cluded, I should like to make one remark which I should have 
stated a while ago. At the moment it did not come to my mind, 
as I was not expecting this discussion. The fact that caused 
the Postmaster-General originally to stop this system was, as I 
said, that there was not sufficient money in the Treasury at that 
time and it was carried over for a little while. As a matter 
of fact, long ago in the West and in the South, and the facts 
were brought to me without any dispute whatever, the post- 
masters had paid out more in clerk hire and in rent than they 
received in salary on account of the tremendous growth of 
towns through the South and West particularly. Of course 
there were a good many cases in the East also, but not so many 
as in the South and West. As a matter of fact postmasters 
held on, trusting to have their salaries readjusted in time. But 
they were not readjusted and they were not able, out of their 
salaries, to pay the ordinary expenses of running the office. 

This is a fact which can be verified if anybody thinks I am 
off in my memory about it. I am quite likely to be generally, 
but I am perfectly accurate about this matter, because I had 
to go over those cases very carefully, and I had all the evi- 
dence I could get before I ventured to do anything. I wanted 
to have some proof for the rights of the Government as well as 
the rights of the people, and I did not want any unjust claim 
to be paid anywhere. I recollect distinctly that I went over 
every ease presented, and they came by the basket, and the 
facts were shown clearly and attested that men absolutely paid 
more for clerk hire and office rent than they received for 
salaries. They did it because they expected that their salaries 
would be adjusted again. But they were not. It was a clear 
violation of law on the part of the Postmaster-General. It 
proceeded that way until I introduced and had passed the bill 
I just alluded to, and then it went on to a readjustment. Then 
it stopped again before the list was completed. The reason 
given for the stop the last time I do not recall, but I know 
that there was a little tightness of money in the Treasury, 
and I recollect that I proposed a bill and it went through the 
committee and was reported favorably, which I would not now 
vote for, for a temporary expedient to give the Post-Office 
Department money to establish a postal savings-bank system. 

I do not think it ever passed through either House, but I 
know it was reported favorably by the committee as a tem- 
porary expedient, because the Post-Office Department needed 
the money. I think, but I am not sure, that the reasons were 
the same as in the first stoppage. I know the only reason given 
by the Post-Office Department was that they did not have money 
to meet these claims, 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. President, in regard to the propriety of 
referring this and similar resolutions to a committee, I think a 
brief statement will suffice. 

Some years ago a resolution was passed by the Senate ealling 
for information covering all of the States and the entire ground 
contemplated by this inquiry. Upon its passage, the Treasury 
Department officials observed that the wide scope of the reso- 
lution, covering a broad field and a long period of time, would 
involve such labor in the Treasury Department as to prac- 
tically paralyze the work of that department with reference to 
current transactions. 

This inquiry was originally extended back to 1854. Many of 
the persons who had settled with the Government were dead 
and gone and their estates settled. Many of the amounts in- 
yolved were of trifling consequence. It appeared that assign- 
ments had been procured and the claims consolidated, and that 
while as to the original claimant the amount in a particular 
case was inconsequential, an aggregation of those small claims 
assigned to a single person made up a large sum. Regardless 
of the size of the claim, the investigation by the Treasury 
officials would be extensive, extending over details and periods 
of time. If an inquiry is to be made at all of the Treasury De- 
partment, it should be certainly limited to a reasonable extent 
and limited as to the time over which it extended. 

The committee to whom the resolution is referred certainly. 
could not be insensible to the relation between the cost of prose- 
cuting the inquiry and the amount involved in the possible ad- 
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justment to be reached. These resolutions should be confined 
to reasonable limits, because, if, as stated by the Treasury De- 
partment in a telephone message to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on a former occasion, 
that the inquiry there made by the resolution would call for 
the services of 50 high-grade clerks for a year, the propriety 
of reference to the committee is manifest when we consider the 
need of confining the resolution to reasonable limits. As to the 
good faith of the committee in considering the subject-matter 
and reporting to the Senate for its consideration, there can be 
no question raised, and I doubt if any question will be raised. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this debate, of course, is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. There is a notice for a special 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts permit the Chair to make a statement of his under- 
standing of the situation of the resolution? 

The Senator from Kentucky moved that the resolution be 
taken from the calendar and have present consideration, That 
motion was put to the Senate and the affirmative prevailed. 
The Chair is of the opinion, therefore, that the resolution is now 
before the Senate for consideration. .The Chair was about to 
put the question upon the resolution when debate intervened, 
and debate has still continued. - 

Mr. LODGE. I would like, respectfully, to ask the Chair 
how that motion could have been made, except by unanimous 
consent, before the conclusion of the morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent was asked, 
and no objection was made. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood that the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hae] objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was after the question 
had been put on proceeding to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. That situation was not understood here, be- 
cause the motion could only be made by unanimous consent, 
and the Senator from Maine certainly thought that he had ob- 
jected. But all I rose to say was that there is a special order 
at the conclusion of the morning business. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Brvermae] is to address the Senate. I merely 
wished to express the hope that this debate might be suspended, 
at least, until the special order could be carried out. 


ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEORGE L. SHOUP, 


Mr. HET BURN. Mr. President, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent to request that the ceremonies pertaining to the acceptance 
of the statue of the late Senator Shoup be deferred until Mon- 
day next. The time was fixed for Saturday. There is a de- 
sire, or perhaps will be one manifested, to adjourn over from 
to-morrow until Monday, and in order that there may be no 
embarrassment I ask that the date be changed from that fixed 
under the rule, and that the proceedings may take place imme- 
diately after morning business on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent that the time for the acceptance of the 
statue of the late Senator Shoup be changed from Saturday 
until Monday next. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
It is so ordered. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise toa parliamentary question. 
What has become of the resolution that was the subject of 
debate in the Senate? Upon that, I wish to say that when the 
resolution came up it had never been read until I made the 
objection. There was no opportunity before that to object, be- 
cause nobody knew what was in the resolution. I did not know 
what was in the resolution; and the moment the resolution was 
read I objected, that being the first opportunity that could be 
given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the 
Chair that the resolution was read in full to the Senate before 
the question was put upon taking it from the calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I had no knowledge whatever until the resolu- 
tion was read, and then I objected at once. 

Mr. PENROSE. Do I understand that the resolution is now 
before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution is now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I move to commit the resolution to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there any remarks to be 
made upon the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
commit the resolution to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads? 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask whether the morning busi- 
ness has been declared closed? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business has not 
been declared closed. - 

Mr. LODGE. Then the motion to take up the resolution is 
. to have come up by unanimous consent in the morning 

our? 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that my motion be put to the Senate, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Is the Senate ready 
for the question? 

Mr. BRADLEY. 
that motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator from Kentucky begins I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution may go over until 
to-morrow. I do not think it is very fair to the Senator from 
Indiana, and the special order which has been made by the 
Senate, to go on with this debate, which can by no possibility 
lead to anything, and which dies a natural death at 2 o'clock. 
It does not seem to me that it is quite fair to him to cut him off 
from his notice, given weeks ago. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I will agree that this matter shall pass over 
until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the resolution may go over 
until to-morrow morning. The Chair would like to have the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not understand that that was the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts state his request? 

Mr. LODGE. I asked unanimous consent that the debate on 
the pending motion to refer the resolution might go over until 
to-morrow in order to give the Senator from Indiana an oppor- 
tunity to carry out the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the debate 
going over until to-morrow? 

Mr. BACON. I suggest, if it is to be a matter of unanimous 
consent, that the time to-morrow ought to be fixed; that the 
part of the morning hour shall be designated as to the time 
when the resolution can be considered. 

Mr. LODGE. After the close of the morning business. At 
that time anyone can make a motion to take the resolution from 
the calendar. All I am asking now is to postpone it, so that 
the special order of the Senate for the exercises relating to 
the reception of the statue of General Wallace may be dealt 
with. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to object to any unanimous consent 
that gives the resolution any other status to-morrow morning 
than it would have under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to object to any unanimous con- 
sent that does not give it a standing to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent appears 
to be refused. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I trust that the Senate will 
not adopt the motion. The reason why I do not desire that the 
resolution shall go to that committee is from what the chairman 
himself has said to me about it. We are not in the habit of 
consigning our interests into the hands of those who oppose us, 
I see no reason why the resolution should not be passed upon 
this morning. I do not see that it would sanctify or purify or 
in any way have any effect upon it simply by having it go to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

This is an honest debt. The payment of it has been pre- 
vented by delay at the hands of the officials of the Govern- 
ment. The simple question is whether this is an honest Goy- 
ernment that desires to pay its debt or a dishonest Govern- 
ment that does not desire to pay its debt. 

I hope that the Senate will pass on the resolution, and espe- 
cially I hope so in view of the fact that, although the Senator 
from Massachusetts seems so desirous to pass it over, it should 
be remembered that he has already succeeded in passing a reso- 
lution for his own State identical with it, and consequently he 
has not that interest in it which some of us have who have 
had no such resolution passed. The generosity of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is wonderful to behold. 

Mr. President, I insist that the resolution shall not go to a 
committee the chairman of which is, I know, inimical to it. 
It is before the Senate. It might as well be passed on now as 
to be passed on hereafter. If the resolution is to be defeated, 
let it be defeated, and if it is to be passed, let it be passed. 


Is it in order for me to say something on 
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Mr. DIXON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BRADLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. DIXON. Did I understand the Senator from Kentucky 
to say that a similar resolution had passed the Senate hereto- 
fore relative to the claims of postmasters in Massachusetts? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I said it, sir. 

Mr. DIXON. How long since? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Some three or four days ago. 

Mr. LODGE. On the 20th of December, to be exact. 

= PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to refer. 

Mr. DICK. I should like to amend the resolution by striking 
out the words “the State of Kentucky” and inserting the 
words “the various States and Territories of the United States,” 
so that the inquiry may cover the claims of all postmasters in 
the States and Territories of the Union. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I will accept the amendment. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will accept anything, nearly, in order to keep everyone 
in good humor. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
or the Senator from Kentucky, or any other Senator who has 
introduced a resolution similar to this, whether they have any 
estimates of the amount of these claims against the Govern- 
ment, or the number of claimants, or the length of time it 
would take for the present clerical force of the Post-Office De- 
partment to compile this information? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRADLEY. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, I 
will answer the question. The object of the resolution is to 
find out the very things that the Senator talks about. It is im- 
possible for any Senator in this body to know how many of 
these claims there are or what their amounts are, and the 
simple object of this resolution is to get that information. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask also whether the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky or the Senator from Ohio has any idea how 
many of these claims are represented by bona fide claimants, 
entitled in person or by descent to receive the same, and how 
many have been bought up and are now represented by claim 
agents in the city of Washington? 

Mr. MONEY. Do you want me to answer the question? 

Mr. PENROSE. I would be glad to have any Senator answer 
it, because I myself am profoundly ignorant about the subject. 

Mr. MONEY. I will take pleasure in answering the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, the postmasters who were doing the business 
of their several offices at the time the Postmaster-General sus- 
pended the law by his will knew exactly what their receipts 
were. They kept books. They had a right to believe that the 
adjustment would go on as the law directed, and they knew 
almost to a certainty what their salaries would be. They have 
made their own statements; they have them here; and you can 
see in the several resolutions presented almost exactly what 
will be demanded by the claimants in the States who have had 
resolutions presented in their behalf. Whether the Post-Office 
Department will correct any mistake which may have been 
made and will reduce or increase the amount, I do not know. 

Nor do I know anything about the holders of these claims. I 
only know that the Postmaster-General failed to obey the law. 
Those people were entitled to have him act, and then were 
entitled to have the Treasury pay them whatever he might find 
due. I can not say how many of the claimants are dead, or 
how many of the claims are in the hands of heirs, or how many 
of the claims are in the hands of executors, and so forth. Nor 
can I say how many are in the hands of claim agents. But I 
imagine that nearly every single one of them is. I will not say 
that exactly. I imagine the greater part of them are in the 
hands of claim agents. And I wish to say that the people of 
the United States never would collect anything from the Gov- 
ernment if there were not any claim agents. The people are 
compelled to employ claim agents to keep prodding up Con- 
gress, to make it understand there is something before them due 
the people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. MONEY. Excuse me a minute. I can not tell what pro- 
portion of the claims is in the hands of claim agents. I do not 
know the claim agent. I did know him many years ago. I 
have not seen him for thirty years, nearly; twenty-five, at 
least. He may be dead. So far as I know there is only one 
man who ever got anything out of it. I do not know how much 
he got. I imagine he did pretty well. He was not working for 
nothing or for his health or for glory or pro bono publico. 

Now I will hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator, who has had 
long service and experience in both Houses of Congress, if it is 
not true that almost every claim against the Government is in 
the hands of a claim agent or an attorney? 

Mr. MONEY. I just remarked in effect that I do not know 
one that is not. I this morning reported, by instruction of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, without a dissent at all, a 
claim. It is in the hands of a claim agent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The citizen can not come here and prose- 
cute his claim. 

Mr. MONEY. They have to be represented by attorneys. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor to one other feature. The resolution I offered is in identical 
terms with the one of the Senator from Kentucky. I know 
something about the people in New Hampshire to whom this 
money is due. An ex-governor of my State is one of them. 
Sixty per cent of these postmasters are living to-day. The reso- 
lution asks for an ‘accounting only between 1864 and 1874, 

Mr. MONEY. That is all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten years. 

Mr. MONEY. Much of it has been done. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator from Maine suggested 
that we are going back to eighteen fifty something, or that some- 
body has suggested that we do so. The idea that it is going to 
take a large force of clerks to make this accounting, covering a 
long period of weeks or months, is, I believe, utterly absurd. 
It can be done very readily. I think already, so far as New 
Hampshire is concerned, a report has been made—I think I can 
find it in print—giving the names of all of these people and the 
amounts due them. It does not require very much clerical 
work to do it. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to say, in reply to the Senator from 
Montana, although I did not intend to make any reply, if the 
Senator from New Hampshire will permit me—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. There is no apprehension of any difficulty or 
trouble or any extra expense in the Treasury Department. 
That department has nothing to do with the business, except 
to pay out the money, like it pays any other sum audited for 
payment by competent authority. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All they have to do is to go to the books 
to find out what the Government owes. 

Mr. MONEY. It is the business of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to go over this period, from 1864 to 1874, and see what 
accounts have not been adjusted, and to adjust them; and if it 
finds that the claimant is not entitled to anything, that ends 
that claim. If it finds somebody is entitled to something, then 
it states its ascertainment of the fact in figures, and that is 
handed over to the Treasury Department, and by the terms of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Kentucky—and, I 
believe, by all the resolutions, for they are pretty uniform—as 
he stated, the Treasury is directed to pay the claim. There is 
no trouble in the Treasury Department. It will not require 
an increase in the force in the Post-Office Department by one 
single clerk. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course not. 

Mr. MONEY. And it will not delay the progress of the rou- 
tine business of that department in the Treasury, as there are 
not so many claims as one would think, and it will not amount 
to a great sum total. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, since the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Penrose] asked me a question directly, I must 
answer. I reply that I do not know how many claims of this 
character are in the hands of claim agents or how many would 
be paid in full directly to those presenting them. I do know 
that constituents of mine in Ohio have been writing about these 
matters, and I have taken some pains to inquire into their merit. 

Nor does it matter to me an iota whether they are in the 
hands of claim agents or not. The question plainly is, Does 
the Government of the United States owe these faithful officials 
anything, and if so ought it not to pay it? This excuse that 
some of them have died and that an additional force of clerks 
will be required in adjusting and restating and auditing these 
accounts, it seems to me, is the weakest of reasons why the 
matter should not be adjusted. 

When the matter was under consideration before, the depart- 
ment notified us that 20 additional clerks would be required. 
Now, according to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter], 50 
additional clerks would be required. It is my humble judg- 
ment that no additional clerks will be required if those object- 
ing will apply themselves to the task. 

Mr. LODGE. I renew my request for unanimous consent 
that the matter may go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the close of the morning business? 

Mr. LODGE. At the close of the morning business. 
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Mr. PENROSE. I withdraw my objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that the matter now before 
the Senate may go over until to-morrow at the elose of the 
morning business. Is here objection? 

Mr. DICK. I will consent to it, of course, only upon the 


ground that the resolution will hold its place in the morning | 


business at the next session of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the close of the morning business? 

Mr. LODGE. At the close of the morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement asked for is 
that the matter go over until the close of the morning business, 

Mr. GALLINGER. To-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I object.. 

her PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
objects. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Let us take æ vote on it 

Mr. HALE. The resolution of course can not go through 
to-day; it is too important; and I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will not insist upon consuming the day when there is 
an order that the Senate has agreed to, and the parties who 
are interested in it are present. The resolution will come up 
to-morrow, and all the rights that the Senate has are main- 
tained, and all the rights I have are maintained. I hope the 
Senator will not. object. 

Mr. BRADLEY. If an hour can be fixed to-morrow when 
this: matter shall be taken up, I will agree to the request, sim- 
ply because I want the Senate to have a chance to hear the 
oratory of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], and for 
no other reason. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Kentucky must not 
give way on that account. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the request for unanimous consent 
be put. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I should like to have the hour fixed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the close of the morning business. 

Mr. LODGE. At the close of the morning business is the 
time. 

Mr. BRADLEY. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the matter now before the 
Senate may go over until the close of the morning business 
to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The Chair will state that, in his opinion, the matter which 
goes over is the motion to commit made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, which takes precedence over the motion to amend 
made by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to make the point formally at 
this time, although I wish to suggest it so that there may be 
no mistake, that I think the resolution has to be perfected 
before reference. I mean, of course, by way of instruction, which 
is always in order on a motion to refer. The motion to com- 
mit has precedence over a direct motion to amend. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I would make the additional sug- 
gestion that the Senator from Kentucky, under our rules, can 
modify his resolution before the motion to commit is put. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And he has accepted the amendment, 
which is a modification of his resolution. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have no desire by my motion to interfere 
with making the resolution as elaborate as possible. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BACON. I give notice of a proposed amendment to the 
standing rules of the Senate, which I ask may be read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from: Georgia will be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

Senate resolution 134. 

Resolved, That clause 1 of the standing rule of the Senate No. 
1 be amended by adding the following words at the conclusion 

25 But no request for such unanimous consent shall be entertained 
by the Senate except when the calendar is In order for consideration.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Rules. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
ef the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing 


an investigation of the Interior Department and the Bureau of 
Forestry of the Department of Agriculture, and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate agree to the request 
of the House for a conference, the conferees on the part of the 
Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap- 


pointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. NELSON, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, and Mr. McEyery,. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
H. R. 15384, An act making appropriations for the support of 
the army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, was read 


twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


H. R. 16223. An act extending the time for certain home- 


steaders to establish residence upon their lands was read twice 


by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEN. LEWIS WALLACE. 


Mr.. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I send to the desk and 
respectfully ask the President to lay before the Senate @ let- 
ter from the governor of the State of Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the governor of Indiana, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, GOVERNOR’s ROOM, 
Indianapolis, Ind., January 6, 1910. 


To the Senate 1 — House of Representatives of the United States, 
Washington, D. 


GENTLEMEN: I S the honor to Inform you that — 1 of In- 


diana, having heretofore a ye age invitation con section 
1814 of the Revised Statutes the United States of America, and hav- 
ing placed in Stai Hall, ra the Capitol at W: C., the 


tuary 
statue of her illustrious war governor, Oliver P.. 
assembly of said State, by chapter 102 of the acts of 
a to secure a statue of Gen. Lewis: Wallace to be placed 
said hall. Indiana, 


By virtue of said act of the ee assembly of 
the vernor of said State appointed Tana Megrew, len 
and William H. Fox to constitu 17 
ha said statue erected. I am ers Sa an the 


— . — by the commission: 
statue was made by Andrew ‘O'Connor, and hat it bas been duly placed 
in FT 8 
it me pleasure to 


governor of In 
resent to the Government of the United States the statue of Lewis 


allace, distinguished soldier, statesman, diplomat, and author. 
me to 9 myself, . 
THOS. R. MARSHALL, 


Your obedient. servant, 
Governor of Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I submit a concurrent res- 
olution and ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 19), 
as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 19. 
Resolved by tle Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
at the a anns of Congress be presented to the State of Indiana 
= providin: onf the statue of Gen. Lewis Wallace, a citizen of. 
as a soldier, diplomat, and author; and be it farther 

3 That the status 2 = 8 and placed in the National 
Statuary Hall in e Cn — pee these resolutions, duly 
authenticated, be tran * — at aE the State of 

Ty ESAn combat sine Pacis AAA er EAT tha 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I rise to move the accept- 
ance by Congress of the statue of one of her great men which 
Indiana has placed in Statuary Hall. Indiana has heretofore 
erected in this hall dedicated to representative Americans, the 
marble presentment of one of the greatest of our countrymen, 
Oliver P. Morton. 

Yesterday we placed by the side of the figure of that titanic 
mind and lofty character the statue of the man whom Morton 
himself called his right arm in days when strong right arms 
were needed to save the American Nation from dismemberment 
and inglorious death. 

Abraham Lincoln said of Oliver P. Morton: He is the 
deputy President of the United States for the Mississippi Val- 
ley.” Oliver P. Morton said of Lew Wallace: “He is my right 
arm.” The fact that Indiana has selected out of her law- 
givers and her warriors these two men is characteristic of In- 
diana’s people, their spirit and their purposes. 

For both these men were nationalists above all other things; 
and Indiana is national above all other things. Both these men 
focused a lifetime of effort in the terrific years that decided the 
destiny of the Republic—decided whether the Nation should 
live or die; whether “the last experiment of freedom” should 
miserably fail or gloriously succeed. 

And during these years Indiana answered that question with 
more men on battlefield and in ocean conflict than any like 
number of people so cireumstanced ever responded to any call 
in. the history of the world with few exceptions. 
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If one takes into consideration Indiana’s limited population 
at the outbreak of the war and the situation then existing in 
parts of the State and all the circumstances at that time so 
vividly in evidence, the historic fact is that Indiana sent to the 
front one soldier or sailor out of every three inhabitants—men, 
women, and children—a larger proportion of men fit for duty 
than Napoleon compelled to bear arms in his last draft. 

The two men whose figures Indiana has placed in Statuary 
Hall represented the spirit that sent this amazing number of 
soldiers and sailors to offer their lives to save the Nation. And 
this, more than any other single fact, constitutes the reason why 
Indiana out of all her distinguished sons has chosen Oliver P. 
Morton and Lew Wallace to be her everlasting representatives 
in that spot where only the Nation’s most representative men 
are supposed to be eternally enshrined. 

Nine years ago, from the same place in which I am now stand- 
ing, I spoke in behalf of Indiana in moving the acceptance of 
the statue of Oliver P. Morton. To-day I speak from the same 
spot in moving the acceptance of the statue of Lew Wallace. 

The Senate of the Nation gladly welcomed the first; the 
Senate of the Nation will no less gladly welcome the second, 
for they represent not Indiana only, but the American people 
also. Both stand for those things for which the American 
Nation was founded, which the American Nation means in his- 
tory, and which American character represents. 

Both believed in liberty and both strove for it as only the 
chosen ones have ever striven or can strive. 

Both believed in the common people and both devoted their 
lives to the masses as only men who would be willing to be 
martyrs, if need be, ever have devoted themselves to the people. 

Lew Wallace was a strange and fateful mingling of dreamer 
and of warrior, of law giver and of writer, of idealist and 
realist, of prophet and performer. He was born in 1827; yet, 
when still a boy, he organized a company for the Mexican war. 
Inspired by Lincoln’s speeches, he foresaw the awful catas- 
trophe which was coming, and in 1856 organized a military 
company at Crawfordsville, Ind., drilled them to perfection, and 
prepared them for the struggle by his now historic remark: 

Boys, the time is coming when your services will be needed for the 
Nation and for liberty. 

When the war broke out and Lincoln issued his first call for 
troops, that company was the first to reach Indianapolis, and 
this they did within twenty-four hours. 

Governor Morton, searching not only for trusted, but for 
efficient men, made Lew Wallace his adjutant-general, and Wal- 
lace became the “right arm” of Indiana’s great war governor, 
Indiana’s man of iron, who the war governors of all the other 
States—Andrews, of Massachusetts; Curtin, of Pennsylvania; 
Ramsey, of Minnesota; Yates, of Illinois; and others like them, 
mighty men all of them—all gladly admitted and proclaimed 
the chief and leader of their loyal company. 

But to be adjutant-general, sending other men to the front, 
was not enough for Lew Wallace. It was not enough for Mor- 
ton, either, and if he had not been governor he would have 
been one of the great generals whose brains directed and whose 
loyal hearts forced through the movements of the million troops 
that saved the Nation. 

But Wallace was not bound by this high and sacred duty of 
inspiring the people at home to go to the front; of arming and 
equipping the scores of thousands of the boys whose blood and 
lives were needed on the Republic’s battlefields to save its life; 
of the thousand other things that made Morton’s work so su- 
premely important that Lincoln called him “the Deputy Presi- 

. dent of the United States for the Mississippi Valley.” 

And so Wallace asked to go to the front himself; he asked 
the proud privilege of offering his own life for the Nation and 
reluctantly Morton sent him forth to fight for the Nation and 
for liberty, to fight for humanity and civilization; and Wallace 
went and Wallace stayed. 

From 1861 to 1865 he served the Nation in march, bivouac, 
on battlefield. Not until the rebellion crumbled to pieces did he 
quit the armed service of his country. 

He was at Romney and at Harpers Ferry; he led a divi- 
sion at Fort Donaldson and at Shiloh; he threw his troops 
between Cincinnati and Kirby Smith; with less than 6,000 
men he prevented General Early, at the head of more than 25,000 
men, from capturing Washington by gaining time in battle to 
enable General Grant to reenforce the defenders of the Nation’s 
capital. He rose by sheer efficiency and gallantry from colonel 
to brigadier-general and then to major-general of volunteers. 

So it was fitting at the close of this horrible, this deplorable 
conflict, that Wallace should serve on the court that tried the 
assassins of President Lincoln; it was fitting that this “right 
arm” of Morton should be president of the court that convicted 


Wertz, the commandant of the Andersonyille prison. And 
there his military career closed. 

He quit fighting when the war was over, and there again 
Lew Wallace was typical of the people of Indiana, who never 
brawl, and who fight only for the things worth fighting for, and 
who, for the things worth fighting for, are willing to die. 

But when the cause for fighting was over, Lew Wallace fought 
no more. 

He put aside his sword. He hung up his uniform, decorated 
with the shoulder straps of honorable distinction, and he be- 
came in peace what he had been in war, a lover of his fellow- 
men and of this Nation that stands for human welfare. 

He became a healer of wounds which misguided heroism had 
made on the Nation’s breast. 

He went back to his law office at Crawfordsville, but it could 
not contain or retain the genius whom God had appointed for 
a more notable purpose. He served his clients faithfully; but 
his brain was busy with splendid dreams. 

And so Lew Wallace chafed under the duties of his country 
law office in Crawfordsville. And Grant made him governor of 
New Mexico. In the slumberous atmosphere of that curious 
Territory, with the European and almost oriental conditions 
about him, with the desert sands reminding him of deserted 
Palestine, Lew Wallace conceived and partly wrote Ben Hur. 

This book has been translated into every modern tongue 
and even into the Japanese. It is the best appreciation of Jesus 
that ever has been penned by merely mortal and uninspired 
fingers. Only the all-seeing and all-wise One knows how many 
millions it has lifted closer to an understanding of and an 
affection for the Savior of the world. 5 

Thus it was that Lew Wallace, the soldier of a Nation, became 
Lew Wallace, the author for a world. 

How curiously fate shapes the mosaic of our lives. We plan 
our little schemes of life, but a higher designer than we thwarts 
those plans; and after all is done we see how much wiser than 
our device is that larger wisdom which shapes our destinies. 
God always knows what he is about. No man here who has 
not found that some of his cleverest calculations have been 
frustrated by events to his own well-being and usefulness. 

And so Lew Wallace, soldier, lawyer, author, was made the 
Nation’s representative at a foreign court. And as he fought 
on the battlefield, as he wrote in the study, so he wrought as a 
minister of the Republic. He was assigned to the difficult 
mission of Turkey; yet he wove the wizardry of his genius so 
deftly and so naturally, so simply and so honestly, about and 
over the court to which he was accredited, that even Abdul 
Hamid became not merely the sovereign who received him, but 
his admirer and faithful friend. Only during the ministry of 
Lew Wallace at Constantinople was the American Republic 
ever the first in influence among the powers of the world at the 
Yildiz Palace. 

After all, Mr. President, why are these ceremonies? Why 
are these statues erected under the Dome of the Nation's 
Capitol? Is it that we would pay tribute to admirable charac- 
ters merely? No; for in every city, town, and village and on 
our far-flung farmland there are characters equally admirable. 

The only reason that can inspire any State to choose the men 
whose names she wishes to immortalize can only be the lasting 
motive of perpetuating the memory of those who, above their 
fellows in energy, intellect, and courage have stood for the 
Nation and all the Nation means. 

For, Mr. President, in the last analysis only the Nation is 
important; and that means that only the whole American peo- 
ple, considered as a family of brothers, is important; and that in 
turn means that only the sacred ideals for which this banded 
brotherhood called the American Nation stands are the endur- 
ing things—the things worth living for, working for, dying for. 

Vast problems lie behind us; but these problems have been 
solved, although in their day they seemed unsolvable, and nearly 
every one of them involved the good of all the people as against 
the selfish interests of a few. Large problems confront us now, 
and they, too, involve the welfare of all the people as against the 
selfish interests of a few. And so in the future vast problems 
lie before us, and they, like those of the past and of the pres- 
ent, are freighted with the same eternal question and conflict. 

But as we have answered the challenges of fate in the past, 
and answered it successfully, to the amazement of the world 
and to the confounding of the prophets of our disaster; as we 
will answer the questions which fate again puts to us to-day; 
3 we will answer every question that fate puts to us in the 

uture. 

For liberty, Mr. President, is going to succeed. The Nation 
will prove itself immortal. Not in vain have philosophers 
thought and statesmen planned and warriors yielded up their 


1910. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 543 


lives for it. The blood that beat in the pulses of Washington 
and his Continentals, of Jackson and his followers, of Lincoln 
and those who answered him, still pours through the veins of 
their sons, and always will 

That blood is not the blood of heroism only. It is also a 
blood that carries in its every drop the ideas and the ideals 
on which the Republic was founded, and which, because of their 
everlasting righteousness and justice, will prevail over all the 
Nation’s foes, foreign and domestic, throughout all the count- 
less ages of the future. 

Mr. President, it is a truism that only that thing which is 
right can endure. Against it you may form your combinations 
in politics; against it you may amass the organized wealth of 
the world; against it you may even marshal enormous armies, 
unpark countless batteries, hurl millions of bayonets; yet truth 
and justice will defeat you in the end, even though only a single 
man at the beginning stands for them. Always it has been so; 
always it will be. Lowell was inspired when he said: 

Right forever on the scaffold, 
yrong forever on the throne. 
ae Saas scaffold sways the future, 

d the dim unknown 


d behin 
Standeth God within the shadow 
Keeping watch above his own. 


And to work out His great and eternal purposes, hurl wrong 
from the throne and rescue right from the scaffolds of the world, 
God always finds His agents in His own good time. Whether it 
be a Gideon or a Cromwell, whether it be a Moses or a Wash- 
ington, whether it be His own Holy Son or whether it be that 
great American, so curiously patterned upon the character of 
the man of sorrows, Abraham Lincoln—whoever it may be, great 
or humble, the man is always ready when the Divine call comes. 
And no matter how weak the cause of righteousness at first 
may seem, yet finally the millions rally to it and carry it to 
victory in the end. 

So, Mr. President, Indiana presents these two men, Morton 
and Wallace. They were of the quality of the heroes, the states- 
men, and the prophets of mankind; and Indiana, out of all her 
people, has proudly chosen them to represent her forever in the 
hall of the Nation’s immortals. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. BEVERIDGE] 
has well and amply emphasized the character and career of 
Gen. Lew Wallace as soldier and author. My brief comments 
go to a glance at the principles underlying our diplomatic sery- 
ice mg the connection of this distinguished Indianian with that 
service. 

The history of the foreign relations of the United States is in- 
teresting and instructive. The genesis of these relations roots 
back into a period of revolution. The generation of men who 
established the new Republic had written interrogation points 
over against many old dogmas, old pretensions, old institutions, 
and required them to show their right to survive. Diplomacy 
had been, in the main, a system of war in which cunning, craft, 
deceit, intrigue, chicane were the weapons. He was esteemed 
the superior diplomat who was most proficient in the art of 
deceiving and overreaching his adversary. 

Like many other idols of misused power, this system passed 
under the rod of the general inquisition. It was rejected, cast 
down, and melted away in the flame of the revolution. One of 
‘the great foun€ers of the Republic said, True government is 
the art of being honest.” None know better than he that the 
essential functions of good government are few and simple, and 
that the greatest task confronting the best government is re- 
sistance to that selfish greed and ambition which forever lurk 
in the shadows of its power and seek to pervert its functions to 
private and unworthy ends. Nor none knew better than he that 
the same principles of conduct that make good neighborhood 
among individuals make for peace, order, mutual confidence, and 
good will among nations. 

Under the administration of President Washington, Thomas 
Jefferson, as Secretary of State, promptly discarded the petty 
artifices and little expedients then current in diplomacy. Open- 
ness, sincerity, frankness, candor, and good faith were made 
the characteristics of our foreign policy. The initial lines of 
that policy were cast on a plane higher than ever had been 
reached before in the history of nations. It was a policy be- 
coming a country which had withdrawn sovereignty from kings 
and reposed it on the bosom of a free people. Afterwards, as 
President, Jefferson summarized the whole doctrine in the 
familiar words, “ Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with 
all nations, entangling alliances with none.” Such was the new 
foreign policy and our diplomacy under it. In this, as in 
other things, the excellence of the work of the fathers, like that 


of the sculptor, appears quite as much in what was chiseled 
away as in what remains. 

This policy admits no double standard of diplomacy, It 
allows no accents of truculent menace toward the weak and help- 
less, nor w sycophancy toward the great and power- 
ful. Its simplicity, impartiality, and justice make its dignity 
and its strength. ‘The standard thus erected at the beginning, 
as a rule, has been well maintained. Departures, if such there 
have been, have only served to mark how easy the unwholesome 
descent, and to admonish to a speedy return into the whiter 
light of a noble and entirely practical ideal. 

Time will not permit a call of the roll of the great Americans 
whose shining talents and rugged worth have adorned the dip- 
lomatic service of their country. Suffice it to say that in that 
company of rare spirits, and well in the front rank, appears the 
stately figure of Lew Wallace. 

General Wallace had been tendered other positions as repre- 
sentative of our Government at foreign courts, and declined 
them. When his former associate and friend, President Gar- 
field, urged upon him the mission to the court of the Sublime 
Porte, he accepted. The President had read and commended 
with unmixed praise his friend’s great masterpiece. When the 
commission arrived the words “Ben Hur” appeared on its 
face, subscribed with the initials of the President’s name. It 
is easily conceivable that the proffered position possessed for 
Wallace peculiar attractions. It would carry him far toward 
that ever-interesting and to him the yet unseen land which he 
had painted with such singular fidelity and peopled with the 
creatures of his splendid genius. It would bear him into the 
twilight of those scenes by which his magic pen enthralled the 
reading world with an almost painful fascination. 

In his natural strength of mind and character, his legal train- 
ing, his experience as a soldier, his record as territorial goy- 
ernor, his attainments as a scholar, his success as an author, 
and, added to all these, his oriental grace and courtesy of per- 
sonal manner, General Wallace was faultlessly equipped for the 
diplomatic service, In that service he was always equal to ex- 
pectation, never fell below it, and whenever occasion required 
the exertion of his talents, easily rose above it. With courage 
and dignity he enforced the rights and protected the interests 
of his country and countrymen. And such was the influence of 
his character, that he was able to, and frequently did, effectually 
use his kind offices for relief of the unfortunate subjects of 
other governments who had fallen under the displeasure of the 
Ottoman power. He was a finished diplomat. He was a suc- 
cessful diplomat. In this capacity, as in others, General Wal- 
lace reflected credit over the whole country, and brought espe- 
cial and peculiar credit to the State of Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask for the adoption of the concurrent 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. 

The concurrent resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 13, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate January 12, 1910. 
. COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Fred Enos, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Bridgeport, in the State of Connecticut. (Reap- 
pointment.) 

Harry Raymond, of Delaware, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Delaware, in the State of Delaware, in place of 
David S. Clark, whose term of service expired by limitation 
December 21, 1909. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Samuel Platt, of Nevada, to be United States attorney, dis- 
trict of Nevada. (A reappointment, his term expiring January 
12, 1910.) 

UNITED States MARSHAL. 

Van Rensselaer Weaver, of New York, to be United States 
marshal, northern district of New York, vice Clinton D, Mac- 
Dougall, whose term expired January 9, 1909. 
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APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


GENERAL OFFICER, 

Col. Walter Howe, Coast Artillery Corps, to be brigadier- 
general from January 11, 1910, vice Brig. Gen. Winfield S. 
Edgerly, who was retired from active service December 29, 1909. 

CHAPLAIN. 


Rey. James Francis Houlihan, of Pennsylvania, to be chap- 
lain, with the rank of first lieutenant, from January 10, 1910, 
vice Chaplain Dennis B. O'Sullivan, Fourth Field Artillery, 
whose resignation was accepted October 2, 1909, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Levi C. Bertolette to be a commander in 
the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Commander 
Edward E. Wright, promoted. 

Lieut. Pope Washington to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 29th day of June, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
William K. Gise, deceased. 

Lieut. Hilary Williams to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 27th day of December, 1909, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Samuel S. Robison, promoted. 

Medical Inspector Frank Anderson to be a medical director in 
the navy from the 18th day of December, 1909, vice Medical 
Director Abel F. Price, retired. 

Paymaster Joseph J. Cheatham to be a pay inspector in the 
navy from the 15th day of September, 1909, vice Pay Inspector 
John S. Carpenter, promoted. 

Midshipman Baxter H. Bruce to be an ensign in the navy 
from the 12th day of February, 1909, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in his present grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 12, 1910. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Harry Raymond to be collector of customs for the district of 

Delaware. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Charles C. Eberhardt to be consul-general at large. 
CONSULS. 

Jesse H. Johnson to be consul at Matamoros, Mexico, 

Albert R. Morawetz to be consul at Leipzig, Saxony. 

Bertil M. Rasmusen to be consul at Bergen, Norway. 

Louis J. Rosenberg to be consul at Barranquilla, Colombia, 

John Q. Wood to be consul at Venice, Italy, 


RECEIVER oF PUBLIC Moneys. 


John Petterson to be receiver of public moneys at Crookston, 

Minn. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. Charles E. Vreeland to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps. 

Commander Roy ©. Smith to be a captain. 

Lieut. Amon Bronson, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander, 

Lieut. Cyrus R. Miller to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. Walter M. Falconer to be a lieutenant- commander. 

Lieut. Henry N. Jenson to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. Austin Kautz to be a lieutenant- commander. 

First Lieut. Howard H. Kipp to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps. 

Gunner John G. Nicklas to be a chief gunner. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Stewart E. Barber to be a paymaster. 


Posr MASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
George W. Holmes, at Selma, Cal. 
GEORGIA, 
Annie Ard, at Lumpkin, Ga. 
Willie A. Sheats, at Monroe, Ga. 
IDAHO. 
Christ H. Schenk, at Burley, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 


Joseph H. Braden, at Rossville, Ill. 

Emory V. Hamilton, at Atwood, Ill. 

Elbert C. Stanley, at Downers Grove, III. 
IOWA. 


James A. McKee, at Cambridge, Iowa. 
Walter C. Ramsay, at Belmond, Iowa. 
George W. Stapleton, at Spirit Lake, Iowa. 
Clinton L. Zollinger, at Ogden, Iowa. 


KANSAS. 
George V. McElheny, at Louisburg, Kans. 
Ellis A. Mann, at Grenola, Kans. 
LOUISIANA, 
Arthur A. Boudreaux, at Thibodaux, La, 
Benjamin S. Gallup, at Hammond, La. 
Cora Sharpless, at De Ridder, La. 
MICHIGAN. 
George M. Clark, at Bad Axe, Mich. 
Thomas Connors, at Negaunee, Mich. 
James G. Hines, at Stockbridge, Mich. 
MINNESOTA, 
Josie Forde, at Graceville, Minn. 
John Schmelz, at Springfield, Minn, 
Ole A. Thoreson, at East Grand Forks, Minn. 
MISSOURI, 
A. Z. Peck, at Sheldon, Mo. 


NEBRASKA, 
William P. Freeman, at Auburn, Nebr. 
Samuel C. Hutchinson, at Diller, Nebr. 
Frank W. Mather, at Giltner, Nebr. 
Jehiel H. Secor, at Madison, Nebr. 
Dennis Tracy, at Cedar Rapids, Nebr. 
Jasper T, Twiss, at Maywood, Nebr. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 
James D, Dorsett, at Spencer, N. C. 


OREGON. 
Lawrence S. McConnell, at Sherwood, Oreg. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Corwin W. Elden, at Mont Alto, Pa. 
WISCONSIN, 


Erick C. Bratlie, at Westby, Wis. 

Frank M, Clark, at Wild Rose, Wis. 
Roydon J. Coon, at Plainfield, Wis. 
Frank C. Densmore, at Sharon, Wis. 
William S. Gilpin, at Osseo, Wis. 

John J. Hayden, at Butternut, Wis. 
Nathan D. Maxon, at Walworth, Wis. 
William Milhaupt, at New Holstein, Wis. 
Hans S. Olson, at Weyauwega, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 12, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
House joint resolution 115, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, was on yesterday referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, when it should haye gone on the House Calendar. 
Therefore, if there be no objection the Journal will be amended 
as to that reference. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Should not that resolution be on the 
Union Calendar? It provides Yor the extension of the terms 
of certain officials, and certainly must in that way make an 
indirect charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. PARKER. It does not call for any additional expense, 

The SPEAKER. That would be purely a matter of argument. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will admit that. 

The SPEAKER. It does not appear on its face. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It does not provide for any appro- 
priation or additional expense, directly or indirectly. 

The SPHAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will 
be amended as indicated. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make a correction of the Journal and Recorp. I am recorded 
as not voting on the army appropriation bill yesterday. I was 
present and voted “yea.” 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be changed accordingly; 
and if there be no objection the Journal as amended will be 
approved. 

There was no objection. 
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INVESTIGATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND THE 
BUREAU OF FORESTRY, ETC. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, House joint resolution 103, 
providing for an investigation of the Interior Department, has 
come back from the Senate with sundry amendments, and is 
now on the Speaker's table. 

The most important amendment, perhaps, is that by which 
the time to make the investigation is made unlimited. The 
House resolution provided for a speedy investigation and a re- 
port to this Congress, The Senate amendment leayes the in- 
vestigation unlimited in time. I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and ask for a 
conference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion. There is another amendment which the Senate has made 
to the House resolution. An amendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] to authorize the 
parties to this investigation to appear by counsel or attorney. 
Some of us will probably want an opportunity to be heard on 
that amendment unless the House conferees succeed in having 
the Senate agree to the House proposition. If this resolution 
goes to conference by unanimous consent, I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if we will haye an opportunity to be heard 
and to present that proposition? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I presume so. I presume there will be 
an opportunity for debate on any changes made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman will have it in his power 
to move the previous question when it comes back. If the 
gentleman says he will give us that opportunity, I have no 
objection to the request that the gentleman makes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the House ought to have full oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, I have no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. There are some other amendments that I 
have not referred to. For instance, there is a legal proposition 
involved in the Senate amendment—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I mean that as to the important amend- 
ments the House will have an opportunity. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request, which is 
that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask 
for a conference? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZEŁL], the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smrrn], and the Chair would desig- 
nate the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], but the Chair 
judges from what he said to the Chair when he went West 
that he will not return for several days, and therefore the Chair 
appoints the other member of the Committee on Rules, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 


The SPEAKER. This being calendar Wednesday, the call 
rests upon the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The unfinished business is in 
order, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends that the unfinislied 
business is in order. That is the bill the title of which will be 
reported by the Clerk. 


WHITE-SLAVE TRAFFIC, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15816) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
8 10 ae of aliens into the United States,” approved February 

Mr. REEERE of New York. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois desire to use his time? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the bill 
now under consideration is decidedly salutary and wholesome. 
It aims to restrict one of the most atrocious of all the social 
vices known to our civilization. However, Mr. Speaker, I think 
I discover in this bill the same ambition and anxiety that seems 
to find an abiding place in a great deal of modern federal legis- 
lation—to undertake to project the federal power into local or 
state jurisdiction. 

However earnest our anxiety may be to contribute something 
in the way of salutary legislation toward promoting the morals 
of society, we can not shut our eyes to the fact that the Con- 
gress of the United States operates under certain limitations, 
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and no invalid law has ever yet, or ever can, contribute anything 
toward the promotion of a great reform. 

In the naturalization law we passed two years ago a portion 
of section 3 was held unconstitutional by the Supreme Court 
in an opinion that may be decisive of several provisions in the 


pending bill. This bill aims toward preventing undesirable 
people from coming to our country, and it further undertakes 
to provide for the deportation of aliens whose undesirability 
may have been developed after arrival here. 

In so far as it relates to the control of aliens and the subject 
of deportation there can be no sort of question about its validity. 
The Federal Government is sovereign in relation to all inter- 
national matters, and it has complete and plenary control over 
the subject of immigration. 

There was a proyision in the present immigration law making 
it a crime for any person in this country to harbor in a house 
of prostitution an alien who had not been in the country three 
years. The Supreme Court decided that Congress had no power 
to punish an offense of that kind. 

The present bill includes substantially the same provision, 
except it contains a clause requiring the harboring of an alien 
woman in a house of prostitution to have been done in pursu- 
ance of her unlawful importation. I do not believe that clause 
will save the provision. I think that provision in the bill is 
clearly unconstitutional. The Federal Government has no right 
to go to the city of Chicago or the city of New York or any 
other city in the United States and impose penalties upon the 
awful vice of prostitution. That is well settled, and I think 
it is fundamental. That was what the Supreme Court decided 
in the Kendall case, not a great while ago. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another provision in the bill that seems 
to me also untenable. .The third section of the bill makes it 
not only a crime, but a felony, for any person to furnish means 
of transportation, directly or indirectly, to one who may thereby 
be enabled to go into another State or Territory to carry on 
prostitution. The section does not require the citizen who 
may have furnished the means of procuring the ticket to know 
the purpose of the one who is to use it. It may be a matter of 
benevolence, a.matter of obligation, a matter of kindness of 
heart. He may have no idea, no knowledge that the person 
who is to use the ticket is to go into another State or Terri- 
tory for immoral purposes, and yet the man who buys the 
ticket or furnishes the transportation, who furnishes the money 
to the individual to buy the ticket, is declared by this law to be 
a felon, subject to a large finé and a long period of imprison- 
ment in a penitentiary.- -Think of it for a moment. The law 
does not prohibit a female or anybody else from going from 
one State or Territory into another State or Territory for 
the purpose of engaging in prostitution or any other immoral 
net. In so far as the federal Jaw is concerned, a woman would 
have a perfect right to trayel-from one State to another, as 
long as she behaved herself in a becoming manner, as a pas- 
senger. The law can not very well inquire into the purposes 
of the people. We can not establish any sort of administra- 
tive machinery that will require an investigation of the pur- 
pose of each and every one of the millions of people in the 
United States who travels from one State to another. There- 
fore a citizen in the city of Washington may furnish a female 
with money with which to buy a ticket to go to Baltimore or 
into some other State, for the purpose of prostitution, and yet 
that individual is declared to be felon. This provision does not 


| apply to aliens exclusively, bear in mind. 


It applies to all of the inhabitants of the country. Is it 
interstate commerce for one to loan or give another money 
with which he or she may buy a railroad ticket upon which to 
travel into another State, even though it be a woman, and she 
intends to go there for the purpose of prostitution? There is 
nothing clearer to me than that that provision is necessarily 
unconstitutional. It is not a regulation of interstate commerce, 
If a man can furnish another in this District with money to 
buy a railroad ticket, the man who proyides the money is not 
in any sense engaged in interstate commerce, Congress has 
absolutely no power to enact legislation that will reach such 
conduct. I ought not to say in this District, perhaps, because 
the District is in a general way under the control of Congress, 
but I wish to apply this argument to any of the States. The 
bill undertakes to use the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
not to regulate commerce between the States, but for the pur- 
pose of prohibiting prostitution in the States. One has a per- 
fect right to go from one State to another. The law does not 
say a woman shall not go. The law does not prohibit common 
carriers from transporting women to another State for purposes 
of prostitution, and yet if somebody should furnish her the 
money with which to buy a railroad ticket and to travel, as 


546 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


she has a lawful right to do, that individual, whether he knew 
anything about the woman's purpose or not, under the terms 
of this bill is denounced as a felon. I do not believe that in 
our zeal and enthusiasm to enact this legislation, popular 
though it may be throughout the country, we ought to in- 
corporate into the law things that appeal to our judgment as 
being entirely beyond the power of Congress to do. Congress 
ought not to enact laws for the courts to set aside. That class 
of laws destroys confidence in acts of No good 
can result from the enactment of invalid laws. I am willing to 
go as far as Congress has power to go in destroying the white- 
slave traffic, but everyone knows that such legislation can only 
be enacted by the several States. 

- [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp for the purpose of 
inserting a resolution passed by the Farmers’ Union of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Rrecorp for the purpose 
of inserting in the Recorp certain resolutions of the Farmers’ 
Union of Texas. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

Fort WORTH, TEX., January 7, 1910. 


Hon. Jonx N. GARNER, 
Congressman, Washington, D. d. 

Dear Sm: The ie vee oo was ee adopted — Ba 
last state convention ge gid Educational = 
Union of America, for Eg held at Galveston, August 4, 5, 6, a ad T, 
1909, and a copy was ordered sent 8 — each Member of Congress 
Texas, and one to each United States Senator 

Resolved by the Farmers’ Union of Teras in convention 828 

3 its ey Pe and 8 


a law to prohi 
ucts in tne United States, and we 2 power and 
the farmers of this great State to our Senators and resentatives in 


Congress to assist them in of a law that will forever drive 
from this country the bucket et stops and gambling hells 
[SEAL.] T. LOUDERMILK, President. 
— —.— Horton, Secretary 
Resolution adopted e Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union 
Ri 2 — „ Tex., January 1, 1910. 
ime. 3 3 That the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union 


n County, Tex., in ca assem ee ask our Representa- 
tive in Con the Hon. Jonn N. use his best a ,— to 
enact laws t will do a with ine New —f “Cotton Exchange and 


all farm products. 
2 A. HOUCEKE, President. 
L. BAKER, Secretary. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. eae I now yield five 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE]. 
Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I have some doubt about the 
constitutional power of Congress to enact this legislation, but 
I am going to resolve that doubt in favor of that power and 
support this bill. There are certain crimes of national and 
international character that are now very seriously affecting 
the welfare of the people of the United States. The meanest, 
the blackest crime that was ever instilled into the human heart 
by the devil himself is this crime of trafficking in the virtue and 
chastity of women. It is not only a local affair. The investiga- 
tion discloses that it is international as well as interstate traf- 
fic, and I for one believe that every power possessed by the 
Congress of the United States over this crime ought to be 
exercised. 

Another crime, the one just called attention to by my col- 
league from Texas [Mr. GARNER] in asking the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to print a resolution by the Farmers’ Union 
of Texas, is the crime of gambling. The Farmers’ Union of 
Texas have sent to the Representatives of Texas a resolution 
denouncing this gambling, calling upon the Representatives of 
Texas to support any measure within the constitutional power 
of Congress looking to the suppression of this eyil. I hold this 
resolution in my hand. It is signed by the president and secre- 
tary of the Texas Farmers’ Union. This crime is also both 
interstate and international. My fellow-Members, we have got 
to use the powers of Congress over interstate commerce more 
extensively than we have heretofore to protect the people of 
the United States from these crimes. In the disgraceful affair 
on the New York Stock Exchange the other day, wherein cer- 

and criminally, 


otherwise —.— gambling 


gambler’s trick. If these gamblers can thus raise the price of 
aot ing TOAT ERT ZRO THO IEIS ae TETTA greening hoa Sear 

raise prices, they can lower them. The people demand and 
ought to haye an honest market. They want the prices such a 


market affords, let the prices be high or low. The people can 
not have such a market so long as a set of powerful gamblers 
occupy the chief seats in the market place, continually stabbing 
the confidence of the people in their market. 

From a moral standpoint the crime of crimes is the one we 
are attempting to deal with in this bill, commonly known as 
the “ white-slave traffic bill,” and, as I said before, I am going 
to resolve my doubts about the constitutional power of Con- 
gress in favor of the power and yote for this bill; and I want 
to here state that any bill that in my opinion does not plainly 
violate the Constitution of the United States attempting to sup- 
press this crime and that of national and international gambling 
will have any support. I believe this measure ought to pass 
this House. Talk about its being popular on the outside; it 
ought to be popular on the inside of this House, in the breast 
of each Member of this House, and I believe it is: Of course 
Members will not violate their oaths by voting plainly in the 
face of the Constitution, as they understand it, I believe the 
purpose of this bill meets a hearty response in the breast of 
every Member of this House. The people of this country not 
only demand this legislation, but they are demanding legisla- 
tion to suppress the gambling evil. All the power the Congress 
has over the telegraph, over the mails, over the railways of 
the country, over eyery possible agency of interstate commerce 
I want to use to suppress these evils. [Applause.] 

I yield back to the gentleman from New York any time I 
have not used. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, if I may be per- 
mitted, I desire first to ask the House whether calendar Wed- 
nesday can be entirely done away with by the right kind of 
manipulation. This is calendar Wednesday. And I desire also 
to call attention to the fact that by the proviso on page 2, 
beginning on line 21, this bill continues a very substantial 
amendment—which, of course, is existing law—but it con- 
tinues a very important amendment to the antialien labor con- 
tract law. That law, passed in 1885, has this title: 


An act to ret the — = migration of foreigners and 
aliens under contract or 8 labor in United 
States, its Territories, and Columbia. 

And that act provides in section 5 as follows: 

Nor shall this act be so construed as to prorent person or per- 
sons, partnership or corporation, from inden jatar — oe 


2 —_— . en in foreign co to perform labor in 
in or ee new industry not at present estab- 
fished in th in the. United Sta * 


This permitted ae permits importation of skilled labor to 
engage only in a new industry not already established in this 
country. But the title of the pending bill does not mention 
contract labor, and this proviso allows importation of skilled 
labor— 

If labor of like kind unemployed can not be found in this country. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
know this provision in the bill is existing law? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I said a moment ago that it 
is existing law. But I believe that only a very few Members of the 
House knew that it was existing law until I brought out that 
fact yesterday in a question to the gentleman from New York. 
I have talked with at least twenty-five who did not know it. 
This proviso does, under a misleading title, modify the anti- 
alien contract law and ought therefore to be stricken from the 
bill. If there were opportunity I would move to amend for 
that purpose. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Does the gentleman from IIII- 
nois desire to use any of his time? 

Mr. MANN. I think, probably, there will be but one further 
speech on this side, but I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. I promised him time. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire in a few words to 
submit observations on the pending bill. Yesterday I listened 
attentively to some able arguments made by some able gentle- 
men against the constitutionality of the bill now under con- 
sideration, but after listening to these ‘arguments, and with all 
due deference to the able opinions of the gentlemen who de- 
livered them, I can not make up my mind that the measure under 
any consideration is unconstitutional, or that it in any way in- 
fringes upon any part of the Constitution. 

It is true that some parts of the pending bill are stringent 
and drastic, but we must remember that we are dealing with a 
question which requires stringent and drastic methods to cope 
with it. The Constitution clearly gives to Congress not only 
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the right but the power to pass and establish uniform natural- 
ization laws, and this power being expressly delegated to Con- 
gress, it follows, as “night the day,“ that Congress has the 
power to prescribe the terms and conditions upon which an 
alien may not only enter the United States, but the terms and 
conditions upon which they may become citizens of our country, 
and in addition Congress has the power to prescribe the terms 
and conditions upon which an alien may be deported from the 
United States after having entered our shores for a violation 
of the laws of our Government. 

Section 3 of the bill under consideration is the section against 
which most of the argument thus far has been directed. This 
section makes it an offense to import an alien for the purpose 
of prostitution or for any other immoral purpose, and this sec- 
tion makes it a felony to directly or indirectly import into the 
United States any alien for the purpose of prostitution or for 
any other immoral purpose, or to hold or attempt to hold any 
alien for the purpose of prostitution, or to keep, support, or 
maintain an alien for the purpose of prostitution. By this sec- 
tion the person is declared to be guilty of a felony, and upon 
conviction shall be imprisoned not more than ten years and fined 
not more than $5,000. 

This section further provides for the deportation of an alien 
found in any house of ill fame or prostitution at any time after 
the alien shall have entered the United States; and it further 
provides that any person who procures or causes to be procured 
a ticket or other evidence of right or transportation whereby a 
person is entitled to go from one State or Territory to another 
State or Territory far the purpose of engaging in prostitution 
or other immoral acts shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and 
upon conviction shall be imprisoned not more than ten years 
and fined not more than $5,000. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that the first part of this 

section comes under that part of the Constitution giving to Con- 
gress the power to pass uniform naturalization laws, and the 
last part of the section comes under that part of the Constitu- 
tion giving to Congress the power to regulate commerce among 
the States. Here are two plain constitutional provisions upon 
which this section of the bill under consideration is bottomed. 
If Congress has the power to pass uniform naturalization 
laws, it has equal power to prescribe the terms and condi- 
tions upon which aliens may enter the United States, and it 
likewise has the power to deport aliens from the United States 
for a violation of our law, or in the absence of a treaty with 
other powers Congress has the undoubted power to exclude 
aliens from entering our shores. This section does not seek 
to regulate the morals of the State, but leaves this question to 
the States themselyes. The offense, as defined in this part of 
the section, consists in importing an alien for the purpose of 
prostitution, or holding an alien for the purpose of prostitution, 
or keeping or harboring an alien in a house of ill fame for 
the purpose of prostitution. This part of the section does not 
make it an offense to keep a house of ill fame, because it in no 
way undertakes to define what it shall take to constitute a 
house of ill fame or a house of prostitution. The framers of 
the bill have clearly left this question to be solved by the 
States. 

The offense defined in the latter part of the section consists 
in transporting any person from State to State for the purpose 
of prostitution, and in neither of these propositions have the 
rights of the States been in the least invaded. A perfect har- 


mony is maintained by the provisions of this section, giving 


the Government the right to execute its constitutional power 
and reserving to the States the right to execute the power re- 
served unto the States by the Constitution. Still, if I enter- 
tained any doubt about the constitutionality of the pending 
bill, I would unhesitatingly resolve that doubt in favor of its 
constitutionality on account of the enormity of the crime sought 
to be stopped and the evil intended to be remedied by the sec- 
tion under consideration. Who can be hurt by its provisions? 
No one but the guilty— 
And the wicked flee when no one pursueth. 


The innocent have nothing to fear from this law, or from any 
other law, no matter how drastic be its features, but— 
No one who e’er felt the halter draw, had a good opinion of the law. 


This entire bill, including section 3, aims at a suppression of 
what is known as the “ white-slave traffic” in this country. It 
is indeed appalling to know that, in this day of enlightenment, 
we have had for several years a species of slavery a thousand 
times worse and more degrading in its consequences and effects 
upon humanity than any species of human slavery that ever ex- 
isted in this country. It has reached a point where it is no 
longer a national issue, but a world-wide question. This prac- 
tice of importing women into this country became so notorious 


that not only the conscience of this country, but of all Europe, 
became shocked at its fearful work, and in 1904 a convention 
was held in Paris, where our country and the leading powers 
of Europe were convened, for the sole purpose of devising a 


plan for the suppression of this evil traffic. The agreement 
entered into at that time was adhered to by the United States 
in June, 1908, as shown by the proclamation of President Roose- 
velt, dated June 5, 1908, binding our Government to use its 
power to suppress this wicked and nefarious practice. 

This practice of importing women for a commercial purpose 
beggars human description; indeed, it is beyond the intelligence 
of the average person to believe that men or women are so far 
forgetful of the moral and divine law as to engage in it, yet the 
hearings before the committee which reported this bill, together 
with the reports of the Commissioners of Immigration, show be- 
yond doubt that this practice has been going on in this country 
for a great many years. It is hard to get at correct data upon 
this subject. The report of the Commissioner of Immigration 
says: 

Although of course only a small 
country are discovered and debarr 
apprehended and deported. 

His reports, however, show that— 


During the past five fiscal years, 1904 to 1908, 205 alien women 
were prevented from entering the United States on the 1 N that they 
were prostitutes; 9 of these women were debarred in 1904, 24 in 1905, 
30 in 1906, 18 in 1907, and 124 in 1908. 


He further shows that during the same five years— 


Forty-nine persons were debarred because of their connections with 
the business of importing women for immoral purposes. Three were 
debarred in 1904, 4 in 1905, 2 in 1906, 1 in 1907, and 43 in 1908. 


He further shows that from January 1 to July 1, 1909, the 
following arrests and deportations occurred: 


reentage of those arriving in this 
at the port of entry or afterwards 
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In one instance in Chicago the proof showed that one man 
in one year made upward of $102,000 by importing white women 
into this country and selling them into slavery for the purpose 


of prostitution. This, no doubt, is only one instance in the 
many hundreds of others which have escaped the attention of 
the Commissioner of Immigration or the vigilance of the police 
force of our large cities. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that this business does not 
consist of a few isolated cases here and there, but it consists of 
a well-organized and preconcerted plan to import women into 
this country for this purpose, and as the States have now no 
power to pass any law contravening the terms of the Constitu- 
tion touching the question of naturalization, nor have they any 
power to regulate commerce, both of these powers being given 
by the Constitution exclusively to Congress, and if by using 
these plain constitutional provisions the Government can wipe 
out this wicked and awful practice, or if it can aid the States 
in putting out this immoral fire that is now burning the very 
vitals out of society, it is our duty as a lawmaking body to 
give to the people in the way of a law a statute strong and 
powerful enough to enable the Government to deport persons 
who, by fraud or otherwise, enter the ports of the United States 
for the purpose of prostitution. In the importation of this un- 
fortunate class of people into this country for this immoral 
purpose all kinds of fraud is practiced upon the unwary and 
unsuspecting victim in foreign countries for the purpose of in- 
ducing the woman to leave her native land and journey to our 
shores. She is promised work at high and remunerative wages, 
and told that she can live here in affluence and luxury as com- 
pared to her mode of living in her native land. No sooner does 
she step her foot upon American soil than she becomes the prop- 
erty of some debauchee or inhuman monster. 

The horrors of this evil are accentuated and its practices 
made more terrific in their results by the importation of 
women for the purpose of prostitution, with its attendant sys- 
tem of brutal degeneracy and cruel slavery. The need of 
checking this importation is therefore especially great. The 
vilest practices are brought here from Continental Europe, 
and beyond doubt there has come from imported women and 
their men the most bestial requirements of deprayity. The 
inclination of the continental races to look with toleration 
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upon these evils is beyond doubt spreading in this country, 
an influence perhaps even more far-reaching in its degradation 
than the physical effeets which inevitably follow it. This con- 
dition is especially becoming true in our large eities and great 
centers of population. The strength of our Government lies 
not in its great standing army or in its strong navy, but it lies 
in the building up, keeping, and maintaining a strong, healthy 
sentiment of morality, having in view high ideals of life. 
Around this bill will rally true, loving mothers in the land, 
and to its aid will come every father who has sons and 
daughters under his guiding hand. No man or woman who 
feels the responsibilities of a family will oppose it, but it 
will have the hearty and united support of all people who love 
hire DEE POTAE AO ͤ c 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think the House and the country 
are very much indebted to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BENNET} and to the Immigration Commission for presenting to 
the country the startling information which has been made 
public concerning the traffic in so-called “white slaves.” The 
white-slave traffic, while not so extensive, is much more hor- 
rible than any black-slave traffic ever was in the history of the 
world, and every effort ought to be made by Congress within 
its constitutional powers to stop the traffic and punish those 
who endeayor to engage in it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is as important in making legislation 
that we endeavor to provide legislation which will be effective, 
and not merely be a personal advertisement for ourselves, as it 
is. to enact the legislation at all. And hence, the first question 
which arises on any proposed bill is whether it will stand the 
test of the courts when enforced. What value is there in enact- 
ing a bill to prohibit the white-slave traffic when the first time 
an indictment is made under the bill the court declares the law 

. unconstitutional, if that should be the case? 

We are not without light on the pending proposition. This is 
not the first time that the distinguished Commitee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization has tried its hand at preparing legisla- 
tion along these lines. In the immigration Iaw they inserted a 
section for punishing the white-slave traffic, and in that law 
they provided almost identically in the language of the pending 
bill, with one exception, namely: 

Sana co haben tee Se tan paras Ok YAA E A ec Ree wae eae 
— DA TVT three years she 


shail have entered "the United States, shall in every such case be deemed 
guilty of a felony, „ 


The distinction between the pending bill and that law is that 
there is no limitation of time in the pending bill. In the law 
it provided that whoever harbored an alien woman for the 
purpose of prostitution within three years of her entry into 
the country should be declared a felon. In the pending bill, 
if passed, the provision is that whoever harbors an alien woman 
at any time during her life shall be declared a felon. 

But there is another important distinction which the gentle- 
man will claim renders his bill constitutional, which the Su- 
preme Court held in reference to the enactment, and which I 
have read, namely, that it was a plain invasion of the police 
powers of the States, that the National Government had no 
right to control the morals of the people in the States, that the 
police power over morals was a power resting upon the state 
government and not in the National Government. Now, the 
only proposition which the gentleman puts in for the purpose of 
eliminating that question is to say: 


Whoever shall do this in pursuance of such illegal importation. 


You can take either horn of the delemma you wish. No one 
is maintained in the house in pursuance of the importation. 
It is an act which follows the importation, but it is not in pur- 
suance of the importation. There is no place in the United 
States where people have been imported for that purpose, being 
put into a particular house; and if that should be the construc- 
tion of the law, it means nothing. If, on the other hand, it 
should be held by the court that the intent of Congress was 
to say that whoever is illegally imported and shall be placed 
in a house of prostitution, then the court will necessarily fol- 
low the ruling of the Supreme Court, and say that that is an 
invasion of the police power of the State, and hence is uncon- 
stitutional. 

But that is only one provision of the bill which is unconstitu- 
tional. In fact, I have not been able to find any provision in 
the bill which, aceording to my study of the subject, leads me 
to think it is constitutional. But here is a provision which 


would excite the curiosity of the curio seeker, a provision at- 


tempting to copy an idea, as stated in the report of the bill 
sire I introduced in the House, and this ae reads: 

Any person who procures, or causes to be p for, 4 

2 or ——— ticket or other e or piai E * g 

tion whereby a: rson. is enabled or ted to go from one rares 

Territory, 5 into ee State, Territory, or district, for, the 


engaging practice of prostitution, * 
Teall Gn aiden aati thin ee MAAA BAINS DE A DOODS, 


What does it mean? It says—it says that if I purehase a 
ticket to give to some woman which would enable her to cross 
the state lines I am guilty of a felony. It does not even require 
that the woman shall cross the state lines. In that respect it 
is clearly unconstitutional But I might not know that the 
woman was a bad woman or that she desired to engage in a 
bad practice. I might be perfectly innocent. My intent might 
be only to do that which Congressmen are often required to 
do, to assist one to get home by purchasing a ticket. Yet, 
under the provisions of this bill, if it should be a bad woman 
whom I had aided, I would be guilty of a felony. No such 
provision, I may say, can be found in the so-called“ Mann bill.” 
The gentlemen, in their report, say that they got their idea 
from the bill I introduced. I may say, in justice to myself, 
they got no such idea from any bill I have drawn or introduced. 

That is not all. In another part of the same section is the 
prevision that any alien who shall in any way assist a prosti- 
tute shall be deemed to be unlawfully within the United States. 
According to this bill, if you should assist a poor woman upon 
the streets or in a home, and you were an alien and helped 
to assist a home for erring women, you are liable to be de- 
ported; and under the terms of the bill not only are you 
liable, but the bill expressly provides in its language that if 
an alien should give money to a home for erring women he 
should be deported from the United States. That is not all; 
but under the provision if an alien woman comes here inno- 
cent and young and an American citizen debauches her, she is 
to be sent abroad on the world, although her fault is laid at 
our door; and it makes no difference that the alien woman 
might be brought into this country when 2 years old and 
seduced when she reached a much older age, after she had been 
in the country for years. Seduced by an American citizen, led 
by an American citizen into prostitution, she would be sent 
out of the country by this enlightened country. Where to, pray? 
What country would be under obligation to receive her, pray? 
Taking an innocent girl in this country, debauching her through 
our own citizenship, and turning her loose upon what coun- 
try? What right would they have to say that she should be 
sent back to the country from which she came? 

Mr. Speaker, it is quite possible to enact a constitutional 
measure upon this subject whieh will aid in preventing the 
traffic in white slaves. It is equally certain that the present 
bill, if enacted into law, is not constitutional, The distin- 
guished Committee on Immigration and Naturalization have 
tried their hands at this once before, and I had hoped would 
be able to benefit by the lesson they received from the Supreme 
Court; and if they had read the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the Keller case with the same degree of intelligence which 
they have displayed in investigating the subject of white 
slavery, they would not have introduced this bill. However, 
Mr. Speaker, to a certain extent they are not to be blamed. 
The committee had several bills pending, and this committee 
was so anxious to frame a bill that they took the bills and 
pasted all the provisions contained in all the bills in one bill 
and shoved it up here for consideration, without attempting to 
make the different provisions of the bill conform with each 
other, without pretending to investigate the decisions of the 
eourt or the constitutional authority of Congress, in their mad 
race to obtain priority. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall offer a motion that this bill be re- 
committed to the committee. There is nothing in this bill and 
the bill which I have introduced which necessarily conflicts. 
[Loud applause.) 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min- 
utes to my colleague [Mr. SULZER]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, all I want to say is that no man 
in this House or out of the House will go farther than I am 
willing to go to secure the enactment of the most drastic legis- 
lation which can be placed upon the statute books of this coun- 
try to suppress that crime which, for the want of a better name, 
is called the white-slave traffic.“ I hope the municipalities of 
the country will take up the matter and suppress the evil. I 
trust that the States will take up the question and check the 
erime, and I believe that this Congress will be recreant to its 
duty to all the people if it fails to pass the most stringent law 
that ean be devised by the human intellect to suppress the ter- 
rible traffic in human souls. I have no sympathy with the 
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quibbling in regard to the constitutionality of some of the pro- 
visions of this bill. In this frightful matter I shall not allow 
technicalities to cloud my sense of immediate duty. The courts 
must take the responsibility for its constitutionality. I shall 
vote for this bill and do everything within my power to pass it 
here and now, so that it shall be placed at the earliest possible 
moment upon the statute books of our country. Therefore I 
hope the bill will pass, and I trust the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to recommit the bill will not prevail. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield ten minutes to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BURNETT]. 


[Mr. BURNETT addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the spectacle of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] making a vicious and wholly unwar- 
ranted attack upon a committee of this House is nothing un- 
usual. It is an exhibition that we often have. I desire only 
to say in regard to that that the present law for the suppres- 
sion of the traffic in human flesh now upon the statute books 
was reported to this House by the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization, and under this law, since its passage, scores 
of indictments have been found, large numbers of offenders 
have been convicted, and many are now suffering the imprison- 
ment due to their crimes. In the course of these indictments 
and trials and the investigations that preceded them it became 
apparent to the officers of the law that legislation supplement- 
ing the present law was desirable, and this bill is an attempt 
to pass such legislation. 

There is among certain Members of the House, I judge from 
the remarks that have been made, a misapprehension as to the 
purpose of this bill. Its purpose is not to punish procurers nor 
to prevent prostitution nor to undertake to legislate in regard to 
crimes against morality in the several States. It aims simply 
to prohibit and, so far as the law may do so, to prevent the 
transportation of women for immoral purposes in interstate and 
foreign commerce. It has been urged in the course of this de- 
bate that we can not constitutionally do this since such transpor- 
tation is not foreign or interstate commerce within the meaning 
of the Constitution. This question has been passed upon many 
times by the Supreme Court of the United States; first, in the 
celebrated Passenger cases (7 How., 401), where the court held 
that transportation of passengers from a foreign country to 
ports in this country was foreign commerce, subject to regu- 
lation only by the Congress of the United States, and that the 
legislature of the State of New York had no power under the 
Constitution to legislate in regard to it. Subsequently, in many 
cases which I might cite, the same principle has been affirmed. 

It would seem that this case would settle the question whether 
such transportation of passengers from one State to another 
was interstate commerce and is included in the grant of power 
to the Congress of the United States by the Constitution to 
regulate foreign commerce and commerce among the several 
States, if the exact question had never been decided by the Su- 
preme Court. But I am not obliged to rely upon this case alone. 
The Supreme Court of the United States has passed directly 
upon this question many times. The most conspicuous case, the 
one that has perhaps gone furthest, is the Covington Bridge 
case (154 U. S., 204). In that case the State of Kentucky 
undertook to make regulations in regard to charges that should 
be made for the passage of foot passengers and the carrying 
of merchandise across a bridge erected by a corporation be- 
tween the city of Covington and the city of Cincinnati, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States held that this was 
interstate commerce and subject to control by the Congress of 
the United States. It seems to me very clear under the decisions 
that this “ white-slave traffic,” so called, is interstate commerce, 
and is therefore subject to the regulation of the Congress of the 
United States. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARD- 
son] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] produced 
many authorities to show that the Government of the United 
States can not invade the realm of law covered by the police 
powers of the States. Now, we do not question those authori- 
ties; we admit their binding force, and the only trouble is that 
they are not applicable to this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly, for a question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You admit, do you not, that the only 
punishment provided by this bill for the alien woman is her 
deportation? 


Mr. HAYES. All right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the only thing you claim. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, suppose the alien woman is trans- 
ported from one State to another and a man should buy a ticket 
for her, knowing she was a prostitute, to use the strongest 
language—— 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The object of a prosecution or investi- 
gation would be to ascertain whether that alien woman was a 
prostitute or not and had violated the laws and subjected her- 
self to deportation, would it not? Then the man who bought 
the ticket would be considered as aiding her? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. f 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Aiding her to bring about her prostitu- 
tion. Now, do you remember what the Supreme Court of the 
United States said in the Keller case on that subject? 

Mr. HAYES. I am quite familiar with the case, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It said this: 

The acts of others may be evidence of her business and character. 
But it does not follow that Congress has the power to punish those 
whose acts furnish evidence from which the Government may determine 
the question of her expulsion. 

Now. 

Mr. HAYES. I think I get the point of the gentleman, and I 
have only a few minutes and I trust he will not make a speech 
in my time. 

The gentleman is doubtless familiar with the Lottery case, de- 
cided long prior to the Keller case, in which the Supreme Court 
of the United States upheld the proposition that the Congress 
of the United States may not only regulate commerce, but pro- 
hibit almost anything in interstate or foreign commerce, and 
may fix penalties so as to make this prohibition operative. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, inasmuch as you mentioned the 
Lottery case in support of this bill, I will say that a member of 
the Supreme Court stated that a lottery ticket, per se, was 
wicked of itself. You do not pretend to say a woman is wicked 
of herself? 

Mr. HAYES. I do not, but I pretend to say that prostitution 
is. But I can not stop to argue the matter out with the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, if a woman comes in here that is 
virtuous, what are you going to do with her? 

Mr. HAYES. This bill does not propose to do anything with 
83 and it can not be so construed by any reasonable construc- 

on. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYES. I can not yield. If the gentleman will wait 
until I finish my statement, and I have time, I shall be glad to 
yield to him for a question. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Russet] suggested, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has followed along 
the same line with a speech, that this bill is unconstitutional, 
because it is attempting to reenact that portion of the present 
law which was held unconstitutional in the Keller case. Now, 
that matter received very careful attention, not only by the 
Committee on Immigration but by the members of the Immi- 
gration Commission and some of the law officers of the Govern- 
ment, and we believe that we have covered it, and they believe 
that we have, so that the bill is constitutional, and if enacted 
into law will be so held by the Supreme Court should it come 
before it. 

The Keller case held that simply harboring an alien prosti- 
tute was an offense against the State, was subject to its police 
power, and that the Congress of the United States had no juris- 
diction under the Constitution to punish such an offense. 
Although three justices of the Supreme Court dissented from 
that opinion, to my mind the reasoning of the majority of the 
court is conclusive. But if that harboring is done in pursuance 
of a preconceived plan and arrangement, if you please, to import 
the woman for immoral purposes, and the harboring is done in 
pursuance and continuation of that conspiracy, then the ques- 
tion is entirely different; and, indeed, the court in the Keller 
case virtually admits that if this were the case they would 
hold the part of the present law they were considering consti- 
tutional. It is believed that by inserting the words “in pur- 
suance of such illegal importation” the act will be brought 
clearly within the purview of the federal authority, and, as I 
say, some of the law officers of the Government also think so. 

It is extremely important that this should be done if we de- 
sire to effectively stamp out this vile traffic, and for this reason: 
Suppose that an alien comes to a keeper of a house of prostitu- 
tion in Chicago and says, “I am going abroad, and if you 
choose, for certain compensation, I will bring to you from 
abroad certain women.” Such a contract is made between the 
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two parties. In pursuance of this arrangement an alien woman 
is brought to this country and turned over to the man who har- 
bors her, and the man who brought the woman goes abroad 
and pursues the same line of trade in a foreign country and 
gets beyond the jurisdiction of our courts; the man who harbors 
the prostitute is not guilty of her importation, or at least it 
would be very difficult to prove such a charge against him; but 
if it be proved that in pursuance of the arrangement cr con- 
spiracy to which he was a party he is harboring her, you may 
have him convicted, and the court may punish him as he de- 
serves. If constitutional, as they believe it is, the committee 
believe that this provision should be included in the law. 

One moment, as to the necessity for this legislation. As I 
said before, the investigations of the law officers of the Goy- 
ernment and of the commission, which the gentleman from 
Illinois took occasion to so seriously criticise, have demon- 
strated that if we are to effectively restrain——— 

Mr. MANN. I was endeavoring to compliment the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman from Illinois has a queer way 
of bestowing compliments that is familiar to me and all the 
Members of this House. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will read my remark, he will 

see that I was complimenting him, 
Mr. HAYES. Investigations by this commission and by the 
courts and the law officers of the Government have demon- 
strated that this horrible traffic has gone to limits beyond any- 
thing the people of the United States, the Members of Congress, 
or any officers of the Government could conceive of or had 
imagined. Women have been restrained of their liberty by 
duress, by deceit, by force, by every ingenuity and process that 
the criminal mind of man could conceive. In my own State of 
California very frequently the moral sense of our people has 
been shocked by discovering some Chinese or Japanese woman 
restrained of her liberty and passed as a chattel from hand to 
hand at almost fabulous prices. 

A Chinese woman in San Francisco will bring, or would have 
brought before the passage of the present law, from two to 
three thousand dollars, Now, it is the desire of all the people 
of the United States to have passed any legislation that may 
be necessary to put an end to this traffic, and the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization only desires in this bill 
to prevent as far as the law can preyent the transportation 
in interstate and foreign commerce of women for this immoral 
purpose. Congress alone, under the Constitution and the deci- 
sions of the courts, can do this. The States are powerless. It 
is therefore extremely important, if we are to successfully fight 
this evil, that interstate traffic in women be forbidden and 
punished. Every girl or woman who has lived a reasonably 
decent moral life has friends in the community upon whom 
she can call in case any man or set of men undertake to coerce 
her or compel her by duress to enter a life of shame, friends 
who will believe her, who know her character, and will render 
her such assistance as she needs. But in the case of an alien, 
who may not know the language of the United States, who 
knows no one here, who has here no friend or person who 
knows her, it is entirely different. The local authorities, 
usually hardened to all this sort of thing, will lend her no 
willing ear. Having no one upon whom she can call, she is 
helpless in the hands of designing men when she is in this 
strange land. It is largely the same when a woman is enticed 
or forced to go from one State to another. She leaves the 
place in which she has acquaintances and friends and goes to a 
strange town or city, where she knows no one and has no one 
to call upon for assistance in case anyone undertakes to force 
her to depart from the path of virtue. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Youne]. 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Mr. Speaker, there has been a 
question presented here as to the constitutionality of the bill 
under consideration. Legal minds on both sides of the House 
have questioned it and discussed learnedly and thoroughly the 
subject. I believe we should take advantage of the doubt and 
pass this bill and give the Government an opportunity to crush 
out this accursed evil. New York knows the condition better 
than any other State, but it has outgrown New York. It has 
extended into the other States, and the cities of this country are 
faced with a grave situation, so that it becomes the duty of 
Congress to all the people of the country to stop in some way 
the extension of this infamous business. Those who are living 
in New York know that for the last five years the traffic has 
been increasing rapidly, until decent people in the community 
feel that some step of a comprehensive nature should be taken 
to prevent its extension further. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the 


gravity of the situation is such as to require every man who has 
the purity of the women of this country, the sanctity of the 
family life of this country, at heart to support this or any other 


measure which will bring about the desired result. 
applause. ] 

It is due to the God-fearing, law-abiding, and purity-loving 
men and women throughout the whole Nation that very effect- 
ive legislation be had which shall stamp out all immoral traffic 
of the nature referred to in the bill under consideration. I 
know there are those who are well informed and yirtuous, liy- 
ing remote from the cities, who question the gravity of the evil 
under consideration, and well they may, for in human history 
it has hardly a parallel. In the country districts, the villages 
and towns, they have never had the experience, and I pray 
they may never know what it is to have in their midst men and 
women who are so degraded as to be willing, for money or any 
other consideration, to put into practice the appalling trade 
which during the past ten years has grown up in New York 
and radiated to the large cities of the country. 

That the traffic is thoroughly organized is clearly shown by 
an investigation which was made by the Immigration Commis- 
sion last year and presented to the Senate of the United States 
on the 10th day of December last. This report shows clearly 
that the only object of the traffic is money making, and that 
it has been reduced to a science. Women and young girls are 
imported in large numbers specifically for immoral purposes. 
Many of them are brought into the country under false repre- 
sentation that they are to be employed as domestic servants 
or workers in manufacturing establishments, but upon arrival 
here are at once turned over to agents, who immediately place 
them in evil resorts, where they are ruined, deprived of the 
privilege of making known their condition to friends who 
might help them, and are deprived of their liberty. Their 
earnings are taken from them and divided among those who 
are parties to their degradation. Many women who have been 
living immoral lives abroad and are hardened outcasts come 
here through agents or of their own volition, because they can 
earn much more money here than they can at home, even after 
paying the tax levied upon them by those who control them. 
Many of the procurers who bring young girls and women to 
this country for the shameful purposes referred to in the bill 
under consideration are women entirely destitute of honor and 
feeling, who live permanently or temporarily abroad, and by 
plausible stories of the abundance of employment at high wages 
win the confidence of innocent women and girls, and their 
parents, never dreaming of the fate awaiting them, give con- 
sent to their leaving home, in the hope that from the large 
earnings produced from honest labor they will be able to remit 
sufficient money to pay their passage so that they may in time 
join their children and reunite the family circle in this land of 
promise, and, what they think, land of purity and happiness. 

The sufferings of those formerly innocent girls, as presented 
in the report of the Immigration Commission, is appalling be- 
yond description. Used and abused until broken in health, 
unattractive and unprofitable, they are cast into the world 
destitute and broken hearted with as little feeling as we would 
throw aside a squeezed orange, and then become charges on the 
community. 

The masters, principals, and agents engaged in this nefarious 
business have not confined their efforts to any one country to. 
secure supplies, but have inveigled, by false pretenses and glow- 
ing descriptions of life in this country, women to come from 
France, Germany, England, Hungary, Poland, Russia, and many 
other countries. No race or nationality has been spared in the 
efforts of those engaged in the business to secure the most at- 
tractive young women found in any land. 

It has been said that a great many of those following the vile 
trade as procurers and principals are Jews. If it is the case, 
as shown by the investigation, this probably arises from the fact 
that the immigration of Jews has been far in excess of any 
other race during the past few years. As a class I am sure the 
Jews are as pure, parent-loving, and home-loving as any other 
and I agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gord- 
FOGLE] that the report of the investigating committee is un- 
necessarily harsh in referring to the Hebrews as a class. In 
New York there are a million Jews, and I think they are as 
moral as any other race. 

That the traffic has not been confined to New York is well 
known. Recently, when that city began its crusade against the 
so-called “red-light district,” it was generally stated that hun- 
dreds of the miserable people were transferred to Newark, 
Philadelphia, Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago, and various other 
cities, carrying with them their demoralizing influence. The 
bad results of this traffic is not confined to the women and their 
patrons, but the managers of lewd women rent rooms for them 
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in densely populated tenements and apartment houses, where 
the young who have their abode under thé same roof are sub- 
ject to the contamination, and I have no doubt that many young 
people have been led astray by the persuasion and example of 
these people plying their trade in their midst. When the police 
or the house owners discovered the nature of the business being 
carried on, and evicted them, they removed to other similar 
houses in other sections of the city, and so their corrupt prac- 
tices were carried from one section to another. 

It is impossible for the police to prevent these people from 
coming into the country. This, however, is amply provided 
for, not alone in this bill, but in section 3 of the immigration 
law. Once here it is very difficult for the police to locate them. 
Their plans are so cunningly devised that they have been able 
in many instances to conceal the nature of their business for 
a long time, and when finally driven from the city it was simply 
to fasten themselyes upon other communities, thus spreading 
the evil as a plague. 

I think the bill under consideration will produce salutary 
results, as it provides for the laying of the heavy hand of the 
Government on this objectionable class upon arrival, and pro- 
vides for their deportation and more adequate punishment if 
they should pass inspection and begin the vicious mode of life 
within three years, providing as it does for the deportation of 
the victims, and the imprisonment of those who aid them, and 
it prevents the purchase of transportation by railroads or 
steamboats from State to State. : 

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope the bill will pass and that the 
Government will stand committed to use its power in excluding 
from our shores all persons coming within the provisions of 
the bill, and deport all foreigners and imprison all citizens 
of this country who contribute in any way to an evil which 
is of vital importance in the maintenance of the morals of our 
young women and young men, and for the preservation of the 
good name of the country. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH], a member of the committee. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I concede that the bill under con- 
sideration is a stringent and a drastic measure. But if we in- 
tend to effectively stop this deplorable form of traffic in vice, 
we are compelled to adopt as stringent and drastic a law as the 
Constitution will permit. I believe that we can not pass any 
measure which would, in its terms and provisions with respect 
to this traffic in women and young girls, be too strict. The 
gentlemen who have spoken against the bill are alarmed in 
respect of its constitutionality, but in answer to their able 
arguments I desire to say that I have used every possible care 
to make it constitutional at the time I drafted my original bill, 
which is a part of the bill now under consideration. I was ap- 
pointed from my committee, together with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bennet], to redraft the bill so as to include 
his as well as my main points contained in our respective bills 
and consolidate them, and every possible care was then exercised 
to make it constitutional. 

Humankind will not admit of perfect virtue through legis- 
lation, but we can at least minimize vice. There are thousands 
of anxious mothers, here as well as abroad, who are praying 
and appealing to us to place a safeguard around their loved 
ones, whereby they will be protected from these devising rascals 
who are eyer ready in consideration of a miserable pittance to 
lead young women into a life of shame and ruin. Can you 
hesitate to take a firm stand in this matter so vitally important? 
No. We can not go too far to protect the thousands of inno- 
cent, virtuous, and simple alien girls who come to this country 
as strangers, incapable of understanding our language, and in 
many instances without maternal or paternal protection, and 
sometimes without either; no one to guide them in the path of 
rectitude and away from the numberless pitfalls, thus making 
them easy prey for the vampires and parasites on womanly 
virtue. This bill goes much further; it will also protect our 
own girls, who unknowingly might be transported from one 
State into another for immoral purposes, as is so often done. 
Who is here to say that this is not legislation in the proper di- 
rection? I trust there is no one. [Applause.] 

Notwithstanding what has been stated, I maintain the opinion 
that the bill is constitutional, and if by chance it appears de- 
fective in some detail, I am satisfied that the same can and will 
be corrected in the Senate. Therefore, we should not delay in 
passing the same. The people of this country, through the 
press, demand immediate legislation which will put an-end to 
this dangerous traffic in so far as it is possible, and I hope that 
the bill. will be passed in its present form. [Prolonged ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I left? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes and three- 
quarters. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire the three-quarters of a 
minute. With the permission. of the gentleman in charge of 
ie bill, I would like to call attention to the last sentence of the 

In peel ph coe ieee under this section the testimony of a husband or 
ass hag be admissible and competent evidence against a wife or 

As this sets aside the common-law rule of evidence, I think 
it ought to extend at least to the right of the husband or wife 
to testify for as well as against. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, obviously I have 
not time to discuss that in a minute and three-quarters. Mr. 
Speaker, it has been stated that this is a drastic bill. It is a 
drastic bill, and ought to be a drastic bill to accomplish the 
purpose of putting down this evil. I hope that the bill will 
pass. 

I move the previous question on the bill to its final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I am. ) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 174. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I propose an 
amendment by way of a substitute. e 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the point of order that 
the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I understand the rule, a 
substitute is now in order. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. A substitute is an amendment, 
and the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The motion to recommit has 
been voted down, and an amendment is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Benner of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members of the House may have three days 
to extend their remarks in connection with the white-slave bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that all Members of the House have permission 
to extend their remarks on the bill for three days, 

Mr. SHERLEY. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
3 titles, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested : 

S. 621. An act to amend sections 2225 and 2326 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

S. 2065. An act to authorize the sale of dead, down, and 
injured timber in Alpena and Roscommon counties, Mich. ; 
P 4040. An act to grant certain lands to the city of Cheyenne, 

vo.: 

S. 4016. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company; 

S. 2523. An act for the establishment of a new land district 
in Chouteau County, State of Montana; and 

S. 3929. An act to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and 
Kentucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 
S. 621. An act to amend sections 2325 and 2326 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 
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S. 3929. An act to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and 
Kentucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Ete 

S. 4016. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Interstate and- Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4040. An act to grant certain lands to the city of Cheyenne, 
Wyo.—-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

8.2523. An act.for the establishment of a new land district 
in the State of Montana—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 2065. An act to authorize the sale of dead, down, and in- 
jured timber in Alpena and Roscommon counties, Mich.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


FEES OF CLERKS, ETC., IN NATURALIZATION CASES. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, I call up the 
bill H. R. 16871, on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
following bill on the Union Calendar, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16871) to amend section 13 of an act entitled “An act 
to establish a Bureau. of Immigration and Naturalization, and to pro- 
vide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens thro 
United States,“ and for the relief of clerks of courts exercis! 
í diction under section 3 of said act. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the Union 
Calendar. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this bill is not in order. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this is calendar 

“Wednesday, and under the previous rulings of the Chair, the 
bill being taken from the Union Calendar on calendar Wednes- 
day, the House immediately constitutes itself into the Commit- 
8 the Whole House on the state of the Union without 
motion. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that, under the rule adopted at the last session, it is re- 
quired, if not exactly in the terms of the rule yet under its 
proper interpretation, that the call of committees on calendar 
Wednesday shall be taken up where left off on the last calendar 
Wednesday and not where left off yesterday. 

Mr: BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, the rule requires 
just the opposite—that we shall proceed under Rule XXIV. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In reply to that statement I will say that 
if that is so, then, to all intents and purposes, we have abolished 
calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to be heard before the Chair 
rules, provided the Chair is against me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would be entitled to be 
heard on the point of order whether the gentleman was for it or 
against it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I said if the Chair is inclined to rule 
against me, I should like to be heard. Otherwise I do not care 
to take the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I never was in the habit of addressing a 
court that was for me, if I could help it, when I practiced law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman hás 
the reputation of being a very good lawyer. y 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, with reference to this mat- 
ter, I want to call the attention of the House to the status of 
matters here this morning; not because I am especially inter- 
ested in it, but because it illustrates the whole condition of 
things that we have got into by the condition of one bill here. 
The new rule provides as follows: 

That on Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except 
as provided by paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, unless the House, by a two- 
thirds vote, order— 

And so on. Now, paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV provides that 
on a call of committees under this rule bills may be in order 
from either the House or the Union Calendar. So, Mr. Speaker, 
we have this situation, that a call of committees haying taken 
place yesterday under the“ morning-hour” rule and not under 
the rule providing for calendar Wednesday, the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, the Committee on Military Affairs, and sev- 
eral other committees haying bills, not upon the House Calen- 
dar but upon the Union Calendar, were necessarily passed in 
that call. And now what is it proposed to do? It is proposed 
to begin on this calendar Wednesday the call of committees, 
not where they were left off on last calendar Wednesday, but 
where they were left off yesterday on the regular morning- 


out the 
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hour call. I submit that that is substantially a juggling with 
the rules, which abolishes calendar Wednesday, and I insist, 
as a point of order, that we should begin the call of this cal- 
endar, this being calendar Wednesday, at the point where it 
was left off at the last call on calendar Wednesday, thus giv- 
ing, as was intended by the adoption of this rule, bills upon the 
Union Calendar an equal place with bills on the House Cal- 
endar. 

Whatever construction may be given to the rule, whatever 
may have been the reason for its existence, whatever may be 
said in reference to the defect in the rules of the House that 
it was intended to cure, it is absolutely, so far as the great 
majority of the bills is concerned, a farce as remedying any 
eyils heretofore existing, if the bills on the Union Calendar are 
treated as it is proposed to treat them now. In other words, let 
us amend the rules so as to provide that the call shall begin 
where it left off at the last call of the Wednesday calendar, or 
else let us have a construction of it which puts the bills of the 
Union Calendar on the same footing with bills on the House 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The construction of this rule to advance 
the business of the House is a matter of importance to the 
House. The Chair practically construed it, seemingly with the 
approval of the House, on a former day. : 

Since the Fifty-first Congress, and including that Congress, 
in the morning hour which can come on the demand of the reg- 
ular order on any day that is devoted to public business—unless 
privileged business. antagonizes, and it can not antagonize suc- 
cessfully against the majority of the House on a question of 
consideration—it has always been within the power of the 
majority to have what is called a “morning hour.” I am 
speaking now of the time prior to the adoption of the so-called 
“calendar Wednesday,” by what I will refer to as the new rule. 
It has always been within the power of the House to have a 
morning hour and a call of the committees as against any or 
all bills. From time to time there has been much of criticism 
that the calendar increased in size and that practically there 
was no chance to dispose of it, privileged business frequently 
being of a nature that the majority of the House did not want 
to set it aside for a morning hour. 

That rule, in force since the Fifty-first Congress, is still in 
force. Under that rule there was a call of committees in the 
House yesterday, and can be a call to-morrow or the next day, 
if the House desires. 

The Chair will state also that under the regular call, prior to 
the adoption of the new rule, the Union Calendar business could 
not primarily be considered; it was the House Calendar. But 


after tlie lapse of sixty minutes under the old rule a motion was 


in order, and still is in order, to move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider a bill named or to consider the Union Calen- 
dar generally. That motion was, and is, privileged, and the 
Speaker would have to recognize it, and has frequently rec- 
ognized it, in all Congresses from the Fifty-first Congress to 
this. That still applies on all days except Wednesday, which is 
calendar day. 

Yesterday at any time after ten minutes of 3 o’clock, the ex- 
piration of the hour, any of the committees mentioned by the 
gentleman from Ohio could have taken a Member off his feet, 
if he was on his feet talking, and could have moved that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider the bill which I apprehend the gentleman has 
in his mind, or any other public bill, and the Speaker pro tem- 
pore, as the Chair is informed, so informed the House yesterday. 

Now, the new rule for calendar Wednesday reads as follows: 

Para pa 4, Rule XXVI: 

“4. On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except 
as provided by paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, unless the House by a 
two-thirds vote on motion to dispense therewith shall otherwise deter- 
mine. On such a motion there may be debate not to exceed five minutes 
for and against. 

“On a call of committees under this rule bills may be called up 
from either the House or the Union Calendar, excepting bills which are 
privileged under the rules; but bills called up from the Union Calendar 
ant ve considered in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
t i 

2 This rule shall not apply during the last two weeks of the session. 

“Tt shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a motion for 
a roes on any Wednesday, except during the last two weeks of the 
session. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. At this point will the Speaker permit me 
to interrupt for one suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will call the attention of the Speaker to 
the language of that rule which is “on a call of committees 
under this rule ”—not under the rule heretofore referred to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair quite understands the language 
and the substance of the rule. Now, whatever way this rule is 
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construed, there would certainly arise confusion and cases of 
hardship in contest between committees and Members for the 
consideration of business. Under this rule, if construed as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dovatas] claims it should be con- 
strued, some other committee than the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization would have been called, because on last 
calendar Wednesday the call did not rest upon this committee. 
But in the meantime there had been a call of committees under 
the old rule. 

Now, if you segregate and make calendar Wednesday in order 
by itself, the House, in the event a bill was under consideration 
at adjournment—you can not take a recess under this rule on 
calendar Wednesday—might desire to dispose of that bill. It 
might be a bill of the highest importance, yet, under the con- 
struction that the gentleman from Ohio claims, that bill would 
go over for one week until the next calendar Wednesday, and 
the committee on call would have two days. So I will assume, 
to illustrate, that its bill might take the whole of the second 
day of the second calendar Wednesday and still be unfinished 
business, and then it might take the third calendar Wednesday 
or the fourth calendar Wednesday. This deprives the House 
of the power, acting by a majority, to work its will touching 
the public business for consideration of the bills on the House 
and Union calendars. To illustrate, as the Chair recollects, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] sought on last calendar 
Wednesday to get up for consideration the so-called “ white- 
slave bill,” reported from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, so that it would be unfinished business, and the 
Chair is inclined to believe, in the anxiety of the House to 
legislate touching the white-slave bills, that he would have suc- 
ceeded, as it seemed to be patent to those of us who were pres- 
ent, had it not been, as the Chair recollects, that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] made the point of no quorum. So 
that consideration of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee’s white-slave bill, in order that it might be called up 
as unfinished business, was not begun, and on this calendar 
Wednesday the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
on call, called up its bill and the House passed the bill. 

Now, the object of calendar Wednesday, in the opinion of the 
Chair, was not to use the Wednesday in contest between com- 
mittees, but it was to insure that on one day of the week, un- 
less there were two-thirds of the Members to antagonize it—on 
Wednesday each week—there should be a call of committees. It 
seems to the Chair, under the provisions of the old rule touch- 
ing the call of committees and the rule which gives power to 
the House to take up a bill on the Union Calendar after sixty 
minutes of the morning hour for call of committees, that the 
orderly transaction and the prompt disposition of business would 
be best secured by construing these two rules together. Either 
construction begets seeming hardship to this committee or to 
that committee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bennet], 
representing the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, could not have called up this bill, called the “ white-slave 
bill,” had the House considered it under the construction of the 
rule as contended for by the gentleman from Ohio. But that 
bill having been disposed of, the gentleman is entitled to the re- 
mainder of the day if he has business for it. But after the bill 
is completed the gentleman from Ohio makes his point of order. 
The Chair very fully considered the question in connection 
with the best parliamentary experts that he could find in the 
House—it was not hastily considered—and the Chair has come 
to the conclusion that, for the prompt and orderly transaction 
of business, these two rules should be construed together so as 
to give valendar Wednesday, as the rule proyides, and at the 
same time to construe it in connection with the former rule, 
under which there can be on any day a call of committees. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to one consideration in addition, but still I do 
not care, after the Chair has ruled 

The SPEAKER. Oh, the Chair will hear the gentleman. The 
Chair has no pride of opinion about this matter and, I need 
not assure the House, has no interest in the matter. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Speaker does not have to so assure me. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair with great pleasure will 
hear the gentleman. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the Speaker for his courtesy, and 
he need not assure me that his ruling is disinterested. I differ 
from him only as to the construction of the rule. I think 


that the Speaker loses sight of a distinction which the rule 
itself clearly makes. I admit that I was under a grave doubt 
as to whether or not this so-called white-slave bill” had the 
right of way this morning at all, and was inclined to make the 
point of order then, but I think the rule itself, by its distinct 
reference to paragraph 4 of Rule XXVI—that is, “on Wednes- 


day of each week no business shall be in order except as pro- 
vided by paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV "—and that paragraph 4 
of Rule XXIV provides that after the unfinished business has 
been disposed of the Speaker shall call each standing committee 
in regular order, and so forth. Therefore it seemed to me that 
the unfinished business of yesterday ought to have been, and 
should be under this rule, disposed of before the operation of 
the rule so far as it relates to the call of committees is con- 
cerned. But when the rule passes “unfinished business” it 
makes, I submit, in and of itself a distinct provision for a dif- 
ferent call of committees than the rule to which it refers, to 
wit, paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, because—— 

ae SPEAKER, Will the gentleman allow the Chair just 

ere? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman's construction is a correct 
one, then unfinished business on call of committees under the 
old rule would necessarily have had to go over to another day, 
and the gentleman will see at once that calendar Wednesday 
business that might be entered upon would bave to go over also, 
and this bill or other bills like unto it, or some other bill, being 
unfinished business on the call of committees, might take up 
three or four calendar Wednesdays. > 

Mr. DOUGLAS, But I submit, Mr. Speaker, whether I was 
right or wrong in remaining silent when I might have made 
the point of order against this bill as unfinished business, that 
is not the question now. The question is whether or not this 
rule in and of itself, after providing, as I am inclined to think 
it does, whether the Speaker agrees with me or not as to un- 
finished business, the rule under consideration says, On the 
call of committees under this rule,” and the Speaker knows, as 
well as the rest of us, that the call of committees under this 
rule is a totally different one from what it is under paragraph 4 
of Rule XXIV, because under paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV no 
baa upon the Union Calendar can be considered, and this pro- 
vides—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I merely wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Ohio whether under his construction certain committees 
might not haye a double opportunity—for instance, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; I admit that at once. They may 
have a double opportunity. 

Mr. OLMSTED (continuing). Has had two days already 
under the old rule. If the call at the close of business on the 
last calendar Wednesday rested a little higher up on the list, 
could not the gentleman from Illinois come in with his commit- 
tee when reached again to-day under the new rule and take up 
two days more? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; because if the gentleman’s bill 
is upon the House Calendar, not upon the Union Calendar, that 
substantially gives them two chances, whereas the bills upon 
the Union Calendar only have one chance, and therefore I say 
that calendar Wednesday really ought to be held all the more 
sacred for that very reason. And this is true, especially in 
view of the fact—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman yield right there? On 
the ordinary call of committees bills on the Union Calendar—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. By “ordinary call” the gentleman means 
the call under the morning-hour rule? 

Mr. DALZELL. But under the ordinary rule bills on the 
Union Calendar are in order at the end of the hour. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They are in order—if the gentleman will 
now let me reply, which I could not do well when the Speaker 
spoke—but what does such a rule amount to so far as this 
situation is concerned? Take yesterday, for example. Here 
is the House, every Member of it, interested in the considera- 
tion of the bill of the gentleman from New York, and he is 
interested in the bill, perhaps, that I am interested in; and £ 
rise in my place at a certain time of the clock and move to 
take him off his feet during the consideration of the bill in 
which he and the House and myself are interested as much or 
more than in the bill I am interested in. What is the practical 
value of such a rule as that? It amounts to nothing, absolutely 
nothing, but here is a rule which calls for a different call of 
committees, not a call of committees under the old rule, but n 
call of the committees under this rule. Now, you construe that 
rule to be that you begin the call of the committees which be- 
gan under the old morning-hour rule and you have substantially 
wiped out all the benefit to be derived from the adoption of this 
rule at the Jast session of Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say 
that the practice I have referred to has occurred very often, 
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and committees have been taken off the floor at the end of the 
hour. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman has been here longer than I 
have. I never saw such a thing happen, and I do not believe 
I will if I stay here for twenty years. 

Mr. DALZELL. His construction of this rule would make 
two classes of the same character of business. He would differ- 
entiate the business under the Wednesday call from business 
under the ordinary call. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The rule differentiates it. 

Mr. DALZELL. In other words, it would put Wednesday 
business in the same category as the business of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia or the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and, as the Speaker has already suggested, you might 
occupy week after week until the end of the session with a 
single bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the gentleman give any consideration 
whatever, then, to the language to the effect that in a call of 
committees “under this rule” bills may be called from either 
calendar? Does not the gentleman think that that language 
means anything? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think it is very plain. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. What call of the committees is there under this 
rule? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The call of the committees under this rule 
is the call of committees under this rule. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer the gentleman. 
aoe MANN. What call of committees is provided for under 

rule? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The call of the committees provided for is 
simply the call of the committees in their order. 

Mr. MANN. The ordinary call of committees? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Not the ordinary call of the committees under the old rule. 
ee ee ee nee 

ir? 

The SPEAKER. In the exercise of the discretion which the 
Chair has, the Chair desires to have the House receive any 
suggestions that might occur to the mind of the Member that 
would lead to a proper 3 of the rule. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, we should not waste the 
calendar Wednesday trying to construe a rule. We ought to 
occupy it with other business. 

The SPEAKER, Just a single word. The Chair has heard 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras]. What is his con- 
tention as against the construing of the two rules together? 
Always having a call on calendar Wednesday for either House 
or Union Calendar, and then at any time having a call under 
the old rule for the House Calendar, with full power to get 
at the Union Calendar after sixty minutes, it seems to the 
Chair that it was to the advantage of the House in the dis- 
patch of business to make the ruling that he has. 

Now, what is the gentleman’s contention? Not that calendar 
Wednesday is to be frittered away or abrogated, but he makes 
the point that a certain committee would have been called if 
there had not been intervening business in the morning, prob- 
ably on call of committees, instead of the Committee on Natu- 
ralization and Immigration. But it is calendar Wednesday, 
and it is quite in the power of the House to work its will, 
not in the construction of the rule, but in the disposition of 
business of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
It is a mere contest between two most excellent committees, 
voiced by two exceedingly excellent Members, as to which shall 
go first to-day. 

The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have no objection to the reso- 
lution being read for the information of the House, but I re- 
serve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the resolu- 
tion is; but, except for the incidental transaction of busi- 
ness, such as to extend remarks, the Chair would not be at 
liberty to take up a matter that is not in harmony with cal- 
endar Wednesday. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that under the rule it 
is not possible to dispense with the call of committees, except 
by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But, Mr. Speaker, I have asked for unani- 
mous consent, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is under limitation as to the 
submission of a request for unanimous consent, and has held in 
the last few days that, except in the transaction of current 
business, he can not recognize for any matter that would nat- 
urally go to the calendar. The Chair will, for the information 
al House, without objection, have the Clerk read the reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That paragraph 4 of n XXIV be amended Ra adding, 
after the words “ under e rule,” in line 9, the foll And the 
call of the committees under this ph shall begin with the last 
committee previously called under paragraph. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is heard. The Chair does not 
think, even if objection had not been made, that the gentleman 
could be recognized for that purpose, because we might use the 
balance of the session and cut out all calendar Wednesdays. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reg- 
ular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recog- 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments 
to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing the investi- 
gation of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry 
of the Department of Agriculture, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, and Mr, 
McEnery as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


RELIEF OF CLERKS OF COURTS UNDER NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. I call up the bill H. R. 16871, 
which is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order against that bill on 
the ground that the rule provides 

The SPEAKER. The bill will have to be read. 

Me MANN. At the proper time I will make the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, which is as follows: 
A pu (H. R. 16871) to amend section 13 of an act entitled “An act 

establish a Bureau of Imm tion and Naturalization, and to 
provide . — a piep — for naturalization of aliens through- 


rule 
a ene and for the relief of clerks of courts exercis- 
under section 3 of said act. 
Be it enacted, etc., 3 section 13 of the 
1906, entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of 
tion, and to provide for a uniform rule tee ‘the un 
e United States,“ is 8 
out the last sentence of the section, which rea: 


1 * June 29, 

tion and Nat- 

ded by stri steikis 
amen 

Pry 2 


for no other se, in the opinios of the said Secre- 
erk warrants such allowance,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 
“And in case the clerk of any court . juris- 
diction collects fees in excess of the sum of 
the Secretary of Commenee and 
to be selected 


urposes, to pay 
12 that veh 5 to the clerical force, which 
y . by section 13 of the act of 
fees received by such clerks in 
2 5 the opinion of said tary the 
proceedings, of — — clerk warrants further additional as- 
the additional 


— eg 
naturalization 


such amount as may 

the several courts exercisin; 
of June 29, 1906 (34 Stat, 
gaployed by by elusive, 8 the 


in his opinion i od the clerks of 
Er jurisdiction * . — 3 of the act 
96), for any additional 27 130 assistance 
1906, to June 


ce: Provided, That no “Ahowanre shall shall 
daitional clerical al assistance 


the period 8 Se Foutbar 2 1500. to June 
that the total salaries of such additional 
asistance shall in no instance exceed the fees received by the 
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United States from the clerk of that court during the period from 
September 27, 1906, to June 30, 1907, inclusive. Such amount as 7 — 
be necessary to pay the additional clerical assistance herein provid 
for is hereby appropriated from any naturalization fees collected by 
such clerk and deposited in the of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That 3 for the clerical assistance herein provided for 
shall be in e manner and under such lations as the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor may prescribe: ovided further, That no 
moneys shall be paid to any clerk in excess of the aggregate of the 
sums paid out by him. 

The SPEAKER (during the reading). The Clerk will sus- 
pend a moment. The Chair has glanced at the bill, and will 
ask the gentleman from New York if this bill does not make by 
its provisions a charge on the Treasury? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly; and that is the rea- 
son it is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, it is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order it can not be con- 
sidered under the present order. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is in order, it would be proper 
to go into Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from Illinois 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I desire to make the point of order against the 
bill, or will reserve it for the benefit of the committee. I am 
sure it is a private claim, or a claim which under the rule 
should have been referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A MEMBER. Too late. 

Mr. MANN. It is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman claim that it is not a 
public bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the bill is a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to raise the question of juris- 
diction. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is not too late to raise the question 
as to whether under the rule it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Of course, whether reference to the com- 
mittee gives jurisdiction is the point on which I am seeking to 
have a ruling, but this is not like an appropriation bill. There 
has been no opportunity to raise the point of order until now. 

Now, as a matter of fact, the second section of this bill is to 
pay some private claims against the Government, pure and 
simple; and while it is true that the bill is in general form that 
of a public bill, yet the bill and the report both show that the 
purpose of the second section of the bill is to pay some claims 
which certain clerks of courts have against the Government 
under a previous act of Congress. Now, the rule provides not 
that private bills shall be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
but that bills for the payment of private claims shall be referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and that no reference of a bill in 
violation of that rule shall be valid. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined the bill. It is a 
public bill, and even the section to which the gentleman refers 
is general in its terms; and being a public bill, without con- 
sidering anything further with reference to the point of order, 
the point of order comes too late. 

Mr. MANN. Well, has the point of order come too late? 
This is the first opportunity to make the point of order. Of 
course the committee might have made a motion to change the 
reference. If it is subject to the point of order at all, certainly 
the point of order does not come too late. It is not a case where 
the point of order has to be reserved when the bill is reported, 
because this bill is reported through the basket, 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that the 
point of order can not be made as to jurisdiction on a public 
bill after it is reported. 

The House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, the 
title of which has been read, H. R. 16871, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Otmstep in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 16871.. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The bill having been already 
read to the House, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. MANN. The bill has not been read to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill does 
not cover a very wide range. In the Fifty-ninth Congress, in 
1906, we passed a naturalization law with rather stringent 
provisions. Among other things, we provided that the clerks 
of courts could retain one-half of the fees that they took in 
under the bill, the other half going to the United States, except 


that we placed a limitation on courts, such as exist in large 
cities, that they could retain half of the money up to the 
amount of $6,000 only, and that out of that half they should 
pay their clerical assistants and expenses. 

Of course it was obvious that in some of the largest courts 
it might be that that $3,000 would not be enough, and so the 
committee and the House inserted this language: 

And in case the clerk of any court collects fees in excess of the sum 
of $6,000 in any one , the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
allow to such clerk, m the money which the United States 
receive, additional com tion for the employment of additional 
clerical assistance, but for no other purpose, 12 in the opinion of the 
said Secretary the business of such clerk warrants such allowance. 

Under that language the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
attempted to make some allowances, but in August, 1907, the 
Comptroller of the Treasury ruled that the language was in- 
effectual, because there was no way in which the Secretary 
could tell from the past whether in the future there would be 
a $6,000 year, and no discretion was conferred on him. The 
Comptroller of the Treasury suggested an amendment which 
would cover that case, allowing the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, in his discretion, to make an estimate upon the experi- 
ence of this year as to whether there would be earnings in the 
next year, and to pay the clerk hire out of the receipts from the 
courts up to, but not exceeding, the fees collected in any one 
court; that is, that no clerk can receive for all naturalization 
purposes put together more money than he takes in in fees, 
The provision was drafted by the Comptroller of the Treasury 
and was reported by the committee unchanged, except for slight 
verbal amendments. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I notice that the language here pro- 


vides that the total compensation shall in no case exceed the 


fees received by the clerk of the court during the fiscal year. 
As I understand it—the gentleman will correct me if I am 


wrong—one-half of these fees ordinarily go to the clerk and one- 


half to the Government of the United States. à 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Except in courts where they 
collect $6,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, instead of providing that where 
they collect over $6,000 the balance of the fees shall be turned 
in, I understand this language allows the utilization of the en- 
tire amount. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It allows the utilization of the 
entire amount that goes to the United States Government. The 
gentleman is correct. It allows that if it is necessary. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was never intended in any of this 
legislation, was it, that the clerk should have more than half 
at any time? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The original legislation con- 
templated that. $ 
shan SMITH of Iowa. That the clerk should have half up to 

„0002 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; the original legislation 
provided that the clerk should receive additional compensation 
for the employment of assistants. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That was not the original provision. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; the first law contemplated 
that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor should make an 
allowance without any limit whatever, because it says— 
shall be allowed such clerks from the moneys which the United States 
shall receive. 

It did not say the money which the United States shall re- 
ceive from that court: 

Additional compensation for the employment of additional clerical 


assistance, but for no other purpose, if in the opinion of said Secretary 
the business of such clerk requires such allowance. 


This bill reenacts in workable form the original statute, 
leaving out the limitation that the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor can not allow more than the fees that come in from that 
court. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Was it ever claimed before now that 
you had the right to take the half of the fees set apart for the 
administration of the department at Washington? Is not this 
the first time that that suggestion has ever been made by you? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; his bill in absolutely this 
identical form was reported from our committee last year, 
passed this House, passed the Senate, and was beaten in this 
House because the Senate tacked onto it a provision increasing 
the amount of fees; so that this provision has passed both the 
House and the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, the principle upon which the 
original law was based was that if the fees were divided one 
half would go to the clerk of the court for his services, and it 
was believed that the other half would meet the expenses of the 


department in Washington, or nearly so. 
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In place of saying you want to remove the $6,000 limit, you 


are adrocating a law to be passed making a permanent appro- 

priation which takes 100 per cent instead of 50. It is impossi- 

ble that the growth of the business would make it require more 

r A eat ee 
ess. 

I grant that your original contention was right, that an arbi- 
trary limit of $6,000 was not justifiable, because I can readily 
see that the business might grow until $3,000 would not pay the 
expenses, but this business could not increase more rapidly than 
the ratio of cases; that is, a court that had ten cases ought not 
to have more than ten times as much, 

Now, if 50 per cent is sufficient for the department here and 
50 per cent for the clerks, the fact that you haye more business 
than any other State would not entitle you to more than 50 per 
cent of the fees. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will allow me, 
I will try to answer his complicated question. ‘There are a 
number of people in the city from which I come, including the 
United States district attorney and, I do not doubt, every clerk 
of court, that have advocated just what the gentleman is advo- 
cating, and that is the removing of the limit and giving the 
clerk one-half—— 5 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not advocated that; I stated 
that as a limit. 
` Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman said it was 
justifiable. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I said the absolute limit of $6,000 
was not justifiable. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. And, therefore, the measure 
ought to be one-half the fees. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman misunderstands me. 
What I meant to say was that it was probable that the absolute 
limit of one-half of $6,000 was too stringent, but the outside 
limit that ought to be justified in any event would be half the 
fees, and therefore this bill ought in every view of it to be 
limited, so as to provide that the total salary of the judicial 
sos force should in no instance exceed one-half of the gross 

‘ees. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will answer the gentleman’s 
contention, and frankly say to the House that, in my judgment, 
that particular measure of compensation ought not to be 
adopted. My aim and the aim of the committee is to produce 
a measure that will assist in the naturalization of people, not 
particularly a measure that will increase the fees of the clerks. 

Now, what happens? Suppose you increase the $6,000 limit 
to $10,000 or $15,000 and the courts in my State can reach 
that limit and you allow the clerk $7,500, you have no power 
to compel him to do any more business than he wishes. What 
I want is the power given the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to say to the clerks, “You can keep out a reasonable 
amount for compensation, and beyond that every dollar that 
goes into your court goes for a clerk to expedite naturalization 
for people who are entitled to it.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the immigration and 
naturalization law to-day authorizes the services of these 
clerks and authorizes this work to be done? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will answer the gentleman 
according to his meaning. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to follow it with another question, if 
that is true. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is not true. I will state 
what is true; the House at its last session 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the general law require this serv- 
ice to be performed by the elerk? Is it not provided for by 
law; and that being so, what objection is there to submitting 
estimates annually to Congress for the services required in the 
office of the clerk of naturalization—appropriating the money 
annually instead of making a permanent indefinite appropria- 
tion and instead of allowing fees to be utilized as the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor may direct? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In the first place, there are 
clerks of the United States courts who are contending that 
they are not required to naturalize. That answers that part 
of the question. 

In the second place—— 

Mr. MANN. That does not answer it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That answers that part. He 
asked me if the clerks were not required. I say that is a 
mooted question. There are clerks and judges in their courts 
who hold that they are not compelled to naturalize. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman admits that the law con- 
templates imposing this duty upon the courts and the clerks 
and all other officers of the courts, for that matter? 


E 


Mr. BENNET of New York. I will answer the gentieman, 
limiting his question. The law contemplates that this duty 
should be placed upon the clerks and the judges of the United 
States courts, and authorized the clerks and judges of the state 
courts to naturalize if they saw fit. Congress has no power to 
compel a state court to naturalize, and in this legislation we 
have to bear in mind 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be true, but the gentleman does not 
answer the question. There is no objection to the Department 
of Commerce and Labor submitting an estimate for services 
of clerks who do perform the duties under this law, whether in 
the federal or the state courts, and appropriating annually for 
that service, instead of making a permanent, indefinite appropri- 
ation here that may run along forever and Congress never know. 
what it amounts to or how the money is expended. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, if the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor put in an estimate under the law 
as it stands, without an amendment, and if an appropriation 
were made on an appropriation bill, it would be subject to a 
point of order because there is no authorization to pay increased 
fees in these courts. That, I take it, answers the gentleman’s 
question specifically. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman admit that under section 
13 of the naturalization law there is a provision authorizing 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to allow more than 
$3,000 a year for clerical services if the fees amount to more 
than $6,000 a year? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No. 

Mr. MANN. Is not that the express provision of the law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It was thought to be the express 
provision of the law. 

Mr. . Iam not talking about what was thought to be, 
but what the gentleman thinks ought to be done. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury bas held i 

Mr. HAYES. And has refused to pay under it. 

Mr. MANN. I am not talking about who has refused to pay, 
but I am talking about what the law is— 

In case the clerk of any court collects fees in excess of the sum of 
$ — ‚ — . SST Lanor aa 
ow to clerk from the mo: which the United States sh: 
receive additional compensation for employment of additional cler- 

ical assistants. 

That is precisely the question I asked the gentleman a mo- 
ment ago—whether the law does not provide for that. Now, 
there are difficulties in the way of paying it. . 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Here is the difficulty —— 

Mr. MANN. I know; but does not the law provide that? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman has correctly 
read the statute. 

Mr. MANN. That is the question I asked. The law provides 
for paying this additional clerical assistant. I know what the 
difficulty is, as the gentleman well knows, but the law is a 
basis for making an appropriation, so that the item in an ap- 
propriation bill is not subject to a point of order, as the gentle- 
man has said. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] will allow me in my own time to answer that 

Mr. MANN. Oh, if the gentleman takes exception to anyone 
asking a question in his time, I shall take the floor in my own 
right and consume an hour at the gentleman’s expense—if he 
takes exception to anyone asking questions. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; I am not doing that. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Then the gentleman should not be so touchy 
about people asking questions. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am only trying to expedite 
the matter 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not expedite the matter by 
doing that. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am trying to expedite matters. 
The gentleman from Illinois and myself and the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawnry] held that view, and we had in- 
serted in an appropriation bill in the second session of the 
Sixtieth Congress an appropriation of $25,000 for this fiscal 
year, on the view which the gentleman from Illinois expressed 
then, as he expresses now, that all we needed was an appropri- 
ation. The Comptroller of the Treasury then ruled 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the appropriation was made. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to answer one question 
at a time. The appropriation was made, and the Comptroller 
of the Treasury then ruled that the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, under section 13, could not use one dollar of the appro- 
priation, and he did not. Therefore in the first session of this 
Congress, because of the defect in the law, Congress again ap- 
propriated $25,000 for this fiscal year, empowering the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor to use it for this fiscal year. 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman admits we can make the appro- 
priation, and says it is not available. If the gentleman had 
made that admission before, we would have saved a good deal 
of time. Now, the gentleman seeks to clear it by that part of 
the bill on page 3, which says, “ provided further,” and if the 
gentleman does not take exception to consuming some of his 
valuable time—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Go ahead. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). I would like to ask him a question 
or two relating to that. I take it by that proviso the intention 
is to permit this money to be made before the end of the year. 
It says— 

close fiscal 2 usin: such clerk 
„ 6 hig ly the 3 fiscal 
year will exceed $6,000. 

I take it the assumption is that if it exceeds $6,000 one year 
it indicates that it will exceed $6,000 another year. But who 
determines about the indication? What indication is there if 
we have $10,000 from business this year we will have $10,000 
next year, so far as the law is concerned? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 

Mr. MANN. He is given no such authority. I will offer a 
proper amendment to the gentleman, as he sees very readily 
the language is not complete. It provides further in the bill 
that the new amount of money that is allowed shall remain 
until such time as the remittances indicate that the fees for 
the ensuing fiscal year will no be sufficient. ` Now, this year 
you are talking about is the current fiscal year. How do you 
propose to cut off payment in the current fiscal year by assum- 
ing that the fees for the next fiscal year are not sufficient? 
Suppose the business stops absolutely in the current fiscal 
year. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then it stops. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all under this. ; 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Ah, but you say it shall continue until there 
is indicated a falling off in the ensuing fiscal year. That is 
not this fiscal year, it is “the ensuing fiscal year.” In other 
words, the gentleman has got this year and last year mixed up 
between the two years until we can not tell whether it is be- 
fore, after, behind, or in front. à 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I was born in 
the country 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman does eredit to any place 
in which he was born. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. It is very sweet for the gentleman to come back 
that way, but it is not necessary. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then we will recur to the 
orderly discussion. 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman wants his bill to go 
through, may I suggest to the gentleman that after the word 
“indicate,” in line 5 page 3, if he means in the opinion of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, that he say so, and insert 
“indicates in the opinion of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor,“ and in line 10, after the word “indicate,” insert “in 
the opinion of said Secretary.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. And strike out “then ensuing fiscal year” and 
make it “the then current fiscal year.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The last amendment I would 
want to think about, but the other two amendments I have no 
objection to. á 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will very readily see the purpose 
of his bill, as it reads, is that if the fees this year amount to 
$10,000 that that shall be taken as an indication that the fees 
next year will be $10,000, and the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor will be authorized to allow clerical assistance based upon 
that supposition, until during the next year the fees fall off to 
$6,000, when it shall be reduced, and yet under his present bill 
they would not be reduced at all. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Except the total salaries of 
such additional clerical assistants shall in no wise exceed the 
fees received from the clerk of that court during such fiscal 
year. 

Mr. MANN. If you intend to grab up all the money collected 
from fees, that is another proposition. I had supposed the 
only intention was to pay fees sufficient to do the naturaliza- 
tion work, which certainly ought not to be more than 50 per 
cent, and if the clerks in Chicago, New York, and Brooklyn 
want to grab up all the fees, that is another proposition. 


Thank you; I can say the same 


Mr. BENNET of New York. The clerks in those cities that 
have been named can not “grab off” a dollar that the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor does not give them. 

8 After this has once been allowed at the begin- 
ning of the year, under the language of your bill he can not 
reduce it? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. During that year, unless miough 
fees fail to come in. 

Mr. MANN. He can not reduce the allowance? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to answer the question 
and state frankly to the House the reason for this language. 
When it was discovered that the language we proposed to strike 
out was inoperative—and we all know there is no appeal from 
the decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury—we went 
frankly to him and asked him to draft language which would 
meet the exact case, and the Comptroller of the Treasury did. 
Now, he is the man that has to pass upon the sufficiency of the 
language. There is no appeal from him. The Janguage suits 
him, and under it we can get people in the large cities natu- 
ralized. 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman will yield to me for a 
second 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that this bill was drafted 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury. I have no brief to defend 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, but I think anyone ought to 
defend him against the assumption that he drafted this bill. 
if the gentleman will refer to the report of his committee, on 
page 2, in the testimony of Mr. Campbell, of the Naturalization 
Bureau, he will find that this bill was not drafted by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury at all, but was drafted in the Naturali- 
zation Bureau by Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman read the 
language? 

Mr. MANN. I will, with great pleasure. It is as follows: 

Since then I have had this draft taken over to the Com ller, so 
that he might examine it and see in advance whether there is any flaw 
in it; whether it would accomplish the purpose for which it was in- 
tended; and he himsel e one little comment in pencil. I want to 
leave that with the committee. 

But taking the bill over to the Comptroller and having him 
put a pencil mark on it is quite a different thing than stating 
that the Comptroller drafted the bill. Mr. CAMPBELL says he 
drafted the bill, submitted it to the Comptroller, and what his 
opinion is is not indicated in any way whatever. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The provision is exactly as it 
came from the Comptroller. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has often been to the Comp- 
troller with bills and learned before this that he does not ex- 
press an opinion of drafts of bills submitted to him in advance, 
If he drew the bill, that would be one thing; but the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury is not so foolish as to tell everybody 
that comes up there with a draft of a bill what he will do upon 
it when it comes to him. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it proposed in this bill to make the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor the judge of the amount that 
should be allowed the clerks? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If he can exercise that judgment, why can 
he not submit to Congress the estimate and let Congress know 


‘the amount he is paying? The gentleman knows the reason 


against an indefinite appropriation, and that it is not wise, 
generally speaking, to have such. What is the reason why we 
should make an indefinite appropriation rather than deal with 
this matter as we would with other matters by direct appro- 
priation? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In answer to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I will say that as yet we have not got to that 
point at all. At present there is no authority in the Secretary 
or anybody else to do it with or without estimates. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But if the gentleman is proposing legisla- 
tion, why not propose legislation that will authorize, if the 
law does not now do it, the carrying of those items in appro- 
priation bills instead of constantly trying to get a claim upon 
the Treasury which can not be reviewed by Congress year by 
year? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In my answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] I think I have stated the position 
that I will state over again to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
We in the large cities, and the country as a whole, are inter- 
ested in haying people entitled to naturalization naturalized. 
The Fifty-ninth Congress passed a bill containing what it pre- 
sumed was a permanent, indefinite appropriation. Under this 
language we know we can go on naturalizing. We are propos- 
ing now to haye a fund, and then will see if it can be done in 
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2 other way in the future. We know it can be done in 
s way. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman, then, simply says this will 
obtain the additional money, without contending that it is the 
proper thing to do. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not say it is the proper 
way, and I do not say that the gentleman’s way is not the 
proper way. 

Mr. SHERLET. Does not the gentleman know it is not 
proper, unless special reasons can be shown, to have permanent 
unlimited appropriations, instead of having Congress to con- 
sider those expenditures? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will answer the gentleman's 
question. How much time have I taken, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied twenty-eight 
minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Other gentlemen have occupied 
twenty-eight minutes of my time. 

The Secretary of Commerce and Labor will be in the same 
position in relation to these additional clerks that he was in 
relation to the clerical assistants in the division of naturaliza- 
tion for the first month. That is, from the beginning he would 
have no ground on which to base the estimate for the first year. 
Now, when Congress passed the naturalization act, it inserted a 
lump appropriation of $100,000 for the operation of the division 
for the remainder of the first fiscal year and provided that at 
the expiration of that time the work should be taken up under 
estimates. The gentleman from Kentucky, as I recollect it, 
was here. There was an argument about it, and it seemed 
logical and sensible until there was a basis on which the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor could estimate. It would be use- 
less to provide that he could do nothing until he put in esti- 
mates, 3 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that it 
will be impossible for the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
to give Congress information as to the amount of money neces- 
sary to pay the clerks in naturalization cases? Is that the 
gentleman’s contention? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. He could guess, and I could 
guess, and the gentleman from Kentucky could guess. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suspect that it would be better for Con- 
gress to guess, instead of leaving it so one man may pay out 
all the money that may come into the Treasury from these fees. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That would leave the same man 
to guess. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; because Congress looks over his guess. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The Secretary looks over it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In the one case Congress has a chance to 
look over his guess and in the other instance it does not. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is only one year. I know, 
and every Member here from a large city knows, if you could 
have the assistance, the income will increase, and by the next 
fiscal year possibly the Secretary will be in a position to sub- 
mit estimates. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then the Jaw does contemplate a change of 
system at the end of the fiscal year? - 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We realize that the Congress 
will be here. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the gentleman knows that that is not 
an argument. The inertia of Congress would work in favor 
of the position that the gentleman would occupy after getting 
the bill through. If you get it in, something has to be done 
to get rid of the abuse. But why create this condition whereby 
you will have an unlimited appropriation and need to sub- 
sequently undo it? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Because in the beginning there 
is absolutely nothing on which to base an estimate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a few words as to the reasons for 
this bill. Congress never intended, as the language shows, to 
bar out from naturalization any alien who could bring himself 
up to the very thorough requirements laid down in that law. 
But by this decision of the Comptroller there were barred out 
from naturalization in the large cities hundreds and thousands 
of men. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit 
me on that line? I just want to say that there was an absolute 
stop of naturalization in Pittsburg for a good while, because 
of the lack of proper clerical force. They could not get the 
money under that statute, and could not employ the clerks. 

Mr. MANN. It is not stopped now. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I know. 

Mr. MANN. Because they have plenty of money, and it is 
available. 
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Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. This remedies that. 

Mr. MANN. It is already remedied. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is a temporary remedy 
for this fiscal year. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Can the gentleman state what number were 
naturalized during the year 1909? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. For the whole country? 
. GOULDEN. Yes. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. I have not the figures in my 


Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman tell us what percentage 
failed to obtain naturalization on account of lack of clerical 
facilities for the business? 

Mr.. BENNET of New York. That is something no one can 
find out, because when a man went away there was no record. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Do I understand that there 
is now available a sufficient amount of money to pay for the 
services of the men required to do this work? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Has the gentleman asked a 
question? I will say to my friend there is available for this 
fiscal year the sum of $25,000. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The appropriation has not been made. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Do you assume that that will 
be sufficient? 

Mr. MANN. The Secretary of Commerce and Labor has esti- 
mated for this expenditure. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If there is any such estimate, 
I have not seen it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is, and he was given it to be consid- 
ered in the formation of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is without authority of law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not without authority of law. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is one of the most remarkable state- 
ments I ever heard. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If the committee should pro- 
vide funds for the next fiscal year in the same amount, would 
the 8 from New York [Mr. BENNET] raise a point of 
order 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly not; but I am not the 
whole House. ; 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If it can be provided in the 
aoe course of appropriations, what is the purpose of this 

? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The purpose of this bill is to 
provide a basis for a permanent annual appropriation of an 
amount not exceeding the amount received from each court, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to be 
used exclusively for clerk hire within that court, so that aliens 
may be naturalized. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I doubt if the great necessity for this 
legislation is appreciated outside of the large cities. Last year, 
in the city of New York, men stood in line all night, so that 
when the doors of the clerk’s office were opened at 9 o'clock in 
the morning they might stand some chance of being able to 
reach the naturalization clerk that day. 

A municipal judge of our city is authority for the statement, 
in a letter to me, that during those rushes two old and feeble 
men were killed. To my knowledge men have gone down 5, 6, 
10, and 13 times with two witnesses in order to take out their 
final papers. That condition has not been remedied. It ought 
to be remedied. If a man is entitled to be naturalized, that 
fact carries with it the right to reasonable facilities for natural- 
ization; and although to some extent for this year the matter 
has been provided for by the appropriation made at the first 
session of this Congress, there is no permanent relief, and the 
conditions, which are shocking and disgraceful and unworthy of 
existence under any statute passed by the American Congress, 
demand relief of this character. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has investigated the subject. 
How many cities are there where there would be any use made 
of this, and what are those cities? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Those cities are New York, 
Chicago, and Boston. 

Mr. DALZELL. And Pittsburg. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think there would be any 
great loss if there were not so many naturalizations in those 
cities? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will give the gentleman an 
instance or two. There came to my office a German gentleman, 
the cashier of a bank, who had been down five times with two 
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witnesses to get out his second papers. I think it would have 
been a distinct loss to the country if he could not have been 
naturalized. Most intelligent men come down, and the worst 
of it is that the most intelligent men are the highest paid men, 
whose time is the most valuable, and after they have been down 
three or four times they quit, while it is possible that a man 
who has little else to do and who very probably would not 
make a good a citizen persists, because his time is worth less 
and he can go there. 

I put myself on this ground—that when we pass a statute 
and say that by obeying certain rules and regulations or by 
possessing certain qualifications an alien becomes entitled to 
naturalization, we impose on ourselyes the duty of providing 
such machinery that he shall have a reasonable opportunity, 
without undue obstruction, to comply with the law and obtain 
his citizenship. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman how many clerks there 
are in New York and Brooklyn who can naturalize aliens? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There are in New York City the 
county clerk, the clerk of the United States circuit court, and 
the clerk of the United States district court, three in all. 

Mr. MANN. Are there no other state courts in New York 
except the county court? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is only one state court 
in New York County entitled to naturalize, and that is the 
— court, which is a court of universal, original jurisdic- 

on. 

Mr. MANN. That is what the gentleman refers to as the 
“county court?” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I said the county clerk. He is 
the clerk of the supreme court. In Brooklyn there is also a 
county clerk, the clerk of the county court (there being a 
county court in that county), the clerk of the circuit court, and 
the clerk of the district court; but those four clerks have no 
power under the law to naturalize aliens whose residence is 
in the county of New York, because it is outside of the terri- 
torial jurisdiction alike of the circuit court, the district court, 
the supreme court, and the county court. 

Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman that if there were 
only three clerks in New York County who were entitled to 
naturalize that certainly there ought to be some provision 
authorizing more clerical help with $3,000 a year. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Three thousand dollars a year 
for each clerk. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not only that, but the county 
of New York each year out of its own funds pays $9,000 for 

additional clerical assistance to naturalize under the United 
States law. In addition to that—showing the extent to which 
we have been driven the clerk of New York County, Mr. W. F. 
Schneider, has given public announcement that the conditions 
are such that he will pay the expenses of additional clerks out 
of his own pocket rather than allow this blockade to exist. 

Mr. MANN. How much money was turned in for naturaliza- 
tion fees from that county court? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. These courts turn in about 
$15,000 apiece. They are very profitable courts. Naturalization 
business of the country results in a profit substantially of 
$80,000 or $90,000 a year. 

Mr. MANN. But not profit enough to pay all the expenses of 
the Immigration Commission under an indefinite appropriation, 
an BENNET of New York. That is not a subject incident- 

Mr. MANN. But no more incidental than the gentleman's 
tenens, The gentleman says they turn in $15,000 in each 
cou 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And they get $3,000 a year? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The county clerk gets $3,000, 
It is the county clerk that turns in this $15,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many aliens were naturalized in 
New York last year? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I can not give the gentleman 
the figures. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Approximately? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I should say about 10,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. About how many additional clerks does 
the gentleman think would be necessary? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I say frankly to the gentleman 
that I do not know. I will say this, however, that once you 
give them the power and let it be known that they can be 
naturalized in New York, the naturalizations will increase as 
you increase the clerical force. There are now about ten times 
as many first papers taken out as there are final petitions, 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I want to state that in the 
western district of Pennsylvania the clerk of naturalization 
there turned in over $6,000 in fees, and yet he was not able to 
take care of a large part that came there desiring to be natural- 
ized. A number of working people residing in McKeesport, in 
the district of Mr. DALZELL, each had to bring his witnesses 
and come by rail to Pittsburg and remain there for days at a 
time. One workman told me that it cost him $75 to get his 
naturalization papers. He had a clear case, but was unfortu- 
nately late in coming in, and had to come repeatedly before he 
got attention and was naturalized. 

I came down myself to the Commissioner of Immigration and 
asked if that could not be remedied, and he said under the law 
it could not until such legislation as is sought for here had 
been passed. These were not wealthy men, but working people, 
and it cost them from $50 to $75 each to get their naturalization 


papers. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, a word as to 
the second section of the bill. Certain clerks proceeded on the 
theory, in which the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shared, 
that the language which we propose to strike out was operative, 
and they spent money from their own pockets for clerical as- 
sistance, and the Comptroller of the Treasury made the decision 
that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor had no right or 
authority to authorize additional clerical assistance; that there 
were no funds from which they could be paid, and, therefore, 
for naturalizing citizens of the United States, resulting in a 
profit to the United States, they have been penalized. The total 
amount is not great. In the two courts with which I am 
acquainted I think it is something like $1,600 or $1,700. Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to state to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole that there is no p so far as I am 
concerned, in opposing the passage of this bill to limit the com- 
pensation to be paid to clerks or to limit the number of clerks 
employed or of assistants employed for the purpose of admin- 
istering the naturalization law, but I submit that there is ab- 
solutely mo necessity for this legislation, in view of the legisla- 
tion that we have had heretofore upon the subject. I submit 
further, that when Congress has the past few years endeavored 
to stop the most vicious practice it has ever adopted, of making 
permanent appropriations, and especially permanent indefinite 
appropriations, this is no time for us to add to those that are 
now upon the statute books. The purpose of this bill is to 
appropriate certain fees to be expended for a certain service. 
When this bill passes and becomes a law, Congress no longer 
has any control whatever over the fees that are paid to clerks 
or the salaries paid their assistants employed in the offices of 
the clerks. 

This legislation is entirely unnecessary, for the law at the 
present time authorizes the service. It authorizes the clerks of 
state courts, as far as it can, to naturalize, and it places upon 
the clerks of the United States courts the duty of naturalizing, 
aliens under that law, for which service they are allowed to 
charge a certain fee. These fees should be paid into the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the general fund and direct appropriations 
made for the salaries of the clerks and their assistants. Some 
years ago, when we had the fee system, they were allowed to 
charge certain fees for services or the filing of papers and the 
conduct of the business of their office, but that system was 
abused to such an extent that Congress abolished the fee sys- 
tem in all courts, and now it is proposed to begin again and re- 
establish this system of appropriating fees for the payment of 
public services. 

Under section 13 of the naturalization act we find this lan- 
guage: 

And in case the clerk of any court collects fees in excess of the 
sum of $6,000 in any one A gg the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 

may allow to such clerk from the money which the United States shall 
— rban maona] compensation for the employment of additional 
clerical assistance and for no other purpose. 

In the sundry civil bill passed at the last session of the last 
Congress, Congress added this proviso: 

That the total co: orton of È for the additional clerical assistance 
authorized by that — of the said section quoted to be em- 
Ser ae tek aoa ot courts, in no case exceed one- the gross 


amount of fees collected by such clerks in 25 naturalization cases N 
that a 


the fiscal year, and t the expenditures from this ee sh 


be in the manner and under such regulations as the tary of Com- 
merce and Labor may prescribe. 

For this purpose we appropriated $25,000, and it will be no- 
ticed that the language of the proviso is as follows: 


Shall in no case exceed one-half the amount of fees collected 
by such clerks in naturalization cases dur the fiscal year. 
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Now, it was impossible to ascertain what the gross fees 
during the fiscal year would be, and, therefore, the proviso was 
inoperative. The fees were not available for payment of as- 
sistants in the clerk’s office or the clerical force necessary in 
the administration of this law. Therefore, at the extra session 
of this Congress, Congress adopted this provision : 

That the sum of $25,000 f in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act for the fiscal year 1910 to carry into effect a portion of sec- 
tion 13 of the act of June 20, 1906, is hereby made available to pay 
during the fiscal year 1910 for additional clerical assistants for the 
clerks of the courts which, during the fiscal year 1910, collected natu- 
ralization fees In excess of $6,000. 

For the purpose of continuing the administration of this law 
the Department of Commerce and Labor has submitted to this 
Congress an estimate for an appropriation for the next fiscal 
year to meet the requirements of this service. They have in- 
terpreted that it was their duty to do this in order to continue 
the service, and have submitted this estimate. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit it is infinitely better for us to pro- 
vide for this service by specific appropriations or estimates sub- 
mitted annually by the department. There is nothing imprac- 
tical in that. It is the way all or nearly all of our appro- 
priations are made. It is the way that all of our appropria- 
tions ought to be made, except when made for a specific or 
fixed sum, like the payment of the interest on the public debt 
or something of that kind. In this proposed bill, referring to 
the fees, it says: 

Such amount as may be necessary to pay the additional clerical as- 
sistance herein provided is hereby N 10 appropriated from any 
naturalization fees collected by said clerk and deposited in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Therefore, when this act passes, if it does pass, we turn over 
the matter of the expenditure of the fees collected under natu- 
ralization laws to the Department of Commerce and Labor and 
to the clerks who are employed in the various courts and en- 
gaged in the administration of this law. We no longer have 
any control; we no longer have any say as to what the salaries 
of these people thus employed shall be, and I submit, therefore, 
that that is not good legislation nor does it tend to good admin- 
istration. Our experience under the administration of every 
permanent appropriation which has been made shows that it 
does not tend to good administration, and it is not, therefore, 
good legislation. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there is 
ample appropriation for this service during the current year, 
in view of the fact that the Department of Commerce and Labor 
has submitted their estimates for the next fiscal year for this 
same service, and in view of the fact that this bill proposes a 
permanent appropriation of all the fees collected by the clerks 
in the administration of this naturalization law for this serv- 
ice, if in the judgment of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
it is necessary, that this bill ought net to become a law. It is 
unnecessary and ought to be voted down. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNBY. I yield. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Does an estimate not based on 
existing law confer any authority whateyer on the Committee 
on Appropriations? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, an estimate based on no au- 
thority of law confers no jurisdiction on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations nor on the House of Representatives, but the law 
authorizes this service 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Where? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York knows very 
well that this is a work in progress; the administration of the 
naturalization law is absolutely authorized, and any appropria- 
tion reported from any committee having jurisdiction of the 
appropriations would be held to be in order under the rule of 
the House to which the gentleman refers. It required no addi- 
tional legislation to make the appropriation in the extra session 
of Congress or to make available the appropriations previously 
made. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman that even if the point made by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Bennet] is well taken, that the rem- 
edy is to give to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor the 
power to submit estimates, not to ask Congress to pass a law 
that will give them a continuing right upon the Treasury. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is a remedy, but not the 
0 one. 

pi SHERLEY. That is the best remedy, as practice has 
always shown. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The remedy certainly is not to permanently 
appropriate all the fees received in the administration of this 
law to the clerks of the courts for this service. That is not 


the remedy. If the contention, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky says, is right, that there is no authority for appropri- 
ating for these fees, then the committee should bring in a bill 
authorizing estimates to be submitted for this service and then 
make the appropriations for the service annually, and the ex- 
penditures of those appropriations can be reviewed annually by 
the committee having jurisdiction. The remedy is not perma- 
nently to appropriate these fees and abrogate our power of 
supervision in the expenditure of these public moneys to the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I am of the opinion that 
the conditions existing in the city of New York concerning 
naturalization matters are not fully understood by many Mem- 
bers of this House. They certainly can not be understood by 
the gentlemen who have already arisen to oppose the pending 
bill. My colleague from New York [Mr. Bennet] has called 
attention to the inadequate facilities that there are now in the 
three offices of the courts that have jurisdiction over natural- 
ization proceedings—one the county clerk of the county, the 
other the clerk of the circuit court of the second circuit of the 
United States, and the third the clerk of the district court for 
the southern district of New York. These are the three offi- 
cials who have charge of clerical matters pertaining to naturali- 
zation proceedings in the city of New York. For a long time 
past a large number of those who came to declare their inten- 
tion to become citizens and a large number of those who came 
to apply for naturalization, accompanied by their witnesses, 
were compelled to stand in long lines awaiting an opportunity 
to reach the clerk so that they might make their declaration, 
application, or proofs, as the case might be. Many of those 
who were compelled to come time and time again, until tired 
out, refused to appear again and abandoned either their in- 
tention to make a declaration or their intention to take out 
their final naturalization papers. Such a condition is not cred- 
itable to the United States. It certainly ought not to exist in 
any offices having jurisdiction over naturalization, Workmen, 
mechanics, wage-earners of every description, merchants, and 
others have come time and time again to the clerk’s office only, 
to be turned away, and now it is proposed by this bill to pro- 
vide an adequate clerical force to attend to the necessary busi- 
ness of the three offices to which I have referred. What ob- 
jection can there be to it? I have heard it urged on this floor 
that this is not the kind of legislation that ought to be proposed. 

I heard the gentleman from Minnesota urge that this legisla- 
tion is of a character that ought not to be adopted to remedy 
the condition. I appreciated some time ago that perhaps it 
might be well that the membership of this House be advised 
concerning the inadequate facilities of which we have so loudly, 
and justly complained. And so that that information might 
be furnished to the Members of this House, I introduced a reso- 
lution, which at the time of introduction I asked to have 
referred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
where it properly belonged under the rules of this House. -I 
send the resolution, which I introduced, to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask that it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the resolution will be 
read in the time of the gentleman from New York. 

There was no objection. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 198. 


Whereas it has been Tarent charged in the 9 507 press and has 
been otherwise publicly sta that the conditions existing in the 
offices of the several clerks of the courts having jurisdiction to natu- 
ralize citizens in some of the og A cities of this country, particularly 
in the southern district of New York, are such that a very large num- 
ber of persons desirous of declaring their intention to become citizens, 
and epoca for naturalization and witnesses in naturalization cases, 
have „ and are, greatly delayed at such offices to an extent that 
they have been, and are, compelled to stand in long lines for many 
hours, and sometimes days, awaiting an opportunity to present and 
make their declarations, petitions, and proofs, and that frequently, 
because of such delays and the overcrowding and obstructions resulting 
therefrom, a large number of applicants for naturalization and their 
witnesses were, and are, unable to appear before and be properly at- 
tended to by the officials in such offices, and that in consequence thereof 
in many cases did forego and abandon making their declarations and 
applications: Therefore be it 
esolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

are hereby empowered and directed to make investigation into the 
matters hereinbefore recited and the conditions all to exist, and 
that such committee report at the earliest time practicable the result 
of their investigation, with their recommendation as to what remedy 
ought to be provided to correct the conditions complained of, if ey 
find them to exist; and that said committee may make such investi- 

tion by or through any subcommittee it may appoint from its mem- 

rs; that said committee, or its subcommittee, have power to send for 
persons and papers, examine witnesses, employ stenographers and other 
necessary clerical help to make such investigation; and ‘said com- 
mittee, or its subcommittee, may sit daring the session and recess of 
the House, and the expense of making said inves 
the chairman of the committee, shall be paid out of 
of the House, 


ation, certified by 
e contingent fun 
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Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, instead of that 
resolution going to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, where attention could have been properly given it, it 
was sent to the Committee on Rules, who have not yet reported 
the resolution. Whether the purpose in sending it there was 
that it might remain in the pigeonholes of that committee, or 
whether it was merely because the Committee on Rules have 
not yet had an opportunity to report it, I do not know. I do 
not propose to criticise the action now. But, sir, the proposed 
legislation now before us is absolutely necessary to correct a 
condition that is both scandalous and deplorable. 

Picture to yourself hundreds of men coming to the clerks’ 
offices daily, standing in crowded hallways, awaiting their turn 
until the clerks can reach them. Now, it may be urged by some 
Members that these men ought to be taken there during all of 
the hours of the day; that is, on every business day of the week 
throughout the year. It will be observed that the naturaliza- 
tion law requires, and very properly requires, a very consider- 
able amount of data to be recorded and registered prerequisite 
to the naturalization of the alien. The clerks are compelled by 
a regulation of the Department of Commerce and Labor to 
transmit duplicates of some of the papers required in these pro- 
ceedings to Washington, so that in some cases they are com- 
pelled to make out duplicates, and in other cases triplicates, and 
in all of the cases are compelled to index, register, and to record 
the things that are required by the naturalization law. Now, 
that work is entirely too heavy, entirely too great, for the small 
clerical force at the command of the three different naturaliza- 
tion bureaus. 

I do not know whether that condition exists in Chicago, or 
whether it exists in Boston or in some of the other large cities, 
but it does exist in the great city of New York, where, as has 
already been remarked, the time of men is very valuable 
indeed, and where men can not come day after day, wasting 
their time awaiting an opportunity to have their naturalization 
matters transacted. And there is more than that, Mr. Chair- 
man. Many of the witnesses, of course, come as a mere matter 
‘of favor to the applicant. Many of them are men of large 
affairs, and in cases where they are men of small affairs so much 
the worse. They can not afford to lose the time. Every day 
means just so much to them, and that is a great deal to a great 
many of these men who come to these offices. Now, these wit- 
nesses do not wish to come again, and I am told by some of the 
clerks that rather than come again—and time and time again— 
they have informed the applicant that they regret that they 
can not make their time convenient so as to attend as witnesses 
in the court, and the result is that the applicant can not be- 
come naturalized and abandons his application. Now, there 
are many, many worthy, honest men who have suffered from 
this condition. They were entitled to naturalization, they would 
have made good citizens, they would have made worthy citizens 
of this Republic, and yet when they come to perform that 
duty which would make them citizens of this Republic they 
were turned away from the doors because the Government 
failed to provide adequate facilities for naturalization pur- 
poses. 

It is for that reason that we impress upon the House the 
necessity for this measure, the necessity for some measure at 
this moment that will correct this evil, this scandal, this de- 
plorable condition, and I therefore advocate most heartily the 
passage of the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, from the agitation of this 
matter, especially in the larger cities, it would seem certain 
that this evil demands a remedy. 

The great metropolitan press of my own city, particularly the 
World, have teemed with articles and letters upon the subject, 
clamoring for remedies at the hands of Congress. Some change 
is absolutely necessary in order to give the men who desire and 
deserve to become citizens an opportunity to be naturalized. 
This bill seeks to afford a remedy, and I trust it may be en- 
acted into law so that opportunity may be afforded to do so. - 

I find that the expert, Mr. Campbell, says that only one- 
fourth of those who apply in the courts of New York succeed 
in securing naturalization in the city of New York, due to the 
delays in having their cases taken up. 

I had a case that fell under my own observation. It was 
that of a mate of a southern Pacific steamship company, a 
Dane, who had been trying for months, every time his ship 
entered the port of New York, to secure his final papers. His 
ship only remained four or five days and he found it impossible 
to resch the clerk. He came to me and asked if anything could 
be done, that he was obliged to sail again on the next day, and 
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that one of his witnesses who had been with him six or seven 
times was going to leave the city on a western trip, to be gone 
for an indefinite period. I went with him to the court, and 
finally, as a personal favor, succeeded in having his final proof 
placed before the judge, and taken up by the judge himself, in 
order to accommodate this man who bad been seeking for sev- 
eral years to obtain his naturalization papers. Thus this de- 
serving young man became a citizen. 

Now, this is the condition that exists in New York. I have 
seen these long lines complained of by my colleagues from New 
York. This condition is certainly scandalous, and it is the duty 
of Congress in- one way or another to enact such legislation as 
will enable these men to secure their naturalization papers, 
As a matter of interest I have gone to the United States courts 
and in the corridors of the federal building and have observed 
these men. As a rule they were intelligent looking, who, in 
my judgment, and from what I could learn of them, would 
make excellent citizens of this Republic. Let us by all means 
so change these laws in the way indicated by the bill now 
under consideration so as to provide the necessary remedies 
for speedy naturalization. Let us change them now, so that 
they will accomplish the purpose that was intended when they 
were placed upon the statute books, thus facilitating the natur- 
alization of deserving aliens who came here to make their 
homes in our favored land. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt 
that the condition that exists in the big cities makes it impera- 
tive that something be done to provide the money required to 
pay the clerks in these various offices. The predicament in 
which we find ourselyes is due to the extravagant suspicion 
which is entertained of the administration by the majority upon 
the other side of the House. An appropriation of $25,000 
was made to enable the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to 
provide the additional clerical help for naturalization work in 
those offices where the condition of business required additional 
help; and yet, so fearful are those who control legislation that 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor could not be trusted to 
disburse this money in a proper, legitimate, and intelligent 
manner that conditions were prescribed that made it absolutely 
impossible for him to disburse a single penny. A provision was 
placed upon the appropriation that in no case should a sum be 
allowed for clerks greater than 50 per cent of the fees received 
by the clerk of the court in a single year. The business is 
transacted during the year. Applicants for naturalization go 
to the clerk’s office from time to time, and it is absolutely essen- 
tial that, if the business be done, the clerical help shall be 
provided during the year. Yet this wisely framed law pre- 
vents the Secretary from disbursing any money until he has 
ascertained how much the entire receipts will be during the 
year. The Secretary is unable to determine whether any of 
the appropriation is available. 

I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that a little more confidence 
in the administration and the various officials on the part of 
my distinguished colleagues on the other side of the House in 
their legislation would cure this entire difficulty. I should not 
hesitate for a moment to intrust the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor with the power to expend $25,000 additional for 
this clerical service in those places where the help is required. 
While I am opposed to the practice of making permanent in- 
definite appropriations, it seems that because of the attitude 
of those who control legislation it is impossible to obtain any 
relief for the clerks having charge of naturalization work, un- 
less some preposterous restriction be enacted. It seems to me 
that the situation can be cleaned up and this work carried on 
without the slightest difficulty if my colleagues on the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations can be persuaded to place at the disposal 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor the necessary money 
to be expended in his discretion and as it is required in the 
various offices where the number of applications for naturaliza- 
tion necessitate additional clerical assistance. 

In the interest of the public business I sincerely trust that 
that side of the House will at least once repose this confidence 
in the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and permit him to 
expend the required money in the interest of the people. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague on the committee permit 
an interruption? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], in the last session of Congress, 
favored and urged a repeal of the permanent appropriation 
for the Immigration Service under the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did. I have already stated that I 
believe that permanent appropriations are bad; but the gen- 
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tleman will not charge that I urged these ridiculous restric- 
tions upon the power of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
in the expenditure of this $25,000 appropriated to permit addi- 
tional clerical assistance to be had where needed. I believe he 
should be given the money that the public service requires and 
that the interests of the people demand. Let him account for 
it properly; but to say that he shall disburse $25,000 for 
additional clerical service, and then to put a condition that 
makes it impossible for him to ascertain whether he can spend 
a single dollar of it until it is too late to expend any of it, 
illustrates the unhappy condition into which the experienced 
men on the other side of the House have recently fallen. It 
seems to me that a condition of complete demoralization must 
exist when men who have been so skillful in separating the 
public funds from the Public Treasury in the past have been 
unable, with three opportunities, to frame a simple bill that 
would enable these additional clerks to be employed and the 
money for their services to be expended. 

It is a crime to compel the men in these great cities who are 
seeking opportunities to become naturalized to come day after 
day with their witnesses and be compelled to wait, without 
ever a possibility of ascertaining when they can have an oppor- 
tunity to present their petitions for naturalization. These 
men, as a rule, have come to this country to take advantage 
of our free institutions, and are anxious to become naturalized 
and a part of the citizenry of the country. Unlike some men of 
means and affluence who come here for a time and engage in 
business, enjoy the protection of our laws, and, after they have 
increased their great accumulations, go back to some other 
country, all the while retaining the protection of their native 
land, these applicants for naturalization come here wishing to 
settle permanently with us and identify themselves as part of 
the people of the country. But because of the incapacity of 
that side of the House, these men and their witnesses are com- 
pelled to lose many day’s compensation, and they have every 
obstacle thrown in their path in their attempt to become natu- 
ralized. Of course, if the people of the country were awake to 
the situation, they would long since have turned out such an 
incapable lot of legislators. 

During the past four or five years they have been attempting 
to make possible the naturalization, under proper conditions, 
of the alien, and the more frequently they have attempted to 
perfect the legislation the more pitiable has been their failure, 
until now everybody seems to be apologizing if it be sug- 
gested that he had anything to do with the proposed scheme to 
remedy the situation. I am grateful that nobody has been 
able to charge me with responsibility for this misfit legislation. 
Why not pass a simple provision repealing the restriction upon 
the power of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor? Why 
not trust him to discharge his duties properly and faithfully? 
We permit the Secretary of the Treasury to expend and to have 
annually without appropriation almost $5,000,000 in the ad- 
ministration of the customs service; and yet, when it is con- 
ceded that a few extra clerks are needed in one or two places 
throughout the country to facilitate the business of naturaliza- 
tion, this Congress, as now controlled and constituted, will not 
place sufficient confidence in the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to permit him to apportion for additional clerical serv- 
ice the sum of $25,000. 

I do not expect that this day’s work will bring forth any 
legislation that will remedy the conditions. Examining this 
bill and listening to the discussion that has taken place here, I 
am convinced that, if anything, the situation will be much worse 
by the time the efforts of these gentlemen are complete. If I 
might be permitted to offer a simple amendment, so as to provide 
that the provision carrying the appropriation be amended by 
simply removing the present absurd and preposterous restric- 
tion, there would be no difficulty. 

Let me read the provision, the provision which has caused 
so much difficulty, which is as follows: 

For the rg of ca g into effect that * of sectlon 13 of the 
act of June 1906, which provides: “And in case the clerk of any 
court collects fees in excess of the sum of $6,000 in any one year, the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor may allow to such clerk from the 
asp $ which the United States shall receive additional compensation 
for the employment of additional clerical assistants, but for no other 


purpose, if in the opinion of the said Secretary the business of such 
clerk warrants such allowance,“ $25,000: Provided, That the totai 


may prescribe. 


If any more ingenious method of preventing an appropriation 
from being utilized could haye been devised, I know of but one 


mn in this House who is capable of perfecting such a pro- 
on. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman from New York refer 
to himself? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Some might think, perhaps, Mr. Chairman, 
that I am unduly self-opinionated, but I wish to admit that Iam 
not the individual. [Laughter.] I hope, however, that during 
the course of this discussion it has been possible for the two 
distinguished watchdogs of the Treasury on that side of the 
House—the gentleman from New York, who has reported this 
bill from the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
and, of course, the gentleman from Illinois, who has contributed 
so much to illuminate the debate—may have gotten together 
and so perfected what is intended to be done that hereafter the 
alien who has been anxious to be na may have his 
efforts facilitated and not be harassed and hindered, as it 
seems every citizen of the country is under present conditions, 
ee guilty of no particular offense but desire to conform 
to the law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would the gentleman have any objection to 
a provision requiring that the fees collected in the administra- 
tion of the naturalization law be turned into the Treasury of 
the United States, to the credit of the general fund, and then 
authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to submit esti- 
mates annually to Congress on which appropriations could be 
medo tor. tape service, and would not that be the practical way 
out of it 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no objection at all to that. I 
would be very glad if the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations would bring about such a condition. But I am not 
interested in that just now. I am interested now in getting 
some legislation that will enable these clerks who require addi- 
tional clerical assistance at this time, not next year, to obtain 
the money and to obtain the clerks. 

Pack TAWNEY. They are getting it now, the money and the 
clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They are getting neither. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; under the act of August, 1909. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The misfortune of the gentleman from 
Minnesota is that after all these years and after all this dis- 
cussion he does not understand the situation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman imagines he does. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Congress authorized the sum of $25,000 in 
the sundry civil bill for the fiscal year 1910, in these words: 

That the sum of $25,000, ma er tee in the sundry civil appro- 


priation act for the year to car 
section 13 of the act of June 29, 1906 (34 ope 596), is hereby 
or cler- 


made available to pay, during the fiscal year 1910, 
ical assistance for clerks of court which, during the fiscal year 
1909, collected naturalization fees in excess of $6,000. 

Under that law to-day the money is available, and the speech 
of the gentleman from New York is of no effect. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say again that the misfortune of 
the gentleman from Minnesota is that he does not yet under- 
stand the situation, or perhaps others whose duty it is to exe- 
cute the law do not comprehend it. The necessary clerks have 
not been obtained, despite the provision which the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TawNExI has just read, in several offices 
with which I am familiar. The contention is that the law is 
insufficient to permit the clerks to be obtained. However that 
may be, the clerks of the courts have not been able to get the 
clerical assistance they require, and if they had been able to 
get it, and get the assistance without themselves paying the 
additional clerks and waiting some time for their money, they, 
would not be troubling the House at this time with any attempt 
to obtain additional legislation. 

Mr. MANN. That does not follow. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; it would follow under ordinary 
conditions. If gentlemen interested in the various phases 
of the matter will simply consent to permit this bill to be so 
amended that the clerical assistance can be had when needed, 
and the money made available for that purpose, there will be 
no longer any difficulty. 

I shall now conclude, with the expression of the hope that if 
necessary all the great and distinguished statesmen on that side 
of the House be called into a hurried consultation for the pur- 
pose of endeavoring to come to some agreement to obtain the 
legislation which is so imperative at this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, we can not hold a caucus on that 
subject to-day. j 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And, Mr. Chairman, having ascertained 
that a much more kindly disposition seems to prevail on that 
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side of the House as a result of my humble efforts, and that 
there evidently will be a greater exhibition of harmony at this 
time on this bill than anybody could reasonably have hoped for 
on that side of the House during this session of Congress, I 
shall await with hope and pleasure the fruition of the work 
which I have contributed so much to bring about. [Applause 


and laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That section 13 of the act approved June 29, 
1906, entitled “An act to establish a bureau of imm migration and nat- 
uralization, and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 
aliens throughout the United States,” is hereby amended by striking 
out the last sentence of the section, which reads as follows: “And in 
case the clerk of any court collects fees in excess of the sum of $6,000 
in any one year, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may allow to 
such clerk from the money which the United States shall receive addi- 
tional compensation for the me ie gy of additional clerical assist- 
ance, but for no other purpose, if in the opinion of the said tary 
the business of such clerk warrants such allowance,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 

in case the clerk of any court exercising naturalization 2 5 

dletion collects fees in excess of the sum of $6, in any fiscal y 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may allow salaries, only” for 8 
naturalization herd to pay for clerical assistants, to be selected 
and employed by that clerk, additional to the clerical force, which 
clerks of courts are bone — y for by section 13 of the act 
of June 29, 1906 5 — na 96), fro from fees received by such See 
in naturalization process 5i in the opinion öf said Secreta 
the naturalization set 67 such clerk wärrants further additional 
assistance. Such amount as may necessary to pay the additional 
clerical assistance herein provided for is Darens permanently 9 — 
1 from any naturalization fees collected by such clerk and depos- 
ted in the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That the total 
salaries of such additional clerical assistants shall in no instance ex- 
ceed the fees received by the United States from the clerk of that court 
during such 3 year: Provided further, That when, at the close of 
any fiscal the business of such clerk of court indicates that the 
naturalizat hones ees for the succeeding l year I exceed $6,000 the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor may authorize the continuance of 
the allowance of salaries for the additional clerical assistance herein 
seer for and employed on the last day of the fiscal year until such 
ime as the remittances indicate that the fees for the ensuing fiscal 
year will not be sufficient to allow the additional clerical assistance 
authorized by this act. 

“That 8 for the additional clerical assistance herein author- 
ized shall in the manner and under such regulations as the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor may prescribe.” 


With the following committee amendments: 
Page, 2, line 12, after the word “salaries,” strike out the word 


only.“ 
Bees — 13, after the word “ purposes,” Insert the word “ only.” 


15, before the word 55 which,” insert the word “ for, and 
after 8 word “ required ” insert the words “ by this section.” 

Strike out all of lines 16, 17, and 18, down to and including the 
words “ hundred and ninety-six, ” on line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments. If there be no objection, they will be con- 
sidered together. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the question will be taken. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move the fol- 
lowing amendment: On line 13, page 2, strike out the word 
“ assistants ” and insert the word “ assistance.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all commencing with the word “ such,” in line 22 
down to and including the word “ States,” in line 25, on said pa, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have no objec- 
tion to that amendment. 
` Mr. TAWNEY. I will state that that amendment strikes out 
the permanent appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. d 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Provided,” in line 25, page. 2, down to 
and including the word“ year,” in line 3, page 3, and inse: 

“That in no event shall the whole amount allowed the clerk of a 
court and his assistants exceed one-half of the gross receipts of the 
office of said clerk from naturalization fees during said fiscal year.“ 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 5, after the word “ indicate,” insert “in the opinion of 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. I have no objection to that. 


page 2, 
page. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following further 
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, line 10, after the word “indicate,” insert the words “in the 
opinion of said Secretary.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have no objection to that, Mr. 
Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following further 
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 11, strike out the word “ensuing” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “then current.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the results sought to be ac- 
complished by this legislation are commendable and essential to 
the due administration of the naturalization law in the city of 
New York. The congested conditions and the lack of facilities 
existing there in this regard are a disgrace to the country. 
Persons entitled to naturalization papers can not get them. 
People come day after day to the federal clerk's office in New 
York City to become naturalized, losing their time, losing their 
work, losing their patience, losing their money, and they can 
not get their citizens’ papers, because, forsooth, they are told 
that there is not sufficient clerical force to do the work. It is 
a crying evil. I want to remedy the trouble, and hence I am in 
favor of any measure that will accomplish the purpose. 

However, I do not like the form of this bill. What it seeks 
to do is all right, but the method is wrong. All I desire now to 
say is that I Go not like the system of the Government dividing 
fees with its officials. It is bad in principle and should be 
abolished whereyer it exists in the land. I believe all officials 
ought to be paid an adequate salary by the Government, ample 
and sufficient to compensate them fairly and justly for what- 
ever services they render to the people. 

I believe that the fees that the people are compelled to pay 
to any agent or to any clerk or to any official of the Govern- 
ment, for any purpose whatever, should go, in the first instance, 
to the Treasury, and then and thereafter be disbursed through 
the agency of the properly constituted authorities. Any other 
method is bound to lead to inefficient service and scandalous 
abuses. The fee-system divvy should go. 

This bill is poorly framed. It is a slipshod measure. But 
we must pass it because the exigencies of the case demand its 
speedy enactment. That is the trouble with this kind of legis- 
lation. I shall not now attempt to amend the bill, for lack of 
time and for fear it might delay the law. As I do not want 
to do that, I am compelled to let it pass in order to speedily 
remedy the eyils existing in the naturalization bureau in the 
city of New York. However, I do want to say that I am op- 
posed to all legislation that compels the Government to divide 
with officials the fees that the people must pay. The practice 
is wrong, and Congress should not legislate to its further 
encouragement. All money, as I have frequently said before, 
paid by the people to any official of the Government should go 
into the Treasury. 

This bill should provide that there shall be sufficient clerks 
in the various courts to transact the business of the courts, and 
especially to facilitate the naturalization of people in the thickly 
settled portions of the country who want to become citizens, 
and we ought to pay these clerks decent salaries for the work 
they do. That is the honest way to do it, that is the economical 
way to do it, and that is the way the people expect their Rep- 
resentatives in Congress to legislate in this matter and all 
similar matters. I am going to vote for the bill now because 
of the conditions I have described, and which are a disgrace to 
the country, but I hope this will be the last of this divvy of 
the fees system of legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in line with 
the gentleman’s suggestions, that Congress a few years ago 
abolished the fee system in regard to the district attorney and 
the United States marshal, and they now draw salaries in lieu 
of the fees which they formerly drew, and ju other instances I 
think it has been the policy of Congress in recent years to 
abolish the fee system, and I agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York in his remarks against the fee system. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is hereby author- 
ized to make requisition on ing Treasurer of the United States for such 


amount as may ee ne in his opinion to the clerks of the 
several courts Sxercisin ction under section 3 ef the act of June 
29, bert (34 Stat., fo, for — — bn ce em- 
Bor 6 » 1906, to June 30, 
inclusive, if in 1 N of — eee i the business of such 
clerks during the aforesaid period warranted any allowance for such 
additional clerical assistance: 


led, That no no allowance shall be 
aor by said Secretary to any clerk for additional clerical assistanee 

who has not collected fees im naturalization in 

sum of $4,500 9 the = from. pacts 
1907, inclusive, of such additional clerical 
assistance shall in. vhs 5 . the fees ved by the United 
States from the clerk of that court during the period from September 


ings: in excess of the 
mber 27, 1906, to June 30, 


27, 1906, to June 30, 1907, inclusive. Such amount as be neces- 
sary to pay the additional clerical assistance herein ded for is 
hereby approp riate@ from any naturalization fees collected by such 
clerk and deposited In the Treasury of the United ed, 


States: 
That payment for the clerical assistance herein provided for shall be 
in the manner and under such regulations as the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor may — rescribe: Provided parek That no ests 
. in excess of the aggregate of the sums id 
out by 

Mr. BENNET of New York.. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
some questions with regard to this section, with a view of so 
amending the section as to make it conform to the law and the 
practice of this House im respect to making appropriations. I 
think the gentleman from New York will agree with me that 
we have never enacted a law which authorizes any secretary 
of any department of the Government to make a requisition 
on the Treasury of the United States for the purpose of paying 
an indefinite expenditure without an appropriation. We usu- 
ally specifically appropriate. If there is a deficiency in the 
amount of the fees collected in the two years, 1906 and 1907, 
why not authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to 
submit an estimate of the amount and appropriate a deficiency 
appropriation for that purpose? But it seems ridiculous to 
me to use language here that may be used hereafter by other 
committees as a precedent to authorize a secretary to make a 
requisition on the Treasury of the United States, when such 
requisition would not be honored. What does that mean? 
Who is going to honor the requisition? A specific appropriation 
ought to be made, if there is a deficiency, and, I submit, the 
gentleman from New York ought to revise at least this part of 
that section, and then, again, you will see that it is an indefi- 
nite sum: 

For eg iron clerical assistance loyed b; 
period from September 27, 1906, to June 30, 1907, inclusive, if in the 
at of said secretary the business of such clerks during the afore- 

said period warranted any allowance for such additional eierical assist- 
ance. 


T never saw a more imperfect, indefinite proposition submitted 
as authority for the payment of money from the Treasury of 
the United States. I submit the gentleman may have grave 
difficulty in having these requisitions honored, because he does 
not authorize anybody to honor them, and I do not know ex- 
actly what is meant. I think the better plan, as a substitute 
for this section, would be if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BENNET] would simply propose that the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor be authorized to submit estimates to Con- 
gress for appropriating the amount necessary to make up any 
deficiency. Then we could appropriate regularly in a deficiency 
bill or make the appropriation as a deficiency appropriation. 
I just discovered this as the Clerk was reading it, and I have 
no amendment prepared. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, this affects a 
period of time embracing only about ten months, the latter part 
of the calendar year 1906 and the remainder of that fiscal year 
up to June 30, 1907. It affects two or three clerks. The amount 
due them is not yet accurately ascertained. We have taken two 
or three hours on this bill. 

I agree with my colleague from New York [Mr. SULZER] 
that in this little matter of $1,700 or $1,800 we ought to be 
willing to trust to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, par- 
ticularly as we have gone to the length in the section of limit- 
ing him so that in no event can he pay out to any clerk more 
money than the clerk received during that period of time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Conceding that to be so, why not appro- 
priate the money that is necessary to meet this expenditure 
instead of authorizing him to make a requisition on the Treas- 
ury? The Secretary of Commerce and Labor has no control 
of the Treasury of the United States; the Secretary of the 
Treasury has that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to suggest that unless an appro- 
priation is made there will be no money paid under this pro- 
vision, because there is a statute now which provides that un- 


them during the 
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less an appropriation be made no language shall be construed ' 

as age an appropriation. | 
Mr. MANN. Wiil the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will 

Mr. MANN. Is it the purpose of this merely to make legal 
in the proper appropriation bill an item for the payment of 
this? I suppose that is the only intention. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is very obscure, if that is the intention. 

Mr. MANN. It provides for the requisition, and it is the 
duty of the Committee om Appropriations in a deficiency ap- 
propriation. bill to provide the money with which to meet that 
requisition. 

wg BENNET of New York.. I think it will meet the object 
as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bennet] has expired. 

Mr.. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move to strike out 
the second section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 2. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I do it for this reason: I am confident that 
under existing law no money can be paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States under this section, if it passes and becomes 
a law. I believe, also, that if there is æ deficiency here or 
anything in the nature of a deficiency which must now be as- 
eertained, time having so long elapsed, that a supplemental 
estimate submitted at this session of Congress could be car- 
ried in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the purpose 
of meeting and paying this deficiency. I do not think this is at 
om necessary. Again, you will observe lines 15 to 19, inclusive, 

t says: 

Such amount as m: 

assistance herein 


ralization fees collected 
of the United Sta 


be necessary to pay the additional clerical 
ed for is hereby . from. any natu- 
by such —.— and deposited in the Treasury 


They are — ouk Those fees have gone to the 
credit of the the general fund in the Treasury, and there is nothing 
to indicate where they are. It is virtually impossible to carry 
out the provisions of that section for the reasons I have 
stated, and if there has been a deficiency, as claimed and 
as indicated by this section, the deficiency can be provided 
for in the general deficiency appropriation bill, and I am satis- 
fied no money would be paid out under the language of this act. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I hope the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Minnesota will not be agreed to. This 
Houses has spent considerable time this afternoon on this bill. 
These clerks have paid out this small sum of $1,600 or $1,700 
to naturalize persons who are now citizens of the United States. 
What is the use of going back over this ground some other day 
in some other bill? There is no question that they ought to 
be paid. They proceeded under the statute which the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury so construed that they could not be 
paid under at the time. 

The matter can not come up again. A ruling has been 
made—— 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Conceding that your statement is correct, 
the plan proposed by you is to give the persons the money they 
are entitled to. But they will certainly not get it as soon as 
they would under the urgent deficiency bill. It is questionable_ 
whether they would get it under this bill at all. The urgent 
3 bill will become law within the next two or three 
weeks. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But the gentleman makes no 
suggestion except to strike out the section. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Submit an estimate for the amount, so that 
it can be included in the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman can do that if 
he has any doubt of the validity of the section. But here is 
the language: 

Such amount as may be necessary to pay the 8 clerical as- 
sistance herein provided: for is hereby appropriated from any naturali- 
zation fees collected by such clerk and deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States. 

There is a specific appropriation, in the language of the 
statute of 1892. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but there are no fees. 

Mr. PAYNE. If you will say from any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated” instead of “ naturalization 
fees,” you will cover it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. All right. I offer the following 
amendment: Strike out of lines 17 and 18 the words “ natural- 
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ization fees collected by said clerk and deposited” and insert in 
lien thereof moneys; and in line 19, after the word“ States,” 
insert the words “not otherwise appropriated.” 

' The CHAIRMAN. These amendments are in order before 
the vote is taken on the motion to strike out the section. If 
there be no objection, they will be considered together. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Now, the appropriation is cer- 
tainly justified. We owe it to those clerks that spent this 
money two years, going on three years, ago, and they ought 
now to be reimbursed for money that they laid out for carrying 
out United States statutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is only an amount of some 
sixteen or seventeen hundred dollars. 

Mr. MANN. They would have had the money long ago if 
they had wit enough to send in an estimate. That has been 
stated on the floor of the House every time the subject has 
been up, and those occasions haye been numerous. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
by inserting, in line 16, the words “not exceeding $2,500.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I accept that. 

Mr. SABATH. The amount is about $1,600. Make it not 
exceeding $2,000. 

Mx. FITZGERALD. Make it $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York in- 
dicate where his amendment comes in? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Page 4, line 17, after “for,” insert “ not 
exceeding $2,000.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 17, after for,“ insert“ not exceeding $2,000." 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to 
strike out the section. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the section having been 
amended by the two gentlemen from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD and Mr. Bennet], I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, before that motion is 
up, I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I would like to 
know if under his bill, as it has now been amended, all these 
appropriations must be estimated before the appropriations can 
be made and the money used? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

x Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the present condition of the 
ill. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that the 
committee rise and report the bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16781 
and had instructed him to report the same with sundry amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote asked for on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments in 
gross. 

A separate vote was not demanded. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to 
in gross. f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BENNET of New York, a motion to re- 
eer the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 5 

PURCHASE OF ABANDONED SCHOOL, OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call 
up some bills from the Indian Committee, that committee hav- 
ing been passed yesterday without prejudice on the call of 
committees. I desire first to call up the bill H. R. 14579, on 
the Union Calendar. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill Pan R. 14579) to amend section 12 of an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to 
purchasers of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter 
enacted, and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1908, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, and I will say to the House that 
it will take but a moment. I am sure I can make an explana- 
tion that will be acceptable, so that there will be no debate over 


the matter. 

Mr. MANN. Which bill is this? . 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. This is the bill that permits 
the Masonic Lodge of the State of Oklahoma to purchase a 
certain abandoned Indian school. 

Mr. MANN. I think we had better have it considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the House resolves itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill referred to, and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider the bill H. R. 
14579, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, all there is 
in this bill is to permit the Masonic order of the State of 
Oklahoma to purchase a certain abandoned school in Okla- 
homa that was authorized to be sold under an act passed in 
1908. That act provided that the value of this school should 
be determined by an appraisement, and that the city of El 
Reno, in that State, should haye a sixty-day option within 
which to purchase the property. The appraisement was made 
and the valuation fixed at $73,000, and the option expired a few 
days ago; but before the expiration of the option an arrange- 
ment was entered into with the city of El Reno by which the 
Masonie lodge of the State was to have the right to purchase 
the property. 

The Secretary of the Interior states that there is no reason 
why this should not be done. The committee make a unanimous 
report and submit that $73,000 is a reasonable valuation for the 
property and they can see no reason why this Masonic order 
should not have the right to purchase the same as the city of 
El Reno would have had. I do not care to make any further 
statement, but shall be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. MADDEN. How many acres of land are there? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Six hundred and forty acres. 

Mr. MADDEN. Where is it located? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. A few miles from the city of 
El Reno. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is land worth there? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. This land has just been ap- 
praised within the last three months, and the appraisement 
has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the amount 
of the appraisement being $73,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. For the land? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
ings. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is land worth generally in that ngigh- 
borhood? That is what I want to find out. ; 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Morean], who lives in the district where this prop- 
erty is located, can probably give the gentleman the informa- 
tion. 

Mr. MADDEN. I should be glad to get the information from 
him. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will yield to him. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, the best ordi- 
nary land in this community would be worth, in my estimation, 
probably $50 an acre. 

Mr. MADDEN. That would be $30,000 for the land. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How much an acre did the gen- 
tleman say? 


For the land and the build- 
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Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Fifty dollars an acre for the 
best land. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How many acres are there? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Six hundred and forty acres 
on this property. If you will permit me to make a little state- 


ment 
What is land being sold for at private sale 


Mr. MADDEN. 
there? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I should estimate about 850 
an acre. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is it actually being sold for? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Fifty dollars an acre. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is that a guess or is it the fact? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Well, I just give that estimate. 
I lived in this community for a time, and I am well acquainted 
with the prices, generally, of land. The average price of land 
would be less than that—probably $25 an acre—but $50 an 
acre would be for first-class land. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there any land in Oklahoma being sold at 
a higher price than $50 an acre? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is this as good as the ordinary land sold at 
$50 an acre? 


Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I think this would be average 
land. 
Mr. MADDEN. How much would the building cost? 


Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I could not answer that. 

Mr. MADDEN. How much of a building is it? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It is a building that was used 
for a school for the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian schools, 
It is a frame building, that has been abandoned by the depart- 
ment as not being necessary for their use. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is the land necessary for the organization 
that seeks to buy the building? 

Mr, MORGAN of Oklahoma. I think so. 

Mr. MADDEN. What do they want to use it for? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It is to be used for an orphan 
home and industrial school, founded by the Grand Lodge of 
Masons. S 

Mr. MADDEN. Do they make any contract that it will be 
used for that purpose if they are allowed to buy it? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. The bill provides that it shall 
be used for that purpose. : 

Mr. MADDEN. And for no other purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. No, sir; but I think when a 
great order like the Masonic fraternity, having 20,000 mem- 
bers in our State, wants to buy property for that purpose and 
puts up the money, we can rely upon them to use it for that 
purpose alone. 

Mr. MADDEN. It is not being bought for speculation? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Not in the least. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota whether 640 acres have ever been per- 
mitted to any institution of a like character? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say, Mr. Chairman, 
that I can not answer that question. This is nota grant. This 
is simply a permit to the Masonic order in the State of Okla- 
homa to do exactly what the city of El Reno might have done, 
namely, acquire the property at an appraised valuation of 
$73,000. Now, the city of El Reno, through its council, made 
some arrangement with the Masonic order by which they agreed 
to take it and make it an orphan home, and the city thought 
they would prefer to let them purchase it, rather than to pur- 
chase it and then sell it to the order. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before this bill was reported 
the rights of the city of El Reno had expired, and the Secretary 
of the Interior was authorized to sell this property under such 
regulations as he might make to the highest bidder. Under 
the“act passed by Congress two years ago—1908—it was pro- 
vided : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized to 


cause to be appraised and sold 640 acres of land, together with the 
buildings and other appurtenances thereto belonging, heretofore set 


aside as reservations for the Cheyenne and Ara oe A ey and the 
Arapahoe Indian School in Oklahoma, and that for sixty ze aoe 7 — 
glven the 


after said appraisement the ie of El Reno, in Oklahoma, 
preference right to purchase said land and improvements thereon at the 
appraised value thereof, to be used for school purposes, the purchase 
price thereof to be paid in cash at the time of the acceptance by said 
purchaser. And in case said land remains unsold after the expiration 
of said sixty days, the Secretary shall proceed to ofer said lands for 
sale under such regulations as he may prescribe, and he is authorized 
to use all or any part of the proceeds of the sale thereof in the erec- 
tion of new buildings and in repairs and improvements at the present 


Cheyenne boarding school in the Cheyenne and cy, in 


— Te oh 


Oklahoma, and in the establishment of such day schools as may be re- 
aired for said Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians in Oklahoma, and that 
e balance of said proceeds, if any there be, cae be used in support of 
said Cheyenne school or said day school. 


Now, under the provision of the statute this property was 
appraised. The city of El Reno was authorized, by reason of 
the special privilege granted by this statute, to purchase this 
property at the appraised value. It must be remembered that 
this property is held by the Government for the benefit of this 
Indian school, in part. It is the duty of the Government to 
obtain as much money for the property as possible, but they 
proceeded to give to the city of El Reno a preference right. 
That preference right expired before this bill was reported to 
the House. It expired with the right in the Secretary of the 
Interior to order the property sold to the highest bidder. Why 
should not that be done? The city of El Reno does not desire 
this property for school purposes. It belongs to the Indians in 
all righteousness, and they ought to have the benefit of it for 
their boarding school. Why should Congress take the property 
away from one boarding school and give it for the benefit of 
another boarding school? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is for the reason that the In- 
dians do not need it, and the act of Congress proves that to be 
true, and that act was passed because of the report made to 
Congress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs through the 
Secretary of the Interior. Then Congress acted on the matter 
and gave the city of El Reno the right to purchase this property 
at the appraised value. It was appraised at $72,000. The city 
now waives its right to purchase in behalf of the Grand Lodge 
of Masons, 

Mr. MANN. The city of El Reno has no right to purchase 
which it can waive. Its right to purchase expired before this 
bill was reported. It expired on the 17th of December, and this 
bill was reported on the 20th of December. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will not the gentleman admit 
that the Secretary of the Interior was acting for the Govern- 
ment, and had the right to permit some other party to take it 
in lieu of the city of El Reno? 

Mr. MANN. I have not made myself understood at all, if 
the gentleman has not understood me to say that the Secretary 
of the Interior now has the right to sell this property to the 
highest bidder and turn the money in for the use of the Indian 
school, where it belongs. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has not the Congress the right to 
direct what parties may purchase it; and if they believe it will 
be placed to as good use by the Grand Lodge of Masons of the 
city of Oklahoma as by the city of El Reno, can we not pass 
that bill? 

Mr. MANN. My information is, and I do not say that it is 
accurate, because I am not well enough informed on the subject 
to know, that the appraised value of this property is much less 
than the real value of it, and that by this bill it is proposed 
by Congress, because we have the legal right, because we have 
the strength to do it, to take the property away from the Indian 
school and give it to the Masonic school. Now, I am perfectly 
willing that the Masonic school shall have the property, but let 
them buy it and pay the price that it is worth under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of thé Interior may prescribe in accord- 
ance with the act of Congress already passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
please inform us what government officer it is who has failed 
to perform the duty required of him and has made a wrong valu- 
ation of this property for the benefit of the city of El Reno? 
That implies a grave charge against some officer that he under- 
yalued this property. $ 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I do not propose to bandy words with the 
gentleman about that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman give us the 
name of the officer who has undervalued the property? 

Mr. MANN. I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois if he can see anything improper in the city of El 
Reno and the Secretary of the Interior and the Masonic Lodge 
of Oklahoma entering into an arrangement by which this 
could be carried out, provided authority of Congress could be 
obtained? 

Mr. MANN. I do not see any reason why they should not 
make that arrangement if they wish to. 

' Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If they had not made any 
such arrangement and the city of El Reno had purchased this 
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property prior to December 18 last, they would have paid only 
$72,000 for it, would they not? 

Mr. MANN. Well, because Congress at one time, under an 
act filled with preferences and special privileges, I may say 
to the gentleman—he was not in Congress when that passed— 
proposed to give to the city of El Reno this property for the 
city of El Reno's school purposes for less than the real value, 
and that right has expired, is to me no reason why we should 
take the property now and give it to somebody for less than 
its real value and deprive the Indian schools of the real value 
of the property. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, the Secretary of the 
Interior is the administrative officer charged with the manage- 
ment of property belonging to Indians, and probably it is his 
judgment that $73,000 is as much as will be received for the 
property if he sells under the provisions of the law which the 
gentleman has read. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I see no great advocacy on the part of 
the Secretary of the Interior, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior is here, accompanying the report. 

Mr. MANN. I have read the report and still repeat the state- 
ment. Q 

Mr. CAMPBELL. May I suggest that the city of El Reno 
on 0 seem to see any great bargain in this property at 

73,000 2 

Mr. MANN. The city of El Reno could not take this prop- 
erty and dispose of it for speculative purposes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Neither can the Masonic order of the State 
of Oklahoma. : 

Mr. MANN. There is nothing to prevent its being done, 
although I would not for a moment accuse the Masonic order 
of intending to do that; but there is nothing in the bill, how- 
eyer, to prevent it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope, of course, the gentleman would 
not intimate any such thing, as he has not, nor anyone else here, 
The evidence before this committee, before this bill was re- 
ported, was that the land had been appraised at its fair value. 
within the last three months. The city of El Reno thought 
that it had taken on more than it really wanted. They wanted 
a school; they submitted a proposition, and the proposition was 
taken by the Masonic order, and they agreed to buy the land 
if they could be substituted for the city of El Reno. 

Mr. MANN. Why should not they buy the land under the 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior and pay 
whatever price it is worth in the market? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
this bill was introduced long before the option expired. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And it was the fault, perhaps, of the 
committee that it was not favorably acted upon prior to the 
expiration of that option. 

Mr. MANN. Before the option expired the Secretary could 
not sell the land, but ever since this bill has been reported the 
Secretary of the Interior has had the power to sell this land, 
and he be held responsible for the sale and the price at which 
it is sold. Now it is proposed to shift that responsibility from 
an administrative officer familiar with all the circumstances on 
to Congress, and if we sell it for less than its value we are 
chargeable with negligence, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I can state to the gentleman from Illinois 
that an agent of the Secretary, who had just returned from 
the property, highly recommended a favorable report upon this 
bill and its passage. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of this 
bill for two reasons. First, I think the Indians are getting all 
the land is worth; the appraisement, amounting to $73,000 for 
a section of 640 acres of land, is a fair one, indeed. At $50 an 
acre that is $32,000. This is paying more than $50,000 for these 
old shackly improyements abandoned by the Indian school. I 
do not believe there is any necessity for suspicion being aroused 
at the appraisement of $73,000 for this old defunct Indian 
school. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman make $73,000 by adding 
$32,000 and $50,000? 

8 55 FERRIS. It is quite true that my arithmetic is a little 

t bad. 

Mr. MANN. Possibly not more than your valuation of the 
property. 

Mr. FERRIS. I thank the gentleman for correcting me, but 
$40,000 for the improvements is really more than the improve- 
ments are worth. The appraisement is a recent one,.and there 
is no chance to make a mistake in that respect. I want to add 
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an additional observation, that while Congress is not expected 
to launch out in charitable institutions, that this is indeed in- 
tended for and to be used in a noble undertaking. 

The Masonic order of Oklahoma desires and needs at this time 
a place for the orphans of the Masonic lodges of that State. 
They are willing and ready to pay the price that the Indian 
Office by their recent appraisement show it to be worth. I 
See no chance for the Indians to get robbed. It certainly is a 
commendable undertaking. It is also true that I am somewhat 
acquainted with the value of land in that locality myself. It 
is not in my district, but I am acquainted with the site and 
acquainted with the school and acquainted with the value of 
land where this 640-acre tract lies. 

I hope the gentleman from Illinois Mr. MANN] or anyone 
else will not object to or stop the passage of this measure. It 
is desired very much. It does violence to none. It will convert 
an old abandoned Indian school into an orphanage home for 
the orphans of deceased Masons. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, as has been 
stated, by section 12 of the act of May 29, 1908, the city of 
El Reno was given a preference right to purchase this land at 
the appraised value. The right of El Reno expired December 
18, 1909. This bill grants to the Grand Lodge of the Masonic 
fraternity of Oklahoma the preference right to purchase this 
property. On the 16th of October last the appraisement was 
completed. The Government by its own appraisement has 
fixed the value of this property at $73,000. There is no oppor- 
tunity for the Government to lose anything in this sale. The 
rights of the Indian are protected. The proceeds of the sale 
go for use in providing additional educational facilities for the 
Indians. This great fraternity of Oklahoma offers to pay to 
the Government every cent the property is worth. In my 
opinion, the property is appraised at more than it is worth. 
In fact, I think the Government is getting, if anything, the best 
of this bargain. So far as I know, there is no individual or 
corporation in the State that desires this property. The Goy- 
ernment has the opportunity of disposing of the property at 
its full yalue—property that has been abandoned by the Gov- 
ernment and is not needed for the uses for which it was 
erected, and not needed for any other use by the Government at 
this time. 

Now, another thing is that this preference right is not granted 
to an individual or to a corporation that desires it for private 
purposes, or desires it for speculation or profit, but this prefer- 
ence right to purchase at the full value of the property is 
granted to a great fraternal organization, where men freely 
give their money to help in a great cause. The property is to 
be used for the purpose of establishing there a home for or- 
phans, a home for the homeless, and providing for their educa- 
tion. Every right of the Government is protected in providing 
that this property shall be sold at its full appraisement, made 
by the government officials under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior. This property is to be dedicated to a great, 
charitable, beneyolent, and philanthropic purpose, and the bill 
should pass without the objection of a single person or an 
opposing vote. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to the fact that the 
land involved in this bill is taken from an executive-order res- 
ervation and not a treaty reservation. The gentleman from 
Illinois understands too well the difference between these two 
reservations to need any explanation from me. For the benefit 
of some of the Members who may not be familiar with these 
terms, I will state that a treaty reservation is a reservation 
which is granted to an Indian tribe by treaty provision for sonie 
specific consideration, while an executive-order reservation is 
one which is made by executive order. The Indians are simply 
brought in from the warpath, placed down on this reservation, 
and the process of subjugation and civilization begins without 
any concession or consideration on the part of the Indians except 
that they surrender to the troops of Uncle Sam. If this were 
a treaty reservation, then the solicitude of the gentleman from 
Illinois concerning the manner in which this land is sold and 
the price it brings might be applicable, because vested rights 
might exist, but with an executive-order reservation, where no 
consideration was made on the part of the Indians for land, it 
is quite another matter. 

As a matter of fact, this land really belongs to the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Indians, and they have never been paid for it. 
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It is a part of what was known as the “leased district” in 
western Oklahoma, which was granted by these tribes to the 
Federal Government because the commissioners who made the 
treaty on the part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws were 
Indians unfamiliar with legal procedure and technical lan- 
guage and knew no distinction between the words “lease” and 
“cede.” These Indian commissioners thought this land had 
merely been leased to the Federal Government for a settlement 
of friendly Indians, but long afterwards it was found that the 
word “cede” meant a conveyance of the property, and thereby 
hangs a tale, for the Choctaws and Chickasaws lost all this 
valuable property and had located to the west of them some 
tribes of Indians who showed their friendliness by. scalping 
every Chickasaw or Choctaw that they could lay hands on. It 
seems to me that the offer of $73,000 made by the Masons, and 
provided for in this bill, is really quite sufficient, especially 
since the same offer has been turned down by the city of El 
Reno, whose good citizens, I believe, know a good thing when 
they see it. I am sure, from what I know of that part of the 
country, that this is all the property is worth, and I think if 
the Members on this floor thoroughly understood the propo- 
sition, as we understand it out there, the bill would go through 
without objection. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

e it enacted, etc., That section 12 of an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to pur- 
chasers of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter en- 
acted, and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1908, be amended as 
follows: That the preference right to purchase the 640 acres of land, 
together with the buildings and other appurtenances thereto belonging, 
heretofore set aside as reservation for the Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
A a and the 8 Indian School in Oklahoma, granted to the 
city of El Reno, Okla., to be used for school pur s as provided by 
said section 12 of said act, be, and the said preference right to pur- 
chase is hereby, granted to the Grand Lodge of Ancient Free and 
Accepted Masons of the State of Oklahoma to be used as a Masonic 
orphanage, home, and industrial school: Provided, That the preference 
right to purchase herein granted shall not take effect until after the 
expiration of the preference right to purchase granted by said act to 
said city of El Reno: Provided further, That said Grand Lodge of 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons shall pay for said lands the ap- 
praised value thereof, according to the appraisement made by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. The said amount to be paid as follows, to Wit: 
Twenty-five thousand dollars cash, and the remainder in two annual 
payments with interest at 5 per cent per annum on the deferred pay- 
ments, under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That the preference 
right to purchase herein granted shall be exercised within thirty days 
from the passage of this act. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise and report the bill to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Doveras, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 14579) 
entitled “A bill to amend section 12 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in 
fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now existing 
or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,’ approved May 
29, 1908, and for other purposes,” and had instructed him to 
report the same to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be consid- 
ered as engrossed, read a third time, and passed, 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Burke of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 


table. 
PAYMENT OF MONEY TO CERTAIN WINNEBAGO INDIANS, 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call 
up Senate joint resolution 58, which I am sure can be passed 
in a few minutes, It has passed the Senate, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate joint resolution on the 
Union Calendar, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 58, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest accrued since June 30, 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for the 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to advance from any moneys in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated a sufficient sum to 1 a the members of the 
Winnebago tribe of Indians in Nebraska an isconsin, as hereinafter 
provided, their shares of the interest which has acerued since June 30, 
1909, and which will accrue up to and including June 30, 1910, on the 
capitalized fund of $883,249.53 placed to the credit of the tribe by a 

rovision in the Indian appropriation act approved March 3, 1909 (35 

tat. L., p. 781), and the 8 of the Interior is hereby directed to 
pay immediately said shares of interest to the members of the tribe 
whose names appear oh the latest annuity pay rolls in the Office of Indian 
Affairs, with such changes as may have been caused by subsequent 
births and deaths, 

Resolved further, That after Tune 30, 1910, any interest payments 
that may be made on the capitalized fund of the Winnebago tribe shall 
5 eee on 3 of the new enrollment provided for in the said act 
of March 3, 5 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this bill 
ought to pass without an explanation. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 4 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has unanimous consent been given? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider the joint resolution in the House as in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will not object if I have an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment; but I will unless I am given that 
right. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If unanimous consent is 
granted, I presume the gentleman will haye an opportunity to 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, by an act of last March the funds 
of the Winnebago Indians were capitalized, and allotments were 
authorized to be made to the Nebraska branch of the tribe, but 
no allotment out of the balance of the tribal funds was allowed 
to the Wisconsin Winnebagoes until further legislation by Con- 
gress. The result is that the Indian Office has refused to pay 
the annuities due the Wisconsin Winnebagoes, which have been 
payable in November of each year; and such payment has been 
made in November of each year since the last enrollment in 
1881. That same act of last March provided for a new en- 
rollment and a division of the tribal funds on the basis of the 
new enrollment. That enrollment is not completed. When it 
will be completed I can not state. But these Indians, especially 
those in my district, some 500 in number, have been waiting for 
their annuity, which they had the right to expect in November, 
at the beginning of our winter. They are in need of it; they 
are suffering for want of food, clothing, and medical attendance. 
It is based on the old enrollment of 1881. It ought not to be 
withheld until the new roll shall be completed. This joint 
resolution anticipates the payment. That is its object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What is the parliamentary 
status? Has unanimous consent to consider the bill been giyen? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is under consideration. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What is the amendment the 
gentleman desires? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to move to strike out, in line 10, 
page 2, the words “Resolved further.” The Revised Statutes 
provide that enacting and resolving words shall only appear in 
the first section of a bill or resolution. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out, in line 10, page 2, 
the words “Resolved further.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 10, strike out the words “Resolved further.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I call for a vote. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. $ 

ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. Pending the motion, the Chair lays before 
the House the following personal requests : 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Kaun, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for three weeks, on account of important business. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. Srureiss, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of I. D. Caldwell, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
and survey of Mantua Creek, New Jersey (H. Doe. No. 523)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of the heirs of estate of John Ament against The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 520)—to the Committee on War Claims and or- 
dered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Chief of the Division of 
Loans and Currency submitting an estimate of appropriation 
for certain employees of the division (H. Doc. No. 513)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for salaries of certain em- 
ployees in the office of the Comptroller of the Currency (H. Doc. 
No, 514)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
and survey of Depere Harbor, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 522)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed with illustrations. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
and survey of Willapa Harbor and River, Washington (H. Doc. 
No. 524)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed with illustrations. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
abstracts of proposals received during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1909, for materials and labor in connection with works 
under the Engineer Department (H. Doc. No. 521)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for settlement of claims 
for damages caused by gun firing (H. Doc. No. 519)—to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for elevator in the 
old Post-Office building (H. Doc. No. 515)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for elevator in the 
Patent Office building (H. Doc. No. 518)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for machinery for heat- 
ing plant (H. Doc. No. 517)—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for eleyators in the 
Pension Office building (H. Doc. No. 516)—to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for a water plant at 
the Indian school at Rapid City, S. Dak. (H. Doc. No. 512)—to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16222) for the erec- 


tion of a replica of the statue of General Von Steuben, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 128), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 93) authorizing the 
President of the United States to convey thanks to the Govern- 
ment of Italy for certain gifts, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 127), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14801) granting a pension to David Moody— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17719) granting a pension to Mary C. Wyckoff— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7923) granting a pension to Garfield Lay— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. - 

A bill (H. R. 14734) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
B. MacConnell—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17647) granting an increase of pension to 
Evelyn Hutchins Barnette—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 17848) to authorize the Vir- 
ginia Iron, Coal and Coke Company to build a dam across the 
New River near Foster Falls, Wythe County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 17849) for the erection of a 
memorial structure to Gen. Ulysses S. Grant at Point Pleasant, 
Ohio—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17850) to extend the franking privilege 
to literature published by the agricultural colleges and experi- 
ment stations of the States and Territories—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 17851) for the 
relief of registers and former registers of the United States 
land offices—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 17852) authorizing the creation 
of an additional land district in the State of Oregon, to be 
known as the Vale land district“ —to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 17853) to make Lincoln’s 
birthday a public holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 17854) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Rockingham, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17855) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Montrose, in the State of Colorado—to the 
Committee an Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17856) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Delta, in 
the State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17857) to increase pensions to soldiers of 
the Mexican and civil wars, and amending other pension acts— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 17858) to establish in the 
Department of Agriculture the office of public roads—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 17859) for the restoration of 
annuities to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) 
Sioux Indians, declared forfeited by the act of February 16, 
1863—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17860) authorizing the Omaha tribe of 
Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 17861) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
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4 Hallowell, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17862) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Skowhegan, 
Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 17863) providing for a 
survey of La Trappe River from its headwaters to its mouth, 
in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17864) providing for a survey of North 
East River from the head of navigation at the town of North 
East to its mouth, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17865) providing for a survey of Broad 
Creek, a waterway thoro connecting Tangier Sound and 
Pocomoke River, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17866) providing for a survey of Winches- 
ter Harbor, formerly called Winchester Creek, a tributary of 
Chester River, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17867) providing for a survey of that part 
of the Choptank River known as Tilghmans Island Harbor, in 
the State of Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17868) providing for a survey of the Tred 
Avon River, a tributary of the Choptank River, from the place 
known as “Easton Point” to the mouth of Peach Blossom 
Creek, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17869) providing for a survey of South 
East River, a tributary of Chester River, from the head of navi- 
gation to its mouth, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17870) providing for a survey of Little 
Elk River, a tributary óf Big Elk River, from the head of nayi- 
gation to its mouth, in the State of Maryland—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 17871) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to incorporate St. Vincent’s Orphan Asylum, in the 
District of Columbia,” approved February 25, 1831—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17872) providing for the 
sale to Johnson County, in the State of Wyoming, of certain 
3 poor -farm purposes —to the Committee on the Public 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 17873) to fix the compen- 
sation for rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 17874) placing 
certain general officers of volunteers in the civil war on the re- 
tired list of the army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17875) to establish 
in the Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the 
“bureau of public highways,” and to provide for national aid 
in the improvement of public roads—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17876) to make a survey of the White 
River from a point where said river enters into the Wabash 
River, and its tributary, the Muskatatuck River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 17877) spueoetatiag $10,000 
for the improvement of the Shallotte River froni the town of 
Shallotte, N. C., to the sea—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17878) appropriating $500,000 for the im- 
provement of the Cape Fear River at and below Wilmington, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REEDER (by request): A bill (H. R. 17879) pro- 
viding for a superintendent of buildings and supplies under the 
board of education in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 17880) providing for the 
construction of a steam fog signal at the entrance to Cutler 
Harbor, Washington County, Me.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17881) to au- 
thorize a survey of the Wabash River in the States of Illinois 
and Indiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17882) to 
amend the act of March 2, 1903, increasing the pensions of 
those who have lost limbs or been totally disabled in them in 
the military or naval service of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17883) to increase the pension of those 
who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in the same 
in the military or naval service of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17884) to increase the com- 
pensation of employees of the Government Printing Office—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 17885) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Berkeley, in the State of California—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17886) to provide for enlarging of federal 
building at Oakland, Cal., and for the purchase of additional 
land—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 17887) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Sandusky, in the State of 
Ohio, and appropriating moneys therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: Resolution (H. Res. 222) requiring 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish certain information—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New Lork: Resolution (H. Res. 
223) increasing the compensation of the clerk to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 116) to 
amend an act to correct chapter 271, volume 30, United States 
Statutes at Large—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 117) disap- 
proving certain laws of the territorial legislative assembly of 
New Mexico—to the N on the Territories. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) disapproving certain 
laws of the territorial legislative assembly of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) disapproving certain 
laws of the territorial legislative assembly of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 17888) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacques Clamorgan—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17889) for the relief 
of Sarah Elizabeth Wilbanks—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17890) for the relief of the heirs of J. C. 
Lankford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17891) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
M. Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 17892) for the relief of 
Andre Carsayo, of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17893) for the relief of Melanie Limey, of 
Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17894) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
John R. Creighton, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 17895) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Charles Jolivet, deceased, late of St. Mary Parish, La.—to tlie 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17896) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Auguste Henry Monnier, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, 9 bill (H. R. 17897) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
William Burgess, deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17898) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Appoline Fournier Patout, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17899) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis Sam, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 17900) for the relief of John 
Rick, Montgomery County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17901) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
John E. Bauman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17902) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Elizabeth McClure, deceased, late of Montgomery County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 17903) for the relief of Lewis 
N. Prentice—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17904) for the relief of James S. Garri- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17905) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel G. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 17906) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edmund Dunahoo—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17907) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Gwaltney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17908) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 17909) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17910) granting a pension to Charles I. 
Laws—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 17911) authorizing 
the President to reinstate William T. Rossell, jr., and Harry C. 
Weaver as cadets in the United States Military Academy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17912) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. Mitchell—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 17913) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Gooding—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 17914) for the relief of C. L. 
Cook—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17915) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17916) granting a 
pension to Deborah Keithley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17917) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17918) granting a pension to James Faulk- 
enborough, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17919) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Stellman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 17920) for the relief of Arthur 
P. Murphy—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 17921) granting a pension to 
Ellen Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17922) granting an increase of pension to 
William Frye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17923) for the relief of C. C. Shearer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17924) to pay Charles L. Gallaher the sum 
of $215—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17925) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of John 8. Armstrong for compensation for loss of wheat 
in 1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 17926) for the relief of the 
sufferers of the Maine—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 17927) granting an increase of 
pension to Maurice F. Nason—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 17928) for the 
relief of the estate of F. Z. Tucker, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 17929) granting 
an increase of pension to William O. Johnson—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17930) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frank P. Muhlenberg—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17931) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry V. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17932) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17933) granting a pension to George W. 
Mullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17934) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Brown—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17935) granting an increase of pension to 
William Derr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17936) removing the sentence of dishonor- 
able discharge from the military record of Isaac Purnell, a sol- 
dier in the civil war, of Company H, One hundred and ninety- 
fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and grant- 
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re him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 17937) providing for the pay- 
ment of a specified sum to the estate of Henry Yonge, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 17938) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen G. Cady—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 17939) granting an increase 
or pension to A. R. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17940) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnard Hassing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 17941) granting an in- 


; crease of pension to George Musson—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17942) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17943) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the records of the War De- 
partment against Ephriam Adkins—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17944) for 
she relief of Henry W. Lee—to the Committee on Indian Af- 

‘airs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 17945) for the 
relief of Elijah Q. Cooper—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17946) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17947) granting an increase of 
pension to George Molitor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17948) granting a 
pension to Ezriah Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17949) 
granting an increase of pension to James J. Esterbrook—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 17950) to complete the 
naval record of Capt. J. B. Milton, U. S. Navyy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 17951) granting a pension to 
D. R. Curas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17952) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Burris—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 17953) granting a pension to 
John J. Caylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 17954) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Howell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: Æ bill (H. R. 17955) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Haddock—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17956) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Roland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17957) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Dickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17958) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Willoughby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17959) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Gable—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17960) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick H. McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 17961) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus H. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 17962) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Dougherty—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17963) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Caswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17964) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Havens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17965) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. Ruckle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17966) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 17967) granting a pension to 
Albert Cebell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 17968) granting a pension to 
Wenzel Patzelt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 17969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W, Heim—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17970) granting a pension to Catherine 
Jaich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17971) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Labar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 17972) granting an honorable 
discharge to Charles King—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 17973) for 
the relief of Washington West—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 17974) for the relief of Evelyn Clark, of 
Catahoula Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17975) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Mrs. Mary A. Meredith, deceased, late of Caldwell Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17976) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Mrs. Martha B. King, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17977) for the relief of heirs of Louis P. 
Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17978) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
Jacob and Martha Keller, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17979) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Henrietta Bauers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 17980) granting a pension 
to B. E. De Vall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17981) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17982) to cor- 
rect the military record of Martin Cummings—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: À bill (H. R. 17983) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Ganoung—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17984) for the relief of heirs or 
estate of G. L. Irwin, deceased, late of McNairy County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17985) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
J. O. K. Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17986) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Wilson Cupples, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17987) for the relief of heirs or estate of } 


Louis Charles Dumonet, deceased, late of Perry County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17988) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Robert Edwards, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 17989) granting an increase of 
pension to J. W. Poteet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 17990) granting a pension to 
William J. Hemby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 17991) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Holver Helgeson—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 17992) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Theophilus G. Brunson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 17993) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances Arbogast, widow of Allen Arbogast, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 17994) granting an increase of 
pension to George Simons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 17995) for the relief of 
B. A. Givens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17996) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Archilles Prudhomme, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17997) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Jacob Israel, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 17998) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Philip Poete, of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 17999) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Fanley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of New York: A bill (H. R. 18000) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Hodgsdon—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18001) to correct the naval record of 
ype Foley, alias John Martin—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 18002) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Holley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18003) granting an increase of pension to 
John Schiek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 18004) granting an increase 
5 pension to Catherine Kunoski—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 18005) for the relief of Col. 
Littleton W. T. Waller, U. S. Marine Corps—to the Committee 
on Claims. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Richard H. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Chandos Club, of Topeka, 
Kans., against utilization of the Hetch Hetchy Park for pur- 
poses of a water supply for San Francisco—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of Beacon Light Club, of 
Goshen, Ind., against use of the Hetch Hetchy Park as a munic- 
ipal water tank—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Sarah Elizabeth Wilbanks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of heirs or estate of Alexandre Carsayo, estate of Louis Sam, 
estate of Appoline Fournier Patout, Melamie Limey, estate of 
John R. Creighton, and estate of Auguste Henry Mounier—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Lafayette Board of Trade, of 
pirate N. V., favoring H. R. 15441—to the Committee on 

or. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Catholic Societies, 
favoring the Mann bill for the suppression of the white-slave 
traffic (H. R. 15816)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Lewis H. Prentice—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COUDREY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Patrick J. Carmody—previously referred to Committee on In- 
Merete Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of president Women’s Tem- 
perance Union of Pennsylvania, favoring legislation prohibiting 
sale Sed liquor in Hawaii—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of La Rue Tiers, Oakmont, Pa., for postal 
savings bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Ezra W. Felton and 116 other 
citizens of Iowa County, Iowa, favoring a ship canal up the 
Iowa River Valley—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Sedgwick Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Oregon, favoring the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Huguenot Yacht Club, 
for passage of H. R. 6865, with certain amendment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Marine League of Louisiana, 
favoring legislation to rehabilitate the American merchant ma- 
rine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Workingmen’s Federation of the State of 
New York, favoring legislation for an eight-hour law on all 
work done for the Government by contract—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Garfield Lay—previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of William O. John- 
son, James M. Cookson, and Sarah Owen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of National Irrigation Company, 
for passage of a bill similar to the ocean mail bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring the Cullom and Sterling bills (S. 1053 and H. R. 6862) 
for permanent consular improvements—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. FULLER: Petition of American Box Company, of 
Chicago, Dl., favoring amendments: of corperation-tax elause of 
the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of Dallas Chamber of 
Commerce, against corporation-tax clause of the Payne: tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of civil-war veterans, favoring in- 
crease of pensions as provided in the National Tribune bill—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Bisbee, N. Dak., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
oe relief of Matthias J. Brower—to the Committee on Invalid 

sions. 

Also, petition of the Heller Tool Company, of Newark, N. J., 
against the corporation tax, especially the publicity para- 
graph—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.. KRONMILLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Frederick Schmanski—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Sarah Mallett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of the 
First Nebraska district, against S. 404, relative to Sunday ob- 
servance in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of E. C. Hoxie (H. R. 16137)—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of residents of Dundy County, 
Nebr., against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday ob- 
servance in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of 28 merchants of the city of 
Billings, Mont., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Captain Charles French Camp, No. 4, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of Great Falls, Mont., favoring S. 4233, 
relative to relief of volunteer officers and soldiers who served 
in the Philippines beyond term of enlistment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of heirs of Louis P. Turner and estate of Martha B. 
King—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. J. Massey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. Clarke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STURGISS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. Frances Arbogast—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. TENER : Petition of veterans of the civil war, favor- 
ing the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
G. L. Irwin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of John Ball Post, No. 45, 
Department of Minnesota, against admission of the statue of 
Robert E. Lee to Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Kohler & Campbell and Fair- 
child Brothers & Foster, of New York City, against the corpora- 
tion-tax clause of the Payne bill, and for its repeal—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 13, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Harn, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

The Vestry of St. Paul's Episcopal Church, of Alexandria, 
Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 285) ; and 


Simeon P. Gillett v. United States (S. Doc. No. 284). 
The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordezed to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, . 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 58) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
accrued since June 30, 1909, with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
pee bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate : 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue pat- 
ents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 29, 1908, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15816. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1907; and 

H. R. 16871. An act to amend section 13 of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 
aliens throughout the United States,” and for the relief of clerks 
of courts. exercising jurisdiction under section 3 of said act. 


SEAL HERDS OF ALASKA, 


Mr. JONES. I have here an article from the Pacifie Fisher- 
man for December, 1909, relating to the seal herds of the 
Pribilof Islands and the policy of the Government with refer- 
ence thereto. I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp, with- 
out reading, together with a short published interview with 
Thomas R. Shepard, an attorney, in reference to the same mat- 
ters, and that the papers be then referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 


There being no objection, the papers were referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries and ordered to be printed in the RECORD} 
as follows: 

A MESSAGE. TO THE SIXTY-FIRST NATIONAL CONGRESS, 
Orom the Pacific Fisherman for December, 1909.] 
To Members of the Siaty-first Congress, now in session: 


The present administration is one committed to the policy of conser- 
vation of national resources, and operating under this policy, is ac- 
complishing a great good in à field of varied activities. 

Our forests, our fisheries, our water power, and our public lands are 
all being jealously guarded with the purpose that they be conserved in 
all their wealth and productiveness not only for the people of. this gen- 
eration, but as a rich heritage to our posterity. 8 

One resource alone, however, remains shamefully neglected, an asset 
that if properly conserved should yield am income worth millions of 
dollars annually to the Government and the people of this Nation. 

When the United Sta under the inspiration. and guidance of 
Secretary Alaska from the Russian Government, one 
of our richest acquisitions in this purchase was the Pribilof Islands 
and their bountiful seal rookeries. Indeed, this was one of the largest 
considerations in the . — and was urged by Secretary as 
being, together with the fisheries and mineral wealth, one of the great 
resources apan made Alaska a for this. country at the price 
w was paidi 

Unfortunately, however, partly th h mismanagement and parti 
through corporate influence upon our officials at the national capital, 
the United States Government has received little or no benefit from this 
resource, but has so administered it that the books show an actual loss 
. than an income which should have accrued amounting to millions 
0 lars. 

The seal herds of the Pribilof Islands were formerly numbered in 
the millions, and as such represented a resource worth close to a hun- 
dred million dollars. To-day it is doubtful if there are 50,000 seals 
left in the entire herd, and the slaughter authorized by the United 
a . —— this reek a . onia: 2s this tees ton in- 

ude pe Amin ay carr on in vas ro ions, it is 
readily determined t at the present rate, unless . ste 
are taken, the entire herds are threatened with total extinction in he 
course of a few years. 

The Government’s system of the administration of this Important 
resource has been to lease the privileges of slaughtering these seals to 
a private corporation, with the understanding that it was to receive 
a certain percentage of the gross profits accruing from the business. 
The corporation was given the exclusive privilege of killing these Seals 
on the government islands, and by treaty between the United States, 
Great Britain, and Russia c seal was to be prohibitory within 
a distance of 60 miles of the shores of these islands, This treaty did 
not include Japan, and her subjects have, during late years, taken ad- 
van of this fact, and are conducting a pelagic seal industry out- 
side of the 3-mile t of the islands’ shore line, that has proved de- 
structive, indeed, to the life of the herds. also, have carried 
on the same kind of sealing, with a similarly damaging effect, although 
ba! are prohibited from a 8 so close to the islands. 

he blame for the 2 5 on of the herds, however, can not be laid 
entirely at the door of t c sealers, for the company holding the 
lease have continual! ed the terms of this lease. Under its 
agreement with the ment the North American Commercial Com- 

„ the present lessees, are supposed to conduct this slaughter in 
—— a as to preserve the fecundity of these herds, and build 
up 8 


Canadians, 


e pela 


tear down this valuable resource which is theirs only in 
Through their influence with various officials of our State De- 
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3 under former administrations, they have been able to conduct 
heir business with their own selfish ends in view and to absolutel 
r the rights of the Nation in its ownership of these herds, until 


RA together with the pelagic sealers, have reduced the herds to almost 
nothing. In the meantime the stockholders in this company, which 
consist of a few men of very powerful influence, have grown rich at 
the expense of the resource, 


And what has the Government realized? In order that it may be 
clearly understood just how much the Public Treasury has lost in its 
business with the lessees of the seal islands since 1890, we have opened 
the books which Uncle Sam keeps, the official records of profit and loss, 
which for some reason have never been properly published heretofore, 
and find upon striking a trial balance that the Government has lost the 
immense sum of $120,000,000. The figures follow: 


THE UNITED STATES TREASURY IN ACCOUNT WITH THE SEAL ISLANDS OF ALASKA, 
Trial balance sheet, December 1, 1909. 


Creditor, 
1870-1909— 
By revenue received from 1870 to 1909, inclusive, tax, 
BORAT, Obed oa aah $9, 800, 000 


Bad as the above showing is for the public interests concerned, yet it 
is not all. We had ro yay the costs and the award of the Bering Sea 
Claims Commission which sat at Victoria in 1896. This swells the above 
loss more than a million dollars. 

It will be absolutely necessary, in order that this industry be main- 
tained, that two things be accomplished, and those immediately. One 
is that pelagic sealing be stopped; the other, that either the Government 
take over the administration of the Pribilof seal business themselves or 
make a new lease, which in its terms will restrain the slaughter of the 
herds to such a point that they will 5 be enabled to multiply 
and build themselves up to their former proportions. 

To restrain pelagic sealing it will be necessary to effect a new treaty 
with Great Britain and Russia, and include Japan, which will abso- 
lutely forbid pelagic sealing by the subjects of any of these nations, for 
a term of years at least, and will provide for the maintenance and 
building up of the herds on the islands under the joint sage te and 
cooperation of all the governments concerned. Great Britain has 
already shown a willingness to join in such a treaty, 8 that this 
Government restrain the damaging slaughter which it has permitted on 
the part of the private corporation which controls the lease. But until 
some steps of this sort are taken it will be virtually impossible to induce 
Great Britain to enter into such a treaty. 

A proper treaty was proposed — 7 the late John Hay, with the co- 
operation of Prof. Henry W. Elliott, in 1905, but owing to the sudden 
death of the statesman the document, which was very favorably looked 
upon by Great Britain, was never ratified, and the treaty has not been 

roposed by any other Secretary of State since that time, although 
Taree h private influence an attempt has been made to substitute in- 
effective ones. These have not met with favor from Great Britain, how- 
ever, nor would they have accomplished the great object desired. 

Great Britain desires, before she restrains her own subjects from seal- 
ing on the high seas, that this Government, as a warrant of her good 
faith, eliminate all 83 interests and selfish considerations, which 
means that it stop the my ag on by the private lessees; that this Gov- 
ernment manage the seal herds so that instead of showing signs of 
certain depletion they will multiply and increase, and a basis will be 
formed for a preater industry in the future, both on the high seas and 
at the rookeries. So powe „ however, has been the influence of the 
lessees with our State Department that the rights of America and the 
desires of England and Canada have been set at naught. In the mean- 
time the chief benefit of a resource which rightfully belongs to the 
United States is being reaped by a private corporation on islands 
and by the Japanese on the high seas. 

The lease of the North American Commercial 9 Ke ony within 
a few months and will come up again for renewal. With the influence 
which this company has shown on previous occasions with the officialism 
which has this matter in charge, there is little doubt but that lease 
will be renewed on the same terms, and that the destruction of these 
herds by the private corporation on the islands and by th 
and Canadian pelagic sealers on the high seas will proceed merrily on. 
In the meantime the United States will expend millions of dollars 

atrolling northern waters and protecting its natural heritage, until the 
fast vestiges have been destroyed by the corporation slaughterers and 
the Japanese poachers. 

If the present administration is to remain true to its policy of con- 
servation, it will consider long and carefully before it renews the old 
lease under the 1 terms. And if the subject is given due consid- 
eration and study, it is likely that no lease will be made to private 
interests; for the time has come when radical action must be taken to 
save the seal herds from complete extermination, and with the private 
lease expiring at this time this action should be taken immediately. It 
will not be taken if left in the hands of present officials. They have 
had their term of management, and the results demonstrate a gross 
failure. It is now time for Congress to act In this matter; to appoint 
an unprejudiced committee, who will make a thorough investigation and 
will recommend, in spite of all private or selfish consideration, an 
effective line of conduct on the part of the Government that will con- 
serve this industry for the present and future generations. 

Every Congressman and Senator who is in favor of conservation, 
every lawmaker who is honestly concerned in the rights and interests 
of the ple whom he represents through their su e, should feel 
that this ia an emergency. He should take it upon himself as a solemn 
duty to see that dishonesty, indifference, and favorism are absolutely 
eliminated in the consideration of this problem and that the public 
interests, for the first time in many years, get a square deal in the man- 
agement of an asset that is entirely their own. 

S PACIFIC FISHERMAN, 


SAYS LEASE SHOULD NOT BE RENEWED. 

Thomas R. Shepard, an attorney, formerly of Nome, Alaska, and now 
residing in Seattle, came down from the north on the revenue cutter 
Thetis, haying made the trip to Pribilof Islands as the guest of the 
commander of the boat. 


By 5,000,000 fur-seal skins lost since January 1 


ee RS RRS E IEE I ig SF eI he Es 125, 000, 

Cost of Bering Sea Patrol from 1891 to $ 4, 500, 000 

Cost of Bering Sea Tribunal, 1891—1893____ Je 340, 000 
ag or natives’ subsistence, Seal Islands, 1890, to 

ee ES ha as Ea EE 360, 000 

Cost special agents resident on islands, 1868-1909 611, 000 

Cost Jordan-Thompson Commission, 1896—1899_____ , 000 
Costs of Valdez Japanese arrests, deportation, etc., 

ONE RESETS PBR ee EAR TEN 50, 000 

EE | Seen a RE ̃ ⁵ ͤ pe rea UE 30, 956, 000 

Leas credit by revenue of. oe > 9, 860. 000 

Shows net loss of property and cash of 121, 156, 000 


Mr. Shepard bears out the attitude of the Pacific Fisherman that 
the seal herds are mapay being depleted, and also shares ò 
this journal to the effect that if these reso 
Government the 


“Although my visit to the islands was necessarily brief, I observed 
enough to convince me that instead of renewing the twenty-year lease 
the Government should do one of three things—either maintain a closed 
season, for a time at least, so as to afford the seals protection, if 
sible; or, if the closed season should prove impracticable, have the 
ernment operate the industry itself and sell the skins to the highest 
bidders. hould both of these propositions prove impracticable, I would 
have the Government exterminate the herds. The cost of maintaining 
the Bering Sea patrol, which is maintained principally for the protec- 
tion of the islands against seal 3 is greater than the revenue 
which the Government derives the lease. In other: words, the 
Government's protection of a monopoly, which is what the North Ameri- 
can Commercial Company enjoys under its lease, actually costs more 
than the lease yields in revenue. 

“American ships are not allowed to engage in sealing at all under the 
terms of the lease held by the company, while foreign ai, other than 
Canadian, are allowed to come up tọ the 3-mile limit, and Canadian 
vessels have the privil of eee — to the 60-mile limit. When 
these restrictions are taken into consideration, coupled, as I have stated, 
with the cost of maintaining the Bering Sea trol, and the further 
restrictions that are imposed in the matter of requiring all sealskin 
garments to be certified their owners when they leave this country, 
under penalty of having them confiscated on their return home should 
the garments be not certified, I think the Treasury Department should 
hesitate long before renewing the lease. The whole idea of handling 
the seal herd is in contradistinction to the method we employ of han- 
dling every other game animal. 

“ Pelagic sealing is, I consider, the real problem with which the Gov- 
ernment is confronted. The pelagic sealers capture one skin but in 
reality sacrifice three, because when the mother seal goes out to sea she 
leaves her pup on the rookery, where it dies for want of natural nour- 
ishment, and, in addition, the mother seal invariably carries with her 
to the ocean the embryo Thus it is shown that for the sake of 
the mothers’ skins the herd is being 8 The question suggests 
large opportunities for study in many branches, scientific, legal, and 
diplomatic, and it seems to me that the whole literature of sealing 
should be searched, now that the lease on the Pribilofs is about to 
expire by limitation, in order that no mistake be made when the matter 
of the renewal is finally disposed of by the Government.” 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of William Rode Post, No. 
191, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Swanyille, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“National Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesalers and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the 
repeal of the “‘ corporation-tax law,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against any fur- 
ther increase being made in the United States Navy, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 2, 
Department of Montana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Butte, 
Mont., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National Trib- 
une pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the New York Council, 
Order of United Commercial Travelers, of New York City, N. X., 
praying for the enactment of legislation concerning baggage 
and excess baggage carried by common carriers in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories and common carriers engaged 


ov- 
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in commerce between the States and foreign nations, etc. 


which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a memorial of Cottage Grange, No. 829, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of South Dayton, N. X., and a memorial 
of Chemung Grange, No. 1104, Patrons of Husbandry, of Che- 
mung, N. Y., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
oleomargarine law, which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Bethel African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of the State of Georgia, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made to aid a proposed semicentennial American 
emancipation exposition to be held in some southern city in 
1913, to commemorate the issuance of the proclamation of eman- 
cipation, which was referred to the Committee on Industrial 
Expositions. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of T. J. Hunger- 
ford Post, No. 39, Department of. Wisconsin, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Spring Green, Wis., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “National Tribune pension bill,” which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Poy Sippi, 
Berlin, Raymond, Franksville, Mosling, Underhill, and Green 
Valley, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation providing for the observance of Sun- 
day as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of West 
Depere, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of members of sundry 
Grand Army Posts, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
the so-called “per diem pension bill,” which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of General Milroy Post, No. 
62, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Tekoa, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Na- 
tional Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of South 
Bend, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Hum- 
phrey ship-subsidy bill,” which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

' REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16223) extending the time for cer- 
tain homesteaders to establish residence upon their lands, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 48) 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3318) to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
between the States of Idaho and Oregon (Rept. No. 49); and 

A bill (S. 4891) to extend the time for the commencement 
and completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas River at 
or near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyandotte, State 
of Kansas (Rept. No. 50). 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4938) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to require the employment of vessels of the United States 
for public purposes,” approved April 28, 1904, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred 


to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, which was agreed to.. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
peusions, submitted a report (No. 51) accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5236) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was 
read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the fol- 
lowing Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 25. Alonzo Conklin ; 

S. 38. William L. Naftzger; 

S. 45. Michael Savage; 

S. 55. John S. Kenney; 

S. 59. Thomas G. Harper; 

S. 63. Henry Newhouse; 

S. 146. Charles R. Davis; 

S. 147. Ann Stearns; 

S. 151. John W. Angell; 

S. 167. Jesse M. Moore; 

S. 170. Albert Bornstein ; 

S. 195. Martin V. Benkert; 


S. 198. Gilman Stevens; 

S. 201. Lynus J. Kibbe; 

S. 255. George W. Davenport; 
S. 281. William Sherman; 
S. 296. James McDonald; 

S. 300. James K. Pritchard; 
S. 308. Andrew J. Bass; 

S. 309. Wilson S. Bell; 

S. 311. James C. Betts; 

S. 377. Francis W. Hibbard; 
S. 378. Virginia Yard; 

S. 408. Charles H. Gladding; 
S. 416. Thomas B. Fish; 

S. 464. Hiram S. Stevens; 
S. 466. Zaphna L. King; 

S. 479. William H. Gifford; 
S. 536. Rose A. Rowell; 

S. 541. William F. Hodges; 
S. 554. Otis B. Smith; 

S. 556. William Kelly; 

S. 557. John M. Bayley; 

S. 568. Otis T. Simonds; 

S. 587. Snyder D. Freeland; 
S. 588. Charles T. Shepard; 
S. 602. Joel N. Shelton; 

S. 603. Hiram Statia; 

S. 648. George W. Peters; 
S. 649. George Pierce; 

S. 658. Joseph Robichaud; 
S. 663. Merton Stancliff; 

. Samuel Radcliff; 

. Ira T. Belden; 

1. Parley S. McCracken; 
2. Henry Mott; 

3. William H. Jones; 
4. Joshua B. Shumate; 
751. Hosea Q. Mason; 
753. Henry S. Perry; 

. 755. Henry W. Charter; 

. 968. Samuel R. Shirley; 

. 978. George E. Ward; 
040. Arthur Mahar; 
099. Edward Shattuck; 
1217. Penton Belville; 
1242. Mary A. Kerr; 

243. Richard M. Johnson; 
802. Daniel M. Shaw; 
804. Andrew G. Wylie; 
358. 
36 
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Alice Rugan; 

1. Oscar F. Gammon; 
362. Esther A. Field; 
1367. John Chatham; 

1478. Josephine A. Barnard; 
1529. Charles E. Wellman; 
1548. Henry F. Gieseke; 

S. 1599. Charles H. Miner; 

S. 1610. Margaret L. Graham; 
S. 1615. David B. Todd; 

S. 1617. Benjamin F. Estes; 
S. 1622. John Duke; 

S. 1623. Philander C. Burch; 
S. 1625. John V. Nelson, allas John Nelson: 
S. 1701. Mary A. Hubbell; 

S. 1710. William N. Furman; 
S. 1711. Frederick J. Garbanati; 
S. 1753. Michael E. Long; 

S. 1754. Charles A. Gray; 

S. 1784. Sophrona Austin; 

S. 1819. Isaiah P. Watts; 

S. 1885. WIlson M. Mayo; 

S. 1890. Addie A. Robinson; 
S. 2001. Lucy A. Graves; 

S. 2010. Susan J. Tukey; 

S. 2087. Francis G. Bourasaw; 
8. 2092. Silas Wright; 

S. 2134. Lyman G. Willcox; 

S. 2197. George Wolf; 

S. 2281. Lucius H. Hancock; 
S. 2289. Thomas B. Pulsifer; 
S. 2331. Hugh McDonald; 
8.2337. Charles S. Crowell; 
S. 2348. Wallace W. Sears; 

S. 2362. Joseph R. Snyder; 
8.2375. Alfred Larkins; 

S. 2381. James Kenyon; 

S. 2510. Charles R. Gentner; 
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S. 2527. Charles L. D. Sawyer; 
S. 2523. Archibald H. McMurphy; 
S. 2619. Henry W. Thieman; 
Miles Goforth; 

„ Charles W. Sizer; 
George W. Van Tassel; s 
James McNeill; 
Charles Kisow; 

David Sutherland; 
Amos W. Melugin; ; 
Shepard D. Edwards; 
Lewis Bullock; 
Charles A. Riddle; 
Jacob M. Zartman; 
Wiliam W. Olmsted; 
John W. Edwards; 
Charles N. Taylor; 
John Charles; 

Samuel W. Townsend; 
Wiliam Strehlow ; 
Matthew M. Salisbury; 
Isaac N. Waldrip; 
Sylvester Hill; 
Barbara Downer; 
William G. Brady ; 
William Fritz; 

. Thomas H. Rogers; 

2. Daniel M. Keigwin; 
Buel Chidester ; 
Elizabeth Herder ; 
Kemp Murphy; 
Thomas Levens; 

Ira H. Andrews; 
Aaron E. Machamer ; 
George D. Blackinton ; 
Joseph B. Holmes; 
Samuel C. McKay; 
Roswell Thomas; 
Charles M. Carr; 
William I. Mathews; 
Louise G. Townsend; 
Rane C. Carter; 

Ira B. Gould; 
Andrew T. Moonert; 

. 4228. Allen W. Cross; 

4436. George L. Harvey; 

. 4450. Mary A. Kollock; 

. 4465. George A. Griswold; 
S. 4518. Edwin L. Hunt; and 
S. 4549. Francis Masena. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred certain bills granting pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors, etc., submitted a report (No. 52) accompanied by a 
bill (S. 5237) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of wars other than the civil war and to certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was 
read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the follow- 
ing Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 


S. 168. Derris Gregg; 

S. 238. Jerome De Vriendt; 
S. 388. Dorcas Jones; 

S. 540. Susan E. Baker; 

S. 754. Franklin Wilcox; 

S. 758. Samuel Garn; 

S. 972. Augustus E. Davis; 
S. 1364. Samuel W. Ingalls; 
S. 1624. Stephen Taylor; 

S. 2260. Margaret J. Harvey; 
S. 2832. Charles E. Bowling; 
S. 3052. Elizabeth E. Hurst; 
S. 3206. Mary M. Muse; and 
S. 3783. Charles Johnson. 


Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4640) to provide for the construction 
of a revenue cutter for service on the coast of Alaska to re- 
place the revenue cutter Rugh, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 53) thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report (No. 54), accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 5238) to abolish the United States land 
office at Des Moines, Iowa, which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4937) to amend section 4421 of the Revised 
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Statutes of the United States as amended by act approved June 
11, 1906, relating to inspection of steam vessels, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 55) thereon, 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4108) to refund certain tonnage taxes and light dues 
levied on the steamship Montara, without register (Rept. No. 56) ; 

A bill (S. 4912) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the Pacific coast to replace the revenue 
cutter Perry (Rept. No. 57); and 

A bill (S. 4457) authorizing the establishment of aids to 
navigation in Alaskan waters and making an appropriation 
therefor (Rept. No. 58). 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4641) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Maine, to replace the revenue 
cutter Woodbury (Rept. No. 59); and 

A bill (S. 4639) concerning tonnage duties on vessels enter- 
ing otherwise than by sea (Rept. No. 60). 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted 
a report (No. 67), accompanied by an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $3,000 for the installation of a water plant at the 
Indian school, Rapid City, S. Dak., intended to be proposed to 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be 
printed and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4769) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to as- 
certain the amount due William Johnson and pay the same out 
of the fund known as “For the relief and civilization of the 
Chippewa Indians,” reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 61) thereon. 

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4272) granting life-saving medals te 
Edward Spencer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 62) 
thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2445) granting an honorable 
discharge to Peter Fleming, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 63) thereon. . 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5070) to provide for the con- 
struction of a revenue cutter for service on the coast of Florida 
to replace the revenue cutter Forward, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 64) thereon. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4672) to correct the military 
record of William Keyes, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 65) thereon. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4671) to amend the military 
record of Aaron Cornish, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 66) thereon. 


SURVEY OF CAPE LOOKOUT, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
the following concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 21), which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Senate concurrent resolution 21. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
a further and supplemental examination to be made of Cape Lookout, 
North 5 provided for in the river and harbor act of March 3, 
1909, with a view to determining its relative advantage and value as 
a site for a harbor of refuge for coastwise and deep-draft vessels, as 
compared with other localities on the coast of North Carolina, espe- 
cially the harbors of Beaufort, Southport, or Cape Fear and Cape 
Hatteras, and to submit the results of such examination, together with 
estimates of cost, to Congress at the earliest date practicable. 


ESTATE OF ELIZABETH BRINKLEY, 


Mr. BURNHAM. I submit a resolution to correct an error 
in a similar bill referred at the last session to the Court of 
Claims, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 138) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 138. 

Resolved, ‘That the bill (S. 4281) entitled “A bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Elizabeth Brinkley, deceased,” now pending in the Senate, 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
bringing of suits eet the Government of the United States,” ap- 

8, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the porius of such act and report to the 
Senate in accordance therewith. 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 5239) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hicks (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5240) granting an increase of pension to Melvina 
White; and 

A bill (S. 5241) granting a pension to Margaret H. Flint; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5242) to further amend the last paragraph of sec- 
tion 3394 of the Revised Statutes heretofore amended; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5243) granting permission to Rear-Admiral C. H. 
Davia, U. S. Navy, to accept a silver cup and salver and a silver 
punch bowl and cups tendered to him by the British and Rus- 
sian ambassadors, respectively, in the name of their Govern- 
ments; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. MARTIN: 

A bill (S. 5244) to authorize the abandonment of Jefferson 
street, between Fourteenth street and Colorado avenue NW. 
Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (S. 5245) to authorize certain changes in the perma- 
nent system of highways plan, District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5246) to reinstate Alonzo Burke as a chief carpen- 
2 in the United States Navy (with an accompanying paper); 
an 

A bill (S. 5247) to authorize and direct the President of the 
United States to place upon the retired list of the United States 
Navy Lieut. Commander James H. Reid, with the rank of com- 
mander; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5248) to authorize the Virginia Iron, Coal and Coke 
Company to build a dam across the New River near Foster 
Falls, Va. (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 5249) granting an increase of pension to H. W. 
Hale (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5250) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers. who 
served in the civil war and the war with Mexico,” approved 
February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 5251) granting pensions to volunteer army nurses 
of the civil war; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 5252) to authorize the closing of a part of Forty- 
first street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5253) to prohibit selling of intoxica- 
ting beverages in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 5254) to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building at Missoula, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 5255) for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing at Kalispell, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5256) to amend chapter 1402, volume 33, United 
States Statutes at Large; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 5257) granting an increase of pension to Alanson H. 
Allard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5258) granting an increase of pension to Dascomb 
E. Gibson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5259) granting an increase of pension to Carlos 
C. Shaw (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Darwin 
A. Brink (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5261) granting an increase of pension to Almont 
Silsby (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5262) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Bettis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 5263) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
David; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5264) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
G. Brann; and 

A bill (S. 5265) granting an increase of pension to R. C. Per- 
ahs (with accompanying papers); to the Committee en Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 5266) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
C. Montrose; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5267) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
V. Neale (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 5268) providing for the construction of two steam 
launches for the United States Revenue-Cutter Service, for duty 
in the waters of Puget Sound; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5269) to provide for allotments to certain members 
of the Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette tribes of Indians in the State 
of Washington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. MARTIN: 

A bill (S. 5270) granting a pension to James W. Ruffin; 

A bill (S. 5271) granting a pension to Isabella Lee Edelin; 
and 

A bill (S. 5272) granting a pension to Allinder J. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 5273) for the relief of the heirs of James Coleman, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5274) for the relief of James H. Hottel; 

A bill (S. 5275) for the relief of the heirs of Susan M. Pen- 
dleton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5276) for the relief of the heirs of J. D. Makely, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5277) for the relief of the estate of Brandt Kinche- 
loe, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5278) for the relief of the estate of John Jett, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5279) for the relief of the estate of S. P. C. Henkel, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5280) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves, widow of 
R. F. Graves, jr., deceased; 

A bill (S. 5281) for the relief of Lulie F. Jones, administra- 
trix of Mrs. Sarah C. Jones and Mrs. Lucy F. Tyler; 

A bill (S. 5282) for the relief of the trustees of Union Church 
of Richardsville, Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 5283) for the relief of the trustees of Union Church 
of Stevensburg, Culpeper County, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 5284) for the relief of the trustees of Smith Creek 
Baptist Church, of New Market, Shenandoah County, Va.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5285) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weber (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 5286) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Alexander F. Beckham, 
deceased (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5287) to parole juvenile offenders; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 63) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to loan certain tents, saddles, and bridles for the use of 
the Confederate Veterans’ Reunion, to be held at Mobile, Ala., 
in April, 1910; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 64) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to furnish two condemned bronze cannon to the city of 
Memphis, Tenn. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 65) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to furnish two condemned bronze cannon to the city of 
Missoula, Mont.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LANDS IN HARNEY COUNTY, OREG. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, two days ago I sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. I desire to have it withdrawn from the 
Committee on Appropriations and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, It relates to a survey of the remaining unsur- 
yeyed townships in Harney County, Oreg. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, an order chang- 
ing the reference will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. FRAZIER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
136), whieh was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads: 

Senate resolution 136, 


Resolvcd, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as 8 at t-offices in the State 
of Tennessee in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874 
whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 1887 
on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to be 
stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box rents, 
as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on file 
in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of the salary 
pO Commanna and box rents over the salary paid in every case where 
the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary box rents and 
commissions; and to compl. in all respects with the publie order of the 
Postmaster-General of Fe ruary 17, 1884, for stating such sala 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of 3, 1883; an 
to enable the Secretary of the tg a the better to comply with this 
resolution the. Postmaster-General is hereby directed to. turn over to 
the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every such claim, 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. HUGHES submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
187), which was read: 
Senate resolution 137. 


. Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as ters at t-offices in the State 
of Colorado in biennial terms be July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, 
whose names periods of service appear in applications before 1887 
on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to. be 
stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box rents, 
as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on file in 
the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of the salary by 
commissions and bex rents over the salary paid in every ease where the 
paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary by box rents and com- 
missions; and to 8 in all respects with the public order of the 
Postmaster-General o ‘ebruary 17, 1884, for ting such salary 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and 
to enable the Secretary of the T the better. to comply with this 
resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to 


the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and, 


every such claim, 

Mr. HUGHES. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the resolution 
will lie on the table. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN HAWAII. 

Mr. DEPEW. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. ; 

The resolution (S. Res. 135) was read, as follows: 

` Senate resolution 135. 
Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the bearing held before 


0 ttee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico on the bill (S. 1862) 
to prohibit selling of intoxicating‘ beverages in Territory of Hawaii 
be printed for the use of the committee, 


Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator from New York a 
question with respect to the cost. 

Mr. DEPEW. I have no idea what the cost will be. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let the resolution go to the committee. 

Mr. DEPEW. Very well; I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

VOTES ON TARIEF BILL, 


Mr. BACON. I ask that 1,500 additional copies of Senate 
Document No. 153, Sixty-first Congress, first session, being a 
compilation. of the votes on the tariff bill, be printed for the use 
of the Senate document room, 

There being no objection, the order was reduced. to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 

That 1,500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 153, 


-first Congress, first session, entitled “ Votes on Tariff Bill,” be 
printed for the use of the Senate document room. k 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN KENTUCKY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed and 
the calendar under Rule VIII 

Mr, HALE. I think there was an agreement yesterday that 
the matter going over should be brought up at the close of the 
morning business to-day. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary has just so informed 
Lop neha The Chair was not present when the agreement was 
made. 

Mr. HALE. So I suppose that would be first in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Senator from Maine is correct. 
The Secretary will state the resolution. : 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 69, by Mr. Braprry, direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to have audited and reported 


for payment the salaries of certain postmasters in the State of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider Calendar No. 44, Senate bill 3316, which is 


unobjected to. It is intended to relieve against a situation 
where certain government officials were laid off because the 
money had been exhausted. The bill, which is approved by the 
department, provides for an appropriation to enable the com- 
pletion of the appraisement of the lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I was just about to sug- 
gest to the Senator that I understand the unanimous-consent 
agreement of yesterday was that the matter referred to by the 
Senator from Maine should now be considered. Of course, that 
being a unanimous-consent agreement, it would be impossible 
to impair it by a subsequent unanimous-consent agreement, as 
the Senator will see when his attention is called to it. I am 
hardly ever hostile to anything the Senator wants, but a unani- 
mous-consent agreement having been entered into, I do not 
understand that it can be impaired. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The unanimous-consent agreement in re- 
gard to the matter under consideration has performed its func- 
tion. I waited until that was completed and the measure taken 
up. The unanimous consent was that the resolution should be 
taken up for consideration. It is up for consideration. So the 
unanimous agreement is functus, so far as preventing any other 
business from being taken up. I merely ask leave to interrupt 
the order of business now before the Senate for the purpose of 
having a measure passed to relieve a situation that is rather 
embarrasing. It is a question whether certain employees shall 
be laid off or whether the money shall be provided. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no disposition, of course, as the 
Senator well knows, to disturb in any wise the consideration 
of a measure that interests him. But a unanimous-consent 
agreement was made that the resolution in charge of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky should be taken up this morning, and it was 
given only after a great deal of hesitation. I do not think that 
the unanimous-consent agreement could now be performed by 
merely calling the matter up. Certainly it would not be per- 
formed in spirit. I am not interested one way or the other. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I imagine that the resolution will not oc- 
cupy a great length of time. I will defer the consideration of 
the bill, but I should like to say that just as soon as I may do 
it without opposition, I desire to ask for its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution, which is now the special order under the order of the 
Senate made yesterday. 

The Secretary. As perfected by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRADLEY], the resolution reads as follows: 


Senate resolution 69. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who seryed as postmasters at post-offices in the various 
States and Territories of the United States in biennial terms between 
July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, whose names and periods of service 
appear in applications before 1887 on file in the department, the salary 
of each former postmaster to be stated for eac ed term of 
service by commissions and box rents as shown by the 
turns of each former postmaster on file in the Sixth Audi 


of 


of the 1 the better to comply with this resolution, the Postmas- 
ter-General is hereby directed to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the 
data now in his hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is a motion pending to refer. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to be heard on the resolution. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
will proceed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will permit the resolution to be referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I will promise him to report 
back this and all similar resolutions within a week from to- 
day. If that is not satisfactory to the Senator, I am prepared 
to discuss this claim now. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I decline. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then, Mr. President, I desire to state to the 
Senate that these claims are known as the “ Spalding claims,” 
which have a considerable notoriety all over the United States, 
and their chief promoter and instigator at the present time is 
no less a person than Mr. E. G. Rathbone, Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General under Mr. McKinley’s administration and 
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subsequently superintendent of posts in Cuba, a gentleman 
whose record is well known to the Senate, and particularly to 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow]. 

In connection with the resolutions offered regarding Tennes- 
see and North Dakota, I have a report now from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, which I will ask the Secretary to 
read, and to which I ask the attention of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 11, 1910. 
Hon. Bores Penrose, 


Chairman Senate Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads. 


Sin: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of the 2ist ultimo 
transmitting copies of resolutions Nos. 96 and 108, pertaining to the 
salary accounts of former postmasters who served in Tennessee and 
North Dakota, and requesting that the committee be supplied with an 
expression of opinion regarding their merits. With the exception of 
oan names of the States the resolutions are identical and read as 
ollows : 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, 
whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 1887 
on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to be 
stated for each specified term of service by commissions and box rents 
as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on file 
in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact excess of the salary 
by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every case where 
the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary b; rents and 
commissions ; and to 5 in all respects with the public order of the 
Postmaster-General of ruary 17, 1884, for stating such salary 
accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883; and to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with this 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to 
the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and 
every such claim.” 

The said “ public order” of February 17, 1884, was an item fur- 
nished the press by Postmaster-General Gresham through Chief Clerk 
Walker. eae Sar aena a MATON 81 85 1 which, at a N date. 
was pro’ t y law, namely, the act of Congress approv ugust 
4, 1886, 24 Stat., 307. 

The foregoing resolutions are predicated upon the acts of Congress 
approved March 3, 1883, 22 Stat., 487; the act of June 12, 1866, 14 
Stat., 60, sec, 8; the act of July 1, 1864, 13 Stat., 335; and the act 
of June 22, 1854, 10 Stat., 208. 

To give a clear presentation of the facts it is necessary to refer to 
those statutes and the construction placed thereon. 

The act of June 22, 1854, authorized the Postmaster-General to allow 
postmasters commissions on the postage collected at their ive 
offices in each quarter of the year, and in due proportion for any 
period less than a quarter, at the following rates: 


A | S100 nr eee 
On any sum over and above $100 and not exceeding $400 
On any sum over and above $400 but not exceeding $2,400 — 
en .. ae 


The act of July 1, 1864, made a complete change in the manner of re- 
munerating postmasters by instituting a system of assigning salaries 
prospectively for two years on the basis of the average annual com- 
ee for the p two years, or eight quarters. The act 
provides : 

“That the annual compensation of postmasters shall be at a fixed 
salary, in lieu of commissions, to be divided into five classes è eè 
Whenever the compensation of postmasters of the several offices 
+ * fox the two consecutive poy next preceding the Ist day 
of July, 1864, shall have amount to an average annual 
less than $3,000, such offices shall be assigned to the first class. 
* < * To offices of the first, second, and third classes shall be 
severally assigned salaries, in even hundreds of dollars, as nearly 
as practicable in amount the same as, but not exceeding, the average 
compensation of the postmasters thereof for the two years next pre- 
ceding; and to offices of the fourth class shall be EA severally 
salaries, in even tens of dollars, as nearly as practicable in amount the 
same as, but not exceeding, such average compensation for the two 
years next preceding; and to offices of the fifth class shall be ed 
severally salaries, in even dollars, as nearly as practicable in amount 
the same as, but not exceeding, such average compensation for the two 
years next preceding. * * * 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster-General 
shall review once in two years, and in special cases, upon satisfactory 
representation, as much oftener as he may deem expedient, and re- 
adjust, on the basis of the preceding section, the salary assigned by 
office; but any change made in such salary shall not take 
effect until the first day of the quarter next following such order, and 
all orders made assigning or changing salaries shall be made in writ- 
ing and recorded in his journal, and notified to the auditor for the 
Post-Office Department.” 

The act of June 12, 1866, is in part as follows: 

“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That section two of the act 
entitled ‘An act to establish salaries for postmasters, and for other 
parr. ee July 1, 1864, be amended by adding the follow- 
ng: Provided, That when the quarterly returns of ay postmaster of 
the third, fourth or fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 per 
cent less than it would be on the basis of commissions under the 
act of 1854, fixing compensation, then the Postmaster-General shall 
review and readjust under the provisions of said section.” 

The act of March 3, 1883, is as follows: 

“Be it enacted, cte., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to readjust the salaries of all postmasters 
and late 1 of the third, fourth, and fifth classes, under the 
classification provided for in the act of July 1, 1864, whose salaries 
have net heretofore been readjusted under the terms of section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866, who made sworn returns of receipts and business 
for readjustment of salary to the Postmaster-General, the First Assist- 

Postmaster-General, or the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 


m to an 


or who made quarterly returns in conformity with the then 


existing 
law and regulations, showing that the sala allowed was 10 * 
cent less than it would have been upon the basis of commissions under 
the act of 1854, such readjustment to be made in accordance with 
the mode presented in ion 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, and 
to date from the beginning of the 8 succeeding that in which 
such sworn returns of receipts and business or quarterly re 
were made: Provided, That ev readjustment of salary under this 
act shall be upon a written application signed by the postmaster or 
late . or legal representatives entitled to said readjustment ; 
and that each payment shall be by warrant or check on the asurer 
or some ass nt treasurer of the United States, made payable to the 
order of said an and forwarded by mail to him at the post-office 
within whose delivery he resided and whose address shall be set forth 
in the application above provided for.“ 

The attorney for the claimants has contended, under said act of 
1883, for the retrospective“ method of readjustment; that is, the 
claimants are entitled to a sum equal to the difference between the 
amount of any salary which, during a particular term, they had re- 
ceived, and the sum which they would have received during the same 
term had they been d commissions on the business done in the office 
at the rate prescri by the act of 1854. 

Such a construction is precluded by the act of 1883. It directs that 
readjustments shall “be made in accordance with the mode presented 
in section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, and to date from the begin- 
ning of the quarter succeeding that in which such sworn returns of 
receipts and business or quarterly returns were made.” ‘The statute, 
therefore, commands a readjustment on the prospective basis. 

In the case of United States v. McLean (95 U. S., 753) the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in reversing a judgment of the Court of 
Claims, said re the legislation of 1864 and 1866 “takes effect in all 

— 5 


cases prospec 8 

F Gresham submitted the matter of 5 
salaries of former postmasters to Attorney-General Brewster for a i 5 
opinion, The Attorney-General’s opinions (17 A. G., 658; 18 id., 17) 
were thus summarized by the Post-Office Department: 

“The act of 1883 uired the readjustment of salaries, which it is 
directed to be in acco ce with the mode prescri in 8 of 
the act of June, 1866 (as is express! eclaret in the act of 1883) ; that 
the act of 1866 expressly declares that readjustments thereunder shall 
be made under the provisions of section 2 of the act of 1864 (as said 
act of 1866 expressly so requires). Turning to section 2 of the act 
of 1864, it will be seen that it required readjustments to be made on 
the basis of the preceding section; that is to say, the preceding two 
years’ compensation being taken as the basis of the salary for the two 
succeeding years from any point of time of readjustment. 

Hence, he argues, the aim of the act of 1866, not being intended 
to overrun the biennial system of readjustment, the future salary to 
be based on the average annual compensation for the two preceding 
years, it meant that the future salary should be based upon the eight 
preceding returns when it 5 that by that basis t compensa- 
tion actually allowed was 10 per cent less than it would have been 
if ene by commissions on the receipts of the offices as shown by the 
returns. 

“Such construction, while it works results different from the ex- 

tions of many claimants, gives effect and meaning, as Attorney- 
eral Brewster argues very clearly, to every part and clause of the 
act of 1883.” 7 

To illustrate the procedure: When a postmaster applied for a read- 
justment of his salary between July 1, 1868, and July 1, 1870, the 
amount of postages sold during the preceding eight quarters was ascer- 
tained. Commissions under the act of 1854 would be computed on 
those receipts. The average receipts of one year would be compared 
with the annual salary allowed for the two years after July, 18 If 
the commissions would show an increase of 10 per cent more than the 
salary allowed for the two succeeding years, then the difference would 
be added to that salary. Each readjustment was therefore made for a 
given two years upon the returns for the two years preceding. 

The Post-Office Department readjusted the salaries of former post- 
masters under the Attorney-General's interpretation—that the object of 
the law was not to abrogate or abandon the system of biennial read- 


justment for prospective period on the basis of past receipts—with the 
following results: 


68, 725 
26, 238 


$1, 221, 009. 69 


Whatever doubt may have existed in 1883-84 as to the proper con- 
struction to be placed upon the four acts of Congress above set forth was 
removed by the act of Congress approved August 4, 1886 (24 Stat., 
307). The prospective method of readjustment was approved and rati- 
fied as a correct administration of the statute of 1883 and all others 
applicable to it, no claim for readjustment was to be considered unless 
presented before January 1, 1887, and the use of any and every differ- 
ae maeti of readjustment than the one therein approved was pro- 
hibited. 

There is an incidental feature connected with these proceedings to 
which I refer with reluctance. I only do so because it has received 
the notice of the United States Supreme Court. In the printed matter 
issued by the counsel for the claimants the Post-Office Department was 
charged with “unparalleled official chicanery,” and with suppressing 

ublic accounts to defeat payment of public debts. The Supreme Cc art, 
n the case of United States v. Ewing (184 U. S., 140), dismissed th¢ 
matter with these words: 

“We feel called upon to say that the charges of misconduct, mal- 
administration, and fraud against the officers of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, so freely scattered through the pages of the briefs of the counsel 
for — ter peu are entirely unwarranted by anything contained in the 
record before us and ought not to have been made.” 

On March 6. 1906, the Senate adopted the following resolution: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to have stated in the Sixth Auditor's Office the salary accounts of for- 
mer postmasters, named on annexed memorandum schedule, who served 
at perona in Colorado in terms between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 
1874, and who applied to the Postmaster-General prior to January 1, 
1887, for payment of increased salary under the act of March 3, 1883. 
such salary accounts to be stated upon the registered returns of each 


yp weed and for each term of service, and by the method and rule 
aid down by the Postmaster-General for the statement and yment 
of salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of rch 


1883, in his public order of February 16, 1884; and the Secretary o 
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the Treasury is hereby directed to report to the Senate such stated = 

wis | accounts of fermer 
n submitting the 

— of Congress proh 


8 resolution was adopted May 27, 1908. The 
Treasury was directed to have stated and andited — sala: 
ryed in the various Sta 


of former postmasters who se tes and 

of the United States between 1864 A 8 = — . whose accounts have 
mot been r sted and certified 5 The computations 
were to be e, — sens ra Fa to g law, the act of nip 
In this respect the 1908 resolution differs very materially from 
Tennessee and North ‘ota resolutions above bagr Ansan to. 

In compiling the data —.— the 1908 resolution it was ascertalned 
that the sal accounts at 395 post-offices in the ——, States 2 
not been rea sy the amount involved none 831.05 r 
Doc. No. A „Ad sess.) This 1 fesolution 38 ed — 
State of 9 and the present State of North Dak 

There is inclosed herein a list of decisions of the 8 of Claims 
and the United States Supreme Court bearing on the subject of adjust- 
ments of ee salaries. 

To sum uj he salary accounts of all postmasters in the various 
States and 
direction of Congress. 

The resolutions transmitted by you direct the reexamination of ac- 
counts in Tennessee and North Dakota by a method hibited by law. 

have the honor to state that, in my judgment, the resolutions are 
without merit and should not be ‘adopted. 8 

Respectf C. D. NORTON, 


ul, 
N Acting Secretary. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp the decisions of the courts on the 
subject of the readjustments referred to by the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in his adverse report on these resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania will be complied with. 

Mr. PENROSE. At the suggestion of some Senators near me, 


I ask that the decisions be read, although they are quite long 


and technical. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DECISIONS OF THE COURTS ON THE SUBJECT OF READJUSTMENTS OF 
POSTMASTEERS’ SALARIES. 
United States v. McLean (95 U. S., 750). 
Syllabus. 

After the salary of a deputy postmaster has been fixed, it can not 
be increased until a readjustment of of it, based upon his quarterly re- 
turns, shall have been made by the Postmaster-General. 

Such readjustment is an executive act, taking effect in all cases 
. and if it be not performed the law imposes no obliga- 

ion upon the Government to pay an — oad salary. 

Courts can not enforce righ p eye | for their existence upon a 
Te 5 by an 8 cer of certain duties which he has 

0 perform 

Claimant then sought to a the Postmaster-General, and for 
that purpose commenced suit in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia. That court refused to grant the mandamus, which decision 
was affirmed by the United States reme Court in 124 United States 
Reports, 86, viz: 

Syllabus. 


pena e statutes of the United States which are considered at length 
in opinion of the court: „ tion rests upon the 

General readjust the salaries postmasters oftener 
than once in two Hd that such when it takes place, 
establishes the amount ‘of the sata lary prospectively for two years, but 
that a discretion rests with the pa to make a more 


frequent s subject see when cases of h seem to require it. 


ee nis on ect see also United States ex rel. TE . Wanamaker 
Gir U. S., 149 2 
Spalding v n (161 U. S., oo. A case wherein Spalding sold 
to one Mason interest in postmasters’ claims. 


Spalding's ä of the act of March 3, 1883. is thus stated by 
the Supreme Court page 384: 

In making up the. list of 7,500 cases referred t See had con- 
strued the act of 1866—as he subsequently did 1883—as 
entitling the claimants embraced in said to a sum —.— to the 
difference between the amount of any salary which, during a cu- 
lar term, they han e received, and the sum which they would —e re- 
celved had they been d commissions on the business done in the 
office at the rate prese bed by ae ack of 1854. 

Spalding v. V (161 U. 3 — ae Suit commenced 
Postmaster-Gencral for $100,000, costs and disbursements. 


Syllabus. 
the Postmaster-General to cause 


nat, é, 1896 (e. 803, sec: 8, 24 
PETET 


t the 


to an attorne e ee by such claimants to present their 7 in 

that it gave ade, for a time, th — 

ment of what tag may ha’ ury 
from which no cause of action cou 

e Postmaster-Genera: was directly in the line of duty when, in 

C expressed in 8 act of 1883. might 

ere under no — 


vold. If the plaintiff had not taken any — — 

or powers of . from his clients he could 8 — been 2 
‘by the reference made by the Postmaster-General to t section. If 
he had taken such i ts he can not that she oot 
master-Gencral called the attention of claimants to the statute on the 
subject, and correctly interpreted it. 


iting the use of the method stated in the reso- | 


Priode have been readjusted in compliance with the | 


The act of the head 2 
calling the attention of an 


The same eral conditions of 1 lic pelicy and convenience which 
demand fer of courts of fas iction immunity from 
civil suits fer damages arising from acts cone by them in the course 
of the clat communicat of their judicial functions, apply to a large extent 
— 1. tan date oe made ae peg rte pai N 

nit . garor 16 Š 
Came 268. see 5 er ( H . ue 213), 8 28 hea of 

Syllabus. 


In actions in the Court of Claims interest prior to the judgment can 
not be allowed to claimants, against the United States; but the pro- 
visions of Revised Statutes 966 peremptoril T ä it to be allowed 
to the United States, against all circumstances to 
which the statute sypia and without 5 to equities which might 
. . 187 0. 0 rsing 

in es v wW 1 
Claims, 374, see below. 5 * ene RE REE. 
Syllabus. 


Construing the act of March 8, 1883, chapter 119, 22 8 487. 
and the act of June 12, 1866, 14 Statutes, 59, 59, both relating to the 
salaries of postmasters, as their terms r the judgment of the 
Court of Claims in this case is erroneous; but the the charges of miscon- 
— maladministration, and Fraud a the officers of the Post- 
— appellees are entin 80 —— eae — Dr h the —.— 5 dre for 

— entirely unw. hing contain n the record. 
th Trask v. United Si States” 27 of Claims, 330. 


Syllabus. 
A ter of the fourth — applies to the P 
4 — Sgt gg Pa o the . 


reads by the act of March 3, 
claimant's 5 e 7 a sate 20 ask ADAE 
T 8 9 

. Unde re M 1 eral. pee 

e act — RA 1383 (22 Bee L., 487), Which 
vides that the Postmaster-Ge be, and he is hereby, — 
and directed to readjust the salaries of all te., such re- 
adjustment to he made in accordance with 


S of the act of June 12, 1866.“ A readjustment is necessary to con- 
summate a right of action. A court can not ‘orm the — act 
neglects that 


readjustment made by a clerk in the Post-Office 
Department showing the amount to which the claimant is entitled, but 
not apparently a upon by the Postmaster-General, can not be taken 
as the readjustment prescribed by the act 1883. 

III. Parol evidence to show the adoption or nage noa an — 
readjustment of by the Postmaster-General the absence of 
record evidence is inadmissible. 

Hester A. Birdsong v. United States (84 Ct. Cis., 437). 


Syllabus. 

Claimant sues a balance of salary Id as tmaster 
under the act of urch 3 1883 (22 Stat. ea 355 ge ee thee the 
Postmaster-General to readjust salaries. R. 7 be Court decides 
(McLean v. The United States, as U. S. R., 750) that such an acti 
can not be maintained unless t has preceded it. The 
claimant seeks to establish — lence be- 

en a cane will stop whe 4€ appears that fh 

3 ion of a case w] en tha 
relied on is a co ce to 2 intents pu 88 
legislative and executive entered into for 


purpose of 
ons Ratan of gapmas jade fy th re of he Pet 
or, but never a 
Postmaster-General, is not an ustment of salary. 2R 3 
. The court can not direct the P. -General as to what ad- 


made. 
Swing v. The United States (35 Ct. Cls., 374 
184 U. S., 140; see above. ), reversed in 
Robert Peysert et al. r. The United States, 41 Court of Claims, 311. 
Syllabus. 


The act (March 3, 1883) authorizes and directs th ostma Š 
General to readjust the —— of postmasters. T. = — 


would enable the to prosecute A ney Bog en- 
den vor to supply “proof by the testimon a witness who has ex- 
amined the records and made extracts o y upon 


parts They also rely 
have been allowed in the 
8 a report of the Postmaster-General to Con- 

“review of salaries of postmasters 


the returns showing what amounts shoul 
readjustments . — 


che oe a 
E 
„ have been reviewed,” 


and that “the review of ries o and ex- asters of 
the third, fourth, and fifth classes under the — of M 3, 1883, has 
3 completed: 


59, sec. 8), and the act of 
ess there has actually been a 
s Readjustment in ong cases 
al to recovery, and the vital thing to be considered is the 

fact of readjustmen 


II. An executive act, 2 the r of a apron gely salary 
by the be established b. or by sec- 
ondary evidence where the preg of the —— — Neither 

it be inferred —.— the ewes and circumstances and t 
records of the de that 


ia (22 Stat. L. 
by t the Postma 


ostmaster-Gen: it. 
IIL A report by the to Congress 9838 
CC 


1910. 
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viewed " and that the review has been completed ” is insufficient to 
establish the readjustment of any single postmaster's salary. 

IV. The defense of the statute of limitations is ever present in 
actions against the United States, whether pleaded or not. he statute 
is so far jurisdictional that it must affirmatively appear in cases of 
general jurisdiction that the petition was filed wi six years after 
the claim accrued, punen aE SOUTA appear that the case is one 
of those expressly except e statute. 

V. When a number of mants have separate and distinct causes 
of action, but their rights depend upon the same general question of 
law, they, for the convenience of both parties, may be included in a 
single petition; and where they are so united and the defendants do 
not plead a misjoinder of ties, the court will assume that the joinder 
is for the mutual convenience of both parties, but the litigation must 
end in several and distinct judgments, and no right of appeal will exist 
in favor of the claimants collectively. 


Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, the Secretary has read the 
report signed by the Acting Secretary of the Treasury declaring 
that these resolutions are without merit and should not pass, 
and he has just concluded the reading of the syllabus of cases 
indicating that, in the opinion of the judicial branch of the 
Government, they are without standing in law. For some fifteen 
or twenty years these claims have been promoted by Mr. Spald- 
ing from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. I may say they 
have been agitated for thirty years. He (Spalding) generally 
writes letters to postmasters, or those whose names are avail- 
able, inclosing a power of attorney giving him a commission or 
a fee of from 25 to 50 per cent. It is estimated that these claims 
may amount to $4,000,000, making, therefore, the possible fee 
to those interested in the cases considerably over $1,000,000, 
an amount calculated to alter the perspective with which they 
may view the merits of these claims. 

In order to illustrate the methods of Mr. Spalding in past 
years, I ask the Secretary to read a letter from a gentleman 
at Bellefonte, Pa. I may say that many of these letters from 
Spalding have been sent to the Treasury Department, many to 
the Post-Office Department, and many have been sent to the 
Member of Congress from the district or the Senator from the 
State in which the postmaster resides, asking for advice. I 
send to the desk and ask to have read some correspondence 
which is a moderate sample of the correspondence which has 
been spread broadcast for many years and which would very 
nearly warrant the assignment of a postal inspector to ascer- 
tain whether the mails are being used for fraudulent purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

BELLEFONTE, PA., February 28, 1908. 


Hon. Bots PENROSE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

My Dear Senator: I have recently received some correspondence 
from Harvey Spalding, esq., of 622 F street NW., Washington. I in- 
close the cor ndence herewith for your perusal, and would ask that 

ou return it me promptly with your reply. My father, W. W. 


ontgomery, was F at this place from January 1, 1865, to 
June 30, 1800. and July 1, 1866, to June 30, 1868 
It seems that under th alding Act of 


March 3, 1883, there 

I know that Mr. Spalding has been 
fighting this matter for a great many years, and he now advises me 
that on March 7, 1907, the Senate ordered the accounts audited for 


ment. 
parein you kindly write me what you know about this or what you can 
find out about it? My father died on July 21 last, and I am his 
executor, My mother could use this money to a very good advantage; 
so, if there is anything in it, I will appreciate anything you may do for 


me in the matter. 
Yours, very truly, J. L. MONTGOMERY. 


e 
is due him on back salary $612. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 22, 1908. 
W. W. MONTGOMERY, Esq., 
Bellefonte, Pa. 
Sin: When you were postmaster at Bellefonte, Pa., in the terms from 
January 1, 1865, to January 30, 1866, and from July 
18 the Postmaster-General confiscated $612 D certifying bogus 
salaries for payment in place of the legal salaries orde 

When 4 a struggle of twelve years with department law killers, 
I secured the order of Congress in the act of March 3, 1883, known as 
the “Spalding Act,” the Postmaster-General again confiscated your 
eer? by hiding the readjusted sala accounts from Congress and 

alsely reporting that he had paid you full. 

I have struggled against this cial wholesale fraud ever since, and 
finally I got the accounts uncovered and into the hands of the Auditor 
for the Post-Office Department in 1900. 

On March 1, 1907, I secured the order of the Senate to state, audit, 
and gh your account and all the accounts for payment. 

In the night of March 3, 1908, Hon. Borns PENROSE, United States 
Senator from Pennsylvania, by a strange statement stopped this order 


of the Senate. 

It seemed that Senator Penrose does not intend you to have your 
confiscated $612 without his consent. I trust, therefore, that you will 
immediately secure his consent and no me thereof. 

There has never been a Postmaster- 


know that there can not be a readjusted 


an application for the payment ordered by Con 
March 3, 1883, and authorized by statute to be made at any time ae 
to January 1, 1887, if made in June, 1883, and again in March, 1885, 


as was yours, is not barred. And yet these affirmations and lies are 


officially made and relied w to cover the confiscation of your $612. 

Those whose official positions enable them to exercise P olin by in- 
spiring awe know that the confiscated money of the old postmasters 
build warships just as well as other money, and that this confiscated 
money will pass as money of the United States as long as the awe 
influence of their positions enable them to keep covered the statute of 
accounts which demonstrate the confiscation. 

Please secure the min at ae of Senator Pexrosz to handle 
your own money, and promptly notify me. 

Respectfully, 


J. L. MONTGOMERY, Esq. 
Sm: I am in receipt of yo 


Harvey BPALDING, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 27, 1908. 


letter of the 25th asking about the 
unpaid readjusted salary of 


W. Montgomery, former postmaster at 
Bellefonte, Pa., in the two terms, from April 1, 1865, to June 30, 1866, 
and from July 1, 1866, to June $0, 1868. 

The statute of July 1, 1864, ordered the Postmaster-General to Fins 
each postmaster in each two-year sal term, between July, 1 
and July 1, 1874, a salary adjusted on the first day of each term by 
the yearly commissions and box rents of the prior two years’ term 
and at the end of each term on July 1 of the succeeding even-numbered 
re Congress, by the act of June 12, 1866, section 8, ordered the 

‘ostmaster-General to change that adjusted salary to a readjusted sal- 
ary conformed to the actual commissions and box rents of the term 
itself if the adjusted paid salary was 10 per cent or more less than the 
actual commissions and box rents. In section 474 of the Postal Regu- 
lations of 1866 is the following: “ Every ter receives in 
form of salary as much compensation as he formerly received from 
commissions and box rents.” 

Between 1864 and 1874 the Postmaster-General desired to convert 
several million dollars of postmasters’ pay for providing offices for 
the public seryice and paying the expenses thereof, for providin, 
to wait upon the public and to receive and dispatch the * 
for their own service, into public revenue, and for this e he dis- 
regarded both pay statutes and the regulations and substituted bogus 
salaries less than the legal salaries. 

On behalf of the victim postmasters I s ed with these law 
killers, who in 8 of the power given them by Congress to faith- 
fully comply with the laws had armed themselves with all the appli- 
1888. necessary to destroy the laws and hide their acts, from 1871 to 


and on March 3, 1883, I obtained from Congress in the act of 
that date, known as the “ Spalding Act,“ an order of Con 4 to pay 
so Suc- 


upon application back to the owners all the moneys they 
— oS conas and Congress gave till January 1, 1887, to present 
applications. 

Within the time 7 by Congress I presented more than 20,000 
applications upon which there was in the United States et pega an 
aggregate of $3,700,000 of confiscated money secured by usin; the 
power and appliances of the t office of Postmaster-General for the 
purpose not of complying with law, but of robbing postmasters in 

6220200 OW W. Montgomery in May, 1883, and 

presen e application o; W. Mon n 3 an 
again in March, 1885. 

The Postmaster-General at the time of service deliberately violated 
the law of July 1, 1864, for the adjustment of salaries on the first day 
of each quarter for the term ensuing and the readjustment law also, 
and when I pone these applications that great skilled office found 
it alone could resurrect the dead repealed law which could not operate 
at all after the time when there were no salaries for future terms to 
be adjusted and restore that dead law, and by doing so could cheat 
16,500 victims out of $2,500,000 by frandulently reporting for pay- 
ment $1,200,000 as stated and d under the reenacted statute of 
June 12, 1866, section 8, in the tute of March 3, 1883. 

This scheme enabled the great office of Postmaster-General to con- 
fiscate a second time the $612 of which W. W. Montgomery was robbed 
at the time of his service. To do this the Postmaster-General, besides 
the false report that there was nothing due W. W. Montgomery, had to 
hide in his own ets, so to speak, the accounts and the registered 
returns from which they were stated, this in order to prevent any 
possibility of a knowledge of the truth by Congress. 

But in 1906 the accounts were uncovered and placed in the hands 
of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. 


Finally, thus struggling and ing money all these years, the United 
States Sarata on March 1, 1807, ordered all these — — stated, 
W reported to the Senate, and 

enator 


ment of this money to the owner than by the statement that if pai 
attorney would steal it all. This in face of the fact that it can only 
paid by a Treasury warrant into the hands of the owner. 
This case is in my hands, and I have done all of this work under a 
cent of collection. Except for my work this case 
ead through law-killing power of the Postmaster- 
uried ever since 1871—thirty-six years, 


Harvey SPALDING. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if Senators will note the 
wholesale charges of fraud, corruption, and robbery in this cor- 
respondence made against the Postmaster-General of the United 
States and the officials of the Post-Office Department, I think 
they will agree that I speak advisedly when I say that this 
character of correspondence is worthy of investigation by the 
postal inspectors, and that there are no promoters of any get- 
rich-quick concern, who are daily exposed, indicted, and im- 
prisoned, who are any nearer coming to a violation of the postal 
laws of the United States than Spalding and the people in- 
volved in this character of correspondence. 

As another illustration of the epistolary efforts of Mr. Harvey 
Spalding, extending over a period of twenty years, I will call 
the attention of the Senate to a communication in the case of 
John W. Niman, late postmaster at Oxford, Iowa, headed: 

Postmasters robbed by public fraud ought to advance some of the 
costs necessary to recover the money. 

And also a printed communication entitled “A Word to Bene- 
ficiaries Under the ‘Spalding Act,’” in which, after citing at 


aid. 
OIES PENROSE knew of no Pettar method to prevent the pay 
be 


fee contract for 25 

would now be as 

General as a corpse dead and 
Very respectfully, 
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length the fact that these efforts can not be conducted entirely 
on gratitude and gratis, he suggests the signing of a power of 
attorney giving 25 per cent commission for the collection of the 
claim. I will ask the Secretary to read them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCumser in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
CASE OF JOHN W. NIMAN, LATE POSTMASTER OXFORD, IOWA. 
Claim No. 2946; amount $100. 


Postmasters robbed by public fraud ought to advance some of the costs 
necessary to recover the money. 


One million two. hundred and twenty-one thousand dollars as money 
taken from postmasters between 1864 and 1874 was restored between 
1884 and 1 to 18,940 postmasters under compulsion of the act of 
1883. The attorney paid all the costs from 1872 to 1883 necessary to 
secure this act. This act ordered a restoration of more than $3,000,000 
of money belonging to postmasters, To defeat this as far as ible a 
second scheme was set up, which concealed the recorded ascertainments 
of salaries due and substituted the salary of one term for the larger 
salary of the term next succeeding. Thus a never-ending public fraud 
is necessary to defeat the full payment of the debt due. Without aid 
I ended the first fraud, which by the payment mentioned the depart- 
ment was compelled to admit had been practiced upon the postmasters, 
and further I have secured at my own costs an actual record in the 
department of the debt still unpaid. I am certainly now entitled to 
some aid in paying the residue of the costs. The last goana fraud 
can not be a success without those called upon refuse the nominal ad- 
vances on the fee asked for. Kindly send me $2. I have not adequate 
means to procure and send copies of recent proceedings carried on to 
enforce report and payment of the amount due to each claimant. 

Respectfully, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 26, 1893. 


Harvey SPALDING. 


A WORD TO BENEFICIARIES UNDER THE “ SPALDING ACT.” 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 8, 1886. 


There are some among the great number of postmasters for whose 
benefit I have worked and expended large sums of money in the last 
fourteen years who, I am constrained to believe, do not give the sub- 
ject much thought. 

There are few addressed who have not been repeatedly notified by 
me that through many years of litigation I had obtained in their favor 
a mandate from Congress known as the Spalding Act.“ Not one of 
the addressed could ever have presented a claim under a Spalding 
Act“ unless I had first worked for them and peers money for them for 
many years; and eyen after the passage of this act no one could ever 
have received a dollar had I not continued the litigation. Having done 
all this, and having given you notice of your rights under the law, and 
furnished you with necessary forms for presentation of your claim, was 
it not reasonable for me to suppose that all who secured collections b, 
such an extraordinary litigation would not only freely, but with grati- 
tude, recognize their obligations to me? . 

Some have used my labor and my papers for their own benefit, and 
have given as a reason for ignoring my rights that the department ad- 
vised them not to employ an 3 You must necessarily know that 
the sole reason why you have been kept out of your money for fifteen 
or twenty years is use that same department cheated you out of 
the money due by a prostitution of trust powers, and that after I 
secured an absolute mandate from Congress in your favor that mandate 
was also resisted and without my further service could never have been 
enforced. Moreover, most of you do not know the vital fact that you 
are now cheated by that same department in the computation of your 
claim. The method of this last attempt to deprive you of yone rights 
is to compute the pay for time of increase of business on the business 
of the office years ore such increase. This is the reason that many 
of you are notified as to periods of PP dod service for which additional 
pay is actually due you “that nothing is due,” and that even for 
periods of service for which allowance is made but a part of that 
actually due is allowed. In every such case the collection of the full 
amount due depends solely upon me. I have the means and know how 
to enforce the payment in full of every such claim. 

Suppose you had a vicious and depraved neighbor who owed you a 
debt, which you could not enforce, and that an attorney, at his own 
cost, by fourteen years’ litigation had finally compell him to pay 
upon a judgment the amount of the debt into court. What woul 
have been your opinion of that man if he had then come to you and 
advised you to take the money and ignore the service and outlay of the 
attorney? And what would you have thought of yourself if you had 
a ted such advice? 

ere are but few who do not appreciate my labor and the attitude 
of the department in attempting to deprive poetarena of their lawful 
rights, and most of that few, I am constrained to believe, are misled 
by the department circulars, 

Each claimant who signs and returns to me this paper will receive 
a statement of his just claim under the law, and the full amount due, 
in addition to the allowance made, will be collected. 

In a few cases it happens that by a computation of pay of a post- 
master pon the business years before a very full and liberal allowance 
is made by chance, so that no additional claim can be made, but there 
are very few cases in which claimants are not entitled to more than 
has been allowed. 

Harvey SPALDING. 

In consideration of the services rendered by Harvey Spalding, Wash- 
ington, D. C., as set forth above, I hereby agree, upon receipt of $35.20, 
the amount of additional pay allowed me as postmaster at Santa Fe, 
Tenn., for service from July 1, 1872, to July 1, 1874, to remit to him 
dollars; and I also agree to pay him a fee of 25 per cent upon 
such additional collection as may be made in my favor on acccount of 
services as postmaster at the post-office named for any period of my 
service between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874. 


L. P. M. 


Sign this and return to me, 

Mr. PENROSE. The letters which have been read from Mr. 
Spalding are moderate samples of thousands of letters which 
have been sent broadcast over the United States in the last 
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ten years and more, conveying the idea to postmasters every- 
where that by some process of fraud on the part of the Post- 
master-General of the United States they are being kept out 
of what is justly due them. 

I will not take up the time of the Senate by haying any more 
samples read. I take it for granted that the letters on file 
in the Treasury Department and the Post-Office Department 
are open to every Senator. 

I will say one other thing. One very curious phenomenon 
appearing in all these transactions is the mysterious effort to 
transfer papers and to concentrate effort upon the Treasury 
Department instead of the Post-Office Department, where these 
matters properly belong. That has been going on for ten or 
fifteen or twenty years. 

In making that statement I do not mean, of course, to cest 
any reflection upon the Treasury Department, but I do assume 
that it is reasonable to conclude that the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, knowing these cases and being unalterably opposed to 
having the Goyernment further mulcted by these claims, the 
persons interested in promoting them have endeavored, so far 
as possible, to direct their activities to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which could not be so familiar with them. 

These, claims, as I have said, are not new. I will ask the 
Secretary to read a circular letter of W. M. Johnson, First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, dated January 8, 1901, which, I 
suppose, was sent out to postmasters making inquiry and to 
others, in which he states that these claims will aggregate 
$4,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, January 8, 1901. 
eet: Additional compensation of late postmasters, act of March 


Sm: In reply to your recent communication relative to the claim of 
Robert ar bray he late 5 at Bethlehem, Pa., I will state that all 
amounts que late Pee masters who served at any time during the perlod 
between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, have been paid in full in 
accordance with the law. 

Under the act of June 22, 1854 (10 Stat. L. 298), postmasters 
were allowed as compensation certain commissions’ on the basis 
of postage collected at their respective it-offices in each quarter of 
the year. The act of July 1, 1865 (13 Stat. L., 335), changed the 
methods of compensating postmasters, and provided at the Post- 
master-General should allow salaries to tmasters, to be readjusted 
biennially for the ensuing biennial period on the basis of the receipts 
at their offices for the preceding eight quarters. 

Under section 2 of this act the Postmaster-General was authorized 
to readjust salaries in special cases as “ much oftener (than two years) 
as he may deem ex ent.” This section was made more explicit 
by the act of June 12, 1866 (14 Stat. L., 60), which provided that 
when the returns of any postmaster of the third, fourth, or fifth 
classes showed “that the salary allowed is 10 per cent less than it 
would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, fixing com- 

nsation, then the Postmaster-General shall review and readjust under 
The provisions of said section.” 

The acts of July 1, 1864, and June 12, 1866, were repealed by the 
act of June 23, 1874 (18 Stat. L., 234), which act provided for the 
compensation of postmasters of the fourth class by commissions. 

The act of March 3, 1883 (22 Stat. L., 487), authorized the Post- 
master-General to rez just the salaries of all postmasters of offices of 
the third, fourth, and fifth classes between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 
1874, under the act of July 1, 1864, on the basis of commissions al- 
lowed under the act of 1854, where it was shown that the compensa- 
tion paid was 10 per cent less than it would have been under d lat- 
ter act, and no readjustment had been made under the act of 1866. 

This act was interpreted by the department to provide for the same 
method of prospective readjustment as prescribed in the act of 1864, 
except that the compensation should be computed on the basis of com- 
missions under the act of 1854, instead of under the act of 1864. Post- 
master-General Gresham at one time expressed a contrary view, but the 
matter was referred to Attorney-General Brewster, who rendered an 
opinion sustaining the construction indicated (17 Op. A. G., 658), and 
Tostmaster-General Gresham directed the settlement of all claims in 
accordance with the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

i Wo joeran opinions have been rendered at variance with this con- 
struction. 

The claimants contended that readjustment should be made under the 
act of 1854, without any reference to the act of 1864. 

All claims under the act of 1883 were readjusted in accordance with 
the law, as interpreted by Attorney-General Brewster, and were paid 
in full prior to June 30, 1890. No readjustments whatever, under the 
method provided by the act of 1854, known as the “retrospective 
method,” have ever been made. 

The act of August 4, 1886 (24 Stat. L., 307), provided that the 
rospective method of readjustment under the act of 1864, authorized 
y the act of 1883, as adopted by the Post-Office Department, is ap- 
proved and ratified as a correct administration of the aforesaid act 
of March 3, 1883, * „:; that no claim for review or just- 
ment of any such salary shall hereafter be considered unless the same 
shall be presented to the Post-Office Department before the ist day of 
January, 1887; and that in the consideration of all claims not yet 
readjusted the same method shall be pursued, which is hereby approved ; 
and any and every different method of readjustment of salaries of such 
5 and late postmasters than is herein approved is hereby 
pro: — 

Unless Congress shall authorize the department to reopen the cases 
of iato pant agg whose terms of service, or a portion thereof, were 
included within the period from July 1, 1864, to June 30, 1874, and 
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compute percentages on the basis of of their pensation, Is 
ö the period for Which — and gion 


Pind ed, it would appear that under the act of 1886 Sue 
seftled. (See Report No. 2376, Part II. Ist sess. 49th, eae came as is 
estimated that a reopening of these claims on the basis of claimants’ 
donars. os would inyolye an expenditure of from two to four million 
R different ed nde he ce of the status of claims for mee eg 
1 between July 1. and June 30, 1874, is false and mi 
ae Facts have been distorted to bear out unwarranted —— 
tions and statements evidently made to mislead 
Very respectfully, 
W. JOHNSON, 
First Assistant 9 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I think the Senate ought to 
realize that the claims which were legitimate and proper have 
already been provided for by Congress, with a small exception 
to which I shall refer in a moment. 

By the act of March 3, 1883, the Postmaster-General was 
directed to readjust the salaries of former postmasters who 
served between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, under condi- 
tions imposed by the statute. 

The readjustments were made by the Postmaster-General 
under the construction placed upon the law by the Attorney- 
General, which construction was subsequently approved and 
ratified by Congress. 

Over 68,000 cases were reviewed, and $1,221,009.69 was paid 
to the beneficiaries. 

It appears that in these readjustments a small number of 
cases for some reason or other were overlooked, cases which, 
under the construction of the law, were legitimate and which 
the Government ought to pay, and therefore the Senate, as 
recently as May 26, 1908, passed a resolution, based upon the 
newspaper item furnished by the Postmaster-General in 1884, 
which has been referred to, when this resolution was offered 
and under discussion in the Senate. Many Senators may recall 
it. That resolution is similar to the one introduced yester- 
day by the Senator from Kentucky. The Senate modified the 
1908 resolution by substituting for the alleged “ public order” 
the provision of the act of August 4, 1886. 

The resolution as adopted by the Senate will be found in 
Senate Document No. 627, Sixtieth Congress, second session, 
and a ask to have it inserted in the Recorp as a part of my 
remar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Treasury Department proceeded with- 
out delay to comply with the resolution. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania suffer 
an interruption? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

5 mg BRADLEY. I should like to know just what the resolu- 
on is. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then, I will ask the Secretary to read the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolwed, That the Secre Treasury be, and he is hereb 
directed to have stated and tronic im in the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department the salary accounts of former N who 
served at post-offices 5 the various N 1. and Territories of the United 
States between Jul 3 Eere J 
have not been 


General under the act a= 

to be stated and audited e epee 

for each term of service the pois 7 lewing and 

readjusting approved and ra “Ped by act approved August 4, 1 
And to enable the Secretary of the the better to comply 


with this resolution the Postmaster-Gene to turn 
over to the Auditor for the Post-Office 9 — — the data now in 
his hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state for the further information of 
the Senator from Kentucky that he can get full information 
regarding this resolution in Senate Document No. 627, Sixtieth 
Congress, second session. 

The Treasury Department proceeded under this resolution, 
passed only two years ago, without delay to comply with the 
terms of the resolution. Between 1864 and 1874 there were 
about 28,000 post-offices in the United States. Out of that num- 
ber only 395 post-offices, less than 1 per cent, were found to be 
entitled to a readjustment under the acts of 1883 and 1886. 
The sum involved was $31,055.08. 

This moderate raid on the Treasury was very disappointing 
to the gentlemen who had been for fifteen or twenty or thirty 
years endeavoring to force this legislation through Congress, 
and whose efforts have been for years an incubus and a terror 
and an arrogance to the Post-Office Department, and therefore 
no request whatever has been made and no effort has been 
made to secure an appropriation for this sum of thirty-one 
thousand and odd dollars of claims which the department esti- 


mates are due and for which I take it for granted the Con- 
gress is willing at any time to make an appropriation. But 
the doors of the Treasury not being opened wide enough, no 
effort has been made to secure the money, and the attempt has 
been renewed to push this large number of claims, artificially 
fomented, and the demand for their payment has largely been 
created by a malicious and fraudulent correspondence in order 
that the larger sum may fall into the lap of those who are the 
beneficiaries of the 25 and 50 per cent commission or fee. 

Mr. President, I do not want to cumber up the Recorp with 
too much on this matter, but it has been running along for 
many years, and advantage is taken of the absence of myself 
or anyone else acquainted with this matter to pass resolutions, 
or they have been smuggled through in the closing days of the 
session, as the dates will show. I do not want to be invidious 
in my remarks. But I know that only constant vigilance here- 
tofore has enabled the Post-Office Department and the Senators 
and Representatives familiar with these conditions to protect 
the Treasury of the United States. 

I am desirous of making the record complete. Therefore I 
ask unanimous consent to have the Senate document referred 
to by me printed in the Recorp—it is very short—as part of 
this proceeding; and I have said all that I have to say on the 
matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, it is 
so ordered. 

The document referred to is as follows: 


[Senate Document No. 627, Sixtieth Congress, second session.] 
Accounts of former ee 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin 
the Auditor for the Post-Office De 8 and a s 
sponse to Senate resolution of M 1908, showing the accounts of 
former postmasters who served tween Ju 1, 1864, 

1874, and whose accounts have not been readjusted and certified for 
payment by the Postmaster-General under act of March 3, 1883. 
January 5, 1909.—Referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
anren 28, 1908. 


a letter from 


alter for the Post Oer Department and a {prepared in com: 
— or com- 
pliance with Senate resolution of May 27, 1908, si 955 the accounts 
of former postmasters w. between J 18 and July 1, 
1874, and whose accounts have not been read. ie an et for 


under act of March 3, 1 


GEORGE B. CORTELYOU, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR EosT OTica DEPARTMENT, 
‘ashington, December 28, 1908. 
R: The a Tesolution of M 1 ake been prepared in compliance 
with Senate resolution of May viz: R 
and he is hereby, 


“Resolved, That the t the be, 
directed to have stated a au ted in the amie of the Auditor for —— 
Post-Office Department the salary accounts of 


former portmastera who 
served at post-offices in the vane States and Territories of the * — 


States in terms between Jul, 1864, and July 1, 1874, and whose 
accounts have not been rea eaten and certified for by the 
master-General under the act approved March 3, 1 „ such 


Post 

accounts to be stated and jeyran 1 the registered returns of 
8 for each term of ea tinea 59 5.5 — method of review- 

fhe, an djusting approved “and rat e act approved August 


1886. 
And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply 
with this resolution the Postmaster-General is Berety directed to turn 
over to the Auditor for the 8 Department all the data now in 
his hands pertaining to each and 
Respectfully, 


every such claim.” 


M. O. CHANCE, Auditor. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Statement showing the accounts of former postmasters who served 
at post-ofices in the various States and Territories of the United 
States in terme between July 1, 7 oo! = 1, 1875, and whose 
accounts have not been readjusted and ified for 1 ~ the 
Postmaster-General under the act poser ty arch 3, 1883. 
accounts — stated and audited upon —— registered pon Pair of 
postmasters by the hod o and readjusting approved and 


met. of reviewing 
TENSE 22 act oe August 4, 1886, in compliance with Senate resalu- 
a 
[The amount is $31,055.08.] 


tion of May 27, 1908. 


ror 


Amount. 

H. K. $206.12 
J. N. 140.04 
8. B. 13.94 
Miss L. B. Wiliams. 43.00 
J. H. Da 24.68 
Wm. Co 40.78 
S. L. 12.82 
O. Du 26.59 
23.72 

92.44 

402.64 

317.08 
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Statement ‘showing the accounts of former postmasters who served at | Statement showing the accounts of former postmasters who served at 


ost-offices in the various States and Territories of the United States t-ofices in the various States and Territories of the United States 
n terms beticeen July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, ete.—Continued. n terms between July 1, 186}, and July J. 1874, ete. —Continued. 

Postmaster. Amount. Postmaster. Amount. 
$75.40 $56.24 
81.02 14.10 
75.10 18.76 

39.28 8. 
39.29 107.67 

39.48 24. 
41.92 309.10 
35.30 23.46 
35.92 a 18.24 
56.70 | A. A. Grayot. Smithland $15.84 
37.14 | Geo. Phel; Willisburg--__--._..__ 18.42 
38.84 Abbeville... . —— 30.68 
263.95 154.90 
162.66 22.12 
7.30 436.38 
416.35 23.68 
68.26 46.60 
84.70 107.96 
174.43 11.68 
58.38 96.98 
See 35.50 54.69 
„O. P. Tord 159,75 24.26 
— 46.04 64.50 
8.56 25.82 
349.62 7.36 
46,80 55.00 
68.04 11.88 
87.82 19.82 
68.20 32.57 
171.39 28.52 
285.65 21.39 
102.62 42.22 
214.66 177.72 
271.73 17.70 
228.20 77.45 
20.34 108.68 
47.15 1,96 
98.72 58.58 
69.94 16.47 
27.52 34.88 
53.82 42.00 
16.76 61.82 
61.25 151.50 
40.30 45.98 
85.86 8.75 
47.90 277.80 
34.00 50.29 
35.87 70.94 
8.83 | Ch 107.55 
107.65 | Jo 10,71 
293.93 | H. C. 24.62 
42.14 W. C. 77.04 
31.39 | Mrs. 418.70 
72.75 | H. T. 81.95 
119.14 | Mich. 111.34 
106.82 | J. R. 148.94 
36.52 | R. B. 34.54 
W. Ferguson. Eri 5.24 O. P. 48.40 
Hoffman.. 71.9 | J. P. 32.55 
79.94 | A. J. 44.58 
54.24 | A. 52.81 
17.26 | Mrs. 49.39 
54.54 | J. G. 78.44 
1.27 | Henry 163.28 
97.02 | J.C. 124.94 
249.88 | Sim 26.63 
118.46 | Wm. 56.48 
63.48 | O. L. 145.64 
3.76 | B. W. 33.17 
82.52 | L. C. 23.60 
1 71.95 John 108.92 
Geo. H. Robinson 65.54 | Adol; 94,52 
4.28 | A.B. 22.35 
70.28 i 14.38 
Worthington do 14.83 91.15 
Brighton Iowa 66.62 22.47 
Butlers vſile.— do 13.32 9.70 
l 8.28 143.58 
145.64 44.94 
71.04 34.13 
58.67 69,12 
48.92 18.90 
22.52 11.97 
110.24 93.02 
252.20 203.97 
22.55 38.64 
38.17 e 

43.35 29. 
27.28 3 79.18 
43.09 | E. 23.74 
99.56 | F. 192.26 
55.87 | H. 51.70 
G. 43.32 | P. J. 10.10 
P. 2.48 | Wm. N. 15 
R. 69.67 | T. C. 30.81 
8. 34.96 | C. E. 41.48 
J. 24.48 | O. F. 25.10 
A, 54.36 | Chas. 48.09 
W. 29.20 | O. H. 32.74 
G. 44.90 | G. P. Tekanah 16,47 
R. 42.84 | J. C. Chesterfield factory.. 69.46 
a 64,11 | Chas. J. Hinsdale 171.82 
J 85.14 | A. Beem 230.85 
n 87.98 | Jol 66.64 
24.30 ! Joel 49,44 
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Statement showing the accounts of forme 3 who served at | Statement showing the accounts of former postmasters who served at 


In Arizona, Arkansas, Dakota, Baler Delaware, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, and Washington no unadjusted accounts 
have been found. 


post-offices in the rarious States and Territories of the United States t-offices in the various States and Territories of the United States 
in terms between July 1, 1865, and July 1, 1874, etce.—Continued. n terms between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1875, ete —Continued. 
Postmaster. Amount. Amount. 
$48.37 $14.18 
11.30 103.86 
104.76 18.43 
83.86 10.83 
64.92 91.78 
14.37 155.75 
33.22 12.15 
53.06 61.30 
202.92 36.42 
104.80 94.14 
72.65 18.35 
28.95 32.04 
8 55.58 51.24 
J. 102,37 20.99 
$ 21.35 368.95 
E. 89.96 23.24 
E. C. 11.07 70.24 
G 41.88 81.16 
A. 457.50 164.39 
I. 40.48 116.22 
E. 88.44 117.29 
E. 177.16 305.14 
Geo. C 57.93 127.54 
F. W. 11.52 82.00 
wW. 28.48 227.30 
O. 83.34 9.66 
A. 77.88 82,22 
T. 94.24 23.16 
12.69 28.42 
55.90 51.82 
18.06 166.46 
69.86 198.74 
13.40 82.75 
35.02 13.76 
346.74 50.67 
224.72 2.42 
47.45 69.40 
15.74 69.58 
96.54 27.42 
6.62 100.08 
69.16 23.70 
84.02 67.72 
172.15 46.20 
142.58 16.08 
106.84 16.95 
36.55 6.80 
6.62 9.74 
15.20 20.51 
51.78 4.53 
86.12 93.71 
13.06 6.55 
9.89 42.40 
37.28 66.32 
14.70 15.84 
48.58 80.50 
8.25 48.86 
16.45 72.16 
75.30 21.69 
22.58 55.63 
37.64 181.25 
64.41 198.70 
66.32 47.58 
42.30 12.15 
85.08 124.86 
6.88 33.14 
27.68 23.98 
60.67 87.64 
82. 196.03 
54. 18.85 
285. 46.05 
33. 
64. 129.11 
20. 152.31 
T. 21.42 
26. 95.68 
15. 2.94 
6. 21.00 
14. 88.94 
69. 74.94 
15. 
107. 


M. O. CHANCE, Auditor. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I introduced the first resolution 
on this subject at the present session, and it was adopted with- 
out objection. I knew very little about the subject, and I am 
willing to admit that I was perhaps culpably careless in not 
having examined the resolution with more care. I certainly 
ought to have done so. I supposed it to be a mere resolution 
of inquiry, and when the Senator from New Jersey asked me 
if it related to the Spalding claims, I said it did, but that it 
committed the Senate to nothing. I found on further examina- 
tion that the resolution was in the form of “to audit for pay- 
ment,” which, as the Senator from Maine well knows, is a very 
different form from a mere inquiry. But in my reply to fhe 


J. A. 
Geo. 
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W. -64 | Senator from New Jersey I simply stated my own idea, that I 
4 174-84 | was not, nor was any one of us, committed at all on the mertts 
J. A. Truitt 56.02 ' of the claims. 
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I now find, however, that the resolution which I introduced 
and which was passed—the only one which has been passed— 
involves alone a very serious work, and I ask that there may 
be read by the Secretary a short letter from the Auditor of the 
Post-Office Department addressed to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as it covers the Massachusetts resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 11, 1910. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Sin: — 2 conre meee tye on December 6, 1909, there have been 

introduced in the Se 12 resolutions, Nos. 65% 102, 103, 104, 105, 
108, 116, 117, 118, 122. 123. and 128, % directing the etary of the 
Treasury to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as tmasters at t-offices in Tennessee, 

innesota, ornin, Washin Maine, Massachusetts, North Dakota, New York, 

ington, Illinois, and Wyoming, respectively, be- 
1864, and June 30, 1874, the salary of each former post- 
22 to — stated for each specified term of service, and to comply 
ry 12 188. with the public order of the Postmaster-General of Feb- 

— 

The said “public order“ was an item furnished the press e 
master-Gen Gresham through Chief Clerk Walker. ined a 
method of readjustment which at a later date was prohibited by law. 

Senate Resolution No. 105, affecting former postmasters who served in 
the State of Massach a? was adopted by the Senate on the 20th 
ge and has been transmitted to this office by the Secretary for 


Te aE N salary accounts of former postmasters 
who served in Colorado, was adopted by the Senate on March 6, 1906. 
The data submitted to the Secre on April 21, — 9 will be found 
in 5 Document Sige 401, Fifty-ninth Congress, fi 

On May 27, 1908, Senate adopted a —— directing the 
Secretary to have ony and audited the salary accounts of former 
yenar who served in the various States and Territories of the 

nited States between 1864 and 1874, “and whose accounts have not 
been readjusted and certified for payment.” The computations were 


to be ma ae to existing law, viz, the act of A’ 4. 1886. 
In this respect it differs very caer youn let from the 11 resolutions 
above referred to. anA ascertained that the salary accounts at 395 

fices in the United States had not been read} djusted, the amount 


— oe $31,055.06. The accounts of postmasters who served in 
Massa in 


gress ed 1 ag apg Adi 
approv er-General 
ust the salaries of all postmasters and late postmasters of 85 
thir fou and fifth classes who served betw Armee 280 <<a 1874. 
Under tha 5 the accounts of more 900 portantes 
were examined in the Post-Office Department 4 — 315 221, was 
ee Sprm -Office Departmen 
In the execution of that law the Post t was charged 
by the attorney for the claimants with su) eke vany public accounts and 
3 ent of salaries to It is not 
enter into feature, because the Supreme e Court of the United 
x in United States v. Ewing (184 U: B. p. 131), dismissed the 
sul 
“We feel called upon to say that the char 
ud against 


of misconduct, mal- 


administration, and the officers of the Post-Office 2 
ment, so freely sea the pages of the briefs of counse for 
a lee, are entirely contained in the record 


he counsel for the — or the “re 

od” of adj of former — ta tue cone 
Spalding v. Mason (161 U. S., 375-384), a ease wherein Spalding sold to 
one Mason a one-fourth int lected from former 
masters, the parm © Court thus the construction 8 
on behalf of the postmasters : 

“In making up the list of 7,500 cases referred to, Spald had con- 


strued the act of 1866—as he ig ae 7 y did the act 1883—as 


entitling the e ts em d list to a sum sana to the 
difference between the —.— of 43 which, d a particular 
erm, had received and the sum w would have received 
had they mo paia commissions on the business done in the office at the 
rate prescri' the act ens | 1854.” 

fig Manion — a we le ped) ihre te nmr aw O ue 
vide for the “ ve m £ readjustment prescri 
act of J 1, 1854, that salaries — be readjusted Bienniatly for the 
ensuing b 4 mene on the emer hy 3 ings BS gone at their a, = 
t —. ex tion 
computed on en the s of — under the act of — — = ps 
instead of the act of 1864. Postmaster-General Gresham a 


expressed a con view, but the matter was referred 88 8 
General Brewster, who rendered an opinion sustaining the construction 
and Postmaster-General Gresham directed 


indic: A. G., 658), the 
Saat 0 of ai 3 accordance with the opinion of the Attorney- 
er 


All doubt as to the construction to be placed u the act of March 
8, rae NE EROTI A thy oa —.— roved and 
. ee 1 — det char in the consideration f all 3 
ent r cted 

yet ree OSEA the same method sball be pe and prohibited the use 
of any different method of —— of su 

The detail of 20 clerks for s, to “compile the data D 
to the State of Massachusetts, N a cry when the postal accounts o: 
60, . tm Seana te 7 2 — received for audit, will cause the current 
work o ce to arrears. 

view of the fact that Senate resolution No. 105 directs tha 
— accounts of former setts shall be audited 


salary postmasters in 
by a method fhe oe by 22 I submit the matter eee tee such instruc- 
ons as may deemed proper. 
Respectfully 


4 M. O. CHANCE, Auditor. 


Mr. LODGE. Before I received that letter I had made up 
my mind to ask that the resolution be recalled or that any 
action upon it be deferred by the Treasury Department until 
the others were disposed of. Of course it was obviously im- 
possible, as I saw, to have one State dealt with alone; all the 
States will have to be dealt with together. 

After receiving that letter, Mr. President, I could have no 
possible doubt as to what my duty under the circumstances was. 
It appears from it that it will take a force of 20 clerks a con- 
siderable time to comply with the resolution relating to the 
State of Massachusetts alone. It also appears by the state- 
ment of Mr. Chance that that resolution asks for the auditing 
of those claims in a manner prohibited by law. I certainly had 
no intention of involving myself in anything of that sort. 

I do not know that it is necessary to recall the resolution, 
but if it is necessary to pass a vote to recall the resolution, I 
hope it will be passed. I think it will be sufficient for me to 
say here that I trust no action will be taken upon it until the 
others are disposed of. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will permit me, I should like to inquire whether, 
in his judgment, the words “audited and reported for pay- 
ment” change the status of these claims? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that phrase advances them in a very 
important way. If I am not mistaken, that is the form used 
when a claim that has been passed upon and adjudicated is 
sent down here and nothing remains but to put it in the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill as a matter of course. If I am 
mistaken, the Senator from Maine will correct me. 

Mr. HALE. It is the next step to the payment of the money. 
When, from the auditor, comes a report covered by the lan- 
guage of the resolution, the Committee on Appropriations con- 
siders that the items are in order and not subject to a point of 
order. As I said, it is the next step toward appropriating the 
money; and after such a step, and after the auditor has so re- 
ported for payment, nobody can raise the point of order when 
it is put upon an appropriation; the Committee on Appropria- 
tions accept it and put it on. It is the critical point of the 
whole case and changes the entire status. 

Mr. LODGE. It is entirely different from an ordinary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, entirely different. It ceases to be a matter 
of inquiry; it is a direction. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine whether the use of the language I have just 
quoted, “audited and reported for payment,” raises these 
claims to the dignity of an adjudicated claim? 

Mr. HALE. It does. It has the same force. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then, it puts the legislative de- 
partment of the Government in the attitude of failing to appro- 
priate for a regularly found legal claim against the Govern- 
ment. Is that the case? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LODGE. That is it, as I understood it, precisely. 

Mr. HALE. It advances them to that. The framers of these 
resolutions understood the force of those pregnant words. They 
were not put in by accident. They were put in to accomplish 
the purpose of making the payments and the appropriations 
not only imminent, but absolutely and essentially necessary in 
order to carry out the rules. We wait for just such directions 
from the department before putting them on, and when we get 
such directions we put them on. 

As I said, the framers of these ingenious resolutions knew 
what they were about. They knew what this language meant; 
they knew that it meant appropriation, and that when the door 
was opened we could not shut it. 

The whole matter ought to be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and the chairman has assured us 
that he will report one way or the other within a week. I 
want to say that so persistent have been the lobbyists engaged 
in this matter that I desire the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to prepare a report and bring it in here and let it 
be fought out, and let the Senate then decide one way or the 
other about these 

It is a thankless task, Mr. President, to oppose resolutions 
and claims of this kind where so many Senators have been in- 
voked and who are not at fault in the matter, but I shall be 
content if the Senate will refer the matter to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; and let my friend the chairman 
report it back within a week, so that we can have it out here in 
the Senate, with all the facts in the case which we have not 

t yet. 

80315 CULLOM. Including the claims from all the States. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has 
anticipated what I was about to say; that after reading that 
letter from the auditor and after listening to the letters which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania had read here this morning, it seems 
to me the only thing to do is to refer all this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. But I want them to make 


a report upon it. If these claims are just, they ought to be 
paid; if they are unjust, they ought to be killed; but they 
ought not to be allowed to drag along, a subject for claim agents 
to work on innocent and respectable people by deluding them 
into the belief that they have a claim against the Government. 

The people who are being worked on this subject, who are 
probably honest, excellent people, are told that the Government 
owes them money and that a succession of Postmasters-General 
have been defrauding them of the money; and money is gotten 
from them for the promotion of this scheme to take a huge 
amount out of the Treasury. That ought to be stopped. The 
thing ought not to be allowed to go any further. I want the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads not to treat it by way 
of suppression, but to bring in a report here which shall end the 
matter once for all, so that no more of this sort of thing may 
go on. 

To show my own opinion of what has been disclosed here and 
what this subject is, I shall vote to refer, and I have no doubt 
many other Senators, who introduced these resolutions—and I 
appeal to the Senator from Kentucky to allow the matter to be 
referred—will join with me in having the matter referred to the 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. If that is done, I- 


shall then move to reconsider the yote by which the resolution 
was passed asking for these claims in the case of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I very cordially concur in the 
view expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, and do not 
deem it necessary to arise in support of that view. I think 
the report of the committee, however, should be concise and 
well considered. It should not be so voluminous as to prohibit 
repeated printings of the report for the use of Senators who 
may hereafter be importuned for information. 

The ancient history of these claims, the persistence with 

which they have been urged, not only upon Senators but upon 
Members of the House as well, warrants us in the belief that 
the propaganda will continue; and in order that Senators and 
Members of the other body may be relieyed from the necessity 
of writing an extensive explanation the report of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads should be available for the pur- 
pose of giving that information in a concise form. If that 
report shall be adopted by the Senate, as I believe it will be, 
it will put a quietus in some measure upon this agitatjon. 
. In common with other Senators, I have been blamed by good 
citizens of the State I have the honor in part to represent not 
only for a lack of enthusiasm but for occasional opposition to 
this class of claim. I have heretofore taken some interest in 
opposition to the resolutions which have been presented upon 
this subject, and I would be glad to have a report of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, or some committee, which 
would be within reasonable compass and readily accessible, to 
mail to a constituent who may inquire for information. 

I therefore suggest that the time of one week, while entirely 
sufficient to enable the clerks of the committee to marshal all 
the vast volume of literature together, would be insufficient 
to enable the chairman of the committee, or such subcommittee 
as he might appoint, to whip this vast volume into the form of 
a brief. More time will be required. I suggest to the chairman 
that inasmuch as a report is what is desired, and the best re- 
port that can be made on the merits, that the resolution be 
referred, with the understanding that the committee will report 
upon the subject before the Ist day of next month. That will 
not allow too much time, and I think the time will be well spent. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I am one of.those Senators who 
introduced a resolution for 142 postmasters in the State of 
Mississippi who think honestly that the Government owes them 
$35,642. I drew that resolution in the form of those previ- 
ously submitted, so that they might all be classed together and 
acted upon together. 

Now, I have no objection whatever, so far as I am concerned 
individually, to having this matter referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, with instructions to report 
at the date fixed by either of the Senators who suggested a 
date. 

But I have something to say in addition to that. It does not 
make any difference to me how many claim agents or attorneys 
haye written violently and improperly in their references to a 
department of the Government to different people whom they 
supposed had claims of this kind against the Government. 
They ought not to have done it; but it does not at all affect 
the justice of the claims of the postmasters, These postmas- 


ters can not help it that claim agents write to them in violent 
language. They misrepresent the thing, as was done in one 
of the circulars—I never heard before of either one of them— 
submitted by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, in 
which it was called the “ Spalding Act.” Nobody ever heard of 
the Spalding Act. It identified him, however, in the mind of 
his correspondents as a man who had been very potential in 
doing something for their benefit, and he seemed to think that 
it would give him more claim upon them for fees, either 
prospective or in advance. 7 

That has nothing on earth to do with this question. We have 
lumbered up this case and tried to obscure the clear vision. 
The only question is whether or not a certain sum of money is 
due, under the law, to these postmasters. If all the claims 
have been adjusted, then there is nothing to do, and they will 
not need the 24 clerks mentioned by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. How can there be any more clerks necessary than 
now, if there is nothing more to do? All that is asked is that 
an adjustment be made where none has been made. 

I will say further, Mr. President, without reflection upon the 
executive department of the Government, that in all admin- 
istrations, Democratic as well as Republican, every department 
has resisted the claims made upon them, whether just or un- 
just. I want to say that the Post-Office Department were just 
as obdurate in resistance to these claims before they were 
ordered to readjust them as they are to-day. Yet that readjust- 
ment, according to the statement made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, resulted in the payment by the Government of 
over a million and a half dollars of these claims which were 
just, due, and unpaid. 

Why did they not do it before? Why did not the depart- 
ment obey the law and adjust these claims, instead of waiting 
to be compelled by another act of Congress to do it? Why did 
they suspend again? 

According to the reports read here—I forget by whom; I think 
by Acting Secretary Norton and by Mr. Johnson, of the Post- 
Office Department—it would seem that everything has been 
done that can be done. So that is the end of it. These resolu- 
tions demand that claims, that salaries, rather, shall be ad- 
justed that have not been adjusted. They are not claims; they 
are salaries to be adjusted under the law. They become legal 
matters when adjusted, and, of course, they are to be paid. 
The objection of my friend from Maine does not obtain in 
those cases. When they are found to be just, due, and un- 
paid, they ought to be paid, and there is no discretion left with 
the Appropriations Committee in that particular, as he states 
very justly. - 

But, Mr. President, the only single question is whether there 
are any just claims due and unpaid, whether there has been 
any salary unadjusted for the period from 1864 to 1874. If 
there are such cases, then no man in this Chamber will object 
to that being done. If they have been adjusted, no man in 
this Chamber will ask for them to be readjusted. That is all 
there is in it. 

It is a question of equity. It is a question whether the 
United States will do justice to these postmasters under the 
law, when they are entitled to a readjustment, not of their 
claims, but of their salaries upon the basis mentioned in 
the law. 

I have no objection to the resolution going to the committee. 
I never did have. And I want that committee to make a report. 
The reason why I placed my resolution on the table was, as I 
said, in conformity with other resolutions of the same char- 
acter, for fear that they never would be reported. It was 
represented frequently in this Chamber that if they were sent 
to that honorable committee they would never be reported at 
all. 8 
I am perfectly willing that that great committee shall have 
the consideration of this matter and make a report. I like the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] 
that the report shall be so concise that people may read it, and 
it can be sent to our corresponding constituents to inform them 
of what has been done, and the reasons for its being done. It 
is a great help to a Senator to have a printed communication 
at hand, instead of writing or dictating one to a stenographer. 

The only reason why these things have been upon the table 
is through a fear that there would be no report. When the 
report has been made, it may be that some on this side will be 
convinced that nothing more is necessary to be done. Then 
the matter will drop. However, if we are not satisfied on this 
side, and on that side, too, and think that the report does not 
do justice to these claimants, then we will fight it out here. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I desire to say by way of 
explanation that I never heard of Mr. Spalding until this 
morning. I never saw Mr. Spalding. In what I have done I 
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have acted upon numerous letters received by me from con- 
stituents in the State of Kentucky, telling me that these claims 


were just and had not been paid. I would have willingly put 
in my resolution originally every State and Territory in 
the Union, but I have not been here a great while, and I 
supposed all the other States were ahead of me. I heard here 
a resolution from this State and that State and the other 
State, and I concluded that what was good enough for them 
was good enough for Kentucky. I did not want to have Ken- 
tucky left out in the cold. Consequently I put in the State of 
Kentucky, and in drawing my resolution I was largely con- 
trolled by a resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick! 
on the same subject. I wanted to make the resolution as com- 
plete as possible. 

Now, I do not want any constituent of mine to have a single 
dollar that he is not entitled to, but I do want him to have 
every dollar he is entitled to. 

I am somewhat confused by the turn that things have taken 
here this morning. They tell us in one breath that all these 
claims have been audited and paid except claims to the amount 
of thirty-odd thousand dollars. Then in the next breath we are 
told that it will take 24 clerks, and I do not know how many 
weeks or months to audit these claims. If they are all audited, 
then there are no claims to be audited, the whole thing is 
settled, and that is the end of it. 

It is the object of this resolution merely to inquire into this 
matter, and if these claims have not been audited to provide 
that they shall be audited. When my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], succeeded in getting 
his resolution passed with so much ease, I must confess that I 
felt like imitating the Senator in some respects, if not in all, 
and I wanted to see if I could not get mine passed. It was but 
natural. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts is willing to take back 
his resolution, and I want to say this: After the discussion 
this morning, after being enlightened upon this subject in part 
and disenlightened in part, until I do not know whether I am 
enlightened or not, but probably for the purpose of being en- 
lightened, it would be better to refer the resolution to the com- 
mittee, together with all the other resolutions, and let us see 
whether the committee can give us any light on that subject. 
I am going to agree to it, so far as I am concerned. I wish to 
state that the reason why I did not agree to it at the start was 
because I was satisfied at that time that no report would be 
made on it at all. But now, in view of what has occurred this 
morning, I enter my agreement that the resolution shall go to 
the committee and a report shall be made by the first day of 
next month. I hope when the report comes in that I, at least, 
will know more about it, and I will go further and hope that all 
Senators who have been talking about it will know more about 
it than they know now. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will assure the Senator from Kentucky 
and the Senate that I will endeavor to get a report on the reso- 
lution by the 1st of next month. I therefore renew my motion 
and ask to amend it so that it shall include Senate resolution 
102, relative to Minnesota; Senate resolution 103, relative to 
Mississippi; Senate resolution 104, relative to Maine; Senate 
resolution 117, relative to Utah; and Senate resolution 128, 
relative to Wyoming, all of which are on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the New Hampshire resolution 
should be included in that list. 

Mr. HALE. Let all be included. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Include all the States. 

Mr. PENROSE. My motion is that these and any other reso- 
lutions relating to this subject on the table which have not been 
passed by the Senate be also referred to the committee. 

Mr. CARTER.. The present resolution as amended, I will 
state to the Senator, embraces all States and Territories, the 
amendment having been accepted by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. HALE. I think it does. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Chair correct in understand- 
ing that the Senator from Kentucky accepted the amendment to 
his resolution to which the Senator from Montana refers? 

Mr. BRADLEY. I did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just a word, Mr. President. 

Several years ago (I have forgotten how many years ago) I 
commenced introducing resolutions on this subject in behalf 
of 200 former postmasters in the State of New Hampshire. 
-The sum in the aggregate that was claimed as due those people 
was $32,863.39, the largest amount being $1,702, the smallest 
amount $13.19. I soon found that there was very intense oppo- 


sition to even the consideration of this question, and I perfectly 
understood when my resolution went to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads that that was the end of the matter, 


There need not be any concealment about it at all. That was 
perfectly well understood. I have believed that these were just 
claims. With the light I have I believe so now. I have not 
been permitted to be in the Chamber this morning to listen to 
what has been read from the desk, but from what investigation 
I have made I have believed that they were just claims. Yet I 
think it very desirable that the resolutions shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, inasmuch as that com- 
mittee, or members representing the committee, have stated 
here and stated to us individually that a report will be made. 

If, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] says, there 
is nothing due these people, we ought to know it, so we can tell 
them that that is the fact. I have been constrained to believe that 
the Government had deprived them of money that was their 
due under the law, but if that is not so, of course it will re- 
lieve us from importunities, from answering letters, and from 
struggling to secure something that we ought not to be bur- 
dened with. 

Personally I am quite willing that that course shall be taken; 
that the resolution I offered, if it has not gone to the committee, 
shall go with the others; and the committee, which I know 
will act fairly in the matter, certainly very intelligently, will 
make a report by the ist day of next month, thus relieving us 
all and giving us to understand precisely what the legal status 
of these claims is. That is all I desire. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I have no objection to a reference 
of this matter to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
with their promise and the assurance that a report shall be 
made thereon by the ist of next month. But there will be a 
few matters that entered into the discussion this morning that 
will not be reported upon by that committee and which ought 
not to go, it seems to me, without notice. 

I think it hardly an argument to resist the payment of an 
honest claim that some attorney is to have a fee out of it. 
Neither do I think it any part of the present controversy that 
a former post-office official should, by inference or insinuation, 
be charged with having an improper part in this business be- 
cause he may have been unfortunate in some other. I speak 
of that more particularly because the man referred to is a con- 
stituent of mine, and, in my candid belief, was an honest, 
capable, and misjudged official. I refer to Gen. E. G. Rath- 
bone, formerly of the Post-Office Department. 

There is another matter. It was charged that these accounts 
are unfairly and unreasonably in the possession of the Treas- 
ury Department. For the purpose of correcting that misap- 
prehension, I ask that a letter be read from a former Post- 
master-General to the Senate of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter will. 
be read. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1906. 
The President of the Senate. 


Sin: Responding to Senate Resolution No. 301, agreed to March 3 
1905, calling for information In reference to amounts alleged to be due 
certain former asters at post-offices in the State of Colorado for 
salary, under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, I beg to 
state that if the information uested in the resolution is available 
it is to be found in certain reco: of the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department. At the time the resolution was agreed to these 
records were improperly in the custody of the Post-Office Department, 
but some months ago they were returned to the office of the auditor, in 
compliance with his request. As the auditor’s office is a branch of 
the Fre Department, any call for information of the nature men- 
tioned in resolution should be addressed to the Secretary of the 
Tre: 


Gro. B. CORTELYOU, 
Postmaster-Generat. 

Mr. DICK. ‘This letter goes to show, Mr. President, that the 
accounts are properly with the Treasury Department, and dis- 
poses of the allegation, it seems to me, that they are improp- 
erly there. 

I presume my position with reference to this question is pre- 
cisely the same as that of other Senators. A large number of 
men who served as postmasters during this period have been 
writing me letters. Several of my predecessors here have in- 
troduced similar resolutions in every Congress in recent years. 
In order that we may have a final adjustment of the whole 
matter, I am perfectly willing that this reference shall be made, 
but I invite the Senate's further attention to the fact that 
the decisions and opinions cited this morning, both of the 
courts and of the Attorney-General, simply say that courts can 
not legislate, that they can only construe the law, and the de- 
cisions referred to do not go into the merits of the claims as 
they ought to be dealt with by the proper department. How- 
ever, I join with other Senators who stand as I do upon this 
matter in agreeing to the proposed reference. I wish only to 
say that the arguments and opinions offered for the record do 
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not go to the question of the fairness and the justness of these 
claims. 

This matter has come before the Senate several times in the 
past few years and every Senator is familiar with the subject, 
and I dislike to tire Senators by useless repetition of what has 
been thrashed over many times, but it may be advisable to 
restate briefly the reasons for the passage of this resolution. 

Its object is to secure a review and readjustment under the 
law passed March 8, 1883, of the salaries of rs who 
served between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, and who applied 
to the Postmaster-General prior to January 1, 1887, for pay- 
ment of increased salary due under the act above referred to. 

What is asked by this resolution is simply that the United 
States pay what it justly owes to a considerable number of yery 
worthy servants who were postmasters within the ten years 
above named. 

Before entering into the merits of the case, I have to refer 
briefly to some objections raised on this floor, which seem to me 
entirely irrelevant and not worthy of consideration. It is stated 
that in many cases the original claimant is dead. If true, that 
situation does not in the least detract from the merit of the 
claim. I did not suppose any just claim based on law or con- 
tract died with the decease of either debtor or creditor. The 
creditors in the French spoliation claims have all been dead 
these many years, and their claims are now being prosecuted 
by their great-grandchildren in the third and fourth genera- 
tions. Such of these claims as are just should be paid, and if 
‘these claims of postmasters are just they should be and will be 
paid to the last farthing, whether the original claimant is alive 
or not. 

Nor is it a valid objection to the merit of any claim that the 
claimant or his personal representative have been compelled to 

engage the assistance of claim agents or attorneys to enable 
them to obtain what is justly due them. We all know well that 
very few claims against the United States of more than two or 
three years’ standing are allowed and paid unless pushed by the 
claimant in person or by some one representing him. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has in- 
formed us that he had secured from the Post-Office Department 
a list of 200 names of people in his own State who held such 
claims against the Government. Some of them are as small as 
$20, some $30, some $40. The largest claim in the list, he 
said, was $800. Certainly a man with a claim against the 
United States of only $20 or $40 can not afford to come here 
himself to present it, ner could any claim agent or attorney 
afford to do it for one claim. He could not afford it unless he 
had a considerable number of such claims. The Senator from 
New Hampshire also told us during his public career, while a 
Member of the other House, he worked on a claim against the 
United States of a citizen of his State. It was as honest a 
claim as ever existed, and after seven long years of effort it 
was allowed, and when he went to find his constituent to tell 
him the good news he was told by the boarding-house keeper 
where his friend stayed when passing fhe winter in Washington 
that he had died three days before and had been buried by 
charity. As a matter of fact, we well know that the ordinary 
claim against the United States, however just it may be, re- 
quires considerable pushing to get it through, and sometimes is 
not paid then or not for many years, and it comes with 
grace to raise that point as an objection to paying a just claim. 

It has also been charged on this floor that these claims are 
based upon the order of a former Postmaster-General, which 
was in existence for a brief space of twenty-four hours and no 
longer, and that they have no life or existence except because 
of that order, and therefore should not be paid. 

I think the Senator is mistaken in saying that this order had 
an official existence of only twenty-four hours. On the con- 
trary, I am advised that it never was rescinded, but simply 
disregarded by the Post-Office Department for over three years 
and until the disregard was confirmed by an act — 
It is not necessary to call the attention of this body to the 
fact that no Postmaster-General can issue an order which is 
not based on law. The only question for us to consider is 
whether that order of the Postmaster-General was warranted 
by the statutes and was right. If it was right, then these 
claims are just and should be paid. 

A word now as to the statutes and orders which have caused 
this class of claims to arise. 

Under the act of June 22, 1854, the compensation of post- 
masters was upon the basis of payment to them of a commission 
on postage collected and box rents. That act of June 22, 1854, 
is as follows: 

Be it 5 — 1 in place of the com on now allowed 


deputy the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thori <0 allow ‘them “comuslesions at the following rates on the 


postage collected at their respective offices in each quarter of the year, 
and 1 in due — — for any foo. less than a quarter, viz: 


sum 8 exceeding 60 per cent; but any postmaster at 

whose e mail is to arrive regularly between the hours of 9 

oaod s night t and 5 o'clock in the morning may be allowed 70 per 
cent on the 


00 ; 
On any sum over and above $100, but not exceeding §400, 50 per 
cent ; 
sum over and above $400, but not exceeding $2,400, 40 per 


On any 
oa: and 
On all sums over $2,400, 15 per cent. 
On the amount of 5 n letters and packages received at a dis- 
allowed: o. office for distribution, 123 per cent commission may be 
low 


his 3 
e now made by law to the postmasters at New Orleans 
an W 8 City shall not otherwise be increased or a 
r who shall be required to keep a 

rm and the departure of the mails shall be . — 10 cae on 
each monthly return which he makes to the Postmaster-General. 

Each postmaster may be allowed 2 mills for the Novae? A from his 
office to a subscriber of each newspa wi 


not cha: ble ostage : 
Provided, etc, * (P. 298, vol. 10, Stat. L. -5 


By the act of July 1, 1864, the law was changed so as to pay 

a stated salary, to be fixed by the Postmaster- 

General, which stated salary should be equal to that which he 

would bave received on a commission basis under the law of 
June 22, 1854. See Thirteenth Statutes at Large, page 335. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster-General shall 
review once in two years, and in cases, upon 5 rep- 
pager mg Rat ne oftener as he may deem expedient, readjust, 
on the basis of the preceding section, the salary — — by him to 
any officer; bat — change made in such salary shall not take effect 
until the first day of 55 uarter next 3 such order, and all 


orders made eà in Bis Journ be made m writing 
oa recorded urnal and notified to the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Departmen: 


The 8 in sections 474 and 476 of the 
Postal Regulations of 1866, gave his official interpretation of 
the statute of 1864 as follows: 

Sec. 474. The salaries of ers are established upon the basis 
— all the revenue of their post-offices 8 the two years pasa | 
* of the law—i. e., 24803 and Box rents are incl 

int revenues. Every postmaster receives in the form of sal 
Se ee as he formerly received from commissions an 

Sec. 476. Where the justice of fhe case demands, the Postmaster- 
General has the authority to readjust salaries oftener than once in 
two years, and under this provision of law all inaccuracies and imade- 
quate or excessive allowances of salary can be readily readjusted. 

The next statute on this subject was the act of June 12, 1866, 
as follows: 


under th 
1854, fixing compensation, then the 5 ‘shall review 
and readjust under the provisions of said section.” 

The public order of the Postmaster-General of June 9, 1883, 
declaring the intent of the salary acts of June 12, 1866 (sec. 
8), and of March 3, 1883, reads as follows: 

It was not the intention of Con p> Paray by the amendment of 1886 to 
repeal any part of the 3 The latter statute was to stand. 
the amendment ly securing to officers of the designated classes 
the right to have their biennial adjustments of salaries made the 
basis of the act of 1854, instead of the act of 1864, whenever they 
could save 10 per cent by this course. 

If, in fact, there are cases in which it appeared from the quarterly 
returns or from sworn rts of receipts and business that post- 
masters of the third, fourth, and fifth class at the biennial read 
ment jes fixed under the act of 1864 ry ibang 
ment under the act of 1854, 10 aor cant or more would have been added 
to their salaries, then under the act of ee such postmasters are en- 
titled to whatever additional sum they would and should have received 
under the act of 1854. 

The act of 1864 in its operations proved very inequitable, and 
the attempt was made by the act of 1866 to correct the injus- 
tice that had been done in changing the status of postmasters 
from a commission to a salary basis. Where a post-oflice was 
established in r rapidly growing community the commissions 
and box rents would increase proportionately, but there was no 
provision by whieh the salary given as a substitute should 
increase automatically and in the same proportion. 

The act of 1866, therefore, provided that when the quarterly 
returns upon which the salary was based showed that the 
salary allowed was 10 per cent less than it would have been 
on a commission basis, then it was the duty of the Postmaster- 
General to so readjust the salary that the postmaster's com- 
pensation should be equal to what it would have been had it 
been paid by commissions. It was only when the salary was 
10 per cent less that what would be realized on commissions 
and box rents that the difference was to be ed. 

This readjustment, however, was held to apply only to the 
salary for the succeeding term of two years, so that, unless a 
postmaster was his own successor, he would not earn the in- 
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creased salary built up by his own efforts and would only get 
the salary fixed at the beginning of the term, so that his suc- 
cessor would obtain the benefit of the work done by his prede- 
cessor. 

To test this law and get a judicial interpretation thereon, 
J. K. McLean, postmaster at Florence, Kans., from April 14, 
1871, to June 30, 1872, brought suit against the United States 
in the Court of Claims in 1877. During his term as post- 
master he returned to the Post-Office Department $1,148, of 
which $70.20 was from box rents, the boxes having been con- 
structed at his own expense of several hundred dollars. His 
commissions and box rents under the law of 1854 would have 
been $659.20, which he fairly earned. Under the interpreta- 
tion put upon the law in force at that time he was paid a 
salary of only $8.48, based on the income of the office for the 
two years prior to 1871. The Court of Claims rendered judg- 
ment in favor of the claimant, which judgment was reversed 
by the Supreme Court, and that court said: 

The case of the claimant appears to be a hard one, but we think he 
has no remedy by suit in the Court of Claims. 

This declaration of the Supreme Court, together with a large 
number of similar cases of injustice which arose under the 
interpretation put upon the salary law in 1864, was what doubt- 
less led to the passage of the act of March 3, 1883, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to readjust the salaries of all postmasters and 
late postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes under the classi- 
fication provided for in the act of July 1, 1864, whose salaries have 
not heretofore been readjusted under the terms of section 8 of the act 
of June 12, 1866, who made sworn returns of receipts and business for 
readjustment of salary to the Postmaster-General, the First Assistant 
L'ostmaster-General, or the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, or who 
made 8 returns in conformity to the then existing laws and regu- 
lations. showing that the salary allowed was 10 per cent less than it 
would have been upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, 
such readjustment to be made in accordance with the mode presented 
in section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, and to date from the inning 
of the quarter succeeding that in which such sworn returns of receipts 
and business or quarterly returns were made: Provided, That every 
readjustment of salary under this act shall be upon a written applica- 
tion signed by the postmaster or late postmaster or legal representative 
entitled to said readjustment, and that each payment made shall be 
by warrant or check on the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of 
the United Stat made payable to the order of said applicant, and 
forwarded by mail to him at the post-office within whose delivery he 
resides, and which address shall be set forth in the application above 
provided for. (22 Stat. L., 487.) 

The Postmaster-General, in a public order dated February 
17, 1884, declared his interpretation of the salary acts of June 
12, 1866, section 8, and of March 3, 1883, as follows: 

In all cases in which it appears from the biennial adjustment of 
salaries of postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes that they 
receive 10 per cent or more less than they would have received in 
commissions under the act of 1854 they are now entitled under the act 
of March 3, 1883, to the difference between what was paid and what 
they would receive as commissions under the act of 1854. 

It was clearly the intent of Congress to lay down a new rule 
of determining the salaries of postmasters, and that was the ob- 
ject of the law of 1883. If a readjustment of salary could not 
be made oftener than once in two years, then a postmaster who 
seryed only two years could not profit at all by the increase of 
business in his own term of office, and he was much worse off 
under a salary law than he was when paid on a commission 
basis, as was the case under the law of 1854. 

It was never the intent of Congress by the acts of 1854 and 
1866 to decrease the compensation of postmasters or to pay 
them less than they were paid under the law of 1854. That 
was the interpretation put upon the act of 1883 by Hon. Walter 
Q. Gresham when he was Postmaster-General, and he was one 
of the most distinguished lawyers of his day. 

He was a very able United States district judge more than a 
dozen years and resigned to enter more active political life. 
He was Postmaster-General and then Secretary of the Treasury 
under one administration and was then appointed a federal 
circuit judge. He resigned that place under a later administra- 
tion to accept the post of Secretary of State. All these posi- 
tions he. filled with honor and distinction. No abler lawyer 
probably ever occupied the post of Postmaster-General. He was 
a man of rugged integrity as well as a great lawyer, and his 
opinion as to the intent and meaning of these statutes is en- 
titled to a very great respect. No man’s opinion can rank 
higher. 

This interpretation put upon the law by Postmaster-General 
Gresham, which was clearly the just and proper interpretation, 
has been utterly disregarded by his successors, and ever since 
his retirement from the Post-Office Department the law of 1883 
has been interpreted to mean that salaries were not to be read- 
justed quarter by quarter, but only biennially, and on that 
account postmasters situated as McLean was, who served one 
biennial period and no more, haye never had their salaries 


readjusted according to the plain intent of the law, and have 
never been paid what was justly due them. 

Under this mistaken interpretation of the law of 1883 more 
than a million of dollars was paid out to postmasters who served 
a second biennial period, while not a dollar was paid to post- 
masters who served only one term of two years. 

In 1886, at the instigation of the Post-Office Department, a 
rider was put on the deficiency appropriation bill, approved 
August 4, 1886, confirming this unjust interpretation of the law 
of 1883, as follows: 


Sec. 8. For compensation of postmasters readjusted because of the 
act of March 8, 1883, and to pay the several amounts reports by the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department as due and 
unpaid, payable from deficiency in the postal revenue for 1883 and 
prior years, $380,209.46: Provided, That the method of reviewing and 
readjusting the salaries of tmasters and late postmasters of the 
third, fourth, and fifth classes, under the classification of the act of 
July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, which has been practiced in the Post- 
Office Department under and since the act of March 3, 1883, entitled 
“An act authorizing and directing the Vostmaster-General to readjust 
the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision 
of section 8 of the act of June 12,. 1866," by which all such reviews 
and readjustments have been made 1 y for the biennial periods 
provided for in the said act of —— 7 1, 1864, upon the basis of the 
quarterly returns of postmasters during the preceding biennial periods, 
respectively, whenever the salary actually paid was 10 per cent less 
in amount than such salary would have been if adjusted correctly upon 
such returns by computing what the commissions upon the same would 
have been under the act of June 22, 1854, and averaging the amount 
thereof annually, as directed by the act of July 1, 1864, for fixing 
salaries, is approved and ratified as a correct administration of the 
aforesaid act of March 3, 1883, and all other acts applicable thereto; 
and that the several readjustments which have been made are ratifi 
as a correct disposition of the several claims which have been con- 
sidered and disposed of, and for which appropriation is made; and the 
several persons to whom amounts have been respectively found due 
are declared the rightful persons entitled to the same, and such amounts 
to be the full sums due upon any and all such claims; and that all 
claims in excess thereof and all other claims for readjustment which 
have been examined and found by the proper officers of the Post-Office 
Department not entitled to readjustment within such rule of adminis- 
tration are d owed and barred. That no claim for review of read- 
justment of any such salary shall be hereafter considered unless the 
same shall be presented to the Post-Office Department before the ist 
day of January, 1887; and that in considering all claims not yet read- 
justed the same method shall be pursued which is hereby approved, 
and any and every different method of readjustment of salaries of such 

tmasters and late tmasters during the period between July 1, 

864, and July 1, 1874, than is herein a eh is hereby prohibited ; 
and no action or suit shall be maintainable in any court against any 
officer of the United States by reason of his action in reviewing or 
refusing to review, or allowing or disallowing any application for read- 
justment of such salaries: And provided further, That payment of all 
sums hereby appropriated shall be made by warrants or checks, as pro- 
vided by the said act of March 3, 1883, payania to the order of and 
Bae to the persons entitled respectively thereto. (24 Stat. L., 

Ge . 

It is probable that this unjust interpretation of the act of 
1883, after having existed for three years, was confirmed by 
Congress more on account of the condition at that time of the 
Public Treasury and to close the mouths of importunate claim- 
ants, attempting to collect their just dues, than to settle the 
question with any regard to its merits. 

It is certain there is no equity and justice in granting a read- ` 
justment and increase of salary to postmasters who served 
more than two years and to deny an equally merited and equally 
earned readjustment and increase to postmasters who served 
two years and less. The interpretation put upon. this law— 
that of 1883—restricting its application to postmasters who 
served more than two years was purely arbitrary and auto- 
cratic and absolutely unjust and unwarranted, and deprived 
a large number of worthy public servants of what they justly 
earned and merited. 

The construction of this law of 1883, as approved by Con- 
gress in the act of August 4, 1886, was passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in United States v. Ewing 
(184 U. S., 140), where the court said: 

It is said that, as thus construed, the statute leads in many cases 
to great injustice, and hence such construction should not be adopted. 
The difficulty is that any other construction violates the clear direc- 
tions of the law; and although the result may be to withhold its bene- 
fits from some who might be regarded as otherwise entitled to it, yet 
we can not for that reason alter its terms so as to include them, and 
thus ourselves enact instead of construing the law. 

The court in this case and in the McLean case clearly recog- 
nized the injustice done to these claimants by congressional 
interpretation, but is clearly right in declaring that the only 
place where these claimants can obtain justice is before Con- 

That is why these claimants are knocking at the door 
of Congress to-day to secure the allowance of claims which are 
justly due. The claims are not based upon any short-lived 
order of any Postmaster-General, but are based upon the stat- 
utes of the United States and upon their every clear intent and 
meaning. The claims were all presented to the Postmaster- 
General while the law of 1883 was upon the statute book, and 
the papers in the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partment show just exactly how much is due each and every 
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man claiming the benefit of that act. These claims were all 
filed before January 1, 1887, and the resolution offered here spe- 
cifically bars claims which were not presented before that date. 

It is claimed that the passage of this resolution will require 
a very large addition to the clerical force of the Government to 
prepare the data called for. Even if this were true, it would be 
a very poor excuse to raise against the allowance of a just 
claim against the Government. I am advised, however, that 
these claims can all be stated by the clerical force now em- 
ployed and without the addition of a single clerk, though, of 
course, the work can not be as speedily done that way as if 
additional clerical help were employed. 

Former Postmasters-General haye readjusted, certified, and 
stated some 19,000 of these accounts, and in the years of 1884, 
1885, and 1886 Congress appropriated a considerable sum of 
money to pay them. Then came the act of August 4, 1896, 
which arbitrarily and unjustly put a stop to the slow process of 
paying these claims. I say “slow process” because the claims 
then were from 10 to 20 years old. After a struggle of more 
than twenty years more the Senate last year adopted the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer], and 
the Treasury Department has just certified an additional sum 
of $31,000 due postmasters under these former acts. 

It was clearly the plain intent of the law that those unpaid 
salaries, so long denied these former postmasters, should be 
adjusted by the commissions and box rents of their own terms 
of office, quarter by quarter, and not by the commissions and 
box rents of their predecessors in office. The Treasury De- 
partment has just acknowledged $31,000 is so due and unpaid. 
We desire to have the balance of those accounts stated and 
certified, and that is all this resolution calls for. It is justice 
that is demanded, and no more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion 
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania IMr. PENROSE] is 
agreed to, and the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRADLEY] and all similar resolutions now on the table will 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ronds. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


LANDS IN THE COEUR D'ALENE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3316) providing for the completion 
of the classification and appraisement of lands within the Coeur 
d’Alene Indian Reservation. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, at 
the beginning of line 5, to insert “to become immediately avail- 
able,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $7,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to become immediately avail- 
able, from any money in the AET not otherwise already appro- 
priated, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the classifi- 
cation and appraisement of within the Coeur d'Alene Indian 
Reservation, Maho: the same to be reimbursed from the proceeds of the 
sales of the aforesaid lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 29, 1908, was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration: 

H. R. 15816. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to reg- 
ulate the immigration of aliens into the United States,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1907; and 

H. R. 16871. An act to amend section 13 of an act entitled 
“An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 
aliens throughout the United States,” and. for the relief of 
clerks of courts exercising jurisdiction under section 3 of said 
act. 

WINNEBAGO TRIBE OF INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 58) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest accrued since 


June 30, 1909; which was, on page 2, line 10, to strike out the 
words “Resolved further.” 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 
529) which was read and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
Sixtieth Annual Report of the Board of Directors of the Panama 
Railroad Company, for the year ended June 30, 1909. 

Wu. H. Tarr. 

THE Wuite House, January 13, 1910. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
January 17, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutire nominations received by the Senate January 13, 
1910. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George W. Gardiner, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Providence, in the State of Rhode 
Island. Reappointment. 

COLLECTOR. OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Ludlow F. Petty, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
reyenue for the fifth district of Kentucky, in place of Joseph A. 
Craft. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Asbury B. Patrick, of Kentucky, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Kentucky, vice Stephen G. Sharp, 
whose term expires January 15, 1910. 

William P. Warner, of Nebraska, to be United States mar- 
shal, district of Nebraska. (A reappointment, his term having 
expired December 19, 1909.) 

Posr MASTERS. 
IDAHO. 

Phillip Rand to be postmaster at Salmon, Idaho, in place of 

Fred G. Havemann, resigned. 
INDIANA. 

William W. Clave to be postmaster at French Lick, Ind., in 
place of Rolla V. Claxton, resigned. 

Thomas E. Kincaid to be postmaster at Vevay, Ind., in. place 
of William O. Protsman, resigned. 

MISSOURT. 

Henry Frankford to be postmaster at Novinger, Mo., in place 

of Frank A. Stroup, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 
1910. 


SUPERVISORS OF THE CENSUS. 
ALABAMA, 


Laurence W. Locklin, first district. 
Joseph H. Adams, third district. 
George W. Parsons, fourth district. 
William P. Cobb, fifth district. 
Simeon T. Wright, sixth district. 
James J. Curtis, seventh district. 
Thomas P. Wood, eighth district. 
John T. McEniry, ninth district. 
ARIZONA. 
Franklin F. Towle, entire Territory. 
ARKANSAS. 
George T. Breckenridge, first district. 
Charles G. Henry, second district. 
Elisha E. Ammons, third district. 
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Robert J. White, fourth district. 
Tom D. Brooks, fifth district. 
John W. Howell, sixth district. 
Samuel R. Young, seventh district. 


CALIFORNIA, 
H. Julian Wright, first district. 
Emmett Phillips, second district. 
James M. Burke, third district. 
John J. Deane, fourth district. 
John W. Rogers, fifth district. 
Lewis L. Dennett, sixth district. 
Bert L. Farmer, seventh district. 
Lyman M. King, eighth district. 

COLORADO, 

Albert B. McGaffey, first district. 
Henry J. Baird, second district. 
Charles F, Hamlin, third district. 


CONNECTICUT. 
William B. Bailey, entire State. 
DELAWARE, 
L. Heisler Ball, entire State. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
William S. Broughton, entire District. 
FLORIDA. 

Henry W. Bishop, first district. 


Le Sueur Gaulden, second district. 
Thomas D. White, third district. 


GEORGIA, 


Francis X. Douglas, first district. 

Eugene L. Rainey, second district. 

George E. Ricker, third district. 

Edward T. Moon, fourth district. 
Livingston F. McClelland, fifth district. 
Louis H. Crawford, seventh district. 

Willis B. Adams, eighth district. 

James R. Allen, ninth district. 

Joseph M. Lee, tenth district. 

Alexander P. Perham, sr., eleventh district. 


IDAHO. 
Joseph Perrault, jr., entire State. 
ILLINOIS. 


Willard E. Hotchkiss, first district. 
Leon D. Nish, second district. 
Frederick A. Schlick, third district. 
Donald A. Callahan, fourth district. 
Robert R. Wallace, fifth district. 
Frank W. Latimer, sixth district. 
Charles S. Burdick, seventh district. 
Edwin C. Perkins, eighth district. 
George W. Royster, ninth district. 
Louis W. Fribourg, tenth district. 
Frank J. Heinl, eleventh district. 
William J. Butler, twelfth district. 
Henry J. Schmidt, thirteenth district. 
John J. Bundy, fourteenth district. 
S. Bartlett Kerr, fifteenth district. 
John T. Galbraith, sixteenth district. 


INDIANA. 


William D. Crow, first district. 
James A. Zaring, second district. 
William W. Lingle, third district. 
William O. Protsman, fourth district, 
Samuel J. Wilton, fifth district. 
William H. Tieman, sixth district. 
William Low Rice, seventh district. 
Joseph R. Broyles, eighth district. 
Abel T. Claypool, ninth district. 
Francis H. Doran, tenth district. 
Henry L. Bendel, eleventh district. 
John W. Sale, twelfth district. 
Samuel R. Thomas, thirteenth district. 


IOWA. 


John W. Rowley, first district. 
Asa A. Hall, second district. 
Conrad B. Scherr, third district. 
Louis P. Barth, fourth district. 
Jeremiah Morrissey, fifth district, 
W. H. H. Asbury, sixth district, 


Cambridge Culbertson, seventh district. ` 
William C. Chubb, eighth district. 
Emil A. Larson, ninth district. 
Guy F. Rankin, tenth district. 
Thomas McCulla, eleventh district. 
KANSAS, 
Reese Van Sant, first district. 
Wiliam R. Smith, second district. 
Charles Yoe, third district. 
Willard H. Melrose, fourth district. 
George T. Smith, fifth district. 
John C. Newell, sixth district. 
James U. Brown, seventh district, 
John C. Mack, eighth district. 


KENTUCKY, 


John R. Jones, first district. 
Alexander H. Anderson, second district. 
William D. Gilliam, third district. 
Pilson Smith, fourth district. 
Jonathan D. Reed, fifth district. 
Henry Clay Clark, sixth district. 
Louis L. Bristow, seventh district. 
Nathan D. Miles, eighth district. 
James T. Wilson, ninth district. 

J. Ferrell Pauley, tenth district. 
Henry C. Kennedy, eleventh district. 


LOUISIANA, 


John A. Wogan, first district. 
Walter Y. Kemper, second district. 
Raymond T. Clark, third district. 
George J. Reiley, fourth district. 
Charles H. Trousdale, fifth district. 
Orin M. Grisham, sixth district. 


MAINE, 


Morrill N. Drew, first district. 
Elmer P. Spofford, second district. 


MARYLAND. 


Isaac H. White, first district. 
Laban Sparks, second district. 
Frederick T, Dorton, third district. 
Charles F. Macklin, fourth district. 
John J. Stump, fifth district. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles F. Gettemy, entire State. 
MICHIGAN, 


Orvice R. Leonard, first district. 
George W. Sample, second district. 
Frederic W. Stewart, third district. 
Charles F. Davison, fourth district. 
John L, Boer, fifth district. 

Roy E. Brownell, sixth district. 
Hugh H. Hart, seventh district. 
John Baird, eighth district. 

John A. Sherman, ninth district. 
Charles R. Jackson, tenth district. 
James T. Bennett, twelfth district. 


MINNESOTA, 


Frank E. Gartside, first district. 
Clark W. Gilmore, second district. 
Aris B. Kelly, third district. à 
William B. Webster, fourth district. 
Charles S. Cairns, fifth district. 
Ezra E. McCrea, sixth district. 
Charles W. Odell, seventh district. 
Byron L. Hollister, eighth district. 
Daniel W. Meeker, ninth district. 
MISSISSIPPI. 


Samuel D. Chamberlin, first district. 
Rufus F. Gillespie, second district. 
William A. Shelby, third district. 
James E. Landrum, fourth district. 
Samuel F. Thigpen, fifth district. 
Nathan Van Boddie, sixth district. | 
Lemuel P. Conner, seventh district. 
James B. Yellowley, eighth district. 

MISSOURI, 


John S. Newlon, first district. 
Charles W. Reeves, second district. 
John E. Frost, third district. 
Archibald G. Lackey, fifth district, 
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Howard A. Higgins, sixth district. 
John Whitaker, seventh district. 
William C. Irwin, eighth district. 
Clarence A. Barnes, ninth district. 
Henry A. Baker, tenth district. 
Simon G. Nipper, eleventh district. 
Henry S. Wilson, twelfth district. 
George A. McCanse, thirteenth district. 
Harry Clymer, fourteenth district. 
MONTANA, 
Leon Shaw, second district. 
NEBRASKA, 
Frank E. Helvey, first district. 
Charles L. Saunders, second district. 
Joseph A. Hays, third district. 
Philip F. Bross, fourth district. 
Samuel A. Dravo, fifth district. 
Joseph Pigman, sixth district. 


NEVADA, 
George B. Russell, entire State. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Frank A. Musgrove, entire State. 
NEW JERSEY. 


William D. Brown, first district. 
Evan F. Benners, second district. 
William K. Fenn, third district. 
Harry B. Salter, fourth distriet. 
Louis V. Hoagland, fifth district. 
George A. Fischer, sixth district. 
Samuel A. Smith, seventh district. 
John H. Weastell, eighth district. 

NEW MEXICO. 
Paul A. F, Walter, entire Territory. 

- NEW YORK. 
Albert Falck, first district. 
William Lieberman,. second district. 
Alexander R. Smith, third district. 
James Kilby, fourth district: 
Cornelius Shufelt, fifth district. 
Anthony P. Finder, sixth district. í 
William F, Kavanaugh, seventh district. 
Douglas W. Miller, eighth district. 
Francis J. Dunn, ninth district. 
William G. Moore, tenth district. 
Henry J. Cookingham, jr., eleventh district. 
Frank C. Wisner, twelfth district. 
James A. McCormick, thirteenth district, 
John G. Pembleton, fourteenth district. 
George F. De Venny, fifteenth district. 
Henry W. Martens, sixteenth district. 
Robert C. Turnbull, seventeenth district. 
Addison W. Fisher, eighteenth district, 
Jobn H. Madden, nineteenth district. 
John L. Campbell, twentieth district. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 
Jeremiah C. Meekins, sr., first district. 
James M. Mewboorne, second district. 
Henry Frank Brown, third district. 
William C. Pearson, fourth district. 
David H. Blair, fifth district. 
Irvin B. Tucker, sixth district. 
A. Turner Grant, jr., seventh district. 
James I. Campbell, eighth district. 
J. Yates Killian, ninth district. 
John W. Norwood, tenth district. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Carl N. Frich, first district. 
Fred O. Brewster, second district. 


OHIO. 


Frederick C. Hicks, first district. 
Frank P. Richter, second district. 
Joshua E. Russell, third district. 
John H. Schrider, fourth district. 
Stacy A. Mitchell, fifth district. 
Harry B. Weaver, sixth district. 
Core S. Ireland, seventh district. 
Robert J. West, eighth district. 
John W. Kern, jr., ninth district. 


xLY——3s 


Tiffin Gilmore, tenth district. 

John E. Todd, eleventh district. 

Thomas J. Maxwell, twelfth district. 
Perry S. Williams, thirteenth district. 
Sherman M. Granger, fourteenth district, 
Charles D. Simeral, fifteenth district. 
Peter C. Giyen, sixteenth district. 

John P. Jones, seventeenth district. 
Charles W. Wickline, eighteenth district, 
Mattoon M. Curtis, nineteenth district, 


OKLAHOMA, 


Benjamin F. Berkey, first district. 
J. H. Langston, second district. 
William B. Moss, third district. 
Samuel A. Hawk, fourth district. 
Charles C. Chapell, fifth district. 


OREGON. 


Robert J. Hendricks, first district. 
Seneca C. Beach, second district. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


N. B. Kelly, first district. 
Ellis C. Abrams, second district. 
A. Brock Shoemaker, third district. 
Milton S. Falck, fourth district. 
John R. Edwards, fifth district. 
John B. Graham, sixth district. 
Harry G. Seip, seventh district. 
Samuel L. Price, eighth district. 
George G. Blumer, ninth district. 
J. Andrew Wilt, tenth district. 
Augustus L. Merrill, eleventh district. 
Benjamin Apple, twelfth district. 
George Joseph, thirteenth district. 
Warren G. Light, fourteenth district. 
Lewis C. Elliott, fifteenth district. 
Samuel L. Reed, sixteenth district. 
Samuel R. Hamilton, seventeenth district. 
Jacob E. Wenk, eighteenth district. 
William S. Nason, nineteenth district. 
David E. Thompson, twentieth district, 
Charles O. Frye, twenty-first district. 
Aaron F. Dickey, twenty-second district. 
PORTO RICO. 
David A. Skinner, entire island. > 
RHODE ISLAND, 
George H. Webb, entire State. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
William J. Storen, first district. 
George Waterhouse, second district. 
William W. Russell, third district. 
George M. Pritchard, fourth district. 
Robert L. Douglas, fifth district. 
James L. Michie, sixth district: 
Ernest M. DuPre, seventh district. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
David D. Wipf, first district. 
George B. Mansfield, second district. 
TENNESSEE, 
Samuel H. Thompson, first district. 
Alfred J. Agee, second district. 
John H. Early, third district. 
Reese Q. Lillard, fourth district. 


‘John B. Stong, fifth district. — 


Harry A. Luck, sixth district. 
Marion Richardson, seventh distriet. 
Sidney E. Murray, eighth district. 
Vincent A. Biggs, ninth district. 
John W. Farley, tenth district. 
TEXAS. 
Jobn B. Stephens, first district. 
Sam Bronson Cooper, jr., second district. 
James B. Hanes, third district. 
Orren F. Johnson, fourth district. 
John F. Worley, fifth district. 
Andrew F. Wood, sixth district. 
James W. Madden, seventh district. 
Boone Gross, eighth district. 
Eugene T. Long, ninth district. 
Thomas L. Wren, tenth district, 
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George H. Boynton, eleventh district. 
Samuel Davidson, twelfth district. 
Lewis Lindsay, thirteenth district. 
Nathan M. Washer, fourteenth district. 
Lawrence E. Bennett, fifteenth district. 
John B. Littler, sixteenth district. 
UTAH, 
Hugh A. McMillin, entire State. 
VERMONT. 
Lynn M. Hays, entire State. 
VIRGINIA. 
Wiliiam W. Woodward, first district. 
Richard P. Bunting, second district. 
C. Ridgway Moore, third district. 
William A. Land, fourth district. 
Sidney F. Landreth, fifth district. 
Edward C. Burke, sixth district. 
Everett D. Ott, seventh district. 
Albert Fletcher, jr., eighth district. 
John C. Smith, ninth district. 
James McDowell Adair, tenth district. 
WASHINGTON. 
Robert W. Hill, first district. 
Guy E. Kelly, second district. 
Arthur M. Storch, third district. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Harvey W. Harmer, first district. 
George H. Child, second district. 
Colonel E. Rudesill, third district. 
Robert Morris, fourth district. 
William W. Whyte, fifth district. 
WISCONSIN. 
D. Elmer Roberts, first district. 
Charles A. Lyman, second district. 
Herbert H. Hulbert, third district. 
Otto J. Habhegger, fourth district. 
Frank Winter, sixth district. 
Charles Oellerich, seventh district. 
Charles W. Sunstrom, eighth district. 
John W. Brown, ninth district. 
WYOMING, 
Homer Merrell, entire State. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Arthur H. Swain to be receiver of public moneys at Visalia, 


Cal. 
Posr MASTERS. 
INDIANA. 
William W. Clare, at French Lick, Ind. 
Thomas E, Kincaid, at Vevay, Ind. 
MISSOURI. 
Oliver W. Neff, at Nevada, Mo. 
WISCONSIN, 


Albert Liebl, at Luxembourg, Wis. 
George Luecker, at Brillion, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
` Tuurspay, January 13, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

STATUE OF JOHN C. CALHOUN. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing House resolution (H. Res. 224), which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 224. 


Resolwcd, That exercises a e to the reception an 
from pe nate, of pana 5 the statue R John bonn, 
erected in 8 the Capitol, be made the special order toe 


Saturday, fant 151 
The SPEAKER. ut there objection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the 


former ruling of the Speaker that House joint resolutions were 


not included in the rule in reference to the unanimous-consent 
calendar. 

Mr. MANN. This is not a House joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House resolution. The Chair does 
not care to make a decision in construction of a rule until the 
question is presented. It is possible that there might be Heuse 
resolutions that ought to go to the calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask this for information. 
I have no objection, of course, to this resolution, but I think 
all requests for unanimous consent that come under the rule 
should go to the unanimous-consent calendar; and if this is a 
resolution which comes within that rule, I think it should go to 
the unanimous-consent calendar and be called up in that way. 

The SPEAKER. Mere matters of procedure and orders of 
business, whether in the form of resolutions or orders, the 
Chair has submitted to the House for its unanimous consent. 
A resolution could be framed, the Chair can imagine, as has 
happened in the past, covering matters of national policy, and 
so on, that probably ought to go to the consent calendar; but 
the Chair thinks a resolution of this kind, which might be 
framed as an order and not as a resolution, would not come 
within the practice, so far under the rule and the construction 
thereof, which does not violate the spirit of the rule. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This being a mere formal matter, I 
have no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the special com- 
mittee I call up, as a privileged report, House resolution 220. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up 
from the special committee the following House resolution 
(H. Res. 220), which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 220. 


Resolved, That the ars now in the folding room of the House 
of Representatives, described by name in the list hereafter set forth 
under the heading of List of nts,” shall be disposed of in the 
following manner: 

First. Members, Delegates, Commissioners from Porto Rico and the 
Philippine gees and officers of the 5 such documents 

credit, may dispose of the same manner at ang 
time within thirty "says from the date of the adoption of this resolu- 


ton DY i Heong expiration of thi 8 the Doork 
pon o e sa e rkee 
shall furnish to the Members of the H promptly as practica Te, 
a list of the documents herein referred to t 8 in ioe folding 
room, and thereupon such documents shall be subject to order of 
any Member or Daigai in the order in which fee are ap plied — for 
the period of thi ys after the day when such list be fur- 


nished by the Door son 
Third. The Doorkeeper er shall furnish a list of all such documents re- 


to the various 1 and commissions of the 
Washington, including the Superintendent of . — Smithsonian 
Institution, Library ngress, * rors os sos 
the Commissioners of the District of —— and any suc 
shall be ee Se 2 over to such 
referred to, the order which their a 
and all such 8 which shall — | 
8 of ten days after such list shall have oon furnished. to 
partments or commissions aforesald shall 
as waste paper. 
Fourth. documents which are described by name in the list afore- 
said shall hereafter be returned to the folding room from any source. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this report comes from a spe- 
cial committee 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the resolution been reported? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has just been reported. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It refers to a certain list of documents, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The list of documents has not been read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would state to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Firzcrratp] that the list of documents was printed 
in the Recorp last Saturday, and for that reason I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be not read now. We had a special resolu- 
tion that it be printed in the Recorp then, in order that every 
Member of the House might have a three days’ opportunity to 
examine the list of documents. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the part of the 
resolution referred to will not be read. 

There was no objection. 

r. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unani- 

mous consent to consider the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that this 
committee had the right to report at any time. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Speaker is correct in his recollection of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is a privileged resolution, and does 
not require unanimous consent, 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was introduced 
at the suggestion of the folding room. The conditions in refer- 
ence to the publications subject to the order of Members of 
Congress are such that some action must be taken. There are 
in the folding room, apart from documents for which there is 
a present demand and of which any considerable amount 
are sent out, a vast number of old documents, many of them 
pamphlets like the one I hold in my hand, many of them large 
volumes, like old numbers of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of 
which there are now in separate volumes nearly 200,000, for 
which there is no demand and which encumber the vaults of the 
Capitol. As a result, we have reached a condition where it is 
impossible for the business of distributing books to be further 
carried on without some relief from Congress. 

There are of these old books and documents perhaps a mil- 
lion copies of all sorts and kinds. They weigh, in round figures, 
1,000 tons, composed of old, useless matter that, without de- 
mand from Members, are moldering in the vaults of Congress. 

What is the result? Not only is there this enormous encum- 
brance of these old books, but it is now impossible to receive 
into the vaults new books that are required for distribution. 
There are on hand at this time in the Printing Office 200,000 
copies of the Yearbook that should be sent over for distri- 
bution, that can not be sent because there is no room to re- 
ceive them. I was informed by an official of the Senate that 
of the Yearbooks and other books and pamphlets required for 
distribution there were nearly six or seven hundred thousand 
copies in the Printing Office that could not now be sent to the 
two Houses of Congress because they could not be received. 

It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that some relief must be had, and 
the report of the committee has been prepared under very care- 
ful advice from the officers of the folding room that have 
charge of the distribution of documents and have records of the 
requisitions that are made, and we have endeayored to include 
in this list nothing for which there is at present any large 
practical living demand. 

We have endeavored to provide for them in a way which will 
meet the needs of every Member of Congress and which we 
think will furnish to many Members facilities which they 
greatly need and which they do not now possess. We have pro- 
vided, first, that all these books, of which the list is annexed 
to the resolution and of which a copy has been furnished to 
every Member of Congress, shall stand to the credit of the 
Member to whose credit it may now stand for a period of 
twenty days. During one month from the passage of this reso- 
lution any Member can order out from books standing to his 
credit any book that he desires. 

The list of books which are recommended for disposition is 
printed as a part of the resolution, and therefore every Member 
of the House can examine, and have examined by his secre- 
tary, the books which now stand available to his credit affected 
by this resolution. He has a period of thirty days in which he 
ean order out anything that he desires. 

Mr. Speaker, the Members of the House all know that there 
are many publications which under the general law are dis- 
tributed equally to all Members of the House, but for which 
nine-tenths of the Members of the House have no use. It is a 
matter of special interest, perhaps, a matter of local interest, 
a matter of interest to the Member from Missouri, and of no 
interest to the Member from New York or Massachusetts. It 
may be that the Member from Missouri desires more than he 
can get, and the Member from Massachusetts or New York has 
more than he can dispose of. So we have provided that after 
every Member has exercised his rights for thirty days, then 
the entire mass of documents not sent out under orders from 
the special Members, shall be put into a general fund, subject 
to the order of any Member of Congress in the order in which 
the requests are sent in. 

This will furnish many Members, Mr. Speaker, with such 
documents as are of interest to their own particular districts or 
States. For instance, there are many documents of no great 
importance, such as eulogies, and there are other documents 
of more importance, such as reports, special reports, from the 
Geological Survey. There are large numbers of these docu- 
ments placed to the credit of a great number of Members who 
do not need them. After the first thirty days have expired, 
every Member of the House will have a new list sent to him 
from the folding room stating the number which remain for 
distribution, which would be the number stated in this report, 
less the number ordered out by the Members who have docu- 
ments to their credit at this time, and stating the amounts: of 
these documents that he can order, if his order is received in 
time, Your committee thinks that this provision will be of much 


value, and will furnish the means of disposing of a large 
eee of documents that are desired, but that do not now 
go ou 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWSON. At the expiration of these thirty days, does 
the control of the disposition of the documents that remain 
rest within the power of the superintendent of the folding 
room or of this committee? 

Mr. PERKINS. After the first thirty days have expired, 
they are in the hands of the superintendent of the folding room, 
subject to the provision of the resolution, which is that he 
must honor the request of any Member of Congress for the 
amount of documents he has not distributed until they are all 
distributed. 

Mr. DAWSON. For any of them? 

Mr. MANN. Those included in the list. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; and in case there is any question of 
precedence, the Member who sends in his order first is first 
attended to. 

Mr. DAWSON. Has the committee followed any set rule 
with regard to the selection of these documents which must be 
sent out within the thirty days? For instance, with regard 
to eulogies, has the committee fixed a date, prior to which all 
of them should be sent out, and subsequent to which they 
should remain in the folding room? 

Mr. PERKINS. The date fixed by the resolution is that for 
thirty days they stand just as they do now. 

Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman does not quite catch my 
question. Were all of the eulogies included in the documents 
which should go out of the folding room? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; there are certain ones for which there 
is still a considerable demand, such as the eulogies on Lin- 
coln, Garfield, and McKinley and on John Paul Jones, and the 
ones for which there is still a considerable demand are not in- 
cluded in this list. 

Mr. DAWSON. My question was prompted by an examina- 
tion of the list, which discloses the fact that the eulogies on 
Senator Allison are included in those to go out, while the 
eulogies on the Senators from Alabama, Messrs. Morgan and 
Pettus, are not among those to go out. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are all out already. 

Mr. DAWSON. No; the gentleman is not correct in that. 

Mr. MANN. That was our information. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘There are some of them in the folding room 
that I know about personally, and I wanted to inquire whether 
the committee had taken some arbitrary date of death of a 
Member of the House or Senate and decided that all before 
that date were to go out and all after that time were to re- 
main? 

Mr. PERKINS. No. We have not directed the distribution 
of any documents of quite recent date. 

Mr. DAWSON. It seems to me that eulogies on Senator 
Allison, so great a Senator as he, who died as recently as he 
did, should hardly be included in this resolution, especially as 
the volume has been in print only a few weeks. 

Mr. MANN. We thought the gentleman might want the 
eulogies for distribution. 

Mr. PERKINS. Exactly. The delegation from Iowa, at the 
expiration of thirty days, would have the entire number sub- 
ject to its control. 

Mr. LLOYD. In the case of Senator Allison, I think this 
was an oversight. I feel very sure that in making up this list 
it was not intended to include the eulogies on Senator Allison. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would say, if the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Dawson] desires to have eulogies on Senator Allison taken 
from the list, the committee will not object to such an amend- 
ment, but I think the gentleman wants them for use in his own 
State. 


The resolution then further provides, Mr. Speaker, that after 
the expiration of sixty days, after two notices have been sent 
to Members—first, the notice of all the documents on hand and, 
second, the notice of the documents that remain on hand, sub- 
ject to general order at the expiration of the first thirty days, 
with the number available—there shall be furnished to the 
various bureaus an opportunity for fifteen days to take such 
documents as they desire. 


That provision I know will be of large value. There are a 
large number of geological reports, geological bulletins, very 
special in their nature; they are technical, for which I imagine 
most of the Members—I am sure myself as to a large number of 
them—have never had any demand; but the persons desiring 
them go to the Geological Bureau, and the demand there ex- 
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ceeds the supply. That is a natural demand by those who 
want some particular thing. So in the publications of the 
National Museum there are certain publications in reference to 
certain Indian languages. As the gentlemen of the House can 
see, it is very rare that any Member would have a constituent 
who desires any report upon an ancient language of some 
ancient Indian clan or tribe. But there are certain persons, 
scholars, scattered over the country, who desire these and they 
naturally go to the National Museum or the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution. Since this resolution was introduced I have been 
assured by the authorities of the Geological Survey that they 
would be most happy to avail themselves of it, as they had a 
demand for publications of no use to the Members of the House, 
bet for which the department had a demand. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the resolution provides that after every 
Member of the House has had thirty days to order under his 
quota, after every Member of the House has had thirty more 
days to order in addition to his quota the things that may be 
of special interest to his State or district, after the departmeats 
of the Government haye had fifteen days to ask for any pub- 
lication still undistributed that they think would be of use to 
them in answer to the demands made on them for distribu- 
tion, then what remains, which we may be sure, Mr, Speaker, 
are of no use to any person, and which constitute this enor- 
mous bulk of worthless, antique, ancient print that fills the 
vaults of the Capitol and prevents the distribution of docu- 
ments of the House, they shall be sold for exactly what they 
are—useless papers. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution 
may meet the approval of the House, for some remedy of some 
sort must be provided by the House, or else the orderly dis- 
tribution of the documents will ere long be so checked, so 
encumbered, so blocked, that it will become difficult, if not 
impossible. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Assuredly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In a merely casual reading of this, it 
seems to me—and I want to be corrected if I am wrong—that 
one Member could order out the entire surplus after the end 
of thirty days by simply filing enough orders. In other words, 
it becomes in the nature of a grab enterprise, in which the 
active Member who sends in orders will, for instance, get all 
of the Allison eulogies, and there is no provision for distribut- 
ing them among those who desire them. Am I right in that? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; under the resolution a Member, of 
course, can first take his quota. After that they will be fur- 
nished by the folding room to Members. If all the demands 
of Members do not meet the supply, then there would be prac- 
tically no trouble. If the demand exceeds the supply, then the 
first come would be the first served. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that if the Allison eulogies, as they 
have been referred to, are wanted by all the Iowa Members, 
the one putting in the first order would get them, and possibly 
might get all? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so, under the resolution. 

Mr. DAWSON. To carry that proposition one step further, 
then the Member of the House who got up the earliest in the 
morning on the morning the thirty days expired and filed a 
blanket order for all that is left would get the whole of that? 

Mr. PERKINS. That would be regarded as an abuse. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose there are a thousand tons of it. If 
anybody else wants to take them, for goodness sake let him 
do it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if he will accept an amendment striking the Allison 
eulogies from the list? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. DAWSON. The thing that shocked my sensibilities, Mr. 
Speaker, and I believe it would shock the sensibilities of the 
average Member of this House who stopped to contemplate the 
subject for a moment, is the proposition, apparent on its face, 
that these volumes of memorial addresses on the late Senator 
Allison, who has only so recently passed from among us, and 
which volume has only so recently been printed, should come 
into this House in a resolution, classed as old and worthless 
documents. 

Mr. PERKINS. We will accept the amendment. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee for 
a question. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman accept an amendment, 
then, to except the Bate eulogies? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so; yes. We want to get rid of the 
great bulk of useless documents. If there are any special 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


Sag that Members deem proper should be held, it will be all 
right. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Under the second paragraph 
it is provided that— 
and thereupon such documents shall be sub. 

Member ec Delegate in the order in which they abe plied rae oan 

Now, assuming that this resolution passes to-day, would it 
be in order under the resolution for a Member of the House to 
make his application to-day or to-morrow to the Doorkeeper, 
and that take precedence over those that will be filed subsequent 
to the expiration of the thirty days mentioned? 

Mr. PERKINS. The resolution contemplates, first, a distribu- 
tion of thirty days. During that period any document may be 
entirely ordered out. Then at the end of the thirty days the 
Doorkeeper prepares a new list of such documents as have not 
been ordered and at that time, after that list is published, the 
Member could then file his order, and not before. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. But the resolution, as I un- 
derstand it, does not so state specifically, but would so state if 
the word “ thereafter ” were inserted before the word “ applied,” 
on page 1, 

Mr. PERKINS. The word “thereupon” is there. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The word “thereupon” does 
not apply to the manner or order in which they shall be acted 
u 


pon. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman desires an amendment 
Sit “ thereupon ” to “thereafter,” the committee has no 

oice. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. For a question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the effect of this resolution be to 
force the mailing within the next thirty days after its passage 
of most of these documents? 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, yes; most of the documents that Mem- 
bers desire. The great bulk of them will not go out at all. If 
the gentleman will examine this list and check off his own list 
of these documents standing to his credit, I venture the predic- 
tion that he will not send out ten of them on his own order in 
the next sixty days. We have included no yearbooks, no 
horse books, and no books of that character, even though very 
old, which Members from time to time use; and I think the 
gentleman from Kansas will find that he will give very few 
orders, unless it be for some special report which under the 
second part of the resolution will become available to his 
credit, and on which his quota is now exhausted. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The committee took into consideration, I 
suppose, that within the next thirty days the weighing of the 
mails in about one-third of the country will begin. That would 
turn loose in that weighing section a great volume of public 
documents. p 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee, I will say to the gentleman, 
did not know anything about the weighing of the mails. But 
of all the thousands of tons of documents that lie rotting in the 
vault I will make the prediction that not 25 tons altogether dur- 
ing the sixty days will be ordered out. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman to a matter that was called to my attention 
a while ago. Under section 3 of this report the House document 
room can not avail itself of the privilege of calling for these 
documents in the folding room. 

Mr, PERKINS. I would say that that is no practical trouble. 
The clerks in the document room say that the folding room has 
all it needs and does not want them. > 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. One of the document-room 
force called my attention to the fact that they would like to 
have the resolution so amended as to include them. 

Mr. MANN. I asked Mr. Grayson, in the document room of 
the House, whether they wished to be bothered with these at all, 
and he told me that they did not; that there was nothing over 
there of this kind that they wanted in the document room. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. He is the very gentleman 
who told me within ten minutes that they would like to have 
this privilege. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think there is no objection to that. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I think we had better amend 
it, so as to give them that privilege. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BARNHART. It has been suggested to me that these 
bound volumes that are apportioned out to Members might be 
apportioned to state delegations for another thirty days. After 
the expiration of the thirty days the eulogies of deceased In- 
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diann Members might be apportioned to the Indiana delegation 
for another thirty days. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a result of the resolution. First, 
the gentleman has thirty days to order out any eulogies that 
stand to his credit. Then there is a further period of thirty 
days in which, for instance, the Indiana delegation can order 
out the entire amount of eulogies that stand to their credit. 

Mr. BARNHART. That ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr. DAWSON. Would not I, as a member of the Iowa dele- 
gation, have the same right to go in there and ask for an 
Indiana eulogy? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes; but then, Mr. Speaker, there is no 
trouble about that. As we all know from experience, these 
eulogies, excepting such as the Lincoln and McKinley eulogies, 
and special ones, are almost exclusively ordered by the mem- 
bers of the state delegation. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] such 
time as he desires. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, there are no valuable documents 
included in the resolution excepting eulogies and documents of 
local interest. I may say to my friend from Iowa [Mr. Daw- 
SON] that the eulogies are not classed as useless or worthless 
documents. They are not under the heading of “useless or 
worthless documents.” Nor do we class geological bulletins as 
useless and worthless documents; but what we have done is 
first to recommend a method of disposing of worthless and use- 
less pamphlets and documents; then a method of disposing 
of eulogies; then a method of disposing of geological bulletins 
and reports and various other miscellaneous documents. The 
committee thought that in the disposition of eulogies, where 
they were not taken out by Members under their ordinary 
quotas, it would be an act of grace to the Members of the 
States particularly interested to give them an opportunity to 
draw the eulogies for other Members who did not desire them. 
For instance, I do not know whether I have to my credit any 
of the Allison eulogies which have been referred to, but if I 
have, I haye no use for them, and unless a resolution of this 
sort passes they will remain to my credit until I leave Congress, 
and then remain to the credit of my successor until they mold 
and rot into useless documents; but under the form of resolu- 
tion that we have drawn, if they are not drawn out by the 
Members having them to their credit within thirty days, then 
the Members of the state delegation can draw them out; and 
while it is true that under the form of the resolution any indi- 
vidual could make claim for the entire quota, we have assumed, 
and I think justly, that the Members of the House are gentle- 
men, not hogs, and that the Iowa delegation, for instance, 
would deal with each other fairly, and that no Member of that 
delegation would attempt to derive the entire benefit from this 
resolution. But if the gentlemen from Iowa are unwilling to 
trust each other, I would be willing to consent, in their case, 
to a provision insisting that they shall act as gentlemen and not 
as hogs. [Laughter.] Now, I think that is entirely unneces- 
sary, and I know it would be unnecessary in the case of the 
gentleman from Iowa himself, and the other Members from that 
State. 

Mr, DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that the sum total 
of all wisdom, almost, is reposed in the committee which has 
brought in this resolution; but I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois, in common fairness, whether he thinks that 
adequate provision has been made in this resolution to prevent 
either grabbing or favoritism in the distribution of the docu- 
ments remaining after each Member of the House has sent 
out his own documents during the next thirty days? 

Mr. MANN. I do think that ample provision has been made. 
These documents have been to the credit of Members for a 
long time, most of them for years, some of them not a great 
length of time. They have not been drawn out by the Mem- 
bers. If they have been solicited by other Members, that solici- 
tation has not been met by favorable response, 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand two copies 
of memorial addresses—one on Senator Allison—delivered in 
the House February 21, 1909. That is classed by this com- 
mittee as among those which should go out. I have here, also, 
a copy of the Morgan and Pettus eulogies, delivered in the House 
of Representatives April, 1908, a year prior to that, and yet 
these are classed as valuable documents which should remain 
in the vaults of the folding room. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois explain the wisdom of the committee in that selection? 

Mr. MANN. I will. The committee had wisdom enough, and 
I believe the gentleman himself would have had wisdom enough, 
to have taken the list of documents furnished by the superin- 
tendent of the folding room, and I supposed, and I was so 
informed, that the list of eulogies furnished us was a, complete 
list of eulogies in the folding room. The only eulogies that 


we struck out of the list were those of Mr. McKinley, John 
Paul Jones, Lincoln, and Garfield. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then, this is the wisdom not of the com- 
mittee, but of the superintendent of the folding room? 

Mr. MANN. The superintendent of the folding room fur- 
nished us with a list of documents. He did not furnish us 
the resolution. 

I do not mean to be unkind to the gentleman, for I have a 
great respect for him. There is another class of documents 
besides eulogies, the most valuable documents referred to in 
the report, and those are the geological reports. Most of the 
geological bulletins are local in character. I have a great num- 
ber to my credit, but I have no use for them. When some 
Member sends to me, asking me to furnish him with a bulletin 
on such and such a subject, I throw it into the wastebasket, 
because I have not the time to give consideration to it. The 
committee thought that where there was a bulletin relating to 
a particular matter, if other Members did not desire to take it 
out in thirty days, it should be left to be called for by other 
Members who wished to obtain those bulletins relating to that 
subject. There certainly is nothing unfair about that. If they 
do not draw them out, we understand that the Geological Bu- 
reau will take all the geological reports and bulletins which are 
left away from the folding room, and they will remain where 
Members of Congress may get them when they desire them. 

Now, I may say that we have not included any documents in 
this list of general value to Members of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used thirty-seven minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Surrn]. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from New 
York permit me to ask a question? There was so much con- 
fusion in the House that we did not hear but a very little of 
the discussion. 

5 Mr. PERKINS. I have already yielded to the gentleman from 
owa. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Iowa a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know what the question is, 
and I do not know much about the resolution. 

Ra MOORE of Pennsylvania. It pertains to the purpose of 

e bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have nothing to do with the bill, 
especially. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa, if the gentleman from New York will permit, 
whether our understanding on this side of the House is correct 
as to the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think I will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to defer his question until the chairman is on his 
feet. I know nothing more about it than does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. g 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, if the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PERKINS] will permit me to ask when he is 
upon his feet 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I must decline to 
yield further. I desire to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, what I desire to do at 
this time is to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
this whole proceeding illustrates the need for a total change in 
the method of distribution of public documents. It is true that 
under the existing system every Member of this House has 
allotted to him a large number of documents of no utility in his 
district or to his constituents. It has long been my conviction 
that the true solution of this whole question is to be found in 
this: First, ascertain what the total cost per annum of public 
documents for distribution through Members of Congress is, 
then give to each district a credit at the Public Printing Office 
in documents equal to the amount now allotted and no more. 
In fact, I think a reduction could be made below the amount 
now expended for each district in these documents. Under the 
system I propose, each Member would be entitled to order, to 
have charged to this account, whatever public documents he 
wanted for his district, and whatever classes of documents are in 
demand by his district, and have them charged to this credit 
given his district. In this system, as I propose it, and which 
I think ought to be adopted, the folding room could be abolished, 
every district would get exactly what that district needed, 
there would be no storage of waste public documents, nothing 
would be printed that was not in demand, and in every conceiy- 
able way the public service would be benefited. 


I will ask the gentleman from 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If I understand the gentleman’s plan, under 
it a Member who wanted or needed three or four times as many 
Agricultural Yearbooks as he is now allotted, could have that 
number printed and published, provided he did not exceed his 
credit in the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is exactly it; and no Yearbooks 
would be published for the great city districts that have no use 
for them at all. In every case the book would go to somebody 
that had a use for it. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will permit, I would call his attention to the fact that the 
printing committees of the House and of the Senate have or- 
ganized an investigating commission and they are going into 
this subject. They will be very glad, indeed, to have the gen- 
tleman submit to that commission any views he may haye on 
the subject. d 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will be pleased to do that, but I do 
want at this time to impress on the House that this discussion 
here to-day shows the folly of this system of printing public 
documents and storing them in the vaults of this Capitol and 
in adjoining buildings, when the people to whom they are cred- 
ited do not want them, and when under the other system not a 
dollar of waste printing would be done at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] for a question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen- 
tleman for his courtesy, and I desire to say my inquiry was 
merely to obtain information, and particularly upon this ques- 
tion. We could not hear the discussion, and hence several of 
the Members in this vicinity desired me to ask whether our 
understanding of this resolution is correct, that the Members 
will haye thirty days in which to ask for and distribute their 
allotted portion of the documents? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is correct. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is the first proposition. 
The second is that after thirty days these documents that still 
remain will be subject to the call of the first Member making 
application? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the form in which the resolution is 
reported. I will state to the gentleman that an amendment will 
be offered, which I sha accept, in order to prevent any pos- 
sibility of sharp practice, though I do not think any such need 
be apprehended, that in case the orders are in excess of the 
amount on hand, they shall be distributed pro rata among the 
orders coming in within the first ten days. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That would seem to be a fair 
way of doing it. 

Mr. PERKINS. That would seem to be equitable. That 
amendment will be offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Kerrer], and I shall accept it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. When would the orders come 
in and when might the application be credited? 

Mr. PERKINS. The orders would come in after the expira- 
tion of the first thirty days of distribution by Members. The 
resolution then provides that the folding room or the Doorkeeper 
shall prepare a new list, showing the documents then on hand 
which have not been distributed under the orders of Members. 
That list shall be furnished to Members, and the time for their 
orders under the second provision will begin on the furnishing 
of that list, and under this amendment, if more orders are re- 
ceived and can be filled, the distribution will be pro rata among 
those sending in their orders during the first ten days. Those 
who neglect to send in their orders during the first ten days, 
I think the gentleman will agree with me, could hardly have 
any cause for complaint. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would the order be credited 
as of to-day or as of after the thirty days? 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the amendment, the order can only 
be credited after the expiration of the thirty days. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, the first come the first 
served within the ten days. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not the first come the first served, but they 
will be distributed pro rata among those who come within ten 
days. Those who come within ten days will be the first served. 
Those who neglect longer than that may be deemed to have 
waived their right. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
not to meet a difficulty that may arise from sharp practice, but 


one that may arise in good faith among Members having orders 
for the same document. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 2, page 2, of the resolution the words: 

“ But in case a number of Members file within the first ten days after 
the said thirty days orders for a particular document in excess of the 
number on hand, then they shall be apportioned pro rata among the 
Members filing such orders as nearly as possible.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire ¢o ask the gentleman 
whether the words “ pro rata” are not unfortunate? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; exactly right. 5 

Mr. WANGER. Ought not each Member who desired it to 
have a chance at least to get one copy of the particular docu- 
ment? One Member might ask for ten copies of the particular 
document and another Member only ask for two, 

Mr. KEIFER. Several Members might each file orders for 
ten, but if only one file, then a Member could certainly get one 
document. 

Mr. PERKINS. He surely could get one. There is no objec- 
tion to the amendment, 

Mr. OLMSTED rose. í 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether this was a unanimous report? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And this is a list of uncalled-for and pre- 
sumably worthless documents? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I notice among them the minority report 
filed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] on the tariff 
bill and the entire issue of 10,000 appears in this list of worth- 
less and uncalled-for documents. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Missouri filed no 
minority report in reference to this resolution. Mr. Speaker, I 
now ask for a vote upon the resolution. f 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
me some time? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman has an hour, because 
he has been recognized after he lost the floor by yielding to 
an amendment, but having been recognized again he has an 
hour. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] has referred to the fact that it appears 
from this list there are 10,000 copies of the minority report on 
the Payne bill uncalled for—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. And worthless. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Uncalled for in the document room. I 
wish to call myself as a witness, Mr. Speaker, to the fact that 
I distributed some of the minority reports on the Payne bill, 
and evidently there is an incorrect statement in this report as 
to the number. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think those which the gentleman from 
New York sent out were returned. * 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania to contain himself in patience and permit me to con- 
tinue in my brief remarks. Prior to the last session of Con- 
gress it had been the practice to print the majority and minority 
reports on tariff bills in one document; but evidently in the 
last session of Congress there was a special reason why the 
majority preferred that the light and intelligence contained 
in the minority report should not be circulated with the mis- 
leading information contained in the majority report upon that 
bill. But, Mr. Speaker, since the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has taken the care to look over this list of worthless and use- 
less documents, that not only are uncalled for, but that Mem- 
bers refuse to distribute and for which provision is now being 
made to have destroyed or disposed of as useless papers, I have 
gone faithfully over the list and I am surprised at what I find. 

How times change, and how speedily Members take courage, 
Mr. Speaker, in legislative bodies! I find in this list of docu- 
ments to be disposed of as worthless, as documents that are un- 
desired by the public, documents that can not be distributed, 
three particular ones to which I wish to refer at this time, be- 
cause they will illustrate the lines along which Members of the 
other side of the House are thinking. For instance, I find, un- 
disposed of and uncalled for, 86 copies of a report on The 
Fabrics of Ancient Peru. I find 3,524 copies of a report on 
Directions for Destroying Mosquitoes, and I find 6,142 of the 
messages of President Roosevelt in the second session of the 


l ee... ES OT E] 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


599 


Sixtieth Congress; 3,496 copies of President Roosevelt's mes- 
sage to the first session of the Sixtieth Congress; 4,409 copies 
of President Roosevelt's message to the Fifty-ninth Congress; 
2.938 copies of President Roosevelts message to the Fifty- 
eighth Congress; 1,358 copies of President Roosevelt's message 
to the Fifty-seventh Congress; in all, I imagine, about 19,000 
copies of these illuminating and precious documents, so highly 
prized but such a short time ago, and: now to be consigned to 
the wastebasket by a Republican House. This is the manner 
of expressing its appreciation of one who, though absent, can 
not ever be forgotten in this august presence. And I wish, 
Mr. Speaker, to congratulate a Republican. House upon the re- 
gaining of its courage under these peculiar circumstances. I 
recall when I desired to utter illuminating remarks upon sundry 
of these messages, which I thought at the time would be to 
the benefit of that side of the House, that men over there, both 
regulars and insurgents, united in enforcing the previous ques- 
tion to prevent my efforts. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Spenker, I yield three minutes to the 

- gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I regret that the gentleman is so anxious 
to dispose so hastily of this important matter. 

3 PERKINS. I will give the gentleman five minutes more 
e. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I merely wish, to submit that a large pro- 
portion of President Roosevelts messages were distributed. 
It seems a few of them were not. I infer that they were those 
copies that were allotted to the gentleman from New York 
IMr. FITZGERALD] and to some of his colleagues upon that side. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will yield, I will say that 
the purpose of this resolution is simply to get them into the 
hands of the people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to require a special resolution 
on the part of this Congress to force President Rooseyelt’s 
messages into the hands of the people. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I can really appreciate the joy that Members 
on that side of the House must experience in their efforts to 
bring to the attention of the people now the wisdom and recom- 
mendations of President Roosevelt to a Republican Congress, 
which were so shamefully ignored by them in the performance 
of their legislative duty. z 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in view of the 
fact that Democratic presidential messages are such rare docu- 
ments in the history of this country, how does the gentleman 
account for the fact that there are 3,393 messages of Grover 
Cleveland consigned to the wastebasket under this resolution? 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I suppose at the time these 
messages were printed some Democrats in this House might 
have entertained the same sincere affection for the late lamented 
and now universally respected Grover Cleveland that I know 
Members on that side of the House have recently entertained 
for the absent one in Africa. [Applause and laughter.] I do 
not pretend to account for the actions of the Democrats twenty 
or thirty years ago. Some persons contend that it is all that I 
can do, Mr. Speaker, to satisfactorily account for my own ac- 
tions in these days. [Laughter.] But I wish to emphasize the 
peculiar joy that must be experienced by Republicans at this 
time in proclaiming so publicly to the country that among the 
useless junk and waste paper now clogging up the vaults of the 
Capitol, so as to interfere with the transaction of the public 
business, are more than 18,000 or 19,000 copies of the reeom- 
mendations to a Republican Congress from the lamented Presi- 
dent whose presence in Africa is so pleasing and whose return 
is so much feared. [Laughter.] 

And, Mr. Speaker, if only to help to contribute to the gayety 
of nations, and, if possible, to infuse some backbone and courage 
into those wavering gentlemen who seem to have promised so 
much trouble within the last few hours, but in some miraculous 
manner seem to have been subdued, I should welcome back to 
the shores of our great and happy land this distinguished gen- 
tleman, in the hope that by the time your differences were 
adjusted the people would have had substituted a patriotic, 
intelligent, able; and discriminating: Democratic administration, 
serving the peeple well, rather than attempting to serve the 
great proteeted interests, under the pretense of working out the 
destiny of this country under Republican auspices. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that on this list there are other 
publie documents equally interesting and equally valuable. 
I am inclined to think, however, that rather than have those 
Roosevelt messages sold as waste paper, when the list is printed 


and I find that Republican Members have failed to avail them- 
Selves of the opportunity to distribute them, I shall call for the 
entire number; not particularly for circulation in my own dis- 
trict, but for circulation as Democratic campaign documents in 
certain districts that I know would welcome them, districts that 
are now represented in this House by those either proclaiming 
or pretending to be Republicans, [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr: OLMSTED]. . 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, there has never been a Presi 
dent of the United States whose messages were waited for 
with. more eagerness or read with greater interest than the 
messages of Theodore Roosevelt. It is not surprising, how- 
ever, that a few of the copies which were allotted to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] and other Members 
upon the Democratic side of the House were not distributed, 
but remain in the folding room to this day. But, Mr. Speaker, 
it is a matter of great amazement that the minority report on 
the Payne tariff bill, prepared with such elaborateness and such 
great pains by the ranking minority member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], 
my distinguished friend, who is not here to-day, of which there 
were 10,000 copies printed, it is amazing to me that of that 
famous campaign document, which we were told so fully exposed 
the iniquities of the Payne tariff bill and was to revolutionize 
matters and give the control of this House in the next Congress 
to our Democratic friends, not a single copy was, upon reflec- 
tion, found worthy to be sent out as a campaign document. 
[Langhter on the Republican side.] And to-day we have the 
singular spectacle of the present chairman of the Democratic 
congressional committee, himself a minority member of this 
select committee, joining in this report to consign these 10,000 
Democratic campaign documents to the wastebasket. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
IMr. Frrzcmratp]}] seems to have a trepidation of heart because 
the Roosevelt messages were not all distributed. Let me re- 
mind the gentleman that one of the purposes of this resolution 
is to permit the distribution of both thé Roosevelt messages 
and the Cleveland messages. They now lie in the folding 
room, I yenture to say, to the credit of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] and his colleagues on that side of 
the House, who are equally afraid to send out the Roosevelt 
messages and the Cleveland messages. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] They have had no President's messages in 
half a century that they dared send to their constituents. This 
side of the House availed ourselyes of the privilege of sending 
out the Cleveland messages when Cleveland was President. We 
availed ourselves of the privilege of sending out the Roosevelt 
messages when Roosevelt was President, but that side of the 
House, afraid that they might convert their own constituencies 
in either case against Democracy, have left their documents in 
the folding room, useless and wasteful so long as they remain 
there, but useful so soon as they are placed to the credit of men 
who will send them to intelligent constituencies. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman himself stated the valu- 
able documents in this list, and he omitted to enumerate the 
Roosevelt messages. è 

Mr; MANN. That would have been supererogation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think sufficient time has been 
occupied to promote the gayety of nations and the information 
of the House. 

L offer an amendment, after the word “are,” in line 15, 
on page 1, to insert the word “thereafter.” That is to avoid 
a possible ambiguity in the resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker; do L understand that my amend- 
ment has been disposed of? : 

The SPEAKER. The first vote will be taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 15, after the word are,“ insert the word “ thereafter.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed’ to. 

Mr. PERKINS: Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer a further amend- 
ment, at the request of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Daw- 
son], in order that I may not yield the floor; that on page 6 
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of the resolution the words “Allison, 3,500,” be stricken from 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. I will suggest that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see asked to have the Bate eulogies stricken out also. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer a further amend- 
ment, on the same page, that the words “Bate, 1,408,” be 
stricken from the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, strike out the line “ Bate, 1,408.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.. PERKINS. I now ask for a yote on the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Perkins, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of his clerks, 
who also announced that on the dates given below the President 
had approved joint resolutions and a bill, as follows: 

On December 20, 1909: 

H. J. Res. 84. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1909, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

On January 7, 1910: 

H. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution authorizing a portion of the 
appropriation made for the improvement of Tennessee River to 
be applied to work at the Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals Canal; 
and 

H. R. 14565. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” approved January 9, 1909. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed Senate joint resolutions 
of the following titles and also Senate concurrent resolutions 
Nos. 19 and 21, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

S. J. Res. 55. Authorizing the postponement of the Fifteenth 
International Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 

S. J. Res. 56. Authorizing the President of the United States 
to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth Interna- 
tional Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 

Senate concurrent resolution 19. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the thanks of Corgress be presented to the State of Indiana for 
providing the staue of Gen, Lewis Wallace, a citizen of Indiana, distin- 
guished as a soldier, diplomat, and author; and be it further 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted and placed in the National 
Statuar Hall in the Capitol, and that a copy of these resolutions, duly 
authenticated, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Indiana. 


Senate concurrent resolution 21. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). 
That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
a further and supplemental examination to be made of Cape Lookout, 
North Carolina, provided for in the river and harbor act of March 3, 
1909, with a view to determine its relative advantage and value as a 
site for a harbor of 2 for coastwise and deep-draft vessels as com- 
pared with other localities on the coast of North Carolina, especially 
the harbors of Beaufort, Southport, or Cape Fear, and Ca Hatteras, 
and to submit the results of such 5 e with estimates 
of cost, to Congress at the earliest date practicable. : 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the censideration of the fortification appro- 
priation bill, and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be limited to two hours, one hour to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] and 
one hour by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, pending his mo- 
tion, asks unanimous consent that general debate upon this bill 
in Committee of the Whole be limited to two hours, one hour 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa and one hour by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Smirx of Iowa was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolyed itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. DIEKEMA in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
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bill H. R. 17500, the fortification appropriation bill. The Clerk 
will read the bill. t 
» The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17500) making appropriations for fortifications and 


other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.) The Chair hears 
none, : 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, while the time for gen- 
eral debate has been agreed on as two hours, I want to say that 
it is not my expectation that more than five or ten minutes will 
be consumed on this side of the House, and Members therefore 
should be advised that the bill will be read under the five- 
minute rule probably within the next hour. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, provides for an appropriation of 
$5,617,200. That is in round numbers $1,100,000 below the esti- 
mates. The estimates for this year are the lowest in twenty 
years, and the bill now pending before the committee is the 
lowest, with two exceptions, in fifteen years. With this state- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is nec- 
essary to make any statement supplementing that contained in 
the report as to the character of this bill. The items carried in 
it make a total of $5,617,200. Of this sum there is to be ex- 
pended in the Philippines and Hawaiian Islands the sum of 
$2,689,300. We have heretofore expended for forfifications in 
the Philippines and Hawaii $8,146,262, and in the Hawaiian 
Islands $3,165,560. 

This bill carries authorization for work that practically com- 
pletes the scheme of fortification for the Philippine Islands. It 
will be necessary to appropriate for some of the accessories in the 
way of searchlights and fire control and other incidentals to the 
plan, but the authorization in this bill completes, as I have just 
stated, the general scheme of fortification for the Philippines. 

As to the Hawaiian Islands, that plan is practically complete, 
with the exception of a few guns to protect the mine -fields 
when Pearl Harbor is actually opened as a harbor. 

We have expended, all told, for fortifications since 1884 about 
the sum of $133,000,000, covering the entire seacoast defense of 
the United States and its dependencies, and this bill represents 
the smallest sum total that has been appropriated for several 
years past. In the judgment of the committee it carries only 
such items as are necessarily demanded if we are to make that 
progress that we should in the fortification of our country. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has any estimate ever been made of the 
amount expended by the Government for fortifications prior to 
1884, and could the gentleman give that amount? i 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have not that amount at hand. It has 
been very small. I am unable to answer the gentleman offhand, 
but prior to 1884 there was no general scheme of any magni- 
tude looking to fortifications. Therefore I took that as a start- 
ing point for the statement of the total expenditures, which 
amounts, roughly, to $133,000,000 in the past. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BORLAND]. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, the House is now engaged in 
the consideration of these great appropriation bills apportioning 
the reyenues of the Government to the various needs of the Na- 
tion. Those needs have already become so numerous and the de- 
mands on the revenues so large, that it is a problem of constantly 
increasing difficulty how to provide the necessary means without 
undue taxation of the people. Even if there were no charges 
of extravagance to be laid at the door of the Republican ad- 
ministration, the problem would be serious enough, but with 
the career of extravagance in the last few years, and in the 
last Republican administration, the problem has become one of 
increasing difficulty and the responsibility that the Members of 
this House ought to feel and the responsibility to which they 
will be held by the people of the country has vastly increased. 

I believe that this is an appropriate time, Mr. Chairman, to 
bring before the House some views on the question of the 
equality of taxation and the honesty and fairness of some of 
the Goyernment’s expenditures. The annual message of the 
President to this session of Congress is full of recommendations 
of economy. -It confesses without any palliation or excuse the 
charge of extravagance. It acknowledges frankly the danger 
of the deficit. It, by inference, even confesses the failure up 
to the present time of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law as a pro- 
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ducer of revenue to reduce the deficit. We are relieved there- 
fore from the necessity of emphasizing that condition of affairs. 

But in face of all of this, in the face of the known condition 
of the Treasury, in the face of very urgent need for reform 
and retrenchment, in the face of the cutting down of each one 
of these great appropriation bills to their minimum of author- 
ized work, there is one feature of the President’s message which 
fell with distinct shock upon not only the Democrats, but many 
Republicans of this House, and certainly upon the people gen- 
erally in the country. He advocates that we now enter upon a 
further career of extravagance by beginning the payment of 
ship subsidies to encourage or build up the American marine. 
He does not attempt to hide the word “subsidy” under any 
other form of language. The President calls these things subsi- 
dies, and I call them subsidies. There is no question in the 
mind of any man in this House that the payment of any un- 
earned profits to private persons or to a private corporation is a 
subsidy, no matter what the pretense may be that in some indi- 
rect way it may be beneficial to the community at large. If 
the purpose of that payment is to make the business of a private 
corporation profitable, it is a subsidy, no matter under what 
guise of language it may be concealed. I know that it has be- 
come very fashionable of late, since the repeated defeat of 
these subsidy bills in this House and since the marked disap- 
proval with which they have been received by the country, 
daintily to avoid the use of the word “ subsidy” and to use in 
its place the word subvention, or mail contract, or something 
else. But in the last analysis they are subsidies, and the Presi- 
dent is entitled to the full measure of credit for honestly ex- 
pressing. the view. 

The subsidy that we are going to be called upon to consider 
is concealed in an ocean-mail bill, similar in every important 
respect to the ocean-mail bill defeated by the last Congress. 
It attempts to impose the expense of these subsidies upon the 
postal department. Concretely stated, it is to add 100 per cent 
to the price now paid slow vessels for carrying the American 
mail to foreign ports. : 

It takes the form of an amendment to the ocean-mail act of 
1891, which authorized the Postmaster-General to make con- 
tracts for carrying the mails in American ships and to pay as 
compensation for such carriage, for the outward voyage, at the 
rate of $4 per mile for vessels of the first class, $2 per mile for 
vessels of the second class, $1 per mile for vessels of the third 
class, and 663 cents per mile for vessels of the fourth class. 
Vessels of the first class must have a capacity of not less than 
8,000 tons and be capable of making a speed in ordinary weather 
of 20 knots an hour; those of the second class, a capacity of 
5,000 tons and a speed of 16 knots an hour; those of the third 
class 14 knots, and those of the fourth class 12 knots an hour. 

The amendment would abolish the distinction between vessels 
of the first and second classes and between the vessels of the 
second and third classes, and authorize the payment of $4 per 
mile for 16-knot ships and $2 per mile for 14-knot ships. The 
compensation for fast ships is not raised. 

This follows out & recommendation of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. In the report of that officer some incidental arguments 
are brought forward about the increase of the number of Ameri- 
can lines to South American and oriental ports, It is not there 
said that there is a demand for an increase on those lines, but 
that the mails in this particular ought to be carried under the 
American flag. But such argument, even in the annual report 
of the Postmaster-General, is incidental, and is entirely over- 
shadowed by the argument in favor of the indirect benefit sup- 
posed to result from the subsidy. The two arguments most 
strongly urged for this measure are utterly foreign to the 
postal service. 

One is that it would encourage commerce with foreign coun- 
tries, and the other that it would provide auxiliary ships for 
the navy. As to the encouragement of commerce I shall here- 
after speak more in detail. As to providing auxiliary ships for 
the navy I prefer to quote the opinion of a gentleman who has 
made a special investigation of this subject and whose views I 
believe to be sound. Representative STEENERSON, of Minnesota, 
a Republican member of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, in discussing the ocean mail bill in the Sixtieth Con- 
gress, said on March 20, 1909: 


So far as furnishing moug ships to the navy is concerned, the 
ships here contemplated are utterly useless, notwithstanding the elo- 
quent plea of the tleman from Alabama. These sipe are slow 
ships. They would overtaken by the enemy. They could not follow 
our naval sbips. Our battle ships have a speed of 17 to 21 knots 
an hoze. Why, the ships of which the tleman speaks that Japan 
has in the Pacific Ocean, her new ones, have a s of 25 knots an 
hour and a cargo pea of 16,000 tons. If we loaded these ships 
mn cog!, they would be overtaken, and we would be supplying coal 
@ the enemy. 
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I have consulted naval authorities, and 2 tell me that these ships 
would be worse than nothing as auxiliaries to the navy. If we want 
— 2 auxiliary to the 3 we must have fast ships like the Lusitania 

the ships that the British Government is encouraging upon the 
seas. So that all of these reasons utterly fail. 

So that when we tear the mask of jingoism from this ocean 
mail bill it becomes pure and simple a question of making 
the business of a private company profitable. There are those 
of us who believe—and they are not confined to this side of 
the House—that if we enter upon this practice of appropriating 
public money to make profitable the business of a private com- 
pany, it means a loot of the Public Treasury such as has never 
been before experienced in the history of this country. This 
particular bill now before Congress is sugar coated, not only 
by the proposition to make free ships above a certain tonnage, 
but sugar coated further by the proposition to limit the amount 
of subsidy to the probable revenue of the ocean mail business. 

But does any man here believe that if the camel once gets 
his head under the tent he would stop there and that we would 
not seon have the whole camel under the tent? Did any pri- 
yate corporation or individual ever get a claim against the 
Federal Government under any kind of a pretense that he has 
rendered the service therefor that there was not a constant 
struggle thereafter to increase the amount, backed by the pow- 
erful pressure of private interest? We would only begin the 
career of subsidizing ships, the end of which no man of this 
House can foresee. The President says: 

The profits on foreign mails are perhaps a sufficient measure of the 
expenditures which t first be tentatively applied to this method 
of inducing American capital to undertake the establishment of Ameri- 
can lines of steamships. 

What does he mean by “tentatively applied,” if he does not 
mean if this scheme succeeds the Treasury door is wide open 
to these steamship companies? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If, as the gentlemen on that 
side of the House have been predicting constantly, the Demo- 
cratic party is to be in power hereafter, what possible danger 
can there be to the United States Treasury from this or any 
other source? 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman guarantee the eer- 
tainty of that prediction? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I would dislike very much to 
guarantee the certainty of that prediction. 

Mr. BORLAND. The prohibition of the Federal Constitution 
against an appropriation of public money to a private cor- 
poration would remain, and the time to call the attention of 
Members in the House to it, whether it be done by Republicans 
or Democrats, is at the time the act is proposed to be done. 

Now, there is another danger besides the opening to the cor- 
rupt looting of the Treasury by means of this subsidy plan. 
It is proposed to expend this money through the Postal Depart- 
ment. The Postal Department has no jurisdiction or control 
over the objects that are supposed ultimately to be benefited 
by the expenditure of the money. 

The very fact that the department which has charge of spend- 
ing the money has no jurisdiction over the objects supposed 
to be benefited is always an opportunity for corruption and ex- 
travagance and bears the brand of false statesmanship. It is 
high time for the American people to put the seal of their dis- 
approval on all subterfuges, tricks, and devices which make it 
difficult and sometimes impossible to trace the connection be- 
tween the spending of public money and the result which is 
supposed to be attained thereby. 

The people are getting very tired of being constantly be- 
foggled and bewildered in this twilight zone of sophistry and 
debate as to how much of the public money actually is expended 
for the public good and how much of it goes into private pock- 
ets. It is high time that the people knew how much tax they 
paid and what they paid it for. They should demand a direct 
system of taxation and a direct responsibility for the expendi-. 
ture of public money. The worst thing about all of these sub- 
terfuges and dark-lantern methods is that they encourage, and 
are designed to encourage, a belief that the Federal Treasury 
is a vast prize package and that every man stands a chance of 
winning a prize without it costing him anything. 

The truth is that the prizes are distributed only to favorite 
corporations, while millions of American citizens bear an ever- 
increasing burden of taxation. 

But imposing this expense upon the postal department at the 
present time will have another effect. It will increase the 
postal deficit in an undue and improper manner. The annual 
report of the Postmaster-General and the message of the Presi- 
dent both speak of this postal deficit as a thing which should. 
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not exist. The Postmaster-General says that at one time the 
Post-Office Department was self-supporting, and that it should 
be so again. He traces the loss in the postal department chiefly 
to the carriage of newspapers and magazines as second-class 
matter and to the extension of the rural free delivery. He 
advocates a curtailment of both of these privileges. The Presi- 
dent indorses his recommendations, Is it not strange that in 
the same message he can advocate the payment of ocean mail 
subsidies to slow vessels? 

I do not speak now of a mere question of consistency, which 
is said to be the bane of small minds, but of a broad question 
of policy, if not of common honesty. The President avers that 
the average cost of transportation of second-class matter is 
more than 9 cents a pound, and that this causes a deficit in the 
postal department of $63,000,000 a year. In commenting there- 
on he says; 

en Govern- 
e e u ee T fr 
cals. 

If it really costs 9 cents a pound to transport second-class 
mail matter when the cost of transporting first-class express 
matter is only 24 cents a pound, this looks very much like a 
grave indictment of the entire postal service. If there is any 
subsidy here, it is a matter of serious doubt in the minds of 
many of us whether it is the magazines or the railroads that 
are being subsidized. And if the President insists that this is 
a subsidy to the magazines, what will he say about the expense 
of maintaining the rural free deliveries? Is this a subsidy to 
the farmer? The truth is, the whole point of view is wrong; 
not only wrong, but disastrous to all good government. There 
is no subsidy about it, and there ought to be none. 

If there were any subsidy about it, every American citizen 
would have the same right to a subsidy and nobody would be 
left to pay taxes. 

If the postal service must be curtailed to make room for this 
ship subsidy, it is easy to see where the blow will fall. The 
President says that it ought not to fall upon the great metro- 
politan dailies of the country. I am satisfied that it will not 
fall upon them, as politically they always are able and ought 
to be able to take care of themselves. It will fall on the multi- 
tude of weekly papers of small circulation and on magazines, 
literary, religious, technical, and trade journals of a nonpoliti- 
cal and educational character. The blow also will fall upon 
the farmers by discouraging the further extension of free de- 
livery. 

The Post-Office Department, in the pursuit of its proper duty 
of spreading intelligence widely and promptly among the peo- 
ple, is not expected to pay a profit nor to be self-supporting any 
more than the Department of Agriculture or the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. The American people demand the con- 
stant extension and improvement of the postal service, as they 
demand the constant extension of the activities of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and the honest cost of such service is not 
a deficit any more than the support of the army is a deficit, or 
the pay of the courts. That these attacks upon the rural free 
deliyery and the circulation of the magazines are direct out- 
growths of the ship subsidy is shown by an article in a pam- 
phlet called “Stars and Stripes,” issued by the Merchants’ 
Marine League of Seattle, in December, 1909. This article is 
headed “ Sixty-three million dollar subsidy for newspapers and 
periodicals.” I quote from it as follows: 


While American shipping interests are kn 
gress, asking for 
of this country from total destruction o 
ment is paying. Da enormous subsidy of 3 $88,000,000 


magazines, and odicals. — * pping aska a there always is 
s3 loud cry adeng the pis the merchant marine, 10 
yet scarcely a word o pi Bes: = made against the special privileges 


granted to the publishers of this country. 


Mr. FASSETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will. 

Mr. FASSETT. It would be interesting if the gentleman 
would take time to define just what he means by the word 
“ subsidy.” 

Mr. BORLAND. I thought I did that for the gentleman. I 
believe that subsidy is the payment of any unearned profits to 
any private individual out of the Public Treasury. 

Mr. FASSETT. Must it necessarily be a private individual? 

Mr. BORLAND. It could not be anybody else than a private 
individual or corporation. Any payment to an individual or 
corporation which is not an honest return for services rendered 
for that payment to the Government is a subsidy. 

Mr. FASSETT. Would the gentleman apply that to the 
reclamation of arid lands? 

Mr. BORLAND. No; nor to the building of fortifications, 
nor to the deficit in the postal department, I will say further. 
There is no deficit in the postal department and no subsidy in 


the postal department, unless the fact that 9 cents a pound 
is paid for second-class mail matter when 2} cents a pound is 
the price paid for first-class express matter is a subsidy to the 
railroads, Unless that is a subsidy there, there is no subsidy 
in the postal department. 

Mr. FASSETT. Will the gentleman permit me? I should 
like to call his attention to the fact that the total amount paid 
to the railroads is about $46,000,000, so that if the railroads 
carried all the mails free there would still be a deficit of about 
$20,000,000. 

Mr. BORLAND. But that does not explain the difference in 
the price of mall matter and express matter. I say if that 
statement is true, and I assume it is true, that 9 cents a pound 
is paid for second-class mail matter, that is an indictment of the 
whole postal service. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There never has been any pretense 
that there was 9 cents paid to the railroads for mail matter. 
Comparison has constantly been made recently between the 
total cost of hauling the mails and the pay of the railway mail 
clerks—in connection with this second-class matter—with ex- 
press rates. 

Everybody knows that this 9 cents includes the pay of all the 
railway mail clerks in the United States service, in connection 
with second-class matter, and many other charges. 

Mr. BORLAND, I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he well understands me. The President says that there is a 
$63,000,000 subsidy paid to the publishers. I say there is no 
subsidy in the postal department; and if there is, it is an 
indictment of the postal department. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; but the gentleman says that cer- 
tain figures are true as to what the railroads charge the express 
companies, and then, instead of comparing what the railroads 
charge the Government with what they charge the express com- 
panies, the gentleman compares the whole cost of the postal 
service, including the railway mail clerks, with the charge made 
to the express companies by the railroads, Now, I do not 
claim to know that we are not paying too much to the rail- 
roads, understand me, but I do say that the system of compari- 

m of the total cost of the railway mail clerks and all other 

tures of the postal service with the mere charge for cartage 
to the express companies is not a fair comparison, and every- 
body ought to see it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman believe, then, that if it 
be true that there are subsidies paid by the postal department 
to publishers or the railroads, that that is an argument in favor 
of the payment of subsidies to everyb else? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; but I ply submit that when 
gentlemen discuss the question of a relative charge made by the 
railroads to the express companies and to the Government, they 
ought to compare those items, and not compare what we pay 
the railroads, added to what we pay the railway mail clerks, 
and every other expense of the Government, besides the cartage. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman know the price per 
pound paid to the railroads? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is not a fixed price per pound. It 
is not so arranged in the law as that you can give it with cer- 
tainty. It is so much per car, and so forth. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman does not dispute, as I read- 
ily see, the figures given us as to the cost of express matter, or 
the cost of mail matter, neither of which figures I am giving on 
my own authority. Nor is the gentleman informed as to what 
are the correct figures. But whether these figures be correct or 
incorrect, if we eliminate the comparison with the express mat- 
ter, it still remains true that the payment of a subsidy to any- 
body in the postal service would be an indictment of the postal 
service, and would not justify an extension of the subsidy prin- 
ciple, and yet it is so used in both the argument of the Presi- 
dent and of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GRONNA. In considering the question of cost per pound, 
did you figure that the railroads are paying so much a mile 
per car? 

Mr. BORLAND. I am not figuring the cost per pound; I am 
taking the message of the President of the United States, which 
says that the average cost of transportation of this matter is 
more than 9 cents a pound. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does not say that that is paid to 
the railroads, though. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am reading what he does say, if the gen- 
tleman will excuse me. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This fallacy has been talked about so 
much in the newspapers that it is time somebody called atten- 
tion to the fact that he does not say so. 
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Mr. BORLAND. Further, he says that there is a subsidy 
paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. 

Mr. BORLAND. He says: 


The figures given are startling, and show the payment by the Gov- 


I do not question that he says that. 


ernment of an enormous subsidy to the newspapers, magazines, and 
periodicals, and Congress may well consider whether radical steps 
should not be taken to reduce the deficit in the Post-Office Department 
caused by this discrepancy between the actual cost of transportation 
and the compensation exacted therefor. 

Mr. GRONNA. I am asking my question in good faith. I 
wanted to know if the gentleman, in figuring the cost of car- 
rying this mail, took into consideration the cost per mile per 
car, and then the salaries paid to the mail clerks, and all other 
incidental expenses which the Government has to pay to carry 
on this work? That would be taking it from the President's 
standpoint. 

Mr. BORLAND. I believe I have answered that question, 
but I will say again, once for all, that I have not figured out 
the relative cost of the postal service, and do not profess to 
have done so, but am discussing the argument of the President 
that there is therein a subsidy to somebody; he says, the pub- 
lishers of the newspapers, magazines, and periodicals. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the gentleman from Missouri will 
pardon me, I want to say to the gentleman from North Dakota 
that I do not think that the data is yet in existence which 
would answer the question of the gentleman. Being a member 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I think that 
that information will probably be before the House a little 
later, showing the total cost of the carrying of mails in the 
United States per mile. While I have not been in the commit- 
tee for the last few days, I know that the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General agreed to furnish that information to the com- 
mittee, and it will soon be published in the hearings of the 
committee. 

Mr. BORLAND. I thank the gentleman, 

Mr. FASSETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. FASSETT. That there can be no misunderstanding of 
the gentleman, I understand his position to be, not whether 
this thing or the other thing is a subsidy, but that wherever a 
subsidy exists it is wrong? 

Mr. BORLAND. Undoubtedly. Now, I deny that there is a 
subsidy in the loss on rural free delivery. I deny that there is 
a subsidy necessarily in the fact that the carriage of second- 
class mail matter exceeds the postage collected for it. There is 
no more subsidy and no more deficit in the postal department 
in carrying out the views of this House and the Nation at large 
in installing proper conyeniences for transporting intelligence 
widely and quickly over this country than there is a subsidy 
in establishing a Department of Agriculture or a Department 
of Commerce and Labor. There is no more reason why the 
Post-Office Department should be held to pay a profit to the 
Government, or that it should be run without loss, than that 
the Department of Agriculture should be run without loss. If 
the American people demand an extension of that kind of 
service, if they believe that rural free delivery has produced 
splendid results, if they believe that the spread of intelligence is 
of value to a free government, if they believe from the results 
that the liberality of second-class mail matter has been justi- 
fied, then there is no more subsidy in that than there is con- 
structing fortifications or in maintaining the army. 

Mr. FASSETT. Will the gentleman state what he considers 
a justification for the expenditures for fortifications and for 
second-class mail matter? What constitutes the justification for 
expending beyond the income? 

Mr. BORLAND. That would, as the gentleman readily sees, 
unduly widen the discussion. 

Mr. FASSETT. Well, bring it down to meet the question. 

Mr. BORLAND. It is undoubtedly within the discretion of 
this House, as representing the people, to say what would con- 
stitute a justification for the expense of fortifications and for the 
army, but the problem is not solved by the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. FASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman, fur- 
ther, why it is not just as legitimate to pay more than it costs 
to take mails to South America as it is to pay more than it 
costs to take them to Arizona or any part of the country? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from Missouri yield to me, in order that I may answer the gen- 
tleman’s question? 

Mr. BORLAND. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FASSETT. I want a bill of particulars. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I saw a statement re- 
cently in a newspaper that under the subsidy that was passed 


at the closing hours of the Fifty-ninth session of Congress— 
there is a line running from New York to Mexico or the west 
coast of South America, the Ward Line, which took advantage 
of that, and last year it carried about 1,900 pounds of mail, 
for which it received $250,000 in the nature of a subsidy by the 
Government. 

Mr. FASSETT. That is a quantitative answer and not a 
qualitative one. The gentleman is going to measure right and 
wrong by dollars and cents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. FASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish there was some way 
to give the gentleman the time that I have consumed out of his 
time. I ask unanimous consent that he may proceed 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has been fixed by the House. 
The time is in the control of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Sutru!] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. How much additional time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. BORLAND. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes, 
with the understanding that no more time is to be asked at the 
end of that time. 

Mr. FASSETT. I wish the gentleman would take about five 
of that and give us a bill of particulars. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New 
York will allow me briefly to answer his question, without con- 
fusing this argument with other issues, I will do so. The rea- 
son I say there is a distinction between the price paid for the 
carriage of second-class mail in the United States and the es- 
tablishment of a line to a South American port is that, if the 
mail in this country is carried for all American citizens at the 
lowest price by railroad that it can be carried and still results 
in a loss to the Government because we demand a low rate of 
postage, the subsidy then is to the reading and thinking and 
writing people of the United States; but if the question of the 
postage paid on foreign mail has no relation to the price paid 
the steamship company that you have it carried by, there is a 
subsidy ; and if the mail is now carried more cheaply than you 
propose to carry it, and you propose to have it carried by an- 
other company, not for the purpose of increasing the mail 
facilities, but for the purpose of providing auxiliary ships to 
the navy, you are saddling an improper expense upon the postal 
department. That is a complete answer, I take it, to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, and I would like now to 
proceed in the balance of my time with other matters. 

Mr. Chairman, we are startled, as I say, that this should 
be imposed upon the Postal Department, but the merits of the 
scheme are not solyed by the question of where it should be 
imposed. If it is imposed on the Postal Department because 
it is believed if it is done directly it would be unconstitutional, 
then the whole scheme should fall. If the imposition on the 
Postal Department is a subterfuge, as I believe it is, to obtain 
a subsidy which could not be obtained directly under the Fed- 
eral Constitution, then it ought to fall. 

There is not a man on this floor who is not ardently in favor 
of restoring the American merchant marine to the position 
which it held before the era of high tariff. But there is room 
for a very decided difference of opinion as to how these results 
ean be accomplished and how it ought to be accomplished in 
justice to the people who have to pay the taxes. So far, this 
House and the country have been decidedly of the opinion that 
the payment of subsidies to certain steamship companies is 
neither wise nor honest. The fact that there is a powerful 
organization, with an apparently unlimited command of brains 
and money actively engaged in artificially creating the appear- 
ance of a public demand for a ship subsidy, is strong evidence 
that private interests will be the direct beneficiaries of such a 
scheme. There never has before been so much money spent 
to preach jingoism or to educate the American people in patri- 
otism. Many of the methods used are highly objectionable. 

There is published in Cleveland, Ohio, a pamphlet bearing the 
honored name of the American Flag, whose methods have been 
to bulldoze and threaten Members of Congress whose views on 
such a ship subsidy did not suit the organization. The amount 
of misinformation and false statistics spread by this pamphlet 
and the thoroughness with which the organization has gone 
about its, task is appalling to friends of free government. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gen- 
tleman to tell whether he is in fayor of carrying that magazine 
at 9 loss. 

Mv. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
that I had a discussion with the editor or pretended editor 
of that magazine on that very question, and he, perhaps not 
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liking my position, said that he would expose me in his maga- 
zine, and I take it that he will do so us he has done with 
others. I might refer in passing to the letters that passed 
between us: 


THE MERCHANT MARINE LEAGUE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Cleveland, Ohio, November 19, 1909. 
Hon. WILLILAM P. BORLAND, 


ö Kansas City, Mo. 

Dear Sın: The mail to-day bring us the envelope of the American 
Flag, the oficial bulletin of the Merchant Marine League of the United 
es, marked. Mr. Borland refuses to a t. Return to sender.” 
We wish to understand definitely if this your attitude in regard 


to our publication. 

Kindly let us hear from you, as the next issue of the American 
Flag is about dae, and if it has been your desire to insult us, we wish 
= — 5 ou the respects of this organization in the columns of our 
pu cation. 

Very trul ours, JOHN M. MAXWELL, 
* ie Editor American Flag. 


— 


KAnsas City, Mo., November 24, 1909. 
JOHN M. MAXWELL, 


Editor American Flag, Cleveland, Ohio. 


Dear Sin: In reply to your letter of November 19, I would say that 
did refuse to receive the last copy of your publication, the American 
ag, and returned it to the post-office. The gener had been coming 

to me gratuitously for some time nnd finally I decided to stop it. 

only way to do so was to return it to the post-office. 

My reason was that second-class mail matter is carried by 
Post-Office Department at a loss, and is intended to embrace publica- 
tions sent to bona fide paid subscribers. I regard it as an a of 
the law to increase still further the postal deficit by flooding the mails 
with publications, sent gratuitously to advance the views or interests 
of any set of men or corporations, and I have refused other publica- 
tions on the same grounds. 

I never have paid for a 5 to your publication. If any one 
else has done so’ for me, I would like to know who did so and why. 
Before I can be made the beneficiary of a gratuity I have a right to 
know who is spending the money, where they got it, and with what 
motive or desi it was contributed. 

While assuming to be a general magazine, 
be mainly, if not wholly, devoted to advocating the payment of subsi- 
dies to steamship companies. It is true that I am opposed to ship 
subsidies on principle and all forms of special Sr by which the 
profits of private corporations are paid by the eral Government. I 
regard them as unconstitutional, unsound, and inherently dishonest, 
and a fruitful source of 888 in our political life. 

I ardently am in favor of building up the merchant marine on sound, 
economic puaa les and without additional burden on the taxpayers of 
this country. would like to see the marine restored to the position 
it held before the era of high tariff, when we were carrying 90 per cent 
of American goods in American ships. I will t advocate n 
plan for that purpose at the next session of ngress. 

I concede to you the right to hold such views as you choose (a right 
which you ap tly do not concede to me) and to circulate them 
any means which the law permits. <A grave suspicion, however, 
cast upon your scheme and its motives by this expenditure of money 
from a mysterious source for the gratuitous circulation of your sheet. 

Who is spending all this money to teach the American people patriot- 
ism? ‘The suspicion is increa: by the lurid red lines at the top of 
your letter head condemning all who op our pet project of paying 
money to private co tions out of the deral Treasury as “ un- 
American” and working for “foreign interests —a piece of political 
claptrap that was worn out years ago from overwork, and only causes 
nausen to thinking people. But the worst suspicion of all is caused 
by your clumsy threat against an elected Representative of the people. 


ou say: 
“ Kindly let us hear from you, as the next issue of the American 
is about due, and if it has been your desire to insult us, we wish 
PU re A sag the respects of this organization in the columns of our 
ublication.” 
x This implies that if I dare exercise an independent judgment on this 
question I must expect the circulation through the mall of your sheet 
containing a hostile criticism or worse. Well, I dare do it, and in the 
vernacular of the West, you can “crack your whip.” I do not expect 
to escape criticism, whether honest or malicious. I will not be Dull- 
dozed into supporting a measure which on — conscience I believe 
means the entering wedge of a corrupt looting of the Federal Treasury. 

There is more than a reasonable doubt on which side the insult lies. 
The arrogance of threat is equaled sny by assumption of the 
name “American ag fox your organ. If I were asked to select a 
name for a publication advocating the payment of public money to 

rivate corporations, I should move to amend the title by striking out 
word rican and inserting the word “ Black.“ 

Who am I insulting by refusing to accept a gratuitous publication? 
The American Flag! I refuse to be put the attitude of insulting 
the American . It is my flag, and 0 „000,000 people, the 
great majority whom, I believe, will not submit to the payment of 
pronis to private corporations out of the National Treasury. The flag 

other enemies than those of us who try, however imperfectly, to 
exercise an honest and unbought judgment on public affairs. 

Now, if you desire to comment on my action, an honest, though per- 
haps an improbable, course will be for you to publish your letter and 


ly. 
zi Wr truly, WX. P. BORLAND, 


In reply I received a letter from another man, not the 
editor, who denied that there was any abuse of the mailing 
privilege, and claimed that full postage was paid on all matter 
sent out. This being so, the postage bill must be enormous, 
and our surprise is increased at the resources at their com- 
mand. Why do not they keep some of that money and sub- 
sidize their own ships? 

What I want to point out as more curious is this. In the let- 
ter from that gentleman he says: 


The American Flag does not, has not, will not, and can not 
point to a single instance where it advocated the payment — id subsidy. 


The 


our publication seems to 


On page 40 of the issue of the American Flag of October 1, 
1909, they say: 

Since free ships are of doubtful value; since a return to the policy 
of discriminatory duties does not appear practicable; since free rae 
is out of the question and, moreover, would not solve the problem; 
since a government built and operated auxiliary naval marine would be 
3 there seems to be but one other solution, to adopt the 
system of other nations—that of maintaining an efficient merchant 
marine by means of mail subventions or subsidies sufficiently liberal 
to overcome difference between the oj merican 


Now, if that man’s statements in the rest of his magazine 
are no more true than his claim that he is not advocating a sub- 
sidy, then his magazine is a misleading publication and circulat- 
ing to the detriment of the postal service of the United States. 

I want to say that when that publication says that the Ameri- 
can flag has disappeared from the ocean it produces another 
one of its characteristic false statements. As a matter of fact, 
the United States is the second maritime power in the world. 

Her merchant marine is exceeded only by that of England. 
This is shown by a quotation from the Chicago Journal of 
Commerce of November 26, 1909. The quotation is: 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

The total shipping of the United States on July 1, 1909, comprised 
25.688 vessels =i 7.388.795 gs tons—a larger tonnage than under any 
foreign flag except the Bri , 18,800,000 tons. 

American shipping is almost wholly in domestic commerce, 


and 6,501,250 tons are enrolled for this purpose, while Ger- 
many's 4,266,000 gross tons are almost wholly, of course, in foreign 


trade. 
for forel trade amounts to only 


American tonnage registered 
887.505 tons, a loss of 000 tons since t year, and much of the 


tonn t registered is permanently laid up. The Great Lakes em- 
ploy Testes! gross tons. R 


It will be observed that the greatest tonnage is found in the 
coastwise trade. It is the foreign-carrying trade that has dis- 
appeared and that decline of the foreign trade has been exactly 
coincident with the rise of the tariff wall. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] No man who has studied the question can 
find any other reason for it. We are asked to enter upon a 
subsidy scheme to restore it; we are told it is the universal 
practice of civilized nations; we are pointed to the example of 
Great Britain, the first maritime power, to Germany and 
France; the trouble is that the Postmaster-General’s figures and 
the American Flag's figures prove too much. 

They prove that England subsidizes only about 5 per cent 
of her vast shipping, and that portion is the fast passenger 
steamers, which do not carry any important part of her com- 
merce. The faster a vessel is, the more space must be devoted 
to fuel, crew, and machinery, and the less is available for 
cargo. The figures also show that France pays more than 
$5,000,000 a year for subsidies and Germany only a little more 
than $2,000,000, whereas the foreign shipping of Germany is 
yastly more than that of France. 

A very grave objection to the subsidy plan is that it directly 
tends to the creation of an ocean-carrying monopoly by limiting 
governmental favors to a few qualified ships. More serious 
charges also have been made. A recent cartoon showed the 
President of the United States in the guise of Santa Claus, with 
an ample bag on his back, labeled “ship subsidy,” descending 
the chimney of the steel trust. 

Now, gentlemen, we have our own views as to the cause of 
the decline of the merchant marine. A return to the sound 
economic principle of reciprocity would induce a revival of our 
foreign trade. We can not expect to sell to our South American 
neighbors unless we buy from them, and we can not buy from 
them unless we reduce the tariff wall. We have tried in my 
district to extend our trade with Mexico and South America. 
We want them to take some of our products, and we want to 
deal with some of the South American Republics by taking 
some of their products, We believe that if we could get their 
products in here and their bank balances here they would 
buy our goods. We are working on a proposition of car- 
riage back and forth by the railroads overland between Kansas 
City and Mexico. But the same principle applies to ocean 
carriage. If American ships could go to South America and 
get a cargo to be sold in the United States they would take 
back with the products of that sale a cargo of American goods. 
You then enter upon a restoration of the American merchant 
marine by sound economic means. Almost the death-bed wish 
of the late lamented William McKinley was that we enter upon 
the principle of reciprocity for restoring our foreign trade. 

The ship-subsidy scheme has been cordially indorsed by all 
the standpatters and advocates of a high protective tariff. It 
is directly in line with the special-privilege idea, and is re- 
garded as an extension of the special-privilege system of goy- 
ernment. By making an ally of another powerful interest it 
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will perpetuate government by special interests. The friends of 
the merchant marine who are opposed to ship subsidies always 
have contended that there should be a return to the doctrine 
of free ships, and that the marine must be restored to a sound 
and profitable basis, not by the creation of an ocean-carrying 
monopoly, but by giving every vessel which could be induced 
to enter the foreign trade an equal advantage in the ports of 
this country. 

The periods of the greatest prosperity of the American mer- 
chant marine were periods when we gave every American ship, 
large or small, which engaged in the foreign trade, the advan- 
tage of discriminatory duties. There is nothing which pre- 
vents a return to this successful system, except the fact that it 
would be an inroad on the sacred principle of the high protect- 
ive tariff. I have had the honor to introduce into this House 
a bill designed to restore the merchant marine, under what I 
believe to be sound economic principles. It is H. R. 14562. It 
provides that on all goods brought into the United States in 
- ships flying the American flag only 75 per cent of the tariff 
duties provided by the Payne-Aldrich law shall be collected. 
There is over $300,000,000 collected in duties each year. As 
about 9 per cent of our carrying trade is in American ships 
there is, roughly speaking, about $30,000,000 of duties collected 
from such cargo. Twenty-five per cent of that would be about 
$7,500,000, which might be carried by American ships, a very 
substantial encouragement to the merchant marine. 

I believe that this plan has many advantages over that of a 
direct subsidy. It clearly is within the constitutional powers 
of the Government and can not be made a ground of objection 
by foreign nations, as every nation has the right to discriminate 
in favor of her own ships or her own citizens. 

It can not be made a precedent for unlimited raids on the 
Public Treasury. It does not increase the burden of the tax- 
payer, but, on the contrary, gives to the American consumer 
some of the benefits from the increase of foreign commerce. 
It does not subsidize empty ships, but makes the amount of 
profit depend upon the exact extent which the vessel contrib- 
utes to the extension of foreign trade. It encourages that 
reciprocity of trade which is the very life of all international 
exchange, 

It can not close a single factory, as the change from pro- 
hibitive duties to sound reciprocity must come so gradually 
as to avoid violent business disturbances. It is a matter of 
doubt how much, if at all, it would decrease the actual revenues 
of the Government, but certainly not to the full amount, as a 
reduction of duties and a stimulus of trade sometimes in- 
creases rather than reduces the revenue. At any rate it is 
fully as well worth trying as the plan of direct subsidy, and cer- 
tainly the results of a failure would not be so disastrous. 

The vital difference between this plan of restoring foreign 
trade and a ship subsidy is that instead of being an entering 
wedge to a raid on the Treasury, it is an entering wedge for 
relief to the overburdened consumer. Instead of being in the 
interest of privilege, it is in the interest of the people. We 
have now arrived, in our political and industrial history, at the 
parting of the ways. The American people will no longer submit 
to a government of privilege, by privilege, and for privilege. 

We might just as well understand that the time has come, in 
the view of the American people, when there are but two par- 
ties—the party of privilege and the party of the people. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] And any system that favors 
the payment of privileges or the extension of the doctrine of 
Government by privileges is a direct encroachment upon the 
rights of the people. This whole subsidy scheme is indorsed, 
recommended, and urged by the standpatters and the priests of 
high protective tariff. 

I have here a letter from the National Association of Manu- 
facturers, giving the resolution which they adopted, and it is 
signed by such splendid lights as James W. Van Cleave. With 
such a recommendation this thing goes before the American 
people. This is a legitimate extension, as the President said 
in his Seattle speech, of the doctrine of protective tariff. If 
we are going to protect manufacturers, the miners, and lumber 
barons, why not protect the steamship companies and make an- 
other ally? Every argument that can be used in regard to the 
payment of subsidies to steamship corporations and as to the 
amount of business they will produce would apply equally well 
to hotels, stores, or any other branch of commerce. Why not 
give encouragement of subsidies to hotels and to shoemakers 
and to lawyers? If we are going to start on the payment of 
subsidies, the latter is as good a place to start as any. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLEY] informs me that he does not desire to use any more 
of his time, Neither do I, and I call for the reading of the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the preservation, and repair of 5 for 


ar Hs 5 no — appropriation available, 8300, 00 

r. COX of Indiana. Mr. 6 out 
Ate last word. I would like if the chairman of the commit‘re 
would give some information upon that paragraph. Under 
8 of classification would an appropriation of this kind 
come 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the general-repair item of the 
entire seacoast defense of continental United States, but when 
we make an appropriation for a special matter, for instance, as 
when the disaster came to Fort St. Philip, we make an appro- 
priation of the amount necessary and fix it, in order to not in- 
crease the general appropriation. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. In other words, this is a blanket ap- 
propriation to cover cases not covered by other appropriations? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is the general-repair item. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase and installation of searchlights for the defenses of our 
most important harbors, $50,000. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Surry] in 
charge of this bill a question about the paragraph which has 
just been read: 

Fer purchase and installation 8 searchlights for the defenses of our 
most important harbors, $50,000. 

I should like to have the 5 tell me, if he can, what 
the committee means by the phrase, most important harbors.” 
Does that mean those harbors near the cities which are greatest 
in population, or those harbors having a great commerce? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would not regard either one as com- 
ing under this definition. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. What do you mean, then, by the “ most im- 
portant harbors?” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would regard the most important 
harbors as those which are most important from the strategic 
point of view, without reference to the population of the city 
or the commerce. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
for his definition. I have been making some inquiry as to the 
state of the defenses at one of the harbors in this country that 
I regard as of very great importance, a harbor that is strate- 
gically important, and therein meets the standard set up by 
the gentleman from Iowa; a harbor that is important because 
of the vastness of its commerce, and that is particularly im- 
portant now because of its undefended situation. 

I have been told by officers connected with the seacoast artil- 
lery that in the harbor of Galveston batteries have been erected 
at a cost of somewhere between $500,000 and $1,000,000. I know 
that barracks are now being erected to accommodate the troops 
that will ultimately be sent there; but I am told also that the 
committee, in its wisdom, while granting these large appropria- 
tions for these big guns and their emplacement, have denied the 
smaller appropriations for what might be called, I suppose, 
the electric features 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Accessories? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Accessories—searchlights and machinery of 
that kind—so that it is impossible to use those guns at night, 
which is the very time they would be most useful, of course. 
I hope that the War Department and the administration, when 
they come to determine what are the most important harbors in 
this country, will have in mind that this city in Texas, rela- 
tively unimportant in population, is one of the very great con- 
tributors to the commerce of the country, next to the great 
city of New York in the value of its exports, helping to pre- 
serve the balance of trade to the people of this country; and 
I hope that hereafter, when there is less pressure against ap- 
propriations, the gentleman will see his way clear and appre- 
ciate it as his duty to provide adequate protection to the coast 
of Texas. Galveston, by the way, is the only place on the 
coast that there is any pretense whatever of protecting by 
fortifications. That policy may be a tribute to the people of 
my State. The gentleman from Iowa may feel that they are 
able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. COX of Indiang. They ordinarily are. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They ordinarily are, as my friend from 
Indiana suggests, but we would like to have a few of the ap- 
pliances of war against the possibility of being invaded. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Texas, that I am somewhat familiar with the money 
expended at Galveston. It has been my opinion that more 
money has been spent at Galveston in recent years than in the 
fortification of any other American port, certainly in propor- 
tion to its strategic importance. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, yes; operative, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. My information, to the contrary, came 
from an officer of the coast artillery to-day. 


But it is not operative. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And, as a matter of fact, the amount 
carried for searchlights is the maximum of the estimate this 


year. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the Philippine Islands, $800,000: Provided, That contracts may 
be entered into, under the direction of the Secretary of War, for mate- 
rials and work for construction of seacoast batteries in the Philippine 


Islands, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
made by law, for an additional sum not to exceed $419,000. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word for the purpose of getting some information. 
How much is the Government spending on fortifications in the 
Philippine Islands? ; 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 


Fight million dollars so far. 
How much more is it going to take? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is practically completed. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that this 
appropriation will complete the fortifications in the Philip- 
pines? > 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There will be some accessories, to 
which the gentleman from Texas has referred, some additional 
ammunition and a few trifles of that character. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And future repairs? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Future repairs, certainly; but the 
great body of the work is now completed or authorized. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does not the gentleman believe that it 
will eventually cost us more in order to prevent the Japs from 
coming over and taking possession? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. All this work is being done under the 
Taft Board, and that board has practically completed all of 
its work, or it is authorized. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
How much has been expended for fortifications at Olongapo? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not give the exact figures. The 
fortifications at El Grande are the only ones built out of appro- 
priations in this bill. That is an island in the mouth of the 


channel. The other expenditures have been made out of naval 
appropriations. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And without any direct authorization by 
Congress. 


Mr. FOSS. What has been the amount of fortifications that 
have been placed at Manila? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very extensive, including nearly all 
the appropriations expended for the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman recollect how much? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not give the figures separated 
from the item at El Grande. The whole appropriation has been 
something over $8,000,000, and practically all of it has been 
spent at Manila. I should say, roughly speaking, that perhaps 
a million dollars has been spent at El Grande. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast can- 


non, including the necessary experiments in connection therewith, and 
the machinery necessary for its manufacture at the arsenals, $300,000, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
in charge of the bill a question, Is it under this appropriation 
that powder is purchased by the War Department? 

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. For the insular possessions, seacoast 
eannon, 

Mr, FOSS. How much powder do they use? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is not for practice powder; they 
are appropriated for separately, and this is for the reserve. 

Mr. FOSS. What provision of the bill is for the purchase 
of practice powder? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is covered generally by the appro- 
priation for powder for practice in the body of the bill. It is 
not for the insular possessions, but for seacoast artillery. 

Mr. FOSS. What I want to refer to is this: In the naval 
bill last year a limit of cost of 64 cents was placed on the price 
of powder. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We are getting it cheaper now. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to know whether the committee has taken 
into consideration a limit of cost. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We did not fix it last year in this bill. 


Mr. FOSS. No; but some Members of the House on the sub- 
committee on fortifications had a good deal to do with fixing 
it in the naval bill, and I see that they have left it out of the 
fortifications bill, and they left it out last year also. I wanted 
to ask whether the committee had taken the matter into con- 
sideration this year, and whether they considered it was ad- 
visable to fix a limit of cost. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We did not. The cost last year was 
slightly below the maximum. 

Mr. FOSS. Sixty-three cents. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Some of the gentleman’s inquiry ought 
properly to be addressed to the gentleman from Kentucky, as 
he was somewhat responsible for the limit of cost put on last 
year. 

Mr. FOSS. I thought it would call out something from the 
gentleman from Kentucky when I addressed myself to the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman desires to know why I 
did not undertake to put a limitation in this bill, I will say ` 
that I believe now, largely as the result of the limitation put 
on the naval bill, we are getting powder at about what we 
ought to pay; and whenever I think we are not I will be glad, 
with the aid of the gentleman from Illinois, to put a further 
limitation on the price of powder. In point of fact, in order 
not to do an injustice, I put the price at 64 cents, Subsequent 
events show that it was ample, because contracts have been 
entered into at 63 cents. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman think the limitation put on 
at that time had anything to do with reducing the cost of 
powder? 

Mr. SHERLEY. J think it unquestionably gave to the officers 
charged with the duty of buying powder a weapon whereby 
they were enabled to get the contract they did get. It cer- 
tainly did no harn and we got a reduction of about 4 cents 
in the cost of powder. 

Mr. FOSS. Is it not a fact that the contract for powder this 
year was for a very much larger quantity than has heretofore 
been purchased? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is true, 

Mr. FOSS. Was not that the consideration for the reduc- 
tion in the price of powder? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that Is one of the reasons 
given by the powder people; but, as I stated a few moments 
ago, the fact is that we put the limitation in and we got the 
reduction. Now, I am perfectly satisfied, whether it was the 
result of the limitation or not, inasmuch as we saved that much 
money to the Government. 

Mr. FOSS. I wanted to find out the reason why the gentle- 
man does not propose a limit in the cost this year. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is the reason; and there is still 
another reason, I will be frank to say. The amount of powder 
authorized to be purchased in the naval bill is very much larger 
than that in the fortifications bill. It is apparent that if a lim- 
itation is put on the price in the naval bill that that price will 
necessarily control the price paid under these other appropria- 
tions, and if a fight is necessary to be made on that, it seems to 
me the proper time to make it would be when the naval bill is up. 

Mr. FOSS. It seems to me if a limit of cost is to be placed 
on one bill, it should be placed on all. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘There is no reason why it should not, and, 
in point of fact, the gentleman from Kentucky was yery willing 
to put it on the fortifications bill last year, and thought that it 
was going to be acquiesced in by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Smrru], but the gentleman from Iowa, desiring to state 
his case, became so enthused in the statement of the case that 
he was able to lead the majority of the House into the accept- 
ance of his position. 

Mr. FOSS. Under the provisions of this bill how much pow- 
der does the Government purchase? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can not answer that offhand. 

Mr. FOSS. How many pounds in round numbers? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would have to refer to the. hearings. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is not possible to tell, because this 
money is appropriated for powder and projectiles jointly. There 
is nothing in the hearings to show how much is for projectiles 
and how much for powder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Foss] has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I ask unanimous consent that he may pro- 
ceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will say to the gentleman that he will 
find some testimony in the hearings here as to the cost of mak- 
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ing powder for the Government, the powder made by the War 
Department, and it throws quite a flood of light on the price 
that we should pay for the powder. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky a question or two. He seems to be very 
familiar with this question of the cost of powder, at least with 
the limitations that have been placed upon it. I would like to 
know if it is a fact that in their proposals to supply the Gov- 
ernment the powder manufacturers have not made their price 
conditioned on the amount to be taken? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand they have made a sliding 
seale in which they ask a certain price for a given quantity 
and a less price for a larger quantity. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Rapidly decreasing in price as the amount 
to be purchased goes up. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is true; and in that connection I desire 
to say that my own view as to the manufacture of powder by 
the Government and the purchase of powder by the Government 
is this: That the Goyernment of the United States should not 
undertake to manufacture all of the powder that it needs; that 
it ought to keep in existence commercial companies prepared to 
furnish a very large amount of that powder; but that the Goy- 
ernment should have plants where some powder is made, not 
only because of the instruction that it gives to army officers 
and others in the service in the making of powder—of its char- 
acter and of its quality—but also to act as a brake upon the 
price that may be charged by the commercial companies, and 
then to have a large reserve capacity in those powder plants of 
the Government, so that in case of war and the need of a great 
quantity of powder the Government could, with the commercial 
companies, supply the necessary amount. That, to my mind, 
is the proper attitude that the Government should take. I have 
never undertaken to prevent the Government's buying powder 
from the powder companies, and even if I believed that the 
manufacture of commercial powder was absolutely monopo- 
lized I would not be willing that the Government should make 
all of its powder and buy none of theirs. 

I would use every power of the Government to destroy that 
monopoly and bring about a proper competition in the commer- 
cial mannfacture of powder, but I would not cripple the Gov- 
ernment and risk the safety of it by driving out of existence the 
making of the powder used by the Government and which is, as 
to certain powders, distinct from that used in commercial life; 
and I was the instrument somewhat in putting a limitation 
upon the price of powder last year in the navy bill, because I 
then and now believe the price we were then paying was greater 
than we should pay, and inasmuch as we are now getting pow- 
der for about 4 cents less than then, it would seem that my 
judgment had been justified by the facts. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Kentucky state his position on this question, which 

he does with unusual clearness and conciseness—— * 

7 Mr. MANN. With his usual clearness and conciseness. , 

Mr. SLAYDEN. With his usual and with unusual concise- 
ness. It coincides exactly with my views, and what he states 
as facts coincides exactly with the information I have received. 
My limited field of observation and investigation has convinced 
me that we are now getting powder at a fairly reasonable price. 
It would be most unfortunate, in my judgment, for us to put 
the manufacturers out of business. I am opposed to it, and I 
venture to say this much, because during that period in the 
life of an earlier Congress when we were all more or less exer- 
cised by the charges of monopoly against powder manufacturers, 
I myself introduced a bill to establish a powder plant for the 
army. I think it has served a useful purpose, but I hope that 
the time will not come when the Government will undertake 
to manufacture all of its powder, because if it should ever hap- 
pen that we have to engage in a great war we would find our- 
selyes, as my friend Charlie Edwards says, “in the middle of 
a bad fix.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all material purchased under thi mip an et this act shall 
be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War, it is to the manifest —— of the United 
States to make 1 in limited quantities abroad, which material 
shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 
9 to 14, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 8, strike out Lines 9 to 14, Inclusive. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in this matter, as in others, 
I believe we ought to broaden the field of operation whenever 
we can in the interest of all the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dirxema, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17500) 
making appropriations for fortifications, etc., and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House without amendment 
with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion of Mr. Smrrx of Iowa to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was, on his motion, laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read (H. 
Doe. 529), referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

The message is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
sixtieth annual report of the board of directors of the Panama 
Railroad Company for the year ended June 30, 1909. 

WX. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE HoUsE, January 13, 1910. 

INTRODUCTION OF CERTAIN BILLS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SHEFFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce certain bills and petitions for the purpose of refer- 
ence to the proper committees in the name and on behalf of 
my colleague [Mr. Carron], who is unable to be present. 

The SPEAKER. The Representative from Rhode Island is 
ea ang unable to be ett 

r. SHEFFIELD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island, on be- 
half of his colleague, asks unanimous consent that at this time 
he may introduce certain bills and petitions, as his colleague is 
ill and unable to be here. Is there objection? 8 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, what are the bills and 
petitions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed, but the Clerk 
will read 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not ask to have them all read, 
but I would like to know the subject-matter to which they 
relate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands they are all pension 
bills except one. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I bave no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
a privileged resolution (H. Rept. 133). 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia ts a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 227), which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 227. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
aons for the services of a ng shia ited to the Committee on War 
Claims du the sessions of the Sixty-first Congress, compensation at 


the rate of $75 — . — month, i to commence from the time said 
pas acaba lle ged upon the discharge of his duties, which shall be 
and evidenced by thé chairman of said committee. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER. r. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey demands 
the regular order, which is the call of committees. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to be very evident that there is not a 
quorum here, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. For a moment I withdraw 
the point. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs may be passed without prejudice. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that on the call of committees the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs be passed without prejudice. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not like to object to the gentle- 
man’s request, but I think it is a bad practice to pass any com- 
mittee without prejudice, because the one object of this call is 
to allow the Members of the House to know where the call rests, 
so that we could be informed as to what business we are. going 
to do. And if we get into the habit of passing committees 
now, if we are going to have a call of committees by request, 
we will neyer know where the call rests. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I hope the gentleman will 
not object in this instance. I would not have asked this if we 
could have anticipated the ruling yesterday. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. What was the request? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs may be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. GAINES. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The call rests on the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. The request of the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. Burxe] is that the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
passed without prejudice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I must insist that the 
gentleman conform to the rule. It is nothing but fair to the 
House that every committee should have its show. If the gen- 
tleman has anything he wants to bring up, the House is here 
to consider it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I must 
make the point of no quorum. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that he withhold the point for a moment. À 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will. 

The SPEAKER. Having entered on the call of committees, 
it seems to the Chair it could not be dispensed with without 
unanimous consent. The Chair would have recognized the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, the chairman of the Committee 
on Accounts, who informed the Chair this morning that he had 
some reports of that committee which are privileged, and he 
gave way at the request of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Siu! to call up a privileged bill, namely, the fortification 
bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from West Virginia for a privileged 
report. 

There was no objection. 

STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following privileged resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk (H. Rept. 132). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

House resolution 157. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

House of Representatives for the services of an additional stenographer 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for the sessions of the Sixty-first 
Congress compensation at the rate of $100 per month. . 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


MESSENGERS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I also desire 
to offer the following resolution (H. Rept. 140). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 228, in lieu of resolutions 143, 144, 145, and 147. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 
House compensation at the rate of $60 per month during the sessions 
of the Sixty-first Congress for the services of seven messengers, who 
shall also perform janitor duty in the rooms of co ttees in the 
House wing of the itol, their pay to commence from the time they 
entered upon the discharge of their duties, but in no case prior to 
December 6, 1909, which shall be ascertained and evidenced by the 
certificate of the chairmen of the first-named commi „ who shall 
also appcint said messengers, to wit: 

One to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service and the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements in the Mississippi River; 

One to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures and the 
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department; 

One to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor and the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture ; 

One tọ the Committee on Manufactures and the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department ; 

One to the Committee on Railways and Canals and the Committee on 
Mines and Mining; 

One to the Committee on Pacific Railroads and the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department; and 

ne to the Committee on Education and the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. Are these new employees, or are they employees who 
have heretofore been engaged in this messenger service? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. These are not new em- 
ployees, but men who have been employed heretofore. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Are they already on the pay roll? 

Mr. hoe of West Virginia. They are not now on the 
pay roll. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How long bave they been employed? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. They have been on the pay 
roll at previous sessions of Congress for some years back. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the purpose of this resolution? 

Mr. ROBERTS. They are session janitors. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They are not on the pay roll 
now, and can only get there by this resolution. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Strike out the word “seven” insert thereo 
VV 
— ms. te Land Clatme e wo one e ttee 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to me a few moments for an explanation? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman desire? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I should say not over five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Does the gentleman from West 
Virginia yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts to make an 
amendment to the committee resolution? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Roserts], having offered an amendment, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has time in his own right. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Spéaker, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to provide the Committee on Private Land Claims with 
a messenger-janitor. In the Sixtieth Congress, and I believe 
prior Congresses, this committee had a messenger-janitor, but 
during the life of the Sixtieth Congress, when the Office Build- 
ing was thrown open for occupation, the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, with a number of other committees, was trans- 
ferred from the Capitol building to the House Office Build- 
ing, those committees taking with them their janitors. During 
the special session of this Congress a resolution was passed by 
the House providing a messenger-janitor service for the 13 House 
committees that were left in the Capitol building. There 
were seven messenger-janitors provided for those 13 com- 
mittees. No provision whatever was made for the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, for two reasons: One, presumably, 
that the committee was then located in the House Office Build- 
ing, and, second, that the committee had not been appointed. 

During this session of Congress the Committee on Private 
Land Claims has been moved back into the Capitol building. 
Now, when the Committee on Accounts is providing messenger- 
janitor service for the committees in the Capitol building at this 
session, it finds one additional committee, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, but it makes no additional provision for 
messenger-janitor service, coupling that committee up with a 
committee that heretofore has had a messenger-janitor of its 
own, located here in the Capitol building, but at a consider- 
able distance from the rooms of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

The Committee on Private Land Claims have two rooms as- 
signed to them in this building. It is necessary for all the 
committees located here in the Capitol to have messenger service 
in addition to the janitor service, for the reason that we have 
no mail deliveries to committee rooms in the Capitol building, 
and each committee must send over to the House Office Building 
at least five times each day to get mail; in addition, there is 
need for the seryices of a messenger to send over the outgoing 
mail. It seems to me the House should take into consideration 
the distinction which exists between the minor committees of 
the House included in this resolution. There are 14 of them. 
Some of these committees are moribund—have no meetings, 
have no bills referred to them. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims is not the most active committee in this House, 
but it is a live committee, in that it has bills referred to it. 
It now has quite a number of bills pending upon which Members 
are pressing for committee action. It is not a dead committee. 
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Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. Has there been any bill reported from this 
Committee on Private Land Claims within the last two years? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I can not say; I only came onto the com- 
mittee in this Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. Does the gentleman ever remember hearing of 
a bill being presented to Congress from this Committee on 
Private Land Claims since he has been here? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, yes; I can refer the gentleman to a 
number. I think in the Sixtieth Congress there was not much 
activity on the part of the committee. I have in mind a par- 
ticular bill referred to a subcommittee in that Congress of 
which the late lamented Mr. Cushman was chairman. He had 
investigated it thoroughly and drawn a favorable report on the 
bill which would have been submitted except for his death. I 
want to say now that that bill is being pushed by the Member 
who introduced it, but unfortunately all of the original papers 
were turned over to Mr. Cushman and can not now be found, 
and the bill is being delayed until the original evidence can be 
produced. 

Mr. LLOYD. And because of the fact that a bill is pending 
which is.likely to be reported to Congress it becomes necessary 
that the committee should have a janitor? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No; the gentleman misunderstands me. 
He wanted to know if I could cite an instance of that com- 
mittee doing any business in the past Congress, and I cited 
this as an instance. 

Mr. LLOYD. I asked the gentleman to cite an instance 
where a bill has been reported to the House and acted upon as 
coming from that committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will give me access to the 
records and time I can cite many instances where bills have 
been reported favorably to the House and acted upon. 

Mr. LLOYD.. In the last Congress? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I can not say; I was not on the committee 
in the last Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. I take it that if a messenger or a janitor is 
provided for this committee there will be no trouble in finding 
one bill to be reported to the present Congress? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman is not stating the case fairly, 
or else he did not hear what I said. I stated that there were 
eight or ten bills now before the committee upon which Mem- 
bers of this House are pressing for hearings. They will be 
given a hearing, and there will be some kind of a report on 
these bills, favorable or otherwise. A meeting is called for 
next Monday, and every Member who has a bill before that 
committee will be notified to appear, and his bill will be taken 
up, and there will be a report made on it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not understand, however, that that proves 
the necessity for a messenger for the committee, simply because 
the committee is going to have hearings next month. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It does prove this: That the committee is 
not like some of those included in the resolution, which never 
have a meeting and never have hearings. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman state what committees 
he refers to? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman knows those committees as 
well as I do. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman ought to be fair. He has 
twice made that statement, and has stated that there were in 
this resolution moribund committees. And now the gentleman 
ought to state what those moribund committees are. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Some gentleman says the Committee on 

Ventilation and Acoustics—— 
Mr. MANN. The Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 
under its new chairman is doing good work. While they do not 
have bills referred to them, the chairman is doing active and 
important work in this House which is much needed. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I think so; but perhaps the necessity for a 
messenger and janitor would not be as great as it would for 
committees that have hearings, that have to send to the docu- 
ment room for papers, as every active committee does. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will not the effect of this be 
to give the gentleman’s Committee on Private Land Claims a 
janitor alone for that room? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is the very purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. While there are other commit- 
tees, like that of Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 
now actively at work, of which the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hu] is chairman, haying hearings, and he has to have 
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a janitor in connection with someone else. The gentleman's 
amendment gives him one janitor for his room, while other com- 
mittees, like those presided over by Mr. HILL, Mr. BOUTELL, Mr. 
Foster, and others, have to have a janitor in connection with 
someone else. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I want to say that it has been reported to 
me that some chairmen of those committees have no desire for 
a janitor. They simply want a janitor to sweep out the rooms. 

Mr. HARRISON. Which ones does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. ROBERTS. It is not fair for the gentleman to ask me 
to make these invidious comparisons. 

Now, I want to say this to the Members of the House, Mr. 
Speaker. The committee of which I am the chairman has 
in years past had a messenger-janitor. I have been paying 
out of my own pocket for the services of a messenger-janitor 
since I have been the chairman of the committee. If the 
House in its wisdom thinks the expense is too great, a mat- 
ter of two or three hundred dollars in the long session and 
half of that amount in the short session, for the proper trans- 
action of the business of one of its committees, let them vote 
my amendment down, and I can continue to pay for the services 
of a messenger-janitor, as I have heretofore. It will not break 
me, and if the House will not give what I believe is proper 
service for the committee of which I am the chairman, then I 
will cheerfully pay the bill myself, but the committee is going 
to have that service. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman inform me what the duties 
of the janitors are—the great army of janitors which we have 
now on the pay roll—if the gentleman is obliged to pay out of 
his own pocket for services of a janitor? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I can only say that if a committee room 
is located in the House Office Building and does not have an 
annual janitor, it is supposed to have its janitor service—that 
is, its charwoman service—performed by the charwoman force 
in the House Office Building. If a committee is located in the 
Capitol building and has no janitor of its own, it gets no 
janitor service unless the chairman of the committee pays for 
it himself. In other words, there is no force of janitors in 
the Capitol building whose duty it is to take care of the com- 
mittee rooms. 

Mr. SABATH. What are their duties? We have a long 
list of janitors on the pay roll. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will pardon me—and not 
intending to be discourteous in the least degree—I would refer 
him to those who have charge of those janitors. I do not know 
what their duties are. I know, as he does, that we have jani- 
tors, and I presume they are supposed to take care of the open 
spaces and the various rooms of the House employees, but not 
the committee rooms. 

I now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. HUGHES]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
can not do that. The gentleman had obtained the floor in his 
own right, as I understood the Speaker to rule. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman, having an hour, yielded 
back the remainder of his time, or yielded the remainder of his 
time to any Member, that Member would be entitled to it; but 
if he did not, then some other Member would be recognized. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. I understand the chairman of the committee, the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. Huemes], yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to make an amendment, and thereby 
the Speaker ruled that he yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is through and he can reserve his time or he can yield it 
to any other gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I yielded my 
time, the balance of it, to the chairman of the Committee on 
Accounts, 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man from Georgia wants some time, I would be very glad to 
yield it to him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not do that as long as some 
other Member has a prior right to the floor. When the hour 
has expired, the Chair will be glad to recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I assumed the 
floor in my own right. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
having yielded back to me the time that he had, I state that I 
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will be very glad to yield such time as the gentleman from 
Georgia desires. 

The SPEAKER. Let us get this thing as it is. The gentle- 
man yielded the floor when he yielded to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to offer an amendment. Then the gentleman 
from Massachusetts had one hour. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts states that he yielded the remainder of that hour to 
the gentleman from West Virginia, so that the gentleman would 
have fifty minutes on the amendment; but if there is to be a 
fresh recognition, and the gentleman from Georgia is opposed 
to the amendment, and the gentleman from West Virginia is 
not, the Chair would recognize the gentleman from Georgia. 
The gentieman from West Virginia, however, is entitled to fifty 
minutes if he desires to use that time. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 
to take up the time of the House for the fifty minutes, because 
I do not think it is necessary. What I am perfectly willing 
to do is for the gentleman from Georgia to take the floor in his 
own right or in any other way that he desires; and if he does 
not care to do that, then I want to move the previous question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I am perfectly willing to take 
time from my friend. I just want to clear up the situation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time? I am 
willing to fix it any way the gentleman wants it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
3 Is there any limit to the subletting of time in the 

ouse? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; limited to an hour. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understood if time was 
yielded to a gentleman, he could not sublet it. Now, we have 
it here yielded back and forward, and I would like to in- 
quire of the Chair to what extent and down to what limit that 
can be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not asked the previous 
question, so that question does not arise. As the Chair under- 
stood, the gentleman from Georgia asked the gentleman from 
West Virginia to yield him time, and the Chair understood the 
gentleman from West Virginia to yield 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understood 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point the gentle- 
man from West Virginia has no time to yield. He has been 
yielded time to use, and he has to use it or surrender the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression, grow- 
ing out of the usual practice, that the gentleman from West 
Virginia could yield time that had been yielded to him, but 
that practice may be one that prevails by sufferance of the 
House. The Chair will have the precedents examined to see. 
The Chair finds the following decision: 

A Member who receives time in debate from another may yield to a 
third only with the consent of the original possessor. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I will consent to that yielding. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Now, with the consent of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia fifty minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I freely consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts ought not to 
pass. The committee has reported providing for 7 janitors 
for the purpose of taking care of 14 rooms in this Capitol build- 
ing. There is no charwoman service nor any janitor service 
for those rooms in that building, and unless this resolution is 
passed there will be none. But the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts now insists there shall be another, and that his commit- 
tee alone, out of the 14 committees, shall have a separate jani- 
tor. Now, I am very fond of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
and would like to do anything to accommodate him personally, 
but I do not see why a distinction should be made between he 
and the other chairmen of committees, or that he should have 
a janitor and a messenger to serye his committee alone, in pref- 
erence to all the others, when that committee has not done 
any more work than other committees that are to be served 
by these 7 janitors, at least that is my impression. I do not see 
any reason, nor has there been any stated by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, why the Committee on Private Land 
Claims should have a janitor alone in preference to any other 
committee. We know that the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department, the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, and others have at the 
last session done, and are now doing, very important work. 

I do not gainsay that my friend from Massachusetts will 
himself be engaged on important work before the session is 


over or that he is not now doing important work. I am not 
familiar, but I have not seen evidences of it, but we have 
evidences of the work done by some committees that are called 
“moribund committees” by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I believe the 5 is on the Com- 
mittee on Accounts? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman inform the House 
how many janitors there are around the Capitol building and 
around the various committees here and over in the Office 
Building? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. There are no janitors in the 
Office Building except janitors to such committees as the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and that class of committees, which 
service is carried in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill. I can send to the committee room and get a 
list. Of course I can not remember them offhand. 

Mr, COX of Indiana. Could you approximate the number on 
the pay roll? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I can not. There are no jani- 
tors on the pay roll for any committee in this building, nor is 
there any janitor service in the Office Building except those 
provided for in the appropriation bill, as I have stated. The 
committee rooms in the Office Building not provided with jani- 
tor service in the current law are taken care of by charwomen. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. What are the titles of these gentlemen who 
are in the Office Building, sitting in the chairs in the hallways? 
1 is quite a large number of them. What offices do they 

old? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Those who are uniformed are 
policemen. 

Mr. SABATH. And then those who have no uniforms on? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know that I have seen 
any gentlemen sitting around there without uniforms. 

Mr. SABATH. I see a lot of men sitting a there in 
different halls in the new Office Building. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the "gentleman 
from Georgia the necessity for a clerk in the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. ‘This is not a question of clerks. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The committee has never had a 
bill, and I would be glad to know why they need a clerk. Does 
not the gentleman's committee haye the control of such ex- 
penditures? 

Mr. MANN. The chairman of that committee is i1—— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. He was not ill last year. I have 
been 8 this question for flve years. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The Committee on Accounts 
has ae been providing any clerk for that committee. They 
have not got one now, and this resolution does not provide for 
one. 

Mr. BUTLER. If this amendment is not adopted, how will 
the Committee on Private Land Claims obtain the services of 
a janitor? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The resolution provides for 
a janitor for the Committee on Education and the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. They are coupled together, 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Before we vote on this amendment I 
want to know from the chairman whether the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Ronzars] and this other committee are 
entitled to twice as much janitor service as these other com- 
mittees? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The only answer I can 
make in regard to that is that the Committee on Accounts 
could not see its way clear to increase the number of messen- 
ger-janitors over the number authorized at the last session, so 
as to provide one for the Committee on Private Land Claims 
other than in the manner provided for in the pending resolu- 
tion. 

Nr. HARDWICK. You are against the amendment, then? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The gentleman has heard 
my statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announcd that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 62, 

Mr. JAMES. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is evidently no quorum present. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will 
bring in absentees—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think this will go over to 
another day, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. : 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the resolution is 
agreed to. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Chair has announced that there is 
no quorum. Can the House then do business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stands corrected. The Chair 
has found that there is no quorum present. The Doorkeeper 
will close the doors. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. SHERLET demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 78. 

Accordingly the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will bring in absentees. As many as are 
in favor of agreeing to the resolution will, as their names are 
called, answer “aye,” those opposed will answer “no,” those 
not voting will answer “ present,” and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nays 102, 
answered “ present” 9, not voting 111, as follows: 


YEAS—165. 

Allen Elvins Kinkaid, Nebr. Palmer, H. W. 
Ames Englebright as Parker 
Austin Each Knowland Payne 
Barchfeld assett Kopp Perkins 
Bartlett, Ga. Flood, Va. Kronmiller Plumley 
Bartlett, Nev. Focht Lafean Pratt 
Bates Fordney Langham Pray 
Bennet, N. Y. 088 Langley Prince 
Bennett, Ky. Foster, Vt. wW Reeder 
Bingham Foulkrod Lawrence be: 
Booher Fuller root Sheffield 
Boutell Gaines Livingston mons 
Bradle; Gillett Loud Smith, Cal. 
Brownlow Glass Lundin Smith, Iowa 
Burke, Pa. Goulden McCall Smith, Mich. 
Burke, S. Dak. raff cCreary Southwick 
Butler Graham, Pa McCredie Sperry 
Calder Grant McGuire, Okla. Stafford 
Cassidy Greene McKinley, III. Steenerson 
Chapman Hamer McKinney Sterlin 
Clark, Fla. Hamilton McLachlan, Cal. Sulloway 
Cocks, N. Y. Hanna MeMorran ulzer 
Cook Hardwiek Madden Swasey 
Cooper, Wis Hay Malby Taylor, Ala. 
Coudrey Hayes ann ‘ener 
Cowles Henry, Conn. Martin, S. Dak. Thistlewood 
Creager H igi s Miller, Kans. Thomas, Ohio 
Crow Hil Miller, Minn, Tirrell 
unpa ocr Hinsbaw Millington To nd 
Davidson Hollin orth Mondell Volstead 
Davis Howell, Utah Moon, Pa Vreeland 
Dawson Howland oore, Pa. Wanger 
Denby Hubbard, W. Va. Morehead Washburn 
Diekema Huf organ, Mo. Weeks 
Dodds Hugis W. Va. Morgan, Okla. Wheeler 
Douglas Hull, Iowa orse Wile 
Draper Johnson, Ohio Moxley Wood, N. J. 
Driscoll, D. A. foyce Murphy Woodyard 
Dure Keifer N Young, Mich, 
C Olcott 
Ed wa z ennedy, Iowa co 
Ellis * Kennedy, Ohio Olmsted 

NAYS—102. 
Adair Candler Ellerbe Hard 
Adamson Cline Ferris Ha n 
Alken Collier Fi rald Haugen 
Alexander, Mo. 88 Floyd, Ark. Hef 
Anderson Cox, Ind. Gallagher Helm 
Ansberry Craig Garner, Tex. Henry, Tex. 
Barnhart Cravens arrett Hitchcock 
Beall, Tex, Cullop Gillespie Houston 
Bell, Ga. nt more Howard 
Boehne Denver Hubbard, Iowa 
Borland Dickson, Miss. Gordon Bus Tenn, 
Bowers ies Graham, III umphreys, Miss. 
Burgess Dixon, Ind. Gronna James 
Byrns Edwards, Ga. Hammond Jones 


Kitchin Morrison Reid Stephens, Tex. 
Korbly Moss Richardson Talbott 
Lamb Murdock Robinson Thomas, Ky. 
Latta Nicholls Rucker, Colo. Tho! 
Lee Oldfield Russell Tou Velle 
Lindbergh Padgett Sabath Underwood 
Lloyd age Shackleford Watkins 
Macon Palmer, A. M. Sheppard Webb 
Maguire, Nebr. Peters Sherley Wickliffe 
Martin, Colo, Rainey herw Wilson, 
Mays Randell, Tex. Slayden 
Moon, Tenn. Rauch th, Tex. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9. 
Andrus Cary Fornes Goebel 
Burnett Currier Foster, Ill. McDermott 
Carter 
NOT VOTING—111. 

Alexander, N. Y. Foelker Küstermann Riordan 
Anthony Fowler Legare Roden 
Ashbrook Gardner, Mass Lever Rotherme 

relay Gardner, Mich. Lindsay Rucker, Mo. 
Barnard Gardner, N. J Longworth Saunders 
Bartholdt Garner, Pa. Loudenslager Scott 
Brantley NM. Lovering Sharp 
Bro Gill, Mo. Lowden Sims 
Burleigh Goldfogie McHenry Sisson 
Burleson Good McKinlay, Cal. Slem 
Byrd McLaughlin, Mich.Smal 
Calderhead Griest Madison napp 
Campbell Guernsey Maynard Sparkman 
Cantrill Hamill Moore, Tex, Spight 
Capron amlin udd Stanley 
Carlin Hawley Norris Stevens, Minn. 
Clark, Mo. Heald Nye turgiss 
Clayton Hobson O'Connell Tawne; 
Cole Howell, N. J. Parsons Taylor, Colo. 
Cooper, Pa. Hughes, Ga. Patterson lor, 0 
Covington Hughes, N. J. Pearre Tilson 
Cox, Ohio Humphrey, Wash. Pickett Wallace 
Dalzell Jamieson Poindexter Weisse 
Driscoll, M. E. Johnson, Ky. Pou Willett 
Estopinal Johnson, S. C. Pujo Wilson, III. 
Fairchild Kahn Ransdell, La. Woods, Iowa 
Finley Keliher Reynolds Young, N. Y. 
Fish Kinkead, N. J. Rhinock 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the remainder of this session : 

Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. Youne of New York with Mr, FORNES. 

Until further notice: 

. McKintay of California with Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada. 
. SteMP with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. LowbEN with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 

. BARTHOLDT with Mr. CLAYTON. 

. BURLEIGH with Mr. COVINGTON. 

. FAIRCHILD with Mr. GREGG, 

. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Huemes of Georgia, 
. Griest with Mr. Stats. 

. Sturcsiss with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Until January 15, 1910: 

Mr. DALZELLE with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Until January 16, 1910: 

Mr. Tu.sox with Mr. CANTRILL, 

Until January 18, 1910: 

Mr. FOELKER with Mr. GOLDFOGLE, 

Until February 4, 1910: 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. CARTER. 

For this day: 

Mr. Reynotps with Mr. KIX KAD of New Jersey. 

Mr. HowELL of New Jersey with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I heard a pair announced be- 
tween myself and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
FINLEY]. I desire to change my vote to “ present.” ; 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Currier, and he answered 
“ present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MALBY). A quorum is 
present. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 


8. P. HOWELL, 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing privileged resolution (H. Rept. 137). 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 186. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House to S. P. Howell the sum of $95.81, being the amount due him 
as clerk-hire allowance for services rendered the late Hon. David A. 
De Armond, a Representative from Missouri, from November 1 to 
November 23, 1909, inclusive. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution, 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
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CLERKS FOR COMMITTEES, 
Mr. HUGHES of West . Mr. Speaker, I present the 
following privileged report (H. Rept. 139). 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 229. 


out of the contingent fund of the 


By. ks to commence 
ischarge of their duties, but in 

ber 6, „ which shall be ascer and 
aai inoan by the certificate of the chairmen of said committees, to wit: 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will say, for 
the information of the House, that this resolution provides ses- 
sion clerks to nine of the committees on expenditures in the 
various executive departments. There are ten such committees, 
the one not provided for being the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. That committee was excepted 
for the reason that its chairman has been unable to be present 
and the committee as yet is unorganized. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman should also 
state that the pay in the last Congress was $6 a day, whereas 
this provides for the pay of $125 per month. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. If the gentleman from 
Georgia had waited one second I would have stated that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The pay provided in this 
resolution is $125 per month, whereas in the last Congress it 
was $6 a day. There is that much reduction in the pay of the 
clerks. The Committee on Accounts deemed $125 per month 
ample compensation. I am frank to say I did not altogether 
share in that view, believing that no distinction should be made 
between these committee clerks and other session committee 
clerks. But a majority of the Committee on Accounts being in 
favor of the reduction I acquiesced. I ask the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Five minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, one significant feature of 
this resolution is that it fails to provide a clerk for the only 
one of the expenditure committees, perhaps, that might have 
been expected to have done some important work. I refer to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
It is not so long since in this House very serious criticism was 
made of certain payments to a certain person who had been re- 
tained by the administration in the prosecution of some cases 
in the West. More than sixty-nine or seventy thousand dollars 
had been paid to him; and after a very keen discussion in this 
House it was supposed that somebody at least would inquire 
into the propriety of the expenditures made at that time. And 
yet the only committee of this House that is charged with that 
duty, the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, at this time is not to be given a clerk. 

I understand that one of the reasons given is that the chair- 
man of that particular committee is not in good health. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. The committee did not act upon that proposition 
because that committee has not been organized, and the propo- 
sition to appoint a clerk to that committee is held in abeyance 
until that committee is organized. It is a fact that the reason 
why this was not embraced in this resolution was because the 
committee at present was not organized, and that question 
has not been disposed of by this resolution, as the report 
shows, but is simply held to wait the organization of the com- 
mittee. I do not think the gentleman’s remarks apply after 
he has received the information which I have given him as to 
this resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not wish improperly to criticise the 
Committee on Accounts. I was pointing out that one of these 
committees is not given a clerk at this time. I stated that I 
was informed that ill health had prevented the chairman of that 
committee taking action that might otherwise have been taken. 
But, Mr. Speaker, there have been serious charges of fraud in 
the customs service. The Secretary of the Treasury stated in a 
speech in the city of New York that the conditions in the cus- 


toms service there were a disgrace to the political party now 
in control of the Government. Under the rules of this House 
the Committee on the Expenditures in the Treasury Department 
has ample power to make whatever investigation should be 
made there. If it be necessary to obtain additional authority 
to procure the attendance of recalcitrant witnesses, it has been 
the practice for the House, upon the request of the committee in 
the discharge of its duty, to give that power. I have not heard 
that the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment has attempted to make any investigation of these matters, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
if he has heard anything affirmatively or negatively on the 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, Mr. Speaker; but if the gentleman 
had been at work I suppose somebody would have been suffi- 
ciently industrious to have had that published for the informa- 
tion of the public. A careful scrutiny of the daily publications 
for the past month or six weeks has not disclosed any indication 
that the committee has been at work. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been a good deal of discussion about 
a certain investigation of the Interior Department. The Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department has ample 
power to make that investigation, if it be necessary; but it seems 
to have abdicated its power and to have permitted somebody 
else to assume the duties that devolve upon it. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. McGUIRD of Oklahoma. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he knows if the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department has taken any action in this matter? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but I will assume and, if neces- 
sary, I shall state that the committee has not taken any action. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. We are not responsible for the 
gentleman’s assumption, when he confesses that he knows noth- 
ing about it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary for me 
to assume anything, because it is a matter of common knowl- 
edge that the investigation of the Interior Department will be 
conducted under a joint resolution introduced here, because 
the President insisted on that form of investigation. What- 
ever may have been the gentleman's disposition, evidently it 
was controlled by somebody other than himself, and his activi- 
ties have not been as great as they might have been. 

In the last Congress it was charged here that in the Navy 
Department certain repairs were reported as necessary upon 
one of the naval vessels. A survey was ordered, and some 
$60,000 worth of work on the machinery and boilers of that 
vessel was authorized. Bids were invited, and a contest arose 
between what is known as the “boiler trust” and one other 
concern, the Mosher Boiler Company, if I be not mistaken. + 

The result of that controversy was that the department de- 
cided that the $60,000 of repairs that were so necessary one 
day could very easily be abandoned because of the controversy 
that had arisen as to whether the trust should get the work. 
Instead of giving these committees clerks who will be useless, 
so far as the work of this House is concerned, if those com- 
mittees wish to perform their duties, if they wish to make the 
investigation required by the rules, let them commence their 
investigations; let them ask this House, as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] suggested, for stenographers to take the 
testimony; let them come here and ask for power to summon 
witnesses who refuse to attend and answer questions, and there 
will not be a moment's hesitation on the part of anybody in 
the House in giving them all of the help and all of the power 
that they require. To give them useless assistants, useless at- 
tendants, who will be of no assistance whatever to the com- 
mittees in the discharge of the duties that devolve upon them, 
would be absurd, and it should not be done. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
quiry? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether there have been any resolutions introduced by the 
chairmen of any of these committees on expenditures in the 
respective departments asking for power to send for witnesses 
and papers. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEF- 
PARD] has introduced a number of resolutions to confer this 
power upon all of these committees; but so far as I am aware 
not one of these chairmen has ever asked me to vote or asked 
that these resolutions be reported to the House. 
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I am perfectly willing to vote to report them; I should gladly 
do so. But there seems to be no disposition to obtain assistants 
who might be useful or to obtain the powers that might be help- 
ful, but these committees, so far as I have seen, haye done no 
very useful work to the House 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Will he vote in the legislative appropriation 
bill to provide the useless defunct committees at the other end 
of the Capitol with high-priced clerks? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, of course I know the gen- 


tleman can confuse the situation better than any other Member 


of this House, but he knows and I know and every other Mem- 
ber of this House knows that the Senate in the control of its 
own business will no more tolerate interference from this House 
than this House wonld tolerate interference from the Senate, 
and the gentleman, belligerent as he is, has never criticised a 
single item for the Senate in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. On the contrary, the gentleman has frequently 
moved to strike out some of these surpluses from the Senate. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
I desire to say that when the Committee on Accounts consid- 
ered this proposition, which it did very carefully, a subcommit- 
tee was appointed to investigate it. Every one of these ex- 
penditure committees, with the exception before stated—the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justicee—was 
found to be already at work or preparing for work. The Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice was not 
fully organized, beeause of the unfortunate illness of its chair- 
man, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. So we left 
off that committee temporarily, at least, and postponed in our 
committee the further consideration of the question of giving 
that committee a clerk. We felt that if we included that com- 
mittee in this resolution some gentleman—and the House can 
easily guess the name of that gentleman—would ask why. We 
also divined that the same gentleman would criticise, for polit- 
ical reasons, the omission of that committee, and in this we 
were correct. 

These expenditure committees have convinced us of their 
purpose to get down to business, and we deem it only proper 
and fair to provide them with this utility. This is a live sub- 
ject. The President made it prominent in his annual message, 
and the House referred his recommendations to these several 
committees. The country expects something from them, and 
our action here to-day, if we adopt this resolution, will be an 
earnest of our purpose to keep faith with the President and the 
people. 

The Committee on Accounts felt that it could do no less than 
provide this necessary implement, and that good results will fol- 
low. If, on the part of these committees, there is not evidenced 
a disposition to meet the expectations of the House and of the 
country, within the wide scope of their jurisdiction, that fact 
will be taken into consideration hereafter when we again are 
asked to make provision for their clerk. I now move the adop- 
tion of the resolution; but first I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, there need not be 
the slightest mystery or misunderstanding in regard to this 
matter. I found myself, at the end of fifteen years of service 
here, for the first time chairman of a committee. I took pos- 
session of the committee room. There was no janitor; there 
was no messenger. We had to go and hunt for our mail—not 
as you have it brought to you in your office in the Office Build- 
ing, for no mail is delivered from the post-office to these com- 
mittee rooms in the Capitol. I said to myself I never had been 
attached to a political corpse and I did not propose to be now, 
and unless this committee could be equipped and organized to 
do business I proposed to resign. I called the membership of 
that committee together. The Democratic Members upon that 
committee are Messrs, Cuttop of Indiana, Lams of Virginia, 
and GARNER of Texas. We organized the committee. We have 
disposed definitely and finally of two matters already. We 
haye acted unanimously thus far, and I hope that we shall 
continue to act unanimously, both Republicans and Democrats 
together. But we have disposed of two measures already. 
We had yesterday a hearing at which the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Norton, and the Auditor of the Treasury were 
present. 

On Saturday we have another hearing, at which the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. Lancrey of Kentucky will be taken up, and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue will be present. There 
is also another important matter pending—a resolution intro- 
duced by Mr. Gorpon on that side of the House—and the com- 
mittee haye decided that all measures which are submitted to 
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that committee, from whatever person on either side, will not 
be put in a pigeonhole, but a full and careful consideration of 
every measure received will be given by that committee. [Ap- 
plause.] We are doing business and we propose to do busi- 
ness, and let me say here, furthermore, that Mr. Andrews, 
Auditor of the Treasury, was before the committee yesterday 
and gave a full and complete explanation of the methods of 
auditing in the Treasury Department, and that he will submit 
at a further hearing of the committee propositions of his own, 
oe methods of improving and economizing in that direc- 
on. 

And I want to say that it is with the full and hearty con- 
currence and cooperation of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
this work is being done. We propose to take up, so far as it is 
sent to us, the business which it is proper for that committee 
to consider. It is only fair and reasonable that this House 
of Representatives should dignify itself by equipping its in- 
struments for transacting business. [Applause.] The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Firrzcerarp] opposed this resolution 
because, he said, he did not know. The House would take a 
great responsibility upon itself if it acted upon the things the 
gentleman does not know. [Applause.] He could have known 
what one committee is doing, or is trying to do, and intends to 
try to do, both Democrats and Republicans, in the work of 
that committee, and I ask that we may have a clerk. If you 
do not give it to us, I am going to pay for it myself and have 
it, or I am going to resign. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield two 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the House knows that I have 
stood in the way of these resolutions somewhat in the past, 
because these committees were not doing work. When the 
resolution for the distribution of the President’s message was 
before the Committee on Ways and Means, the chairman of one 
of these committees in the Committee on Ways and Means 
moved to refer proper matter to his committee, and there was 
considerable talk as to whether the committees were going to 
do any work. I was satisfied then that at least two of the 
committees proposed to do business, and we put that into the 
resolution which the House adopted. Now, I do not think they 
should be hampered because of the expense of a few thousand 
dollars in this work which they have undertaken. I have per- 
sonal assurances from the ehairmen of three or four of these 
committees that they are going to try to do the work that is 
committed to them, and if they do they will do the work of an 
average committee of this House. They want clerks in order 
to enable them to do it, and therefore I propose to vote for the 


resolution. 
Mr. Speaker, I demand the 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. 
previous question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, 

Mr. HARRISON. Of the nine committees for which this 
resolution proposes to provide clerks, the chairman of one has 
apparently justified the request for the clerk. The other eight 
do not appear before the bar to make any defense against the 
charge which might be described in the language of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that these committees are moribund. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have only two minutes. 

Mr. GRAHAM. But I wanted to deny his assertion, 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, many of us who have been 
Members of this House two or three terms have never heard a 
report from any of these committees in question, and I venture 
to say that the amount of work done by these committees would 
not trouble the repose of a Happy Hooligan. As a matter of 
fact, when the Committee on Accounts asks us for clerks for 
these eight committees, instead of promoting the investigation 
of the expenditures of these departments, it is like the highway- 
man asking for an assistant to help him to put on the gag. I 
hope the House will vote down the resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I now demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Ou motion of Mr. Huemes of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the several resolutions were passed 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES, 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
was called. 4 
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Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is fair to say that 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department held 
a number of meetings in the last session. The chairman was 
energetic. He made a report to this House. We had a number 
of hearings—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order 
at this time to make an explanation with reference to any 
committee. The Clerk will proceed. a 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 


DATE OF PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL TERM. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I call up House joint resolution 115, propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
This resolution was reported by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Henry]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the joint 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) 1 7 an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the ulteck States. 
the United 


Resolved by the Senate and House nef Representatives o 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- 
one therein), That the following article is proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution and as an addi- 
tional article thereof: 

“ SECTION 1. The term of office of the President and Vice-President 
and of the Senators and V sew a in Congress shall commence 
and terminate on the last T. usay of April, at noon. 

“Sec. 2. The — 1 term of office of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent and the terms of the Members of the House of Representatives, 
which would under existing law begin on the 4th day of March, 1911, 
shall continue until the last Thursday of April, in the year 1913, at 


ee HEC. 8. All Senators elected 2 to the adoption of this amend- 
ment shall continue in office until the last Thursday of apih at noon, 
next socca the 4th day of March of the year in which the terms 
otherwise would have expired, any 8 of article 1, section 3, of 
the Constitution to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is in the sim- 
plest form possible. There have been many propositions in 
the past for changing the time of the meeting of Congress and 
the time of the inauguration of the President. Complications 
have been found in all of them, and there is but one thing, 
seemingly, upon which all agree; that is, first, that the so- 
called “short session” of Congress which we have every two 
years is entirely too short to do the necessary business. We 
begin to do real work in January, and we end on the 4th of 
March, having barely two months. This resolution will add 
nearly two months to that time; so that the practical working 
time in what is called the “short session” of Congress will be 
nearly four months, and will enable Congress to legislate and 
relieve the immense amount of business which has been always 
put over to the long session. 

The second matter, in my judgment not so important as the 
first, but one which has excited much more general interest, 
and in which perhaps a good deal of human life is involved, is 
the date of the inauguration of the President. March 4 is not 
the right day. The last Thursday in April will be. 

Mr. Speaker, the sentiment in favor of this change has 
grown so much during the time I have been in Congress that I 
regard it as practically unanimous. I shall not detain the 
House. I hope long debate will not be necessary, but I desire 
to yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], who pre- 
pared and reported this resolution, such time as he may desire. 
What time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will ask the gentleman to yield to 
me ten minutes. ; 

Mr. PARKER. Ten minutes, or more, if the gentleman 
desires. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the reso- 
lution is to change the date for the commencement and termina- 
tion of Congress and the terms of the President, Vice-President, 
Senators, and Representatives in Congress. 

It is true the Constitution of the United States does not fix 
the 4th of March as the day on which Congress shall commence 
and terminate and the Executives be inaugurated, but on account 
of certain emergencies in history that date was the one upon 
which this Government began its operations under the Consti- 
tution. It was thought by our fathers that the States would 
ratify the Constitution when submitted to them in time for Con- 
gress to conyene on the first Monday in December, 1788, but that 
event did not follow, and it was the 4th day of March, 1789, 
when Congress nominally began. Actually it began on the 6th 
day of April, 1789, and Washington was inaugurated on the 30th 
day of that month. On April 18 Vice-President Adams ap- 
peared and took the chair. George Washington served a little 
over three years and ten months in his first term. By the adop- 
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tion of this constitutional amendment, which fixes the com- 
mencement and termination of Congress, we will give to the 
present Chief Executive the two months taken away from 
Washington. It is true this amendment necessarily extends the 
life of the Sixty-second Congress until the last Thursday of 
April, 1913. It lengthens the terms of the President and Vice- 
President and Senators who have already been elected and 
Representatives in that Congress until the last Thursday of 
April, 1918. We are confronted with the proposition that 
necessarily we must extend these terms. In order to do it there 
must be a constitutional amendment. This is to be a separate 
and distinct article of the Constitution, and amends no particu- 
lar article or section thereof. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This is predicated on the fact that three- 
ri of the legislatures will have acted prior to April 30, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the proposition in case three- 
fourths do not act until after April 30, 1913? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If they do not act until after that, I 
Suppose the amendment would not become effective, and yet that 
would be an open question; but I assume that certainly by the 
last Thursday of April, 1913, at least nine-tenths of the States 
will have acted. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That only gives the States two years in 
which to act? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It gives them three full years and 
two months. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; three instead of two years. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It gives them over three years, and 
there will be no difficulty about this point. If they intend to 
ratify the Constitution they will do it within three years, and 
if they reject it, they will do it within that time. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know that there is any argument neces- 
sary to be added to the statement already made. We have all 
concluded that the 4th day of March for more than a hundred 
years has proved a disastrous failure for the purpose of in- 
augurating our Presidents. There is only one way out of the 
difficulty to meet the emergency, and that is to submit a consti- 
tutional amendment to the States for their action. For my part 
I have no doubt they will speedily ratify this amendment. 
There are no valid objections to it. There are many benefits 
that will flow from it. One of the benefits is that we will no 
longer be cursed with a short session which must be terminated 
on the 4th day of March every second year when business is 
frequently rushed through in a disgraceful way, when there are 
many men whose political career is to end at that time, who are 
taking part in the Jegislation and have but a few months to 
remain in office. It extends that short session until the last 
Thursday in April and makes it about five months in length. 
The long session may be shorter and, of course, the short ones 
will be longer. In many ways we can legislate with more 
comfort and efficiency than under the present system. There- 
fore I believe this amendment ought to be submitted to the 
States, and hope there will be no objection to it when we come 
to vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield t» 
me for a question? . 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certaifily. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Has the committee take 
into consideration the fact that under the arrangement pro- 
posed the earliest date at which Congress can meet is the 30th 
of April, although the election may take place in November 
prior to that time? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; and, furthermore, Congress 
can pass a statute providing that this body can meet on what- 
ever day it pleases; it can meet in November, in October, in 
January, or in any other month; and there is no constitutional 
provision to prevent such action. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. If this amendment is 
adopted a simple resolution could not convene the Congress 
that was elected in November prior to the 30th of April fol- 
lowing that date. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. You are correct; and neither could 
a President elected under the present Constitution convene a 
Congress before their terms begin. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. A simple resolution could 
not convene Congress before that Congress came into office. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, no. And no one contends for 
that under the new provision or the old Constitution, [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote!” Vote! “1 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I will state that the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Garnes] desires to speak against the 
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proposition, and I feel bound to yield to him. How much time 
does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to have fifteen minutes, but I 
have already been told by the gentleman from New Jersey that 
he can grant me only ten. 

Mr. PARKER. Oh, I did not go as far as that. I said I 
would yield ten minutes and try, if I could, to allow the gentle- 
man fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Are amendments in order to this resolution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has control of the floor. Amendments are not in order at 
the present time until after the expiration of the hour. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I earnestly request the close 
attention of the House for only a few moments. This is an 
important resolution, because it proposes to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States. There has been a question of con- 
flict of jurisdiction with reference to this resolution, which, 
for personal reasons, because of requests made to me recently 
by one of the members of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
was entirely ready to waive; but the resolution, in the form 
in which it has been reported, is so defective that I can not 
consent to its passage. I am not certain that there is any part 
of the resolution which is well worked out, but I can convince 
this House in a very few moments that there are certain ques- 
tions which must be touched upon whenever this sort of reso- 
lution is put through, and which have not received the slight- 
est attention in the resolution reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. The twelfth amendment to the Constitution 
provides, among other things, whenever the election of the 
President is thrown into the House of Representatives, that if 
the House shall not have elected a President by the 4th day 
of March, then the Vice-President, to be elected under such 
circumstances by the Senate, shall be the President, as in the 
case of the death, resignation, or inability of the President. 

Certainly we ought not to propose an amendment to the Con- 
stitution putting forward by nearly two months the time when 
a President of the United States is to take his seat, which does 
not at the same time provide that if the election of the Presi- 
dent should devolve upon the House of Representatives, the 
time that the House of Representatives would have to consider 
that question be also extended. It would be a piece of folly 
and oversight that would render this House absurd if it pro- 
posed to amend the Constitution by changing the time of the 
inauguration, the beginning of a term of the President of the 
United States, and did not at the same time provide that the 
Congress of the United States in case it were considering the 
question of election of the President, should have until that 
same time for the purpose of concluding its deliberations. It 
would be absurd to say that if the election of the President 
should be thrown into the House of Representatives, and the 
House had not by the 4th of March reached a conclusion, that 
the House should not have the power between that time and 
the last Thursday in April, the new date when the term of the 
President is to begin, to continue its deliberations and en- 
deavor to reach a conclusion. 

Mr. Speaker, that is but one of the things not thought out. 
Bringing in a proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
United States, Mr. Speaker, in unconsidered shape like this, is 
but the natural result of this wild rage for jurisdiction that 
Seems to have permeated some of the committees of this House. 
So far as I am concerned, the resolution which I introduced 
was the one which was furnished me by a national committee. 
I have no pride of opinion in it. It is not my resolution. It 
seems to me that even that resolution is in such shape that it 
would not be satisfactory to submit it to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The Committee on the Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives was considering those ques- 
tions, considering the general scope of all the resolutions be- 
fore it, considering the question of adapting the proposed 
amendment to the other provisions of the Constitution, and con- 
sidering also the question whether there was not a consider- 
able amount of change of statute law necessary to adapt our 
four-year American period to a new beginning of it. If the 
resolution before the House can be amended in such a way as 
to cover the one question I mention—I can not think of any 
other now that I have sufficiently reached a conclusion about 
to make a suggestion—perhaps, to send over to the Senate, the 
language in House joint resolution No. 5 might be tacked on to 
this bill, as follows: 


så in April next foll then the President shall act as 
Presid mt in the case of the death or other constitutional disability of 
en 


Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is 
not that the difficulty that arises under our present arrangement 
just as much as under the new? 

Mr. GAINES. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
wholly fails to grasp my point. I am not now criticising your 
resolution because it does not settle all the questions of the pres- 
idential succession—all the difficulties in case of the death, 
resignation, and inability of the President—but you have not 
even touched so plain a proposition as this, that having moved 
the time when the term of office of the President of the United 
States begins, you have not provided that the Congress of the 
United States, in cases when the election of the President is 
thrown into the House of Representatives, might have until 
that later day to consider who should be President. 

Mr. PARKER. You get that under the law, which law, con- 
sidered with the Constitution, says it shall go to the House. 

Mr. GAINES. Let me read the gentleman the provisions of 
the Constitution as they now are. Article XII—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES. I can not answer one gentleman and yield to 
another at the same time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Very well, go ahead. 

Mr. GAINES (reading)— 


day of March next e then the Vice-President shall act as Presi- 
— — e death or other constitutional disability of the 
en 


8 would you not certainly attach to your proposition 


That if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President 
whenever the choice shall devolve upon them, before the last Thursday 
in April, then the Vice-President shall act as President, as in the case 
of the death or of other constitutional disability of the President. 

Mr. PARKER. I say I do not think I would, because they 
are certain to do it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It was put in for this reason. We 
did not intend to amend the twelfth article of the Constitution 
or any other article of the Constitution, but intended to leave 
it just as it is for this reason. It reads: 

And if no person have such majority, then from the 
the highest numbers not exceeding three, on the list of those voted for 
as President, the House of Representatives shall choose immedia A 
by ballot, the President. 

It says they shall choose him “immediately,” and if they fail 
to do it, then the Vice-President shall act, and we do not under- 
take to amend that. All we intended to. do was simply to ex- 
tend the date, to change the date, for the commencement of the 
term. 


Mr. GAINES. Exactly, and there the proposition is fatally 
defective. 

I repeat this statement, and it seems to me there can be no 
reasonable doubt of it, that if the choice of a President shall 
devolve upon the House of Reprsentatives, and if the House of 
Representatives shall not determine the question by the 4th of 
March, then there is no reason why the House of Representa- 
tives should not have until the last Thursday in April, if we 
are to change the time when the President’s term of office shall 
begi 


m, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for one 
question ? 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Suppose this resolution is adopted, 
would there not be two antagonistic provisions in the Consti- 
tution then? 

Mr. GAINES. I think there would be; and certainly there 
would be a wonderful oversight in not adapting the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution as it now is. Now, how we can 
adapt that amendment, Mr. Speaker, I hardly know. I am not 
so ready and easy as a lawyer that I feel very much like sug- 
gesting a constitutional amendment. here in Committee of the 
Whole, for that is virtually how we are proceeding. But the 
resolution must be amended, or it must fail, or else the House 
must do a vain and foolish thing. If gentlemen care to try to 
adopt an amendment, I suggest this language to them for their 
consideration. I shall ask the House to vote down the previous 
question and to vote down this resolution, if they do not amend 
it to cover the point. - 

Mr. DALZELL. Your proposed amendment is exactly in the 
language of the Constitution as it is now, changing the 4th 
day of March to the last Thursday in April? 

Mr. GAINES. The answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is, yes. My proposed amendment is in the 
language of the Constitution as it now is, except changing the 
date from the 4th of March until the last Thursday in April. 
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Mr. DIEKEMA. Would not the difficulty with your amend- 
ment be this: That in one section and article of the Constitu- 
tion the date would remain as the 4th day of March and in 
another amendment, another part of the Constitution, another 
article and another section, you would have the last Thursday 
in April, two conflicting dates, couched in the same language, 
‘one saying March 4 and the other the last Thursday in April? 
If your suggestion is to prevail, there should be an amendment 
of this article which has been read by you and not an addition 
to the resolution. 

Mr. GAINES. Let me suggest to the gentleman that his 
point amounts to this, as I understand it: That even if amended 
as I suggest, even then the present proposition of the Judiciary 
Committee will not have been properly worked out. Quite likely 
he is right. It comes from the rage for jurisdiction and from 
trying to propose amendments to the Constitution in this hasty 
way. 

I will say to the gentleman from Michigan that I know of 
no way to amend the Constitution without having either some- 
thing added or something in conflict with what the Constitu- 
tion was before; and since you propose to amend the Con- 
stitution as it was before, it seems to me you had better draft 
your language so as to express the fact that the new stuff is 
intended to take the place of the old. It seems. rather ele- 
mentary to me. I will say to these gentlemen that I have 
made the only suggestion I could make to them on the floor. 
I am afraid of the crude condition, the unthought-out condi- 
tion, of this resolution. Unless they accept the plain suggestion 
I have made, I shall ask the House of Representatives in all 
seriousness, expecting them to do it, to vote down the reso- 
lution. If adopted in its present shape it will not reflect credit 
on the House. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In the first place, I want to say to 
the gentleman that this was not hurried action on the part of 
the author of this resolution. Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts, 
was chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in the Senate 
for years and years. This is almost identically the plan that he 
worked. out, and his idea was to pass an amendment like this 
and not undertake to amend certain articles and amendments of 
the Constitution. Now, if there is any difficulty where the gen- 
tleman says it is, that amendment could be amended as any 
other amendment to the Constitution could be amended. But 
we were not trying to amend an amendment or to change pro- 
visions of the Constitution, but were setting a time for the 
commencement and termination of the terms. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has thirty-two 
minutes remaining. 7 : 5 

Mr. PARKER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIER]. ' . 

Mr. KEIFER: Mr. Speaker, if there can be unanimous 
consent to take a vote now, I will submit no remarks what- 
ever, but if there are others who desire to debate this question, 
I should like to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I should like to be recognized for five 
minutes in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, there is always a little hesitancy 
in attempting to amend the constitution, even of a State, and 
there ought to be more in attempting to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. But this is a subject that has been 
up and considered in the two branches of Congress for a great 
many years. It does not seriously affect any principle upon 
which the Government rests. The criticism upon the amendment 
made by the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Garnes] has some force in it, but an amendment to the resolu- 
tion as it now stands would easily cure that; or, as has been 
said by another here, we will be just as well off if we adopt this 
resolution as presented as we are now, except the gentleman 
thinks that we ought to have about two months’ more time to 
determine the question in the House, if necessary, as to who 
shall be President of the United States. We will have the 
same time if the resolution is adopted as we have now. 

It is a singular fact that the beginning of the official terms 
of the President, Vice-President, and of the Members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives on the 4th of March was 
an accident. No constitutional provision or law fixes that 
date. When the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States submitted it to the States for adoption on the 17th day 
of September, 1787, they made no special provision as to how 
or when it was to go into effect after ratification by 9 or more 
- of the 13 States. When it was certain that the Constitution 
as thus submitted was to be ratified, the old Continental Con- 
gress passed a resolution, without any authority being vested 
by the Constitution in that Congress to do so, which was, in 
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effect, a declaration that the time for the Constitution to go 
into effect and become operative should be the first Wednes- 
day in March, 1789. $ 

The resolution was adopted by the old Continental Congress, 
which met under the Articles of Confederation. It was pre- 
ceded by a preamble and bears date September 13, 1788. The 
preamble and resolution read as follows: 

Whereas the convention assembled in Philadelphia, pursuant to the 
resolution of Congress of the 21st of February, 1787, did, on the 17th 
day of September of the same year, report to the United States in 
Congress assembled a Constitution for the people of the United States; 
whereupon Congress, on the 28th of the same September, did resolve 
unanimously “that the said report, with the resolutions and letter 
accompanying the same, be transmitted to the several legislatures, in 
order to submitted to a convention of delegates, chosen in each 
State by the people thereof, in conformity to the resolves of the con- 
vention made and provided in that case; and whereas the Constitu- 
tion so reported by the convention and by Congress transmitted to the 
several legislatures has been ratified In the manner therein described 
to be sufficient for the establishment of the same and such ratifications, 
duly authenticated, have been received by Congress and are filed in the 
office of the secretary: Therefore 

Resolved, That the first Wednesday in January next be the day for 
appointing electors in the several States which, before the said day, 
shall have ratified the said Constitution; that the first Wednesday 
February next be the day for the electors to assemble in their respective 
States and vote for a President, and that the first Wednesday in March 
next be the time and the present seat of Congress the place for com- 
mencing the eee under the said Constitution. (Journal of 
Continental Congress, Vol. IV, p. 867.) 

It seems that the time when the Constitution of the United 
States should go into effect was fixed by an authority not pro- 
vided for in it. 

It turned out that the first Wednesday in March, 1789, was 
the 4th of March. And then the Members of the House and 
Senate took their office, as the constitutional government com- 
menced on that day in March, 1789. Their term commenced 
the first Wednesday in March, 1789. The Constitution fixed the 
full term of Senators at six years, and the term of the Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives at two years, and that 
is the only way they got a start for their terms. From that on 
have been computed the term of two years for Members of 
this House, each term beginning on the 4th of March and ex- 
tending two years, and, accordingly, each Congress has begun 
and ended on the 4th of March in every odd year. That is the 
way we got started. 

It seems that for several reasons they were not prepared to 
inaugurate the first President of the United States on the 4th 
of March, 1789. 

The Vice-President of the United States did not assume his 
duties and office until April 18, 1789. 

Under the Constitution of the United States the President of 
the Senate was required to count the vote for President and Vice- 
President in the presence of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. This, for want of a quorum in the Senate, was not 
done until April 6, 1789, and thereafter the President and 
Vice-President, John Adams, were notified of their election, but 
arrangements for the inauguration of George Washington in 
New York City were not made until April 30, 1789. 

There was much preparation to be made. I do not recall 
what all the reasons were for the long delay, but it turned out 
that George Washington was not inaugurated President of the 
United States until the 30th day of April, 1789. From March 4 
to April 30, 1789, our constitutional Republic existed without a 
President—nearly two months. Later on George Washington 
waived a part of his first four-year term, as given him by the 
Constitution, and the second inauguration of President Wash- 
ington was on the fourth day of March, 1793, so that his first 
term fell short of a full term nearly two months. That brought 
the time for the Executive to enter upon his office the same as 
the time for Members of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives to enter on their respective offices. If I had my way, feel- 
ing a little sentiment about the matter, I would have had this 
resolution fix the 30th day of April for the commencement and 
ending of the term of President of the United States, this to 
correspond with the day and month in the year of Washington’s 
first inauguration. This proposed amendment fixes the last 
Thursday in April—very near that day. That is true, but it 
turns out that the term of the President may be the full four 
years, and sometimes a few days over, or it may fall a little 
short of four years, under this proposed amendment. The pro- 
yision for a four-year term is thus modified to that extent. This 
is, however, quite immaterial. 

Let me say that the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Garnes] thinks, or perhaps it was some other gentleman here 
who says, we ought to amend the several provisions of the 
Constitution so as to harmonize them. That has not been the 
policy heretofore in amending the Constitution of the United 
States. The twelfth amendment to the Constitution radically, 
changed the mode of electing the President and Vice-President, 
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and to that extent it superseded or repealed, by necessary im- 
plication, another provision of the Constitution, the fourth sec- 
tion, Article I, of the Constitution of the United States. There 
is no difficulty here. If this amendment is adopted, everything 
else in the Constitution inconsistent with it will have to yield 
to it. l 
Now, as to the matter of having the second session of Con- 
gress end at a time so that we may have a longer session of 
Congress, I think well of that, and I think it will turn out that 
in wisdom we will by law fix the opening of the second session 
of Congress, and perhaps both sessions of each Congress, on the 
first Monday of January in each year. We seldom do much 
real work here before the holidays, and we always adjourn 
over them. The session from the first Monday in December to 
the adjournment for the Christmas and New Year holidays is 
not of much consequence, as we all know. By meeting the first 
Monday in January, or other day near the first of the year, we 
could have in the second regular session of Congress nearly a 
four-months’ session, whereas now it is only about three months, 
including the holidays. 

The change of the time of opening each year the regular 
session of Congress could be made by law without any change 
of the Constitution of the United States. The Constitution, it 
is true, in the fourth section and first article, provides that 
Congress shall meet on the first Monday of December in each 
year unless Congress fixes another date, so we could change 
that by law and have a meeting after the holidays are over. 
We ought to meet then, as most of the legislative bodies of 
the States meet shortly after the beginning of the new year. 

The provision of the Constitution of the United States on 
the subject of the meeting of Congress reads: 

The Congress shall assemble at least once in each year, and such 
meeting shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shall by 
law appoint a different date. 

The last Thursday in April will be late enough in the spring 
to insure balmy weather and not Jate enough for excessive warm 
weather. 

If the resolution can be amended to improve the proposed 
amendment and render its operation more harmonious to other 
provisions of the Constitution, let us do that and then adopt 
the resolution. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman from New 
Jersey yield me three minutes? 

Mr. PARKER. On which side is the gentleman? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am opposed to the resolution. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-six 
minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. I would like to make some arrangement that 
would be agreeable to the House in relation to this resolution. 
I would like to know whether this can be taken up as unfin- 
ished business for not over an hour on to-morrow morning, with 
the consent of the Committee on Pensions, and I to control the 
time? 

Mr. MANN. The call of committees will rest with the gentle- 
man’s committee. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If the gentleman from New Jersey refers 
to me, I will say that the debate on this resolution might run 
all day. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman from New Jersey think, 
in fairness to the House, in view of the situation and the ques- 
tions arising here, that it would be perfectly proper to let the 
House have an opportunity to consider the subject for a week? 

Mr. PARKER. If the House desires. The committee is not 
forcing the matter. There is such a strong feeling in the House 
of unanimous consent that I was following that sentiment. I 
understand this goes over as unfinished business until Wednes- 
day next? E 

Mr. MANN. Yes; or on any call of committees. 

Mr. PAYNE. On any call of committees., I want to say 
further, that there does not seem to be anything before the 
House to-morrow, except pensions, and they will take but very 
little time, not over an hour or two, and it might be disposed 
of to-morrow. 

Mr. PARKER. Then does the gentleman intend to move that 
the House adjourn? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will yield to me, I will move 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that an amendment that I hold in my hand may be 
read for the information of the House. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I object. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then let it be printed in the 
RECORD, 
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Mes OLMSTED. I shall object unless my amendment can go 
also. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
my amendment and that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PARKER. The amendments are simply to be printed in 
the Recorp for information? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is all. 

The following are the amendments referred to: 


By Mr. Bennet of New York: 

“The term of cffice of the President, Vice-President, and of the Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives who are in office or who have 
been elected after the ratification of this amendment shall continue 
until noon of the last Thursday of April next succeeding the 4th day 
of March of the year in which the term otherwise would have expired.” 

By Mr. OLMSTED: 

Amend by adding a new section: 

“Sec. 4. And if the House of Representatives shall not choose a 
President whenever the right of choice shall devolve upon them, under 
Article XII, before the last Thursday of April next following, then the 
Vice-President shall act as President, as in the case of the death or 
other constitutional disability of the President, anything in the said 
Article XII to the contrary notwithstanding.” 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Senate concurrent resolutions of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, under the rule, 
as indicated below: 

S. C. Res. 21. Directing the Secretary of War to cause a 
further and supplemental examination of Cape Lookout, North 
Carolina; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. y 

S. C. Res. 19. Presenting thanks of Congress to State of In- 
diana for providing statue of Gen. Lewis Wallace and accepting 
the statue; to the Committee on the Library. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from consideration of the bill (H. R. 4620) authorizing 
the Omaha tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of 
Claims, and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. r 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriaion for filing appliances in 
the Land and Indian offices (H. Doc. No. 527)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint sub- 
mitting a recommendation of legislation relating to the coinage 
(H. Doc. No. 528)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of Miles L. Floyd, administrator of estate of David Floyd, 
against The United States (H. Doc. No. 530)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
ease of J. G. Robertson, administrator of estate of Margaret 
Robertson, against The United States (H. Doc. No. 531)—to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of California M. Hearn, in her own right and as administrator 
of estates of Susan L. Bailey and of Julia B. Hancock, against 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 532) —to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for surveys of public 
lands in Alaska (H. Doc. No. 525)—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. Doc. No. 526)—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 821) to provide 
for the appointment of an additional district judge in and for 
the district of Maryland, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 180), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 106) concerning the Fifteenth Annual Congress of 
Hygiene and Demography, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 131), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17433) amend- 
ing section 1709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 186), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Executive Papers, to which was referred the reports 
of the heads of the departments, submitted a report (No. 138), 
which said report was referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu thereof the 
bill (H. R. 18006) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, 
and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 129), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14676) for the relief of the Pittsburg Brewing Company, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 134), which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15595) for the relief of 
S. H. Loftin, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 135), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9990) granting an increase of pension to Max 
Sekel—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14281) granting a pension to Harvey O. Zerbe— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14283) granting a pension to Thomas G. Free- 
man—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11762) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbridge H. Benham—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14727) granting an increase of pension to John 
O. Perry—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16995) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
D. Smith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
(H. R. 18006) granting pensions and increase of pension to cer- 


tain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, 
and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 18007) requiring 
the branding of hermetically sealed oyster cans with the net 
weight of the oyster meat contained therein, and other provi- 
sions relating thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 18008) providing for the 
granting of service pensiens in addition to pensions heretofore 
granted or to be hereafter granted to soldiers and sailors of the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
= Also, a bill (H. R. 18009) to repeal the act of February 27, 
1901, granting authority to the East St. Louis and St. Louis 
Bridge and Construction Company, of the city of East St. 
Louis, Ill., to build, own, operate, and maintain a bridge across 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18010) providing 
for the repair and preservation of the sea wall at St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., and making appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18011) providing for the preservation of 
the old fort at Matanzas Inlet, Florida, and making appro- 
priation therefor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18012) for the construction of a 
dam and lock in the Mermentau River, Louisiana, and appro- 
priating $75,000 therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 18013) to 
authorize the cancellation of trust patents in certain cases— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 18014) to 
amend section 996 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as amended by the act of February 19, 1897—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 18015) to convey to the States 
having less than 150,000 acres of unreserved public land within 
their borders all public land not reserved as mineral land or 
for forestry purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18016) to provide for the continuation of 
work for the improvement of navigation of the Alabama River 
in Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18017) granting the pub- 
lic lands belonging to the United States and situated in the 
State of Arkansas to the State of Arkansas for the use and 
benefit of the common schools of that State—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 18018) to reimburse the estate 
of Gen. George Washington for certain lands of his in the 
State of Ohio lost by conflicting grants made under the au- 
thority of the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18019) to amend 
section 2 of an act entitled “An act to regulate the practice in 
certain civil and criminal cases in the western district of Ar- 
kansas "—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 18020) to reorganize and in- 
crease the efficiency of the commissioned grades of chief boat- 
swain and chief gunner in the navy of the United States—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 18021) granting an increase of 
compensation to bookbinders, printers, pressmen, clerks, and 
laborers in the Government Printing Office—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 18022) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be erected a monument on Little 
Round Top, on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemo- 
rate the valorous deeds and efficient services of the United 
States Signal Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 18023) to increase the salary 
of the United States attorney for the southern district of Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18151) to amend river 
and harbor act of March 3, 1899, making appropriation for 
the improvement of upper White River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEARRBE: A bill (H. R. 18152) to provide for the 
grading and improving of Pennsylvania avenue SE. from Bowen 
road to the District Iine—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: Resolution (H. Res. 225) referring the bill 
H. R. 11555 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 
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By Mr. PICKETT: Resolution (H. Res. 226) providing for 
the funeral expenses of Watkins J. Cantillon, late of the Capitol 
police, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 18024) granting a pen- 
sion to Lena Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18025) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Hollis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18026) for 
the relief of Mrs. B. L. Hendricks, formerly Mrs. T. Guernsey— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 18027) for the relief of Henry 
A. Polen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18028) for the relief of 
R. E. and Lawson H. Goodwin, of Johnson County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18029) for the relief of Solomon Lyons, of 
Hawkins County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18030) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Bryant Wheeler, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 18031) 
granting an increase of pension to De Lauzern Franklin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18032) to correct the military record of 
George W. Samson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 18033) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas I. Good—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 18034) granting an increase 
of pension to C. Oscar Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18035) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Jennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18036) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Codding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18037) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18088) granting an increase of pension to 
James Valentine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18089) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Kenyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18040) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18041) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18042) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18043) granting a pension to Peter 
Walsh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 18044) for the relief of 
heirs of Thornton Martin, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 18045) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 18046) granting an increase of 
pension to John Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18047) for the relief of 
Jacob Barger—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18048) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18049) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar A. Richards—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18050) for the relief of William W. Dew- 
hurst, as administrator of the estate of George Dewhurst, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 18051) for the relief of George 
P. Plowman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18052) for the relief of M. J. Meyer—to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18053) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Thomas F. Wilson, late of Shelby County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18054) for the relief of the estate of Rob- 
ert Pruitt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18055) for the relief of the heirs of Jesse 
Glawson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18056) for the relief of heirs of J. E. 

dge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18057) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
E. Parsons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18058) granting a pension to William D, 
Newman—to the Committee on Pensions, A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18059) granting a pension to Carrie B. 
Stewart, Elva Stewart, and Walton Stewart—to the Committee 
on Pensions. x 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 18060) granting a pension 
to Van Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 18061) granting an increase 
of pension to Doane Harbison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18062) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 18063) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin S. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18064) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Leahy—to, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18065) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18066) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18067) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wiles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18068) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 18069) for the relief of 
Frederick Wyneken—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOULKROD: A bill (H. R. 18070) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Whitlock—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 18071) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin R. Rhoods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18072) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Leffler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18073) granting a pension to Isabella 
Levans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 18074) granting an increase 
of pension to Lawrence Zimmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 18075) for the relief of 
H. H. Belew, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 18076) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of J. M. Sanders, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18077) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Nathan Dungan, deceased, late of Gibson County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18078) granting a 
pension to Charles A. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18079) granting a pension to Martha Gram- 
mar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18080) granting a pension to Effie Char- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 18081) to complete the military 
record of Robert M. Boyd—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 18082) for the relief of heirs 
of Abraham Hisey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 18083) granting a pension to 
Christina Rivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18084) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas C. Dunnaway—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 18085) granting a pension 
to Sophia C. Neil—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18086) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Abner Ogles, deceased, late of Coffee County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 18087) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucian G. Winey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18088) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel W. Ake—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18089) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18090) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson Crum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 18091) granting a pension to 
Nellie D. Wey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 18092) for the relief of the Catho- 
lic Church at Dalton, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18093) for the relief of the congregation 
of the Baptist Church of Calhoun, Ga.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18094) for the relief of the trustees of 
Damascus Baptist Church, of Gordon County, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18095) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Oothcaloga Baptist Church, of Adairsville, Bartow County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18096) for the relief of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Calhoun, Ga.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18097) for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Ringgold, Ga.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18098) for the relief of the congregation of 
the Union Methodist Church, near Tilton, Whitfield County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18099) for the relief of the congregation 
of the Kingston Methodist Church, of Bartow County, Ga.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18100) for the relief of the congregation 
of the Kingston Baptist Church, of Kingston, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 18101) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 18102) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane E. Cleborne—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 18103) granting a 
pension to Josephine C. Browning—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18104) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Christopher Clarkson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 18105) for the relief of 
heirs or estate of Q. K. Underwood, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18106) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. 
D. E. Barrett and B. G. Beadle, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18107) for the relief of heirs of J. R. 
Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 18108) to correct the military 
record of Daniel O’Brien—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18109) tó correct the military record of 
Russell Tripp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18110) granting a pension to Mary G. 
Hoffnagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18111) granting a pension to Emma Bero— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18112) granting an increase of pension to 
William Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18113) granting a pension to 
Harriet E. Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18114) for the re- 
lief of Nathaniel R. and William C. Carson, of Bradley County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R, 18115) to appropriate for and pay claim 
of T. F. Van, administrator of Leroy P. Campbell, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 18116) granting a pension to 
Frank B. Gray—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18117) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Sturch—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 18118) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles C. Warner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18119) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Schock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18120) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18121) for the re- 
lief of Daniel W. Dorris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18122) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy M. 
Cockerham, heir of Cirley Fairchilds, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18123) for the relief of the estate of 
Elizabeth Riley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18124) for the relief of the estate of James 
B. Ogletree, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18125) for the relief of Ed. D. Steger and 
J. E. Labatt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 18126) granting a pension 
to George L. Middleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18127) granting a pension to Eliza S. 
Blumer—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18128) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18129) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18130) granting an increase of pension to 
Blair H. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18131) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fleegle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 18132) for the relief of 
me heirs of James M. Anderson—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 18133) for the relief 
of heirs of Benjamin Lawler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18134) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
Elbert H. and Melinda Ellett, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18135) for the relief of James Williams— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18136) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar- 
brough and heirs of John Jones, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 18137) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Kirk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 18188) granting an increase 
of pension to George E. Grannis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18139) for the 
relief of Lucius P. Ordway, trustee for the creditors of the 
„ and Heating Company—to the Committee on 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 18140) granting a pension 
to Anna Ogg Lindsay to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TENER: A bill (H. R. 18141) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary McNally—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18142) granting an increase of pension to 


Thomas J. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 18143) 
for the relief of heirs of Willim R. Tatum, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18144) for the relief of Salem Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, Wayne County, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 18145) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza F. Greenwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 18146) for the relief of 
the heirs of Elisha Lowry—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 18147) granting a pension 
to Blanche Irene Buckwalter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 18148) for 
the relief of George D. Root—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 18149) conferring jurisdic- 
tion on Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of the estate of 
Montford T. Johnson—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 18150) for the relief of 
Anaise F. Zeringue and the estate of Mathilde = 
Zeringue—to the Committee on War Claims, : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of mayor and city council of 
Cordele, Ga., for appropriation to improve St. Andrews Bay, 
Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAIR: Petition of Mathew Atkinson, and others, 
for the passage of the Adair pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of William H. Gibson Post, 
No. 31, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of St. Francis Council, No. 1234, Knights of 
Columbus, of Galion, Ohio, favoring the Mann bill for the 
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suppression of the white-slave traffic—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. Eaton 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Forty-third National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, for S. 2550, pensioning volunteer 
nurses in the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Lodge of the Benevolent and Pro- 
tective Order of Elks, urging legislation to preserve the Ameri- 
can elk—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of National Encampment of 
1909, Grand Army of the Republic, for pensions for volunteer 
nurses in the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
R. E. and Lawson W. Goodwin—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas 
I. Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Ruth H. Hammond, of Wick- 
ford, R. I., for bill giving 10 acres of land to each Yuma In- 
dian—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pattern Makers’ Association of Providence, 
R. I., for eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of United States Veteran Signal Corps Associa- 
tion, for bill authorizing a monument on Little Round Top, Get- 
tysburg battlefield, to commemorate the deeds and services of 
3 States Signal Corps—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, against use of the Hetch Hetchy Valley to supply water 
for San Francisco—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Thomas L. 
Jennison, Mary H. Codding, James F. Watson, James Valentine, 
George P. Kenyon, Peter Walsh, William Wiley, Samuel H. 
3 and James M. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of La Crosse Council, No. 94, United 
Commercial Travelers of America, favoring H. R. 1491, relative 
to excess baggage—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Fairchild Brothers & Foster 
and Kohler & Campbell, of New York City, against publicity 
feature of the corporation-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Chicago Flexible Shaft Com- 
pany, of Chicago, III., favoring certain amendments to the cor- 
poration-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Lawrence 
Zimmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
estate of J. M. Sanders and estate of Nathan Dungan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Martha Cramer and Charles Albert Wheeler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
F. E. A. Roberts and W. C. Eller—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Adams and Brins- 
made, N. Dak., agaist a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for 

relief of Thomas C. Dunnaway—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. D 
Hayes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: Papers to accompany bill relative to the 
George Washington estate—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John J. 
Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of county board of Polk County, 
Wis., against reduction of tax on oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition of county board of Polk County, Wis., against 
ship-subsidy legislation—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Lemuel M. Murphy, William A. Calahan, R. Luther Hays, 
Peter Lynch, Prince Pouder, John Ward, Arthur Hutchinson, 
and M. B. De Vaughan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MALBY: Papers to accompany H. R. 15819, a bill to 
parole United States prisoners, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Marcus Cross- 
man, Frederick H. Norton, John Larock, Antoine Young, and 
Nathan Donaldson—te the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of T. F. Vann, administrator of estate of Leroy P. Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: Petition of Grand Army of the 
Republic post of Marionville, favoring increase of pensions as 
provided in the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of Eland, Wis., against 
pepa of the oleomargarine tax—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Petition of Board of Trade of city of 
Batesville, Ark., against legislative interference with transpor- 
tation corporations as per S. 1986 and H. R. 10889—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah J. Denney— 
to the Committee on Invalfd Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: Petition of George Taylor 
Chapter, Daughters of the American Reyolution, of Easton, Pa., 
for appropriation to build a military road from Yorktown to 
Jamestown, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Syl- 
vester Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of estate of Malinda Ellett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ernest B. De Vall—to the Committee on 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel P. Beck 
(H. R. 17981)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the Connecticut Horticul- 
tural Society, favoring parcels post—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STERLING: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Louise S. Martine (H. R. 13770), George O. Lloyd (H. R. 
13774), Charles R. Stacey (H. R. 13780), George P, McClellan 
(H. R. 13772), Emma Templeton (H. R. 927), James H. Gaff 
(H. R. 13773), James Downey (H. R. 924), Malinda A. Hem- 
street (H. R. 13777), Samuel Shropshire (H. R. 13779), Wil- 
liam Gough (H. R. 14430), and Sarah A. Fugett (H. R. 
15265)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Kelly Post, No. 111, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Kingwood, W. Va., favoring National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Wheeling Board of Trade, for repeal of the 
federal corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Parkersburg Mill Company, for repeal 
of the federal corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Butler & Kelley Company, 
against the publicity clause of the corporation-tax law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of United Commercial Travelers, favoring H. R. 
1491, concerning sample baggage and excess baggage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Markt & Hammacher Company, of New 
York, against publicity paragraph of the corporation clause of 
the Payne tariff law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North rolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Salem Methodist Episcopal Church—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, January 14, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o' clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CONSERVATION OF NATIONAL RESOURCES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 533), 
which was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In my annual message I reserved the subject of the con- 
servation of our national resources for discussion in a special 
message, as follows: 


In several de; ments there is presented the necessity for legislation 
looking to the further conservation of our national resources, and the 
subject is one of such importance as to require a more detailed and 
extended discussion than can be entered upon in this communication. 
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For that reason I shall take an early opportunity to send a special 
message to Congress on the subject of the improvement of our water- 
ways; upon the reclamation and irrigation of arid, semiarid, and swamp 
lands; apon the preservation of our forests, and the 9 of 
suitable areas; upon the reclassification of the pene domain with a 
view of separating from agricultural settlement mineral, coal, and phos- 
phate lands and sites belonging to the Government bordering on streams 
suitable for the utilization of water power. 

In 1860 we had a public domain of 1,055,911,288 acres. We 
have now 731,354,081 acres, confined largely to the mountain 
ranges and the arid and semiarid plains. We have, in addi- 
tion, 368,035,975 acres of land in Alaska. 

The public lands were, during the earliest administrations, 
treated as a national asset for the liquidation of the public 
debt and as a source of reward for our soldiers and sailors. 
Later on they were donated in large amounts in aid of the con- 
struction of wagon roads and railways, in order to open up 
regions in the West then almost inaccessible. All the principal 
land statutes were enacted more than a quarter of a century 
ago. The homestead act, the preemption and timber-culture 
act, the coal land and the mining acts were among these. The 
rapid disposition of the public lands under the early statutes, 
and the lax methods of distribution prevailing, due, I think, 
to the belief that these lands should rapidly pass into private 
ownership, gave rise to the impression that the public domain 
was legitimate prey for the unscrupulous, and that it was not 
contrary to good morals to circumvent the land laws. This 
prodigal manner of disposition resulted in the passing of large 
areas of valuable land and many of our national resources into 
the hands of persons who felt little or no responsibility for pro- 
moting the national welfare through their development. The 
truth is that title to millions of acres of public Jands was 
fraudulently obtained, and that the right to recover a large part 
of such lands for the Government long since ceased by reason 
of statutes of limitation. 

There has developed in recent years a deep concern in the 
public mind respecting the preservation and proper use of our 
natural resources. This has been particularly directed toward 
the conservation of the resources of the public domain. The 
problem is how to save and how to utilize, how to conserve and 
still develop; for no sane person can contend that it is for the 
common good that Nature’s blessings are only for unborn gen- 
erations. i 

Among the most noteworthy reforms initiated by my distin- 
guished predecessor were the vigorous prosecution of land frauds 
and the bringing to public attention of the necessity for presery- 
ing the remaining public domain from further spoliation, for 
the maintenance and extension of our forest resources, and 
for the enactment of laws amending the obsolete statutes so 
as to retain governmental control over that part of the public 
domain in which there are valuable deposits of coal, of oil, 
and of phosphate, and, in addition thereto, to preserve control, 
under conditions favorable to the public, of the lands along the 
streams in which the fall of water can be made to generate 
power to be transmitted in the form of electricity many miles 
to the point of its use, known as “ water-power ” sites. 

The investigations into violations of the public land laws 
and the prosecution of land frauds have been vigorously con- 
tinued under my administration, as has been the withdrawal 
of coal lands for classification and valuation and the temporary 
withholding of power sites. 

Since March 4, 1909, temporary withdrawals of power sites 
have been made on 102 streans and these withdrawals therefore 
coyer 229 per cent more streams than were covered by the 
withdrawals made prior to that date. 

The present statutes, except so far as they dispose of the 
precious metals and the purely agricultural lands, are not 
adapted to carry out the modern view of the best disposition 
of public lands to private ownership, under conditions offering 
on the one hand sufficient inducement to private capital to take 
them over for proper development, with restrictive conditions 
on the other which shall secure to the public that character of 
control which will prevent a monopoly or misuse of the lands 
or their products. The power of the Secretary of the Interior 
to withdraw from the operation of existing statutes tracts of 
Jand, the disposition of which under such statutes would be 
detrimental to the public interest, is not clear or satisfactory. 
This power has been exercised in the interest of the public, 
with the hope that Congress might affirm the action of the Ex- 
ecutive by laws adapted to the new conditions. Unfortunately, 
Congress has not thus far fully acted on the recommendations 
of the Executive, and the question as to what the Executive is 
to do is, under the circumstances, full of difficulty. It seems 
to me that it is the duty of Congress now, by a statute, to 
yalidate the withdrawals which have been made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the President, and to authorize the 
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Secretary of the Interior temporarily to withdraw lands pend- 
ing submission to Congress of recommendations as to legisla- 
tion to meet conditions or emergencies as they arise. 

One of the most pressing needs in the matter of public-land 
reform is that lands should be classified according to their 
principal yalue or use. This ought to be done by that depart- 
ment whose force is best adapted to that work. It should be 
done by the Interior Department through the Geological Survey. 
Much of the confusion, fraud, and contention which has existed 
in the past has arisen from the lack of an official and deter- 
minative classification of the public lands and their contents. 

It is now proposed to dispose of agricultural lands as such, 
and at the same time to reserve for other disposition the 
treasure of coal, oil, asphaltum, natural gas, and phosphate con- 
tained therein. This may be best accomplished by separating 
the right to mine from the title to the surface, giving the neces- 
sary use of so much of the latter as may be required for the 
extraction of the deposits. The surface might be disposed of 
as agricultural land under the general agricultural statutes, 
while the coal or other mineral could be disposed ot by lease 
on a royalty basis, with provisions requiring a certain amount 
of development each year; and in order to prevent the use 
and cession of such lands with others of similar character so 
as to constitute a monopoly forbidden by law, the lease should 
contain suitable provision subjecting to forfeiture the interest 
of persons participating in such monopoly. Such law should 
apply to Alaska as well as to the United States. 

It is exceedingly difficult to frame a statute to retain gov- 
ernment control over a property to be developed by private 
capital in such manner as to secure the governmental purpose 
and at the same time not frighten away the investment of 
the necessary capital. Hence it may be necessary by laws that 
are really only experimental to determine from their prac- 
tical operation what is the best method of securing the result 
aimed at. X 

The extent of the value of phosphate is hardly realized, and 
with the need that there will be for it as the years roll on and 
the necessity for fertilizing the land shall become more acute, 
this will be a product which will probably attract the greed of 
monopolists. 

With respect to the public land which lies along the streams 
offering opportunity to convert water power into transmissible 
electricity, another important phase of the public-land question 
is presented. There are yaluable water-power sites through all 
the public-land States. The opinion is held that the transfer 
of sovereignty from the Federal Government to the territorial 
governments as they become States included the water power 
in the rivers, except so far as that owned by riparian pro- 
prietors. I do not think it necessary to go into a discussion 
of this somewhat mooted question of law. It seems to me 
sufficient to say that the man who owns and controls the land 
along the stream from which the power is to be converted and 
transmitted owns lands which is indispensable to the conver- 
sion and use of that power. I can not conceive how the power 
in streams flowing through public lands can be made available 
at all except by using the land itself as the site for the con- 
struction of the plant by which the power is generated and con- 
verted and securing a right of way thereover for transmission 
lines. Under these conditions, if the Government owns the 
adjacent land—indeed, if the Government is the riparian 
owner—it may control the use of the water power by imposing 
proper conditions on the disposition of the land necessary in the 
creation and utilization of the water power. 

The development in electrical appliances for the conversion 
of the water power into electricity to be transmitted long distances 
has progressed so far that it is no longer problematical, but it is a 
certain inference that in the future the power of the water fall- 
ing in the streams to a large extent will take the place of natural 
fuels. In the disposition of the domain already granted, many 
water-power sites have come under absolute ownership, and 
many drift into one ownership, so that all the water power 
under private ownership shall be a monopoly. If, however, the 
water-power sites now owned by the Government—and there 
are enough of them—shall be disposed of to private persons for 
the investment of their capital in such a way as to prevent their 
union for purposes of monopoly with other water-power sites, 
and under conditions that shall limit the right of use to not 
exceeding fifty years with proper means for determining a 
reasonable graduated rental, and with some equitable pro- 
vision for fixing terms of renewal, it would seem entirely pos- 
sible to prevent the absorption of these most useful lands by a 
power monopoly. As long as the Government retains control 
and can prévent their improper union with other plants, com- 
petition must be maintained and prices kept reasonable. 


` 
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In considering the conservation of the natural resources of 
the country, the feature that transcends all others, including 
woods, waters, minerals, is the soil of the country. It is incum- 
bent upon the Government to foster by all available means the 
resources of the country that produce the food of the people. 
To this end the conservation of the soils of the country should 
be cared for with all means at the Government’s disposal. 
Their productive powers should have the attention of our 
scientists that we may conserve the new soils, improve the 
old soils, drain wet soils, ditch swamp soils, levee river over- 
flow soils, grow trees on thin soils, pasture hillside soils, rotate 
crops on all soils, discover methods for cropping dry-land soils, 
find grasses and legumes for all soils, feed grains and mill feeds 
on the farms where they originate, that the soils from which 
they come may be enriched. 

A work of the utmost importance to inform and instruct the 
public on this chief branch of the conservation of our resources 
is being carried on successfully in the Department òf Agricul- 
ture; but it ought not to escape public attention that state 
action in addition to that of the Department of Agriculture (as 
for instance in the drainage of swamp lands) is essential to 
the best treatment of the soils in the manner above indicated. 

The act by which, in semiarid parts of the public domain, 
the area of the homestead has been enlarged from 160 to 320 
acres has resulted most beneficially in the extension of “ dry 
farming,” and in the demonstration which has been made of 
the possibility, through a variation in the character and mode 
of culture, of raising substantial crops without the presence of 
such a supply of water as has been heretofore thought to be 
necessary for agriculture. 

But there are millions of acres of completely arid land in 
the public domain which, by the establishment of reservoirs for 
the storing of water and the irrigation of the lands, may be 
made much more fruitful and productive than the best lands in 
a climate where the moisture comes from the clouds. Con- 
gress recognized the importance of this method of artificial 
distribution of water on the arid lands by the passage of the 
reclamation act. The proceeds of the public lands creates the 
fund to build the works needed to store and furnish the neces- 
sary water, and it was left to the Secretary of the Interior to 
determine what projects should be selected among those sug- 
gested, and to direct the Reclamation Service, with the funds 
at hand and through the engineers in its employ, to construct 
the works. 

No one can visit the Far West and the country of arid and 
semiarid lands without being convinced that this is one of the 
most important methods of the conservation of our natural re- 
sources that the Government has entered upon. It would ap- 
pear that over 30 projects have been undertaken, and that a 
few of these are likely to be unsuccessful because of lack of 
water, or for other reasons, but generally the work which has 
been done has been well done, and many important engineer- 
ing problems have been met and solved. 

One of the difficulties which has arisen is that too many 
projects, in view of the available funds, have been set on foot. 
The funds available under the reclamation statute are inade- 
quate to complete these projects within a reasonable time. And 
yet the projects have been begun; settlers have been invited to 
take up and, in many instances, have taken up the public land 
within the projects, relying upon their prompt completion. The 
failure to complete the projects for their benefit is, in effect, a 
breach of faith and leaves them in a most distressed condition. 
I urge that the Nation ought to afford the means to lift them 
out of the very desperate condition in which they now are. 
This condition does not indicate any excessive waste or any 
corruption on the part of the Reclamation Service. It only in- 
dicates an oyerzealous desire to extend the benefit of reclama- 
tion to as many acres and as many States as possible. I rec- 
ommend, therefore, that authority be given to issue not exceed- 
ing $30,000,000 of bonds from time to time, as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall find it necessary, the proceeds to be applied 
to the completion of the projects already begun and their 
proper extension, and the bonds running ten years or more 
to be taken up by the proceeds of returns to the reclamation 
fund, which returns, as the years go on, will increase rapidly 
in amount. 

There is no doubt at all that if these bonds were to be allowed 
to run ten years the proceeds from the public lands, together 
with the rentals for water furnished through the completed 
enterprises, would quickly create a sinking fund large enough 
to retire the bonds within the time specified. I hope that, while 
the statute shall provide that these bonds are to be paid out of 
the reclamation fund, it will be drawn in such a way as to 
secure interest at the lowest rate, and that the credit of the 
United States will be pledged for their redemption, 


I urge consideration of the recommendations of the Secretary 
of the Interior in his annual report for amendments of the 
reclamation act, proposing other relief for settlers on these 
projects. 

Respecting the comparatively small timbered areas on the 
public domain not included in national forests, because of their 
isolation or their special value for agricultural or mineral pur- 
poses, it is apparent from the evils resulting by virtue of the 
imperfections of existing laws for the disposition of timber 
lands that the acts of June 3, 1878, should be repealed and a 
law enacted for the disposition of the timber at public sale, the 
lands after the removal of the timber to be subject to appro- 
priation under the agricultural or mineral land laws. 

What I have said is really an epitome of the recommenda- 
tions of the Secretary of the Interior in respect to the future 
conservation of the public domain in his present annual report. 
He has given close attention to the problem of disposition of 
these lands under such conditions as to invite the private cap- 
ital necessary to their development on the one hand, and the 
maintenance of the restrictions necessary to prevent monopoly 
and abuse from absolute ownership on the other. These rec- 
ommendations are incorporated in bills he has prepared, and 
they are at the disposition of the Congress. I earnestly recom- 
mend that all the suggestions which he has made with respect 
to these lands shall be embodied in statutes, and, especially, 
that the withdrawals already made shall be validated so far as 
necessary, and that the authority of the Secretary of the 
Interior to withdraw lands for the purpose of submitting rec- 
ommendations as to future disposition of them where new 
legislation is needed shall be made complete and unquestioned. 

The forest reserves of the United States, some 190,000,000 
acres in extent, are under the control of the Department of 
Agriculture, with authority adequate to preserve them and to 
extend their growth so far as that may be practicable. The 
importance of the maintenance of our forests can not be exag- 
gerated. The possibility of a scientific treatment of forests so 
that they shall be made to yield a large return in timber with- 
out really reducing the supply has been demonstrated in other 
countries, and we should work toward the standard set by them 
as far as their methods are applicable to our conditions. 

Upward of 400,000,000 acres of forest land in this country 
are in private ownership, but only 3 per cent of it is being 
treated scientifically and with a view to the maintenance of the 
forests. The part played by the forests in the equalization of 
the supply of water on watersheds is a matter of discussion and 
dispute, but the general benefit to be derived by the public from 
the extension of forest lands on watersheds and the promotion 
of the growth of trees in places that are now denuded and that 
once had great flourishing forests, goes without saying. The 
control to be exercised over private owners in their treatment 
of the forests which they own is a matter for state and not 
national regulation, because there is nothing in the Constitution 
that authorizes the Federal Government to exercise any control 
over forests within a State, unless the forests are owned in a 
proprietary way by the Federal Government. 

It has been proposed, and a bill for the purpose passed the 
lower House in the last Congress, that the National Government 
appropriate a certain amount each year out of the receipts from 
the forestry business of the Government to institute reforesta- 
tion at the sources of certain navigable streams, to be selected 
by the Geological Survey, with a view to determining the prac- 
ticability of thus improving and protecting the streams for fed- 
eral purposes. I think a moderate expenditure for each year 
for this purpose, for a period of five or ten years, would be of 
the utmost benefit in the development of our forestry system. 

I come now to the improvement of the inland waterways. He 
would be blind, indeed, who did not realize that the people of 
the entire West, and especially those of the Mississippi Valley, 
have been aroused to the need there is for the improvement of 
our inland waterways. The Mississippi River, with the Mis- 
souri on the one hand and the Ohio on the other, would seem 
to offer a great natural means of interstate transportation and 
traffic. How far, if properly improved, they would relieve the 
railroads or supplement them in respect to the bulkier and 
cheaper commodities is a matter of conjecture. No enterprise 
ought to be undertaken the cost of which is not definitely ascer- 
tained and the benefit and advantage of which are not known 
and assured by competent engineers and other authority. When, 
however, a project of a definite character for the improvement 
of a waterway has been developed so that the plans have been 
drawn, the cost definitely estimated, and the traffic which will 
be accommodated is reasonably probable, I think it is the duty of 
Congress to undertake the project and make provision therefor 
in the proper appropriation bill. 

One of the projects which answers the description I have 
given is that of introducing dams into the Ohio River from 
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Pittsburg to Cairo, so as to maintain at all seasons of the year, 

by slack water, a depth of 9 feet. Upward of 7 of these dams 
have already been constructed and 6 are under construction, 
while the total required is 54. The remaining cost is known to 
be $63,000,000. 

It seems to me that in the development of our inland water- 
ways it would be wise to begin with this particular project and 
carry it through as rapidly as may be. I assume from reliable 
information that it can be constructed economically in twelve 
years. ‘ 

What has been said of the Ohio River is true in a less com- 
plete way of the improvement of the upper Mississippi from 
St. Paul to St. Louis to a constant depth of 6 feet, and of the 
Missouri from Kansas City to St. Louis to a constant depth 
of 6 feet, and from St. Louis to Cairo to a depth of 8 feet. 
These projects have been pronounced practical by competent 
boards of army engineers, their cost has been estimated, and 
there is business which would follow the improvement. 

I recommend, therefore, that the present Congress, in the 
river and harbor bill, make provision for continuing contracts 
to complete these improvements. 

As these improvements are being made, and the traffic en- 
couraged by them shows itself of sufficient importance, the im- 
provement of the Mississippi beyond Cairo down to the Gulf, 
which is now going on with the maintenance of a depth of 9 
feet everywhere, may be changed to another and greater depth 
if the necessity for it shall appear to arise out of the traffic 
which can be delivered on the river at Cairo, 

I am informed that the investigation by the Waterways Com- 
mission in Europe shows that the existence of a waterway by 
no means assures traffic unless there is traffic adapted to water 
carriage at cheap rates at one end or the other of the stream. 
It also appears in Europe that the depth of the nontidal streams 
is rarely more than 6 feet, and never more than 10. But it 
is certain that enormous quantities of merchandise are trans- 
ported over the rivers and canals in Germany and France and 
England, and it is also certain that the existence of such meth- 
ods of traffic materially affects the rates which the railroads 
charge, and it is the best regulator of those rates that we have, 
not even excepting the governmental regulation through the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. For this reason, I hope that 
this Congress will take such steps that it may be called the 
inaugurator of the new system of inland waterways. 

For reasons which it is not necessary here to state, Congress 
has seen fit to order an investigation into the Interior Depart- 
ment and the Forest Service of the Agricultural Department. 
The results of that investigation are not needed to determine 
the value of, and the necessity for, the new legislation which I 
have recommended in respect to the public lands and in respect 
to reclamation. I earnestly urge that the measures recom- 
mended be taken up and disposed of promptly, without awaiting 
the investigation which has been determined upon. 

WX. H. TAFT. 


Tue WIR House, January 14, 1910. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that the message be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
printed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar, pension bills, in order to- 
day, may be considered in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that pension bills on the Private Calendar 
in order to-day be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16311) granting or and increase of pensions to 
0 


certain soldiers and sailors the civil war and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 

The name of Edward F. Harter, late of Copan A, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Compan. , Fifteenth Regiment Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


per month in lieu of that 
The name of Frank Burt, 


ng, 
The name of Joseph J. Delebaugh, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Voluntecr Infantry, and pay hime Conese at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The name of Francis M. Davis, late of Company E, Forty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William II. H. Yakey, late of Company F, Thirtieth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of William H. Bauguess, late of Company H, Eighty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Milon L. Tompkins, late of Company E. One hundred 
and thirty-elghth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi F. Kepler, late second lieutenant Company 65 
Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a a a ig at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Alfred H. Hooker, late of Company K, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Paras and pay him E pening at the rate 15 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lewis A. McKibben, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Daniel H. Bailey, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rats 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

he name of John W. Moore, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry J. Fuller, late of Company E, Sixtieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Richard Thompson, late of Company A, One hundred 
and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan ead Company B, 
Twenty-third Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension 


at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Annie Irvine, widow of James Irvine, late mait Ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now recei i 

The name of Eli W. Adams, late of Company A, Ninety-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 9 

The name of Mary J. Kincaid, widow of William H. Kincaid, late 
captain Company I, Ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of William M. Boyd, late of Company D, Thirty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Landgraf, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin H. Isenhour, late of Nineteenth Battery 
Indiana Volunteer pir Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. Ashbaugh, late of Company B, One hundred 
and thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. j 

The name of Hannah L. Holman, widow of Rodney N. Holman, late 
second lieutenant Company F, First Battalion Massachusetts Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of John J. Upham, jr., late of Company F, Sixtieth Rog 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving: 

The name of Hamilton T. Faris, late of Company H, One hundred 
and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a art at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
rece * 

The name of Jesse Shewmake, late of Company L, Third Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of 9 C. Carlton, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. £ 

The name of Samuel P. Rinkert, late of 3 C, Twenty-first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas B. Corey, late of Company H, First ment 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
oe tes per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Stanley Sopar: late of Companies fi and C, Fourteenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Sosa ig = 

The name of Hilas R. Johnson, late of Company F, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

H, Second Regiment 


The name of ey. A. Tortat, late of Compan 
Colorado Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Second Regiment Colo- 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


rado. Volunteer Cavalry, an 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Warren W. Braman, late of Company B, Seventh Regl- 
ment Kansas Volunteer es i and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Stephen A. Devers, late of Siren! nag A, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Wait, late of Com 1 5 A. One hundred and 
fourteenth Regiment United States Colored olunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of John G. Hearn, late of 1 B, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry E. Gibson, late of Com y K, First Regiment 
Missouri State Militia, Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joel M. Morgan, late of Company K, Ninety-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Barton, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Burns, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer POES and pay him a pension at the rate 
9 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Henry E. Silcox, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in Jieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Hough, widow of John H. Hough, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
8 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 


Tine name of Daniel Libbey, late of Company H, Thirteenth Rezi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
12 per month, the same to be id to him under the rules of the 
‘ension Bureau as to mode and times of payment without any deduc- 
tion or rebate on account of former Riro overpayments or erroneous 
payments of pension. 

The name of Marion P. Downey, late of Sampang A. Second Regi- 
ment, and Company E. Eighteenth Regiment. Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Burket F. Starnes, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Gustavus P. M. Williams, late of Company A, Fifth 
Regiment ‘Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of James M. Hobson, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and commissary-sergeant Fifty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John M. Cochran, late first lieutenant and 9 Com- 
pany G, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles G. Bennett, late of Company E, Thirty-fourt 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Harrold, late of Compar E, Seventy-fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now eee i 

he name of Gustav Weil, late of Company H, Second ent 
United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Seas 

The name of uel Cole, late of Company C, Ninety-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Wieser, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of-August Schwartz, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Fegan, late of Company K, Ninety-third Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now gine? 

The name of Mattie J. Ellis, widow of David R. Ellis, late of U. S. S. 
Monitor, and paymaster's steward, U. S. S. Tunxis and Sassacus, United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 5 8 month additional on ac- 
count of a minor child of said sailor until such child shall arrive at 
the age of 16 years. 

The name of Daniel Lane, late of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now 1 

The name of Peter D. Montgomery, late first lieutenant and captain 
Company H, Sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
. —— pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Norwood Tobias, late of Fourth Battery Indiana Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Barnard, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Companies G and D, Twenty- 
first Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a sion at 
the rate of $24 pr month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Maggie Dorwin, widow of Samuel N. Dorwin, late of 
PODANY D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Philip Lockwood, late of Sompany F, One hundred and 
forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Price, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Carrie M. Booher. helpless and dependent child of Joshua 
M. Booher, late of Company K, Two hundred and second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The name of Mathew Dorman, late of Company G, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mattie L. Wage, helpless and dependent child of Francis 
M. Loud, late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


XO 


The name of Marcus M. Hall, late of First Battery Connecticut Vol- 


unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he Is. now receiving. 

The name of Matthew Sullivan, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer arney, and Company I, Fourth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Osker Gross, late of Company G, First Regiment Minne- 
sota Volunteer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alonzo C. Fleming, late of Company C, Fortieth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Lockey, late of Company L, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 9 

The name of Augustus W. Green, late first lieutenant Com ny D, 
One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infan ry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Chester A. Chapman, late of Company D, First Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, sud one him a passion 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Cotter, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Shaw, late of Company G, Ninetieth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. j 

The name of William Strutt, late of Company B, Seventy-fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, an pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Stephen H. Wyatt. late of Company I, Twenty-first 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 p month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles V. Abbott, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay him a 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William T. Handy, late of Company E Ninety-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth A. Archer, widow of John Archer, late first 
lieutenant Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Frank M. Reid, late of Company K, Forty-sixth Regl- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at thé rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now rone 

The name of David aay, late of Company, „ Twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ferdinand Schmadel, late of Captain Knapp's company, 
A, Seventh Regiment Indiana Legion Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he name of Thomas Violette, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer pera A and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Arthur H. Sproat, late of Company F, Thirty-ninth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Woods, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer 3 79 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cornelia Jamison, former widow of Geo W. Craw- 
ford, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of A tus J. Robbins, late second lieutenant Company B, 
Seeond Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Charles Roques, alias Charles F. Toussaint, late of 
8 A. First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and Compan: 
A, Veteran Battalion, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, ane 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Lewis Hazlett, late of Companies L and E, Four- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of John R. Morris, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regt 


pension at the 


ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James K. Nichols, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ` 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recetying. 

The name of Thomas J. Nolan, late of First Battery, Wisconsin 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Rupert, late of Company F, Ninetieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of R. Gardner, widow of Benjamin F. Gardner, late of 
1 D, Twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Henry A. Cook, late of Com 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Stephen Ryan, late of Company A, Provost Guards, 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Otto Feyerabend, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph M. Green, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cav: „and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Brown, late of Company K, One hundred 
and eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. May, late of Company B, Twenty-serenth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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Nineteenth 
„ and pay him a pension at the 
is now receiving. 


<0 ixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavern, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


The name of ore Ostrander, late of Company H, 


Theod 
ment New York Volunteer Ca 


The name of Isaac Kear, late of Company H, Fourth Regi 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now pi gt À 

The name of Samuel Petrie, late of mpany A, One hundred and 
fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now sgt tpn f 

The name of John Reed, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 

The name of William W. Mills, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
Minnesota vee rg ITA SET pay —.— 3 at the rate of 

r month in lieu o at he is now ving. 

en name of John C. Holcomb, late of Comper, C, Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment New Tork Volunteer pry Te Are 1 pay — a pension at the rate 
80 per month in lieu of that he 4 
ot ee Tamo of Amos E. Porter, late of Company C, Fifteenth iment, 
and Company K, Seventeenth Regiment, ndiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
85 The 4 Samuel Smith, late of Company E. Eleventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The name of Samuel Ewing, late of Company I, Fifty-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer goes 5 vm pay —.— Na pension at the rate of $30 per 

lieu of t he is now rece 
monte —.— of Samuel C. Parker, late of Thirteenth Independent Bat- 
tery, Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Burk, late of U. 8. S. Sabine, Huron, and North 
Carolina, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anton Brown, late of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jobn W. rey, late of Company C, First Battalion 
Maine Volunteer Infante, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of tha he is now receiving. 

Tue name of Walter S. Twaddle, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jasper Ross, late of Compan H, Twenty-second Regl- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Orlando Manchester, late of Ninth Independent Battery 
Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate o 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Stichter, late of Companies E and C, Forty- 
eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now pearl A 

The name of Etwin J. Turton, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Juliet E. Stevens, widow of Sylvanus H. Stevens, late 
first lieutenant Captain Stokes’s Independent Battery, Illinois Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she 18 now receiving. 

The name of Nathaniel Collins, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Stephen Marcum, late of U. S. S. New Ironsides, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Martin, late of Comper 
West Virginia Volunteer 4 try. and pay him 

0 at he 


F, Seventh Regi- 
ion at the rate of 


H, Fo ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a 
— . the rate of $55 per month in lieu t is now recat! 
The name H. II ot Company K, One hundred 


Regimen 
8 at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ving. 

The name of Milton H. Franks, late of Company F, One hundred and 
third t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joel Benham, late of Company D, -ninth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘The name of Oliver Brewer, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment, and Company G, One hundred 
York Volunteer Infantry, 
age Pray in lieu of that 


and 

fifty-ninth Regim , and him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is — —— 3 
The name of Joseph B. Dickson, late of pany C, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
5 8 N Nichols, late of Company E. 5 

0 T Artil ery, and him a pension a! ra 

$30 per month In lieu of that he is dow. receiving. 


widow of Isaac D, Litz, late of Company K, 
undred 


and forty-fifth ent, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she now re- 
ceiving: vid in the event of the death of Eugene O. Litz, 


* from san after 
e name of Lafayette Taylor, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalary, and pay him 2 pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marie Mische, widow of A t: Mische, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of 
Martha Mische, helpless and dependent Seog of said August Mische, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 
provided further, That in the event of the death of Marie Mische, the 
name of said Martha Mische shall be placed on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of 
$12 per month from and after the date of death of said Marie Mische. 

The name of Hannah M. Young, widow of Thomas B. Loung, late 
of Company D, Second Battalion Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Michael Getz, late of Company D, Sixty-eiguth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James E. Leftwich, late of Company D, Thirteenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of 9 S month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J. Ellis, late of Company D, Twenty-sicth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Amos T. Fisher, late of Company in Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, G 

rat enan of Sane oe: Rape in ane ot Company A, Sixth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer antry, and pay him a pension at 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. peer ge 

5 = Kee, Orao, IRS second eee ie ee and aoe. Com- 
pany C, Forty-seven egimen ennsylvania Volunteer I 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that be 1 
now receiving. 

The name of Andrew A. Burk, late of Com C, Twenty-second 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hikes a 0 at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Davis, widow of Peter Davis, late of Company 
B, Tenth ent Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. tiy 

The name of Edward D. Mattson, late of Com I, Ninth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer 3 and pay him 3 at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elias Pleukharp, late of 8288 A, One hundred and 
thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio National Guard nfantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ira Shafer, late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer gory o and pay him à pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now r e 

The name of 1 G. Brough, late of Company C, Seventh Regi- 
ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now roroning 

The name of Geo Buzby, late of Company I, One hundred and 
fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of Thomas Evers, late of Compas D, Forty-fifth nt 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Small, late of Company E, First ment Maine 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Lee, late of Company D, First Regiment Missis- 
sippi Volunteer n and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bradford G. Ostrander, late of Company C, Fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of rs per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Geo M. Harris, late of Company C, First Regiment 

usetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him à pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin C. Barnes, late of Company B, Eighth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Ca r pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of James J. Poleman, late of Battery E, First Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Gabriel M. 8 of Company B, First Bat- 
tallon 8 Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $ month in lieu of that he is now reat 4 

The name of Monroe inthe i ak late of ong Sk A, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now pec (| 

The name of Thomas M. Garrison, late of Company C, Vifty-second 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted 8 and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Whitford, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Geo: W. Lloyd, late of Company C, Seventli R t 
Ohio Volunteer Ca , and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

a Taaaeien aad Gat te a olan ‘ok tha SETE OE COL DA 
o Volun $ pay a pens a e rate o per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wiley Couch, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment 
Kentu Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Robert W. McStraw, late of Company ä 


Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer maan, and pay a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alden Bradford, late of Company C, Seventeenth R 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Henry H. Bronstrup, late of Company B, One hundred 
and eighty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christina F. Bartholomew, widow of William H. 
Bartholomew, late of Company D, Seventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of David Shively, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Joseph H. Hadley, late of Company F, Thirty-third 
8 Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas S. Bogges, late of Company H, Fifty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 3 

The name of Lovina C. Smith, widow of Carlos S. Smith, late first 
sergeant, second lieutenant, and captain Company E, Eighth ent 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Alexander J. Gray, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Krug, late of Company K, Seventy-fourth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at pi 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wilbur F. Thompson, late of Company 6. One hundred 
and fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Soehnlein, late of Company H, Fifty-second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 


The name of William W. Brubaker, late of ‘compan G, Eighty- 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and. pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles W, Ebert, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ue rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Henry T. Turner, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Marlow F. Brandamore, late of Company A, Thirteenth 
Regiment, and unassigned Thirty-third Regiment New Teria Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now adi 

The name of Francis M. Forman, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Orra M. Duncan, late of Company D, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

nsion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 

g. 

The name of Thomas Haxton, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Thomas J. Snodgrass, late of Company D, One hundred 
and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Archibald W. Mayden, late of Company M, Sixteenth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Albert H. Hannaford, late of Company H. Eleventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Malikiah P. King, late of Company K, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of John W. Stirling, late of Company D, Seventy-ninth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 8 and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of N. Benton Yackey, late of Company A, Second Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin A. Carnes, late of Company C, One hundred 
and sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin V. B. Mann, late of Company E, Eighty-first 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Prosper Stimson, late of Company E, Second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Parker, late of Company K, Thirty-first 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 
The name of Alvin Goodwin, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
Maine Volunteer prac eg and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Strain, late of Com y I, One hundred and 
fifty-fourth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 2 month in lieu of that he Is now * 

The name of Austin P. Walker, late of Company B. Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John R. Brambley, late of Company A, Twenty-second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Aquila Belt Crow, late of Company D, Ninth R ent 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Freelen 5 late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company L. Thirteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Hauk, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Freeman A. Burris, nests er and dependent child of 
Rufus Burris, late of Company F, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James Bender, late of 8 G, First Regiment 
United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Poor Belles, late of Company A, Eig 1 Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Melchor J. Armacost, late of Company E, Second Regi- 
ment Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, 
Eleventh Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary hie Josephina Brackelsberg, helpless and de- 
pendent child of Gustav Brackelsberg, late of Company D, Fifth Regi- 
ara PE pee inc ny e Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
0 per month. 

he name of J. Walter Myers, late captain Company D, Fourteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The.name of David L. Lindsey, late of Company H, One hundred 
and fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of John W. Baker, late of Company D, Seventy-first Reet: 
ment Ohio Voluntcer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh Kennedy, late of Company F, Seventy-third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Winfield S. Hunter, late of Company E, Thirty-third 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George E. Richards, late vapina 8 E, One hun- 
dred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pain at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

ving. 
roe anh of Charlotte M. Boyd, widow of John J. Boyd, late captain 
Company C, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The Manis of John B. Lewis, late of Company B, Sixty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Willlam H. Green, late of Company I, Fifty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Garvey, late of 88 I, Ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 38 

The name of Thomas W. Ray, late of Company A, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph C. Laney, late of Company A, Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Verner, late of Company L, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Arana; and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Spahr, late of Com y E, Seventieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer In 1 75 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ceylon Deming, late of 3 E. First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Denison R. Thorn, late of Company G, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adelbert Hollenbeck, alias Buck, late of Company G, 
Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer aaoi and pay him a 
poumon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Francis M. Town, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Chrisman, late of Company K, Seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George M. Phelps, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Hea Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in Yeu of that he is now receiving. 
ron G. Watrous, late of Company B. Elighty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Geiges, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, a pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lucretia Moon, widow of Francis Moon, late of Com- 
pany F, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Anna White, widow of James White, late of Company 
H, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Wright, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James McPherson, late of Company G, One hundred and 
thirty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Carnagy, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Mississippi Marine Brigade Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Edward Heilman, late of Company I, Ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard J. Emerson, late of U. S. S. Ohio, Shenandoah, 
and Roanoke, United States Navy, and pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Bancroft, late of Company E, Seventh Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Newton H. Hall, late of Company I, One hundred and 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ` 
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The name of Reuben D. Chellinger, late of Com Sixth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a peip Hi the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that is — receivin; 

The name of Pembroke Mercer. second fleutenant Company F, 
Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Voluroar — Infantry, and pay him a 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ne — now recei 

The name of James M. orgs: late of — 3 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay bim a a at the 
rate of $24 per month in liew of that he is now recef 

The name of Ferdinand H. Groce, late of Ba Battery B, Regiment 
Maryland Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a ee at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

e name of Benjamin F. Judson, late captain ompany Seventy- 
seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infan and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 = month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Sg eg a eg ra a EA AE 

ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
wes bic oenth te line of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Reinschneider, late « of Conran I, Thirty-seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per, month in leu of that he is now pany A, Nin 

The name John O'Donnell, late of Com th Regiment 
eee Vahuntese Infantry, and pay Haen at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now Bro Fach 

e name of William L. Moulton, late of Soret E, Twenty-second 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, him a eee at 
bist rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recel 

The bot, of — Talbert, late of Company D, Forty sixth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now — 8 

The name of Alden Smith, late of Com , Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay — a pension at the rate of 


twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer In antry, and pay him a 
penslon at the rate of * r month in lieu of tat he . — now receiving. 
The name of George Ta _— of Company D, -second R 


ving. 

The name of William O. Marvin, late of U. S. S. North Carolina and 
Vanderbilt, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of Emanuel 8 late 5 Company K, Eighteenth 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan 7 a pension at the 
epi ee ae ee 
e name of John Shaw, m en 
nfan 55 the rate of 


Pennsylvania Volunteer I 
$24 per month in ee te that kale ap 

The name of Hugh Mahan, late of Compan , Sixteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a od agi at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi 

he name of William Bodenstein, late of Compan C, One hundred 
and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer | er Infantry, and pay 
— pension at the rate of $24 per month in 1 he is now 
receiving. 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
ment Ken olunteer pay a on a 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that be is now — 

The name of Jacob N. 8 — of Com L, Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Art and sae ht a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that at be is now receivin; De 
The name of —— McCooliff, widow of Patrick McCooliff, late of 

Sixteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a on at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 


The name of George T. 9 late of Company H, First Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteer „ and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that e is now receiving. 

name of Wi Nine, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infan and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that ie ia now receiving. 

The name of George M. Hammond. — of Company A. ae 

wah OR va pay him a 3 the rate 
on Se oe ee in lieu of that he is now recei 


The name of Wallace McFadden, late of Company Twenty-ninth 
Re; ent Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that e is now N 

he name of J h P. late of Company F, One hundred and 
first Regiment Illinois oy r Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 month in lieu of that he is now regel 

The name of Joseph T. Mars late of Company D, Twenty-first 
Regiment Manes chusetts Volunteer and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv. ving. 

The name of Elbert M. Warne, late paymaster’s clerk, United States 
Le wl and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of 

Che | is now receiving. 

5 name of Charles A. Smith, late of 1 I. First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery. y him i a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lien of that 1 he ore on: recet 

The name of James T. Terry, late of Company E, Fo hth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a Ect Magn the rate 
of $24 per monte — lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William D. Johnson, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in Heu of that ie is now receivin 

The name of Israel H. Pickens, late of — — E. Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that is now — 

e name of George H. Marsh, late of Company 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per ny in lieu of that he is now Rr recetving: 

The name of nary E Fenton, late of yun eB Gr Severity-seventh 
. Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and U. S. ram pas, —.— 

7 ae and Great Western, United States Navy, and 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that lie ls mow receiving, said 
pension to commence from February 18, 1909. 
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Anna Irvine; 
Eli W. Adams: 
Mary B. Kincaid; 


1. William M. Boyd : 


—.— J. 5 Rae's 
Hamilton Faris; 


2502. Hilas Johnson ; 


goy A. Tortat ; 8 
W. 


> Bte hen A. Devers; 
Richard Wait; 


A. Hough : 


Charles G. Bennett; 
William Harrold ; 
Gustay Weil; 
Samuel Cole; 


* 


her; 
Mathew Dorman 
Mattie L. Wade ; 
Marcus M. Hall; 


> Matthew Sullivan; 
Osker Gross; 
. Alonzo C. Fleming ; 
H. Loci 


. Artbur H. — 2 
Woods ; 


John 


„ Cornelia Jamison ; 
. Augustus J. Robbins ; 


37. Joseph Green; 

. James H. “Brown; 

1. James H. 

s 8 Ostrander; 


5 ee Pherae ; 


Isaac 


3 — Petrie; 7 


JANUARY 14, 


This b a substitute for the following House 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions: bare toss Wa 
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6809. - R. 12539. John C. Garvey; 
EBF : H. E. 12801. Thomas W. Bay: 
II. R. 6637. William W. Mills; H. E 12610. Joseph C. Laney 
H. R. 6680. John C. Holcomb; H E. 12620, nde Verner. 
H. R. G781. Amos E. Porter; W 
H. R. 6822. Samuel Smith; 5 Deming: 
H. R. 6953. Samuel Ewing H. R 12688. Deninon . 
H. R. T034: Samuel C, Parker ; H K. 12080. Adelbert Hollenbeck. allas Adelbert Buck; 
EE ee Beowns H. R. 12690. Franeis M. Town ; 
ee TOTO An o pronn H. R. 12723. William Chrisman ; 
H. R.7125. Jobn Pray H. E. 12132. Geerse M. Phelps: 
H. R. 7143. Walter S. Twaddle ; H. K. 12134. Myron a WEO 
1 II. R. 12754. Jacob Geiges; 
H. R. 7333. Orlando Manchester ; $ H. K 1208 Tneretin 1 : 
ECC H. R. 12881. Anna White ; 
H. R. 7431. Elwin J. Turton; FC 
H. R. 7480. Juliet E. Stevens; H. K. 12883. James lie Hergen: 
H. R. 7853. Nathaniel Collins; H. R. 12883; James: Mel i 
H. R. fast. Danid Martina H. R: 12918. George Edward Hellman ; 
A 5 * hard Jmerson ; 
IE R feri Wiliam B inehart; 5 
E Ì II. R. 1 Newton II. 
H. R. 7932. Stephen H. Reynolds; 1.13127. N H Hall: it 
H. R. 8037. William ens Harrison Himes; 1 este a Door irae ; 
He cee Mikon ii H. R. 13132. J. Miller Shope; 
oe Dear Poe, H. R. 13134. Ferdinand H. Groce; 
E. 81 GAVER Browar: H. R. 13154, Benjamin F. Judson: 
K. 5828. Thomas i Bhetidan 5 H. R. 13621. Morris W. Clark: 
E E. 8702. Gon 3 H. R. 13622. Albert Reinschneider; 
H. K. 8132 Sooree D — H. R. 13677. John O'Donnell : 
oe 1 Dickson ; H. R. 13678. William L. Moulton; 
EN n Re tomes H. R. 13757. Leander Talbert; 
H. R. 8768. Joseph R. Howe; H. R. 13752. Alden Smith. 
. E. 8006, falapette 4 H. R. 14015. Calvin C. Lutes; 
H. R. 8906. Lafayette Taylor ; EE a 
E. K. 8214. Hanna K 1 ; II. R. 14076. William O. Marvin; 
H. R. 9214. Hannah M. Young; E ar a Maybery ; 
E T2240. James fiwich ; H. R. 14199. John Shaw; 
H. R. 9240. J E. Leftwich; H. R. 14199. a Shaw: 
H. R. 9244. Thomas J. Ellis; H. R. 44204. Hurk M StA 
H. R 3344. II. R. 14271. Henry M. Bond; 
H. R. 9347. Brazila. T. Monday; H. R. 14271. Henry M: Bod; 
H. R. 9360. Daniel Oyster; 88 
II. R. 9438. Andrew A. Burk; EK 1128. Gare E 5 
H E 9421. Edward’ D. ‘Mattson $ H. R. 14368. William Nine ; 
H. R. 9471. Edward D. Mat: $ 1 ree 3. 
H. K. 8478. Ia Snaferr H. R. 14411. Samuel Jacobs; 
. . 8490. r . D ; H. R. 14424. Wallace McFadden ; 
H. R. 9499. Henry G. Brough; HB 144 DUn E. 
H. R. 9500. George Euzby ; 12 Joseph T ane 15 
f. R. 9508 th H. R. 14449. Elbert M. Warne; 
H. K. 5890. Willam Lee; H. R. 14813. Charles A, Smith; 
H E 8800. Bradford, G- ‘Ostrander: H. R. 15015. James T. Terry; 
HE fon), Gene M. ore H. R. 15016. William D. J n; 
H. E. 9908. Benjamin es; H. R. 15017. Israel H. Pickens; 
H. R. 9958. Benjamin C. Barnes; 8 3 
E K. 5994. Gabriel M. Settiemire II. R. 15172. — B. Fenton. 
FFF Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill by 
HE R. 10066. John P. Whitford; > striking out, on page 16, lines 13, 14, 15, and 16, the beneficiary, 
H: R 10069. Geon e W. Loyd 7 Arthur H. Sproat, being dead, and on page 35 strike out lines 
HE R: 10070: Wies e 15, 16, 17, and 18, the beneficiary, Prosper Stimson, being dead. 
H 2 10267. Robert W. Mestraw; The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendmen 
II. R. 10304. Alden 8 tebe ar The Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 10362. Henry 1 
she oe be ie ie se 
ER. le y > 
E 18 e T = The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments offered 
HE R. 10609. Lovina G. ak by the tleman from New York. 
H. R. 10609, Lovina C. Smi y gen 10 
3 Heats TORT: The question was taken, and the 5 were 5 
1. 10836, i . Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by = 
H: Ie Loses. Fag re fag Gut, On DAKA MS ined Bu ZR 2k aud AN, the beneiciary, 
H. k. 10881. William W, Brubaker; William Hauk, being dead, and on page 44, lines 13, 14 15, and 
H. R 10912. Henry N. purmer: 16, the beneficiary, Leander Talbert, being dead. 
H: R. 10921. Marlow F. Brandamore; The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
—— 110225 8 eee The Clerk read as follows: 
II. R. 22. Orra „M. 5 
II. R. 11007. Thomas Haxton ; Page 36, strike out Hines 25 ry 7 5 and 22 25. 
H. R. 11182. a — Page 44, strike ou ; 5 
R. 11152. Archiba 5 
I. k. 11186 Albert H H. Hannaford; ze SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing 
H. R. 11156. oA 
H. R. 11343. N . W: ae The question was taken, and the amendments were aoe 1 
R. f ento; ~ iz 
H R. 11375. Benjamin A. Carnes; The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment a 
HR Lith: Poa Stee third reading of the bill as amended. 
H. K. 11488. Willam A The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read u third time, 
H. R. 11495. William A. Parker; 8 3 
II. R. 11496. Alvin Goodwin; was read the third time, and p: ssed. 5 
F The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
H K. 11332. cha * bere: The Clerk read as follows: 
8 £ 32. 7 
+3. 21564, Aguile Belt. Crow; R. 17752 ting pensions and increase of pension to cer- 
H R TIOE Freelen Hyson ; ù = an — 5 of Khe civil war and certain widows and 
Hag 5 5 e pank: ris: 5 dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 
If W. 11208: James D 3 5 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
H. K. 11759. Philly heller; 8 8 directed to ater cer the pension roll, subject to 
Hole 11478. Melchor fA ; ua rovisions and limitations of the pension laws— 
H. k. 11818. Mary S. J. Bracksisbe ame of John Crowley, late of Company C, 2 8 
H. K. 11806, J. Walter Brackelsberg ; $ ivana Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and p L, Secon: 
E K. 18285 Dae Lindsey ; — — States Cavalry, and pay him aa pension at the rate of $24 
: x A ceivin 
II. R. 11939. Hugh Kenned, ys =o Be or tila A TA N fate ot of * H, Thirteenth 
1. K. 11883. Wingeid B. u unter; Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 3 soa pay 8 LE pension at the 
R. X i ý li that he is now rece 
ER st Rg ae „ M. Hawkins, late of Company G, First Regiment 
E 2 123818. 5 a obese ya: Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
A — he 0. S 7 
H R. 12516. William H. Green; per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Ephraim J. Smith, late of 8 E, Seventh ment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $46 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew J. Clark, late of Company C, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer IHfantrx, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles M. Coffin, late of 3 I, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Dudley Reed, late of Com A, One hundred and 
twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer I try, and Seventh Inde- 
pendent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of 720 m month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Bolam, late unassigned, Twenty-e hth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Fry, late captain Company I, One hundred 
and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas H. Burns, late of Company B, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Garrett H. Fowler, late of Company K, Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and psy him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Sharp, late of Company E, Eighty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Matson, late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lafayette Riker, late of Company C, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David J. Yost, late of Company C, One hundred and 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Twentieth Company, Sec- 
ond Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Alexander Dice, late of Company B, McLaughlin Squad- 


ron Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of William Moore, late of Company A, Eighty-seventh Regi- 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bailey M. Naley, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James C. Cooper, late of Company D, Second Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edwin R. Warburton, late of Company B, Seventh Regi: 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at t 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William —_— late of Company C, Two hundred and 
seventh A 3 ia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $2 r month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James T. wyer, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred and second Company, 
Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of August Moldenhamer, late of Company I, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram Pray, late of Company B, Twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now . 

The name of De Have Norton, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Aaron M. Elliott, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James C. Goldthorp, late of Company E, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert C. Chamberlin, late of Company H, First Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Alden F. Litchfield, late first lieutenant and regimental 
quartermaster, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
DuA pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Samuel Young, late of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Samuel L. Bryant, late of Company M. Eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, One hundred and 
forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelying. 

The name of Hosea B. Fowler, late of Com H, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Bigelow, late of Company E, Thirty-second 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of William F. Davisson, late of Company G, Seventy-sixth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ' 

The name of Jacob E. Westfall, late of eompar D, Fourth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of tbat he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon F. Brown, late of Company H, Forty-third 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cay RE and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elijah Richardson, late of Company H, Fourth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of A Pe per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Benjamin P. Stone, late of Company C, Twelfth Regi- 
ment New Ham ire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 — month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘Che name of jamin M. Tilton, late of Company F, Twelfth Regi- 
ment New Hampsh Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of George Black, late of Company B, Sixty-first Regiment 


T Enoch Bailey, late of Company H. Twelfth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gustave Frey, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William D. Hogan, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy ets and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Matthias Johnson, late of Company E, Ninety-third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew P. Stewart, late of Company C, Eleventh Regl 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy A. Hopkins, dependent mother of William H. 
Hopkins, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Pleasant man, late of company F, Thirty-ninth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Amos Shirey, late of Company A, Second Battalion, 
Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Dickerson, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin V. Carey, late first lieutenant Company E, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Dominicus J. Wardwell, late of Company C, Twenty- 
fifth * rye Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis Hoey, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Campbell, late of Company C, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Reserye Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J. Hildebrant, late of Company G; Tenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John Wilson, late of Company D, Taveaty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Dillon, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and im a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Salmon, late of Company A, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Gibson, late of Company F, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pan at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The name of Charles A. Geissenhainer, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany A, One hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
1 ane nae of Pan ooye; oda 3 ee 8 ; ent 
owa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a e rate o 0 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. r 
w of Arba Twitchell, 7 of 


The name of Almy Maxey, former wi 
a F, Seventh Regiment 5 Infantry, and pay her a 
r mon 


pension at the rate of $12 
The name of Clarissa A. Welden, widow of George P. Welden, late of 
-sixth Regim teer Infan 


now 
W. Welden, helpless and 5 daughter of said Geo E; 
the additional pension herein 


Clarissa A. Welden. 

The name of Whitfield H. Lance, late of Company I, Twenty-first 
R ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Nevil, late of Company C, One hundred and 
seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia, and Com y A, 
One hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now 8 
The name of Valentine T. Vest, late of Company H, Highty-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 

The name of George W. Rowley, late of Company H, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Baker, late of Company A, One hundred and 
forty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William B. Perry, late of Company I, Highty-fifth Regi. 
ment, and Company I, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that is now recet 8 

Th late of 8 A. Forty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Henry C. Shepherd, late of Compan 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and Company 


First Regiment 
` gar opr 
West Virginia Veteran Volunteer 3 and pay him a on at 


the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob J. Boyer, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the 
Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment without any reduction 
or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous pay- 
ments of pension. 

The name of Daniel W. Mason, late second and first lieutenant Com- 
pany H, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Hewitt, late of Company D, Ninety-first Regi- 
ment Iliinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wiiliam L. McMillin, late of Company G, One hundred 
and thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer try, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles M. Hoag, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher G, Bollman, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay 
pun a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The AA of John P. Hardin, late of Company G, Eighty-fifth N 2 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Manlabert C. Rawlison, late of Company K, Twenty- 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac Pryor, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Dorious Neel, late second lieutenant Com y I, Ninety- 
third Indiana Volunteer 5 and pay a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Henry H. Murray, late of Battery B, Fifth Regiment 
United States Artillery, and Second Independent Battery, Indiana 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now recei 7 

The name of Samuel M. West, late of Company C, Fourth nt 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 9 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Alvan W. Chapin, late of Company, E, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of James Fouch, late of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Parmenas Roush, late of Company B, Fourth Battalion 

him a pension at the rate of $24 per 


Ohio Volunter Infantry, and pay 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward G. Rockhold, late of Company E, One hundred 
and thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a P rast at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Oliver H. Scott, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Archibald Spencer, alias William Webster, late of Com- 
pany II, Second Regiment Provisional Missouri Militia, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The name of Benjamin R. Ricketts, late of Company C, Sixth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alrena Warner, widow of Rensselaer K. Warner, late 
of Company E, Forty-second ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Emma C. 
Warner, helpless and dependent daughter of said Rensselaer K. Warner, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 

vided further, That in the event of the death of Alrena Warner, 
he name of said Emma C. Warner shall be placed on the ion roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the 
rate of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Alrena 


Warner. 
The name of Rodney Jameson, late of Company D, One hundred 
twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a —— 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of John E. Davis, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Wesley R. Hager, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regi- 
ment, and Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


n 
ot the — 5 Julltor I Beith, late of C G, 
e name of Milton Smi ate o ompany Eighth Regiment 
Y him a pension at the rab o7 aa 


Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pa; 
saat mer in nea 5 ag ons is — bys . 

e name of John B. Hanna, late of Company B, Nin a 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 4 a . 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei x 

The name of George Hoyt, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name James C. Maxey, late of Company . Fifty eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Sarah Ann Emmons, widow of Isaac T. Emmons, late of 
Company D, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
Phe ame of Ol AER natelt tat of Sixth Independen 

e name o ver P. an. e n t Battery, 
Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at tħe rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recei S 

The name of Scott Thompson, late of U. S. S. eral Lyon and Great 
Western, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William R. Snyder, late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
pay him a pension at the rate 

receiving. 


ment Tennessee Volunteer 8 s 
e is now 


of $20 per month in lieu of that 


The name of Bernice L. Frink, helpless and dependent child of 
John S. Frink, late first lieutenant Company I, One hundred and forty- 
first Ri ent lvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Thomas C. Wilson, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph F. Ellis, late of Company G, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Johannes Hockemueller, late of Company F, One hun- 


dred and eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 2 and pay him a 
peanon at rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ng. 


The name of Frederick Gardner, late of Company K, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nelson R. Harrington, late of sopen F, Thirteenth 
Regiment, and Company I, Fifty h Regiment, Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now 2 
The name of Edwin Brooks, late of Company L. Third Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Hatfield, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Smith, late of Company A, ‘Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William T. Zimmer, late of Company G, Thirty-sixth 

ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
f $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Henry Masel, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marie A. Bradley, widow of John Bradley, late of Com- 
pany D, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Com- 
pany D, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Julian Barger, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment, 
and Company G, Ninth Regiment, Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him = pension at the rate of $24 per month in licu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Timothy Sullivan, late of Company I, One hundred and 
thirty-sixth Regiment Penns lvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a or ein at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiv 


Frances E. Carr, helpless and dependent child of Staf- 
ford Carr, late of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and Pay, her a sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Mathias Zahniser, late of Company B, One hundred 
and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a . at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ce’ 4 

The name of Benjamin F. Anson, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment, and Company B, Thirty-sixth ant, Ohio ey fourth 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

-The name of John L. Bailey, late of Company E, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of August Studer, late of 9 A, Fifteenth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer 22 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Nixon, late captain Company K, Thirty-third 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 

4 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi P. Thompson, late second lieutenant Com 


in lien 


ing. 

The name of Beverly N. Stanton, late of 88 F. Thirty-fifth 

Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pavilion Se the 

rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

wane —— a es = 9 of Be gem aie gs Thirty-seventh 
men ew Yor! olunteer ntry, and pay a sion at the 

rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now recet 75 

The name of Harrison N. Mott, late of Company F, second 2 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a. A 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Cole, widow of Vincent Cole, late of Company H, 
Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and unassigned, 
Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. i 

The name of Stephen D. Kennamer, late of Capt. J. B. Kennamer's 
company Alabama uts and Guides, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month, 

The. name of Mary H. C. Moeller, helpless and dependent child of 
Hermann H. Moeller, late of Company D, First Battalion Missouri 
State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of Japhet N. Durall, late of Company H, Eleyenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Wilbur F. Dickerson, late of Company F, Eighth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of James A. Dickey, late of Company F, Seventy-fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 — month. 

The name of John H. Lewis, late chief musician, First Regiment Min- 
nesota Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The. name of Henry H. Sheldon, late of 8 I, Second Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Felts, late of Troop K, Eighth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Morris Tyson, late of Troop. C, Sixih Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 
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The name of Horatio Gilbert, late ospital steward, One hundred 
and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a Line ie at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Samuel F. Born, late of Company C, Ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Eighth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recetna, 

The name of Reuben Crider, late of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Cooper, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William James Clark, late captain Company C, One 
hundred and fortieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. and pay 
es pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The ies of Hugh McCullough, late of Companies A and E, Second 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jared M. Sigler, late of Company C, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William re late of Company B, One hundred and 
eighty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Stevens, late of Company D, Fifteenth Re ment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of William J. Miller, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment 
a pension at the rate of $30 per 


E, Eighth Regiment 


: al e rate of $30 

th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Michael McKenzie, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment 

Vermont Volunteer 3 5 2 pay — 15 pension at the rate of 830 
that he is now receiving. 

8 late of company B, Thirty-eighth 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


eu of that he is now receiving. 
5 Florence E. Pennock, widow of Alonzo Pennock, late of 
Company G, Fourth Regiment Michigan 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
George Bailey, late of Company I, Second Regiment, 
Sixth Loe grr Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 


pay 
„ rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


coving: late of Company H, Sixty eighth Regl- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


Wilson Wightman, late first lieutenant Company II. 
T yy es Volunteer Infant 


os tim. . at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
receiving. 
nene Same of domon Taylor, late of Com 
Rhode Island Volun 
of $24 per month in lieù of that he is now receivin; 
The name of William B. Kinsey, 
and sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a peon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celvi 


ny D, One hundred and 
nfantry, and pay him a 
that he is now re- 


late of 8 C, One hundred and 
Volunteer a 


of Geo Keidel, late of Compan Eighty-fifth Regiment 
ae 0 Tat ad Piech Regiment Veteran 
; per month in 
ieu of that he is now receiving. 

ier Campbell, late sergeant-major AATA 


ving. 
The name of James Fenton, late of Company K, Nineteenth ge yg 


pany C, First Regiment New York Volunteer En 
= pea at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


„The name of James C. Hyatt, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

z The name of John Hannan, late of Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred J. Leard, late of Company G, One hundred and 
fifty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and him a 
ine at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

ving. 

The name of Sarah A. Wilson, widow of John T. Wilson, late of Com- 
neers, and pay her 


The name of Walker Hamer, late of Companies G and C, Tenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher C. Hamilton, late of Company F, Eighty- 


ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, h 
at the rate of and pay him a pension 


24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of John Stoddard, late of e I, Seventy-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $24 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 


The name of Thomas Luney, late commissary-sergeant, Thirteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him erates at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh McCoy, late of Company D, Ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at T 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Rash, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

nsion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 


g. 

The name of John W. Frees, late of Company E, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 2 Tension a { the cute m 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Selz, late of band, Eighteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
8 of mag >: is — poceiring, tc 2 

e name of James B. e, late of Com F, Sixty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 9 at the mite of 727 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hattie E. Waterbury, widow of John W. Waterbury, 
late of Company B, Seventeenth ent Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William Cox, late of Company G, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay fin a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew E. Goldsbery, late of Company E, One hundred 
and twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pranon at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The name of Luella B. Davis, helpless and dependent child of James 
12 


n 


Davis, late of Company L, First ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of r month. 

The name of Philip H. Deboe, late of Company D, Twentleth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Garnsey, late of Company G, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of being W. Seeber, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Boye, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 3 a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William E. Dunn, late of 5 K. Fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Hertzer, late of Company F, Fifty-first Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Drum, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Reserve Corps Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary L. Springer, widow of John M. Springer, late of 
Company C, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Leon 
Springer, helpless and dependent son of said John M. Springer, the addi- 
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
further, That in the event of the death of Mary L. Springer, the name 
of said Leon Springer shall be paaa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. at the rate of $12 
per month from and after the date of death of said Mary L. Springer. 

The name of Wesley J. Hodges, late of Company E, One hundred 
and forty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. Forey, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment, 
and Compay F, Sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of John J. Smith, alias Nicholas Hughes, late of Com- 

any D, Seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


any G, Thirty-first Regiment 
im a pension at the rate ef 


D, Veteran Bat- 

aryland Volunteer 
him a pension at the rate of $12 pr month. 

ohn Henning, late of Keran I, One hundred and 

Infantry, and pay him a 

pension at the rate of $24 B month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Th ims, late of Captain Kennamer's companys 


per month. 

The name of Byron A. Dunn, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Inani; and pay him a pension at the rate of $80 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Susan Higdon, widow of Edward H at 
Comp pany G, One hundred and eighteenth ent United States Od 
axed Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 


month. 

The name of John C. Bailey, late of Company C, 
.Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
per month in lieu of that he is now receivin, 


The name of Sylvester N. Stewart, late first lieutenant C 
Sixty-second ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 


The name 556 Joseph H. Holman, late of Compa: pang E K, om Don 


and twenty-sixth Regiment Pennsylyania Volun 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in ‘leu of that Hig Ba is 


receiving. 


This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred to 


the 9 on ey Pensions : 
H. R. John Cro 
H. R. 30T. Archibald deen; 
II. R. 417. Roman M. Hawkins ; 
R. 636. Ephraim 1 Smith; 
R. 685. Andrew Clark; 


by 


7 


PRPRRRRP PSP EPP eR 
— — 
P 
~ 


6. 
1277. William A. Fry; 
1283. Thomas H. Burns; 
ae 8 Fowler ; 
1513. George arpi 
1521. Henry Matso. 
F Lafayette Riker ; 
1550. David J. Yost; 
1575. Alexander Dice; 
1607. William Moore y 
9 5 8 Bailey M. Nalley ; 


768. James T. Sawyer; 
1796. August Moldenhauer; 
R. 1808. R Pra, 


. R. 1832 H. Norton; 
R. 2032. ae M. Elliott; 
James C. Goldth 


2044. Albert C. Chamberlin ; 
2046. Alden F. Litchfield ; 
2075. Samuel Young; 

2347. Samuel L. Bryant; 
2600. Hosea_B. Fowler ; 
2607. John W. Bigelow ; 
2629. William F. Davisson ; 
mis Jacob E. Westfall ; 


8 
Q 
8 
3 
8 
5 

E 
a 
g 
BS 


3388, James H. Johnson; 


60. th; 
3695. Frank T. Wallace; 
3700. George Black ; 
8997. J. Enoch Bailey ; 
4133. Gustave Fre 
4158. William D. ogan ; 
4240. Matthias Johnson ; 
4278. anarem P. Stewart; 
4377. Nancy A. Hopkins; 

; 


2 eit a i i it 
8 
oe 
a 


232 a tt tt i i it 


5125. 8 Boeri: 

5182. John W. Campbell ; 
5212. Thomas J. H debrant ; 
5247. John Wilson ; 

5280. Henry Dillon; 

3 Toues H. Salmon ; 


5292. sorge a son 

5302. Charles A. Geissenhainer ; 
5490. Peter Hoover ; 

5735. Alma Maxey 

5741. Clarissa A. Welden; 
5756. Whitfield H. Lance; 
5863. William H. Nevil; 

6067. Valentine T. Vest; 


6089. 

6122, William B. Ferry: 
6187. Michael Cosgrove ; 
6227. Henry C. Shepherd; 
6254. Jacob J. Boyer; 

6541. Daniel W. 1 
6550. James Hew 

6599. William L. Motin; 
6645. Charles M. Hoa, 

6871. Christopher G. “Bolman; 
6975. John P. Hardin 

7172. Manlabert C. Rawlison ; 
7176. Isaac Pryor ; 

7188. Dorious Neel ; 

7194. Henry H. Murray; 
7446. Samuel M. West; 
7988. Alvan W. Chapin; 
8043. James Fouch ; 

8138. Parmenas Roush ; 
8147. Edward G. Rockhold ; 
8154. Oliver H. Scott 

8216. Archibald 8 
8306. Benjamin R. Ricketts; 
8861. Alrena Warner; 

8879. Rodney Jameson ;. 
8941. John Davis ; 

8971. Wesley Hager; 
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on at the rate of $12 per 


Second Regi 
him a pension at the rate of $24 
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Milton Smith: 

e 
rge Ho. 

James C. pag oe AU 


Sarah Ann ons; 
8. Oliver P. Zuanafelk: 
. Scott Thompson; 


William R. Snyder; 
ce L. Frink; 


8. Berni 
5 Thomas C. Wilson ; 


Joseph F. Ellis £ 


54. Johannes Hockenmiller ; 
9960. Fređerick Gardner ; 
. Nelson R. Harrington ; 
Edwin Brooks ; 


: James Hatfield ; 
63. William H Smith; 


liam T. Zimmer; 


296. Henry Masel ; 

. Marie A. Bradley: 

: Julian Barger ; 

. Timothy aavan; 
Frances E. C 

. Mathias R. Zahniser ; 


Benjamin F. Anson; 


„ John L. Palley; 


0608. A e der ; 
. William fs Nixon; 
2. Levi P. Thompson ; 
. Beverly M: Stanton; 
. John B. Liddle ; 
20. Harrison N. Mott; 
Sarah Cole; 
79. 3 K Kennamer; 


E et Ne 


8 5 
ur F. 8 7 


1644. Tae: A. Dickey ; 


wis ; 
enry H. Sheldon; 5 


. James M. Felts; 


1 

1 

1786. M 

1814. Horatio Gilbert 
1 . Samuel F. Born; 


. Reuben Crider ; 
. Daniel Coo 


r: 
William J. Clark; 
H Cul 


609. William J. Miller; 
John R. H 


. Benajah Phelps é 
. Michael McKenzie ; 


i 8 Baker 7 


enry A. Lamping; 


3247. Wilson Wightman ; 
b ana T Bn 


x Pnn B B Fer 
. Lucius C. Allen; 
85. William Haines; 

. Reuben E. Osgood ; 
. David S. Murr; 
. George Enos; 
5. 88 Keidel ; 


John P. Campbe bell ; 


3778. James Fenton; 
petty James C. Hyatt ; 


Hannei $ 


. Jol 

. Alfred J. Leard; 

14027. Sarah A. Wilson; 

. Walker compro 

. Christopher C. Hamilton; 
ddard ; 


1 B. 
. Hattie E. eur 


William Cox; 
Andrew E. 1 3 


9. Luella B. 


Philip H. Deboe! 
William W Ae 


5050. Geo: Seeber ; 
. Charles ras 
ae William E. Dunn; 


> Mary L. 8 8 
J. ; 


John H. Forey; 


3 John J. Smith; 


den Harris ; 
liam P. Reivers; 


5651. John Henning; 
. Thomas Sims; 


6004. Sylvester x Stewarts and 


Joseph H. Holman. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 31 I move to amend 
by striking out lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 31, strike out all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17755) granting pensions and increase of 
tain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

e name of John C. McNaight, late of Co: D, One hundred 
and fifty-first Regiment 5 Volunteer. try, and pay him 
a — at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Henry Widener, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The name of William E. S. Foss, late of Company I, Twelfth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward C. Wafer, late of Company D, Seventy-second 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of t he now recei 3 


The name of Mary A. McDonough, widow of Patrick 
alias Patrick McDonald, late of B, Twelfth Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now recei 2 
The name of Harvey S. Page, late of pany A, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
The name of Kate M. Henry, widow of Charles V. H „late first 
lieutenant and Ninety- t New 
r 


orps, 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Infantry, and pension 
York Volunteer try, an pas aer a pe at the rate of $20 pe 


to cer- 
widows and 


h Regiment Penn: nfantry, an 
sae E ate OEG 3 6 5 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob H. Schell, late of Company F, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer grag S and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 824 per month in lieu of that he is now rece 

The name of Ira B. Gould, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Hudson, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer try, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Silas P. Rainey, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a sion at the rate of 
$30 per month 1p eh Seong 1 — 28 recef — a i F 

The name o arsh, la Compan: „ Seventh Regimen 
pension at the rate of 


sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
0 per month in lieu of that ho is pehi — . —. 

The name of Charles M. r te y F, Fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
ber Hage se dot un W. dw com RA 5 A, Third Regi 

name of Jo . Wdwar y 2 
3 Carolina Volunteer Mounted tz and pay him a pen- 


New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Noah A. Sapp, late of Company H, Forty-elghth Regi- 
ment, and Company G, eth Regiment, Missouri olunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a 5 at the rate of 824 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel L. McGhee, late of Comeany I, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer 1 and pay a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 2 

The name of Almon E. Abel, late of —j M. d ag rego 
Iowa Volunteer Ca , and pay him a on at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ephraim M. McWhorter, late of Company C, 


th 
y Volunteer Cavalry, and at the 


9 
2 
i 


Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert D. Rector, late of Company L, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas E. Kellogg, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leopold Bertsche, late of 5 K. Seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Monroe Kniffin, late of pncng G, Second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jobn Robinson, late of Company G, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Augustus Barber, late of Company B. teenth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Frances Alexander, widow of R. Alexander, late 
of Company G, Forty-second Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she 


is now — 2 nf yy bara the Nel of 3 5 Nee 
depen: daugh of said n exan- 
der, the additional pension herein ted shall cease and determine: . 


ion gran 
That in the 2 or the death. of Frances Alex- 


A of e 1 be 
sion roll, sub, to the provisions and limitations of the pension law: 
at- the rate o 8 and after the date of Meath © sai 


The name of Hugh T. Ross, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the = of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Wi late of Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
pay him a pension at the rate of 


The name of Edwin 


ng. 
P. Durell, late second lieutenant Company H, 


Twenty-elghth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pinnen at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 3 


The name of Starlin Stanfill, alias Sterlin Stanfield 
Reynolds's Scouts, Twenty-third Army Corps, and pay Gan 8 ae 


the rate of $12 per month. 
y E, Forty-eighth Regi- 


Heny — of ee Surni pis of Com 
an company B, e egiment, uri Volunteer Infan 
a 9 = pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 8 
Tne name or George H. Shoemaker, late of Co 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a — — oe 55 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ER a 7 e * late of C, Third Regiment 
‘antry, an him a pension 
ere in lieu 2 ae he 7 — now roo ving. S 
e name o alter W. ght, late of Com Twenty- 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, pay a — at ins 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 
The name of Margaret T. O'Keefe, widow of Michael O'Keefe, late 
of Company K, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York State Militia Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
8 of es 5 aS anaes G -fifth Regiment 
o Volunteer antry, and pa a pension 
JC. 
e name o am Orr, late o m I, 
Ninety-fifth R ent Ohio Volunteer Infan Py and pay 8 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 
ae name = ma 5 . =e 5 mate, United 
7 m a pension a Ta 
en of that ay) now recetving: late so al a nce ns 
e name o eo ne, late of Compan 
rge fe ED One hundred 


New York Volunteer 5 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that “se — 


The name of John Meyer, late of Company F, Fifth t Mis- 
h pension at toe caer ue $30 


3 33 and 
„ and pa; im a 
r month in lieu of that he ts now 5 iving. 
Regiment W. ace Mreinia 8 — * of 5 es — F. Second 

rginia Volunteer „ an a sion at 
the rate of $24 pa month in lieu of that is — seh iv * 

The name of Royal P. Stiles, late of Company A, One hundred and 
fiftieth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles H. Giller, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William L, Colville, late of Company L, Second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Strosnider, late of Company G, Fourth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer 82 and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 824 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Pluck, late of wes p= I, Seventy-second 1 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph W. Rose, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recel 

The name of Jacob F. Shull, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Clarence W. Backus, late first lieutenant Company C, 
Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a ponon at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Cassius A. Woodworth, late of Company. C Fiftx- third 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension ut 
the rate of $30 oe month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph W. May, now known as Joseph W. Swan, late 
second lieutenant Company C, One hundred and fifty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Murphy: late of Battery I, Second Regiment IIII- 
nois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Catharine G. Bell, widow of hibald W. Bell, late 
first lieutenant Company K, Forty-fourth ment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of George W. Parsons, late of Company I, Fortieth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now oe 

The name of Samuel S. Lytle, late of Company F, Eleventh t 
Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 


twenty-third Regim 
— . — at the rate of 824 


receiving. 
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The name of Luther Sizemore, late of Com y L, Fourteenth Regi- 


ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now 8 

The name of Jacob Klepper, late of Compan One hundred and 
thirty eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pruson at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of John W. Austin, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regi- 


Thi 
„ and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Napoleon B. Linning, late of Company I, Sixtieth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of Addison Reid, late of Company K. Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin B. Luckey, late of Company K, Twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now SE 

The name of Louisa Flagg, widow of Edward P. Flagg, late of Troop 
F, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Joseph A. Bailey, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Lewis, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan L. Shamp, late of Company I, Fifty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Bowers, helpless and dependent child of Jesse 
Bowers, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pry, her a ne at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John H. Willis, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Uptegrove, late of 8 G, Twenty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frederick A. Joslyn, late of Third 8 Battery 
Vermont Volunteer Light ponie and First Company Vermont Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a ponen at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Nelson, late acting ensign, United States Navy 
and pay him a pecon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving: 

The name of Jesse B. Bowlin, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Boarman, widow of Seymore Boarman, late of 
Company D, One hundred and seventh Regiment United States Colored 
8 Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The name of Lewis C. Smith, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John A. McArthur, late of Com y G, Forty-second 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James T. Mears, late of Company A, Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred and sixtieth Company, 
Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac C. Dimmick, late of Company K, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Dragoons, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Van R. Gifford, late of Company K, Highth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 

er month, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension 

ureau as to mode and times of payment without any deduction or re- 
bate peat of former alleged overpayments or erroneous payments 
of pension. 

The name of John Phelan, late of Company I, Second Regiment Min- 
nesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Saratha, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Min- 
nesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Hatch, late of band, Siege Artillery Brigade, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of James D. Harston, late captain 88 C. Forty- 
eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Annie W. Frankle, widow of Jones Frankle, late major, 
Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and colonel, 
Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her 
1 pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiy- 


g. 

The name of Nora Shepard, widow of Hugh Shepard, late captain 
Company K, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and captain 
Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Harvey Moore, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now recei x 

The name of John McLaughlin, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of John R. Allen, late first lieutenant Company F, Ninety- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William M. Wood, late of Company H, Third R ent 
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted . and pay a on at 
the rate of $24. month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Buckley, widow of William W. Buckley, late 
captain Company D, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of 3 Kleiber, widow of Gabriel Kleiber, late of Battery 
A, Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Mary Anna Yohum, helpless and dependent child of 
Philipp Yohum, late of Company H, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Horatio W. M wan, late of Seventeenth Independent 
Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now eee 

The name of Horace Ludwig, late of Company I, Second ment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a eet at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Thomas, late of Company H, Second Regiment 
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James A. Poole, late of Company A, First Regiment 
Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Lawrence, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cayalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isabella Laverty, widow of Daniel Laverty, late of Com- 
any D, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
er spann at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 

receiving. 

The name of Horace G. Smith, late of Independent Batte: H, 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company G, Fifth — 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John M. Bruce, late first lieutenant 8 K. One 
hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
aot was pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Wiley Wicher, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Klingensmith, late of Company I, Fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John N. Gill, late of Company B, One hundred and six- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Hunter, late of Sanpa C, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary M. Shaw, widow of William $r. Shaw, late first 
lieutenant Company F, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


This bill is a substitute for the following Ho 
8 Invalid Pensions: s see Pe eP SECO ketho 


„KR. 12 
H. R. 1865 

R. 1868. Harvey S. Page; 
R. 2533. Kate M. Henry; 
R. 3575. Henry Beitzel: 
ers Jacob H. Schell; 
R 
R 


. 4392. Ira B. Gould; 
4519. David Hudson; 
. 4628. Silas P. Rainey; 
R. 5098. Elijah Marsh; 
R. 5665. Charles M. Sarles; 
R. 6091. John W. Edwards; 
R. 6474. Thomas J. Connor; 
R. 6478. Noah A. Sapp; 
R. 6479. Samuel M ee; 
R. 6544. Almon E. Abel; 
R. 6567. hraim M. McWhorter; 
R. 6706. illiam A. Bell. 
R. 6716. Robert D. Rector; 
R. 6720. Thomas E. Kellogg; 
4 6870. Leopold Bertsche ; 
R 
R 


papm 


. 9434. Monroe Kniffin ; 
4 John Robinson; 


R. 10168. Hugh T. Ross: 
R. 10587. William A. Withers; 
Joseph K. Keeler; 
0963. Elizabeth Carroll; 
Edwin P. Durell; 
11081. Starlin Stanfill ; 
150. Hosea Bilyeu; 
1235. George H. Shoemaker; 
1413. Cornelius Ryan ; . 
a Walter Vn et i 
Margaret T. O'Keefe; 
a Case ; 
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. per; 
2 Geo Sheldon ; 
2767. Richard Allbery ; 
2775. Royal P. Stiles; 
2912. Charles H. Giller; 
3081, William L. Colville; 
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. William A.. Strosnider; 
„Charles Pluck; 

„Jose W. Rose; 
„Jacob F. Shull; 
Clarence W. Backus; 


II. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H, 
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R. 
R. 
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R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 1 
R. 1 
R. 1 
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R. 14815, 
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R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
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II. R. 13386. Cassius A. Woodworth ; 3 
H. R. 13496. Joseph W. May, alias Joseph W. Swan; 
H. R. 13504.. John Murphy; 

H. R. 13505; Catharine G. Bell; 

H. 3553. George W. ns; 

H. 3563. Samuel 8. e; 

H. 3574. Luther Sizemore; 

H. R. 13625. Jacob ay Le 

H, R. 13933. John W. Austin; 

H. R. 14042. John McNally; 

H. R. 14044. Thomas Lamborn; 

H. R. 14113. C. H. Adams; 

H. R. 14137. Napoleon B. Liming;. 


A 85 
. Martin B. Luckey; 
„Louisa Fl H 
. Joseph A. Balley 5 
883. Willlam Lewis; 
„ Jonathan L. Shamp; 
„ Mary J. Bowers; 
John H. Willis; 
9, Thomas Uptegrove; 

F. A. Joslyn; 


. F. A. Joslyn; 

. William Nelson; 

Jesse B. Bowling; 

. Mary Boarman; 

„Lewis C. Smith; 

J. A. MeArthur; 

19. James T. Mears; 

. Isaac C. Dimmick; 

Van R. Gifford; 

> John Phelan ; 

Jacob Saratha ; 

Charles A. Hatch ; 

James D. Harston ; 

„ Annie W. Frankle; 

a —— Sh s 

. Harvey Moore; 

„ John L. McLaughlin; 
R. A ~ 


DE 


mmm 


Hep 


7 


Horatio W. Magowan; 
Horace Ludwig ; 

James mas: 

James. A. Poole; 


RRR 


e Smith; 
John M. Bruce; 
63. Wiley Whicher ; 
24, Samuel Klingensmith; 
8 John N. Gill; 

John W. Hunter; and 
R. 17259. Mary M. Shaw; 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 19, line 20; I move 


bat eg 
PPP RR 
— — — 


to amend the spelling of the word “Wicher?” It should be 
“ Whicher.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mann). The Clerk will 


report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, line 20, change the spelling of the proper name so 
that it will be “ Whicher.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS B. POPE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of Thomas B.. Pope. 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
Thomas B. Pope shall hereafter be held and considered have: been 
honorably discharged from the military service of the United States as 
first lieutenant o Company A, Fifty-sixth Sopot New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, on the 4 ay of September, 2. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18006) nting pensions and increase of pension to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the a Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, and to widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

The name of John M. Jeans, late of Capt. J. W. Robertson's Com- 

ny B, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volun Oregon and 

Washington Territory Indian wars, and. pay him a pension at the rate 

of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now recet A 
The name of Albert G. Rockfellow, late of Capt. James Bruce's com- 

any, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Wash- 
eae hk Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Emil Schuett, late of Com 
Wisconsin: Volunteer Infantry, war with Sp 
at the rate of xe month. 

The name of Mont M. James, late of Compan 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, an 
at the rate of 812 per month. 

The name of Mary Gonter, dependent mother of Guy W. Gonter, 
late of U. S: S. Indiana, United States Navy, and pay her a pension a 


the rate of 7 month. 
The name of Willlam Tepe, . hey of Company L. Nineteenth Regi- 
ment United States. Volunteer try, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension: at the rate of 830 per month. 

The name of Roy Riley, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 a mth. 

The name of Ellen M. Brennan, mother of Thomas F. Brennan, late 
of foot service (White), United States Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John A. Freeman, late of Captains Buoy’s and Noland's 
companies, Oregon Volunteers;. Oregon and Washington Territory In- 
dian’ wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lafayette Higginbotham, late of Troop K, Third Regi- 
ment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary S. Byrnes, widow of William 5 Byrnes, late first 
lieutenant 8 D Thirteenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 

pa 


y C. Second Regiment 
n, and pay him a pension. 


A, First Regiment 
pay him a pension 


fantry, war wi n, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of 
said William: J. Byrnes until she reaches the age of 16 years. 


The name of Alexander L. Smith, late of Company D, Thirty-second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month, 

The name of David Crum, late of Captain Sparkman's independent 
company, Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen» 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elijah W. Morgan, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer tion i war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
— rate of * uy į 1 R 

e name of John T. Campbell, late of Battery E, First Regiment 
United States Artillery, and pay him @ pension at the rate of $24 
8 in lieu . 2 9 0 ne Om 

e name of Edwa 2 0 ate of Capt. L. Buoy’s Compa 
Second Regiment Oregon Mounted eee pe Washiveten 
Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
moth in lieu 5 that he is — — N 

e name of Tha arrish, late of Company K. First Regiment 
Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 
F 

e name of William R. Fontaine, late Captains Kelsey’s an 
ertson's companies, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Aeg 
0 and Washington Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emmett L. Warren, alias Alanson Warren, late of Capt. 
L. Buox's Company B, Second mg nach Oregon: Mounted Volunteers, 
0 n and Washington Territo indian wars, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The name of Henry L. Whittenburg, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay yim u pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of John D. Smith, late first-class machinist, U. S. S. 
Huala. Cains States Navy, and pay him a' pension at the rate of $30 

The name of Willlam German, 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
the rate of 815 per month. 

The name of Harvey C.. Veatch, late of Capt. L. 
Second ment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington 

erritory Indian wars, and pay him a nsion at the rate 
month in lieu of that he is now recetving. Fe AEC Dee 

The name of Noah. Hubler, late of Capt. W. S. Buckley's company, 
Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington 
Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eugene Bourassa, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regi- 


ment United States Infantry. 
wn, late of Company H, Second Regiment 


late of Company I, Fourth Regim 
war with Spain, and pay him a poneion ak 


Buoy’s Company B, 


The name of Charles F. B 
United States Infantry, war with Spain. 

The name of Kate Mead. widow of Patrick E. Mead, late of Company 
M, Second Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
und pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Maud Barton, widow of Augustus Barton, late of Troop 
E, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and: pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor id of said Augustus Barton until he reaches 
the age of 16 years. 

The name of Martin Gardner, late of U. S. 8. Raleigh, United States 
Mery: and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

e name of John M. Slate, late of Company First Regiment Ala- 
bama Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Matthew E. Welch, late of Company K, Third Battalion 
United States Engineers. 

The name of John Fredericks, late of Company C, Second Regiment 
United 18745 Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month. 

The name of Elizabeth Lawrence, widow of James H. Lawrence, late 
of Company A, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the two minor children of said James H. Law- 
rence until they reach the age of 16 yeurs. 

The name of Claudia D. Blakeman, widow of Robert S. Blakeman, 
late passed assistant surgeon, United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25. per month, 

The name of Charles B. Piekle, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain. 

This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

II. R. 997. John M. Jeans; 
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William Tepe, jr.; , 
& iil Riley ; 
S en M. Brennan ; 


pet 


x vid 

. Elijah W. Morgan: 

2. John F. Campbell; 
Edward P. Redford; 

Thad Parrish ; 

William R. Fontaine; 

Henry La wastonh 

enry urg; 

T John p D. Smith; 
William 


German ; 

Harvey C. Veatch; 

; Noah, bler 
4 e rassa ; 
. Charles F. Brown; 
. Kate Mead; 
Maud Barton; 
> Martin Gardner ; 
„John M. Slate 
1. Matthew E. Welch ; 
Jobn Fredericks 
Elizabeth 
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Alonson Warren; 


2 5 
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. Charles B. Pickle. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend; on page 2, 
line 23, after the word Brennan,” insert dependent.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 23, after Brennan,“ insert dependent.“ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on page 4, 
line 5, by striking out the word “twelve” and inserting “ six- 
teen.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 5, strike out twelve“ and insert sixteen.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, on page 4, line 7, I move to 
strike out T“ and insert F.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 7, strike out “T” and insert F.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, on page 4, line 9, I move to strike 
out “twenty-four” and insert “ei 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The- ‘Clerk win report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 9, strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ eighteen,” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Suttoway, a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, This completes the pension bills 
before the House. 

DATE OF PRESIDENTAL AND CONGRESSIONAL TERM. 


Mr. PARKER. I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call 
of committees. The Clerk will call the committees.in order. 

Mr. PARKER. I think it is unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The eall rests on the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, the unfinished business being House joint 
resolution 115. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] 
has twenty-two minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, before entering upon the con- 
sideration of this matter, I desire to ask unanimous consent of 
the House that in the consideration of this joint resolution 
speeches be limited to five minutes, unless further time be 
granted by the House; and that at a quarter past 3 o’clock this 
afternoon, unless the matter has sooner been concluded, the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered and the reso- 
lution put to a vote. My suggestion is given, Mr. Speaker, 
because 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is unable to hear 
the request of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that a great 
many people wish to speak, and I desire to afford full oppor- 
tunity for proper, though not voluminous, consideration, and I 
therefore ask that unanimous consent be given that in the con- 
sideration of this joint resolution the speeches shall be limited 
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to five minutes unless the House by a vote should extend the 
time; and that at a quarter past 3 o'clock this afternoon, unless 
the discussion has sooner been concluded, the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered upon the resolution and all 
amendments pending. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Does his request bear with it the idea that anyone having the 
floor shall be in order to offer any amendment? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And that all amendments offered shall be 
voted upon at the conclusion of the debate? 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. The amendments will be determined 
as they are offered. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I object, then. If the gentleman will so 
put it that an amendment pending can be voted upon when the 
resolution is voted upon, I will have no objection, 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman suggest that the amend- 
ments shall come up at that time? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That they come up in the regular order of 
their presentation. 

Mr. PARKER. After the debate? 

Mr. SHERLEY. After the debate. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not want to do it during the debate. 
I am afraid I will lose the House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the amendment to the Constitution is 
not of sufficient importance to hold the House, we had better 
let it go. 

Mr. PARKER. I am embarrassed in this matter, because I 
wanted to have considered the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will not agree to the request unless we 
can have all the amendments yoted on—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman from New Jersey it is possible to have con- 
sideration and vote upon the amendment pending under the 
ordinary rules of the House. 

i Mr. PARKER. This is practically the five-minute rule, Mr. 
peaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
Jersey desire his request to be submitted to the House? 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from New Jersey will leave 
this matter open for the present and will reserve the right to 
move the previous question at any time and close debate, and 
will ask unanimous consent of the House at the present time 
that speeches be limited to five minutes unless further time be 


granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. PARKER] asks unanimous consent that speeches upon 
the pending resolution be limited to five minutes unless further 
time be granted by the House. May the Chair ask the gentle- 
man from New Jersey whether he couples with that a request 
in regard to recognition? 

Mr. PARKER. There is nobody whom I can find who is 
against the principle of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey now has control of the balance of his time, which was 
twenty-two minutes when he commenced. On the expiration 
of that time, of course, the Chairman will be compelled to 
recognize some one in opposition to the resolution, which would 
occupy an hour’s time. 

Mr. PARKER. That is why I ask for the five-minute rule. 
I will modify my request in this way: That discussion of this 
matter may go on for two hours, at the expiration of which 
time, unless the matter has already been concluded, a vote shall 
be taken upon the resolution and all pending amendments. 
That in the meantime speeches be limited to five minutes, unless 
further time be given by the House, and recognition be with 
the Chair. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jersey whether he 
will include with his request for unanimous consent some divi- 
sion of the time between those for and those against the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PARKER. “The gentleman” has already said that he 
has found persons who want to offer various amendments to 
the resolution, but nobody opposed to it, and has found it very 
hard to divide the time on that account. I propose to give the 
Speaker the list of gentlemen who have already applied to me 
for time. It is not very long. 

The pro tempore. May the Chair suggest to the 
gentleman from New Jersey that he put his request in the 
form that the House proceed as in Committee of the Whole 
under the five-minute rule, and at the end of two hours a vote 
be taken upon all pending amendments, and that amendments 
be permitted to be offered by anyone obtaining the floor? 
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Mr. SHERLEY. May I ask if by that the Chair means that 
amendments shall be considered during the two hours, or that 
they may be offered and considered at the expiration of the 
two hours? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair made that sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from New Jersey as to time. Of course 
the suggestion which the Chair made would provide for having 
a vote upon the amendments at the end of the two hours. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some diffi- 
culty about the time. We know that under the five-minute rule 
the House always grants a little more time, if necessary, and 
I accept the suggestion. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the request made by the gentleman from 
New Jersey is put in the form that is suggested, I shall feel 
bound to object. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York objects. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
manded. 

Mr. MACON. I understand that the gentleman from New 
Jersey says that he can not find anyone who is opposed to the 
resolution. I want to state to him that I am and always have 
been distinctly opposed to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
Jersey is entitled to the floor, and has twenty-two minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I request order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Before the gentleman begins, will he yield 
to me for a suggestion merely? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly; if it does not come out of my 
twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What I was going to suggest is this: This 
is a matter in which we all have a most profound interest, and 
we are all equally interested, I think, that it shall receive the 
most careful consideration. Now, I ask the gentleman would 
it not be well, in view of the various amendments proposed, 
and upon which this House will have to vote in a somewhat 
hurried way, to have this bill recommitted with the amend- 
ments, so as to have the committee give it a little further con- 
sideration? 

Mr. PARKER. I am afraid I can not consent to that. The 
matter has been very carefully considered. To delay no time, I 
desire to say to the House that the committee have carefully 
considered the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], and in order to keep control of the 
time, I now move that amendment, as printed in the RECORD, at 
the bottom of page 617. 

Mr. SHERLBEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Do I understand the gentleman now offers 
that amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey offers the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ey Pig es VVV Representatives shall not choose a 
President whenever the right of choice shall devolve upon them, under 
Article XII, before the last Thursday of April next following, then the 
Vice-President shall act as President, as in the case of the death or 
other constitutional disability of the President, anything in the said 
Article XII to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am now recognized 
for an hour on this amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. SHERLEY, and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. PARKER. Well, I desire to keep control of the time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I guess not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not inclined to 
believe the gentleman is entitled to an hour, from the fact that 
he has offered an amendment. If he were to obtain the floor for 
an hour on each amendment he offered, he might control the 
time indefinitely. 

Mr. PARKER. I will, then, withhold the consideration of 
this matter, and not offer that amendment myself, but will 
state that before the expiration of my time this amendment will 
be offered as a committee amendment by a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest the amendment has already been 
offered to the House. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. By offering the amendment, did not the gentleman 
from New Jersey lose control of the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the gentleman, having the floor in his own right for an 
hour, is entitled during that hour to offer an amendment for 
the information of the House, and after offering the amendment 


to consume all the balance of his time, and not to demand a 
vote upon the amendment until those in opposition may have 
an opportunity to be heard, or the House an opportunity to 
determine in reference to the ordering of the previous question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Spéaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? ; 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I desire to make a request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. First I will state that there is no 
desire to keep anyone from being heard. I request that the 
debate be continued for two hours, and that during that time 
anyone may have the right to offer amendments, and that the 
two hours be equally divided between the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] and some Member opposed to the 
resolution, and at the end of that time the House vote on all 
the amendments and the resolution. 

Mr. PARKER. I think that is fair, and I suggest that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] control the time 
in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the resolu- 
tion under debate shall proceed for two hours, the time to be 
equally divided between the gentleman from New Jersey and 
some Member in opposition. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PERKINS] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I object. Let this go on for 
a while without limiting the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia objects. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PARKER] has been read for information. The gen- 
tleman will proceed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does this discussion go on under the morn- 
ing-hour rule and end in twenty-two minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey is entitled to the seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER. I thought two hours’ debate had been 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection was made to the 
request by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia not 
to object. 

Mr. GAINES. A number of gentlemen have said to me that 
they would like to have an opportunity to be heard on this 
matter. They may be able to see their way not to debate it; 
but if they do, I want them to have opportunity to be heard, and 
the time ought not to be at the disposal of the gentleman from 
New Jersey until there has been more opportunity to allow the 
Members generally the right of debate. 

Mr. PARKER. I think I have all those gentlemen on my list 
for recognition, probably. 

Mr. ‘GAINES. Possibly so; but in the last analysis, Mr. 
Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The 
gentleman from New Jersey has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the House that 
this amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is prac- 
tically the amendment of the committee presided over by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Garnes], and we accept 
it, because under the Constitution, as it stands, in case 
there is no election the House of Representatives have the 
right to select one of the three candidates having the highest 
number of votes, and they have the right to make that selection 
up to the very hour of the expiration of their term, and we have 
concluded that that ought not to be changed by this amend- 
ment, which is not offered for any such purpose. Therefore 
we are agreed with the gentleman from West Virginia and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and will present that amend- 
ment before the House when it comes to a yote. Does the 
gentleman desire that it should now be put to a vote, or would 
he rather wait? 

Mr. GAINES. I assume that whenever in the course of 
things parliamentary it reaches the proper time for a vote, it 
will be voted upon. I do not think that my desire has any- 


thing to do with when the House will vote. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL. May I ask the gentleman, as to the construc- 
tion of section 8, would it be possible for three-quarters of the 
States to ratify this amendment before the 4th of March, 1911? 
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Mr. PARKER. Nineteen hundred and thirteen is the time 
mentioned. 
Mr. McCALL. Not in section 3. It says: 


All Senators elected prior to the adoption of this amendment shall 
continue in office until the last Thursday of April at noon next succeed- 
ing the 4th day of March of the year in which the term otherwise would 
have expired. 

Now, if this amendment should be adopted before the 4th 
day of March, 1911, then the terms of all Senators which would 
othe: wise have expired on the 4th of March, 1911, would not 
expire until the fourth Thursday of April, 1911, or the last 
Thursday in April. That is, the House of the present Congress 
would go out on the 4th day of March next year, while the 
Senate of the present Congress would not go out until the 
fourth Thursday of April. 

Mr. PARKER. I have not read it so, I will talk it over 
with the gentleman, and if there is any difficulty we will try 
to arrange it. At the present time I want to use my time. 
Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS} desire time, 
or will he take it in his own right? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will take it in my own right. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Bennet] desire time? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would like about five minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Benner] five minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am in sympathy 
with the purpose of this resolution, but do not feel that I can 
yote for it in its present form. 

We ought not, in exercising this high function, to do any- 
thing which might at a subsequent time put us in a ridiculous 
light. Section 2 of this resolution provides that the existing 
terms of office of the President and Vice-President and terms of 
the Members of the House of Representatives which, under ex- 
isting law, begin on the 4th day of March, 1911, shall continue 
until the last Thursday of April in the year 1913, at noon. 
That would be all right if we could be sure that three-quarters 
of the States would ratify it prior to the last Thursday of 
April, 1913. Before becoming a part of the organic law of the 
Union, this resolution or amendment requires the ratification 
of three-quarters of the States; but once Congress passes it by 
the necessary two-thirds vote in each branch, we put it out 
among the States forever, and the last necessary State would 
have a right to ratify on the Ist day of May, 1913, in which 
event sections 1 and 3 would become operative and there would 
be a question as to the then existing terms of the Representa- 
tives in Congress and the terms of the then President and Vice- 
President. 

I feel certain that the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whose attention this defect has been 
called, can remedy it within the time that has been given him. 
If he can to my satisfaction as a Member of the House, I shall, 
on my responsibility as a Member, vote for it. If he can not, 
upon the same responsibility I shall vote against it. 

I proposed an amendment yesterday drawn jointly by my 
colleague [Mr. Fasserr] and myself. There is one objection to 
that, which prevents me from pressing it, and that is, it might 
be, if the amendment were adopted and this amendment were 
ratified by three-quarters of the States rapidly, we might ex- 
tend our own terms as Members of the Sixty-first Congress. I 
do not desire to be put in the position of offering an amend- 
ment which might be so criticised or subject to that criticism. 
Therefore I shall not press it. I call it to the attention of the 
gentieman from New Jersey. It goes to the meat of the matter, 
and I trust that this particular section will be dropped out 
and a section put in which will let the States ratify it at any 
time. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman from New York tell us 
how he proposes to remedy that? He is tearing down, but not 
building up. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I printed it in the Record this 
morning. 

Mr. GOULDEN. 
nous, 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman from New Tork says that he 
does not desire to press it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I desire the substance of it 
pressed, but it is subject to the criticism, as written, that it might 
extend our own terms in the Sixty-first Congress. I do not 
think any of us ought to attempt, without previous considera- 
tion, to draft an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States here upon the floor of the House. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] has had this under consideration for 
years, and I think he can draft a satisfactory amendment. 


I did not read it. The Recorp is too volumi- 


Mr. CARLIN. But the gentleman admits that he does not 
desire to press that. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not quite admit that. 


Mr. CARLIN. What is the gentleman’s admission? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I said that the amendment I 
suggested would remedy the defect I called attention to, but 
that as written it is subject to the criticism that it might ex- 
tend our own terms as Members of the Sixty-first Congress. 

Mr. CARLIN. Then the gentleman does not desire the remedy 
he has offered? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will take it if nothing else can 
be given; but I have every reason to believe that the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER], realizing the defect, can pro- 
pose even a better one. 

Mr. CARLIN. I will say to the gentleman that that very 
question was considered at great length by the full committee, 
and it was determined there that it would be unwise to leave 
the date of the operation of this clause open, that a specific time 
ought to be named for the beginning of it. We did not think it 
ought to be so worded as to leave the Members here subject to 
the criticism that they were endeavoring to extend their own 
terms. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address the 
House for a few moments in regard to the proposed joint reso- 
lution. 

There seems to be some confusion in regard to its verbiage 
and the subject-matter embraced therein. Permit me to reiter- 
ate that it is a very plain proposition to provide for the com- 
mencement and termination of Congress and the terms of the 
President, the Vice-President, the Senators, and Representa- 
tives. An objection was raised yesterday by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gatnes], that Article XII of the 
Constitution should be amended, because if, on the 4th day of 
March, the House of Representatives, upon whom the duty 
might devolve to elect a President, had not performed their 
duty, then it could not be performed after that time. There 
is no objection to amending Article XII of the Constitution, and 
the committee has considered the proposition and have agreed 
to accept the amendment as suggested by the gentleman from 
West Virginia, as offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Otmsrep]. This amendment in effect extends the time 
within which the House of Representatives may elect the Presi- 
dent from the 4th of March until the last Thursday in April. 
There is nothing in that proposition. It amounts to nothing 
except an extension of time. If the House of Representatives 
can not, from January until the 4th day of March, elect a 
President from three of the candidates who receive the highest 
number of votes, how long would it take them to elect? If you 
extend the time two months, does that aid in any beneficial 
respect? 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. Article II of the Constitution provides that 
the President shall hold his office during the term of four years, 
and so with reference to the Vice-President. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. Fixing the time of the expiration of his 
term on the last Thursday of April makes a variable date. It 
might run from the last day of the month to the 24th, making 
a difference of six days, so that one President might hold four 
years and six days and another might hold four years lacking 
six days. I will ask the gentleman from Texas what will be 
the effect of his amendment as construed with Article II of the 
Constitution, which is not amended, providing that the terms 
shall be four years. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I can answer that.in one brief sen- 
tence. Considering the articles of the Constitution and every 
amendment already adopted, when this amendment is added to 
the Constitution it becomes the Constitution, and the President 
continues in office from the last Thursday in April until the 
last Thursday in the April of four years following, and will be 
the constitutional provision which governs as to the presidential 
term, notwithstanding any other former constitutional require- 
ment. It will make no difference whether it be a long year or 
short year; it will be the presidential term. 

Mr. PADGETT. It would not be a calendar year. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, it does not make any differ- 
ence whether it is a calendar year or not. It is the constitu- 
tional provision and he is elected for that length of time, 
whether it is a calendar year or not. If we set a particular 
date, like the 30th of April, as when George Washington was 
inaugurated, then during the next few years the 30th of April 
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comes on Sunday several times. Therefore it is better to put April 26 (4 times), 1917, 1945, 1973, 2001. 

it the last Thursday in April than to have an inflexible date. April 27 (3 times), 1933, 1961, 1989. 

What would be the difference if it did run over or under five April 28 (3 times), 1921, 1949, 1977. 

or six days, if under the Constitution the President comes in April 29 (3 times), 1937, 1965, 1993. 

and goes out on a certain date? George Washington served April 30 (8 times), 1925, 1953, 1981. 

only three years and ten months during his first term, and Twenty-two inaugurations, or a period of ninety years, 


what was the difference? At the end of these remarks I ap- Days. 

pend a calendar, which is interesting as to calendar years and | win make 16 presidential terms 2 days longer 32 

a fixed date, as, for instance, April 30. It shows when inaugu- | Will make 6 presidential terms 5 Jari aaa Salsa, 30 

renons would fall if we set an exact date. It shows the length 1 

= 5 ones years, should we determine to make the day the Difference in ninety year 2 
And suppose Mr. Taft should serve three years and ten [Compiled from Two Hundred Year Calendar, published by E. C. 

months, or four years and two months, what would be the dif- De Witt & Co., Chicago, III.] 

ference? The Constitution fixes a definite time when this April, 1789, 


amendment is submitted and ratified. Gentlemen, there is 
nothing in these objections. This is not a precipitate resolu- 
tion. It follows the plan that was laid down by Senator Hoar, 
who was chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
Senate for a number of years, and it deals with only one propo- 
sition. It does not undertake to revise the provision as to the 
way in which Senators shall be elected. It does not provide 
when Congress shall assemble. You can do that by a simple 
statute or joint resolution. 

Mr. CURRIER. May I ask the gentleman from Texas this 
question: Suppose, on the Ist day of April, 1913, a sufficient 
number of States have ratified this amendment to make it 


effective, and in March the President has found it necessary to George Washington was inaugurated April 30, 
call an extra session of Congress, and that session is being held; — 775 which was the last Thursday in April of that 
would you not find yourself in a position then that the terms |. x April, 1913. 

of the Members of Congress in session had not constitutionally 


begun? - 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Undoubtedly; and it is just that way 
now. Of course the President who is elected to begin his term 
in 1909, as President Taft was, serves for four years; and if 
he desires to convene his Congress in session in January, 1913, 
he would haye to convene in extraordinary session the Members 
of the Congress then in office. 

Mr. CURRIER. I do not think the gentleman understood 
the question. If this is effective on the Ist day of April, then 
the terms of the Members of Congress that ordinarily expire on 
the 4th of March are continued until April 30. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. CURRIER. Suppose the President wants to call the April, 1917. 
Congress in March; what Congress would he call? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The Congressmen in office at that 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, another objection has been made that if the 
House failed to. elect by the 4th day of March, then the Vice- 
President might become the Chief Executive. Of course no one 
denies that. My answer is that just such infirmity is in the 
present Constitution. If gentlemen wish to remedy it, let the 
proper committee bring in a separate amendment to the Con- 
stitution and cure the ancient hiatus left by our fathers. When 
all of these objections are sifted to the bottom you will find that 
there is nothing genuine in any of them. If you want to beat Inauguration, April 26. 
the resolution for some other reason, well and good; but so April, 1921 
far as the phraseology is concerned, it will bear the test of the ——ç 
best lawyers in this country. If you want to change the inan- 
guration day from the 4th of March until a later day in April 
or May, here is an opportunity to do it. If you wish to defeat rr 
it and adhere to the 4th day of March, as heretofore, and have 


Inauguration, April 24. 


a miserable day for inauguration, you are at liberty to pursue 3 4 5 
that course. But, so far as I am concerned, whenever the op- 
portunity is properly presented I will vote to abolish the inau- 10 n 12 
guration on the 4th day of March. It has been a dismal failure 17 18 19 
for more than one hundred years. Let us write in its place the 
last Thursday in April, and we can reasonably expect a balmy 24 25 26 
spring day for the great ceremony. [Applause.] 
If we set a certain day, for instance, April 30, the inaugurals Inauguration, April 28. 
would fall as follows: April, 1925. 


Sunday (3 times), 1933, 1961, 1989. 

Monday (4 times), 1917, 1945, 1973, 2001. 

Tuesday (3 times), 1929, 1957, 1985. 

Wednesday (4 times), 1913, 1941, 1969, 1997. 

Thursday (3 times), 1925, 1953, 1981. 

Friday (3 times), 1937, 1965, 1993. 

Saturday (3 times), 1921, 1949, 1977. 

Twenty-three inaugurations. 

If the last Thursday in April is selected as the proper day 
upon which inauguration shall occur, they will fall upon the 
respective dates in April hereinafter set out. 

April 24 (8 times), 1913, 1941, 1969. 

April 25 (3 times), 1929, 1957, 1985. Inauguration, April 20. 
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Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 


Inauguration, April 25. 
April, 1933. 


Inauguration, April 30. 
April, 1957. 


Inauguration, April 25. 
April, 1961. 


Inauguration, April 27. 
April, 1937. 


Tues. 


Inauguration, April 27. 
April, 1965. 


Inauguration, April 29. 
April, 1941. 


Inauguration, April 24. Inauguration, April 20. 
April, 1945. April, 1969. 


Inauguration, April 26. Inauguration, April 24. 
April, 1949. ; April, 1973. 


Inauguration, April 28. Inauguratión, April 26. 
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Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 


Sun. | Mon. 


Inauguration, April 26. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I ask that I may have 
five minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time is in the control of 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has only 
three minutes remaining, but he yields those three minutes with 
pleasure to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not care to take up all the time 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not intend to move the previous ques- 
tion, but I would have liked to have had some arrangement 
made by the House for a control of time, so that we should 
haye short speeches, because I do not think that it is to the 
advantage of the House that we should go into a discussion in 
which people take an hour; but thus far we have reached no 
such agreement. I will try again. I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this matter be had for two hours, the time to be 
equally divided between myself and some one in opposition—I 
suggested Mr. Perkins of New York, or I would suggest any- 
one else who desires it, if he does not desire it—and that at the 
expiration of that time the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered and a vote taken upon the bill and all 
amendments in their order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest those in favor of the propo- 
sition have already had an hour, and no one has yet been heard 
in opposition, with the exception of a few suggestions by the 
gentleman from West Virginia 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Give two hours, if he desires it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think sufficient time should be allowed to 
those desiring to be heard in opposition to a resolution amend- 
ing the Constitution, so as to enable them to present their views. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer. 
sey asks unanimous consent that debate upon the resolution 
shall proceed for two hours, one hour to be controlled by the 
gentleman from New Jersey and one hour by some gentleman 
in opposition. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest two hours and forty 
minutes, until half past 4, of which one hour and forty minutes 
shall be controlled by the gentleman from New York and one 
hour by myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
Jersey asks- unanimous consent that the debate upon the pend- 
ing resolution shall proceed for two hours and forty minutes; 
that one hour shall be controlled by the gentleman from New 
Jersey and one hour and forty minutes be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] in opposition to the 
bill, and the Chair understands amendments may be offered by 
any Member obtaining the floor, to remain pending until the 
end of the debate, when the amendments shall be disposed of. 

Mr. PARKER. And at the end of that time, unless previously 
disposed of, the previous question shall be considered as or- 
dered upon the bill and all amendments pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And at the end of two hours 
and forty minutes the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered upon the bill and pending amendments to their final 
passage or rejection. 

Mr. PARKER. Unless previously disposed of, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. DAVIS rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from Minnesota rise? 

Mr. DAVIS. I rise with the permission of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry] to make a motion at this time if it 
is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order at this time. 
Of course by unanimous consent it would be in order. 


Inauguration, April 28. 


April, 1981. 


Inauguration, April 30. 
April, 1985. 


Inauguration, April 25. 
April, 1989. 


Inauguration, April 27. 
April, 1993. 


Inauguration, April 29. 
April, 1997. 


Inauguration, April 24. 


1910. 
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Mr. DAVIS. 
There seems—— 

Mr. SULZER. Regular order, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is recognized for an hour in opposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I make the point of order that the morning 
hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understood the Chair to say that the 
morning hour had expired at this time. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. When does the morning hour expire? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At 10 minutes after 2. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment as now offered 
is one, as it seems to me, of much importance to the House of 
Representatives, the body to which we belong, and I shall take 
the liberty of asking my colleagues if they kindly will for a 
few moments listen to some very practical suggestions which 
I desire to make as to the effect of this amendment upon the 
manner of procedure in the Congress of the United States. 

First let me suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the people of the 
country have been exceedingly cautious, possibly unduly cau- 
tious, in reference to adopting constitutional amendments. 
What we had we knew; what might be the result of changes 
no one could foresee; and amendments that might properly be 
adopted have yet been delmyed, and are still further delayed, as 
the result of the just care and caution of the people as to 
changing the fundamental instrument by which we are goy- 
erned. 

Now we are suddenly asked to make an amendment, as it 
seems to me, of large, far-reaching, permanent-reaching impor- 
tance. First, I think I might properly ask from what demand 
has the House of Representatives varied from its usual cau- 
tions in reference to suggestions of constitutional amendment, 
and proposed to the House and country an amendment which 
changes the tenure of the President and the Congress of the 
United States? 

Mr. Speaker, I think I may safely say that this is not made 
in answer to any large popular demand. It results in changing 
the term of Congress in a very important respect. I take the 
liberty of saying that there has been no general demand in 
Congress or out of Congress for changing the terms under 
which we have worked a hundred years. There may be some 
defects, but, on the other hand, there would be greater defects 
under the changes suggested. Let us talk frankly, Mr. Speaker. 
The demand for this has not come from those who think that 
the sessions of Congress should be later, not from those who 
desire the term of one President should be extended two 
months, but has come from an exceedingly active demand in 
Washington that a better day should be adopted for what has 
grown to be a great féte day in this city. 

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to such persons 
attending inaugurations as may wish, but when we are asked 
upon our responsibility to submit to the people of the United 
States an amendment which changes the terms of Con 
which changes the manner in which our sessions shall be held, 
in order that there may be a pleasanter day for companies to 
march on Pennsylvania avenue with bands beating and flags 
flying, it does seem to me that such a demand should not be 
acceded to for the benefit of hotels and corporations and the 
thousands of citizens who may wish a pleasanter day for the 
ceremonial of the inauguration. Perhaps my colleagues of the 
House do not agree with me, but, personally, I would be quite 
content if the President of the United States, in an orderly and 
decorous manner, could take the oath and enter upon the per- 
formance of duties without any unnecessary sounding of trum- 
pets or gathering of assemblies or marching of great bodies 
from the Capitol to the White House and back when he begins 
the duties of his office. [Loud applause.] Mr. Speaker, the 
affairs of this country will be carried on just as well and just 
as safely if the ceremony of inauguration were, as it formerly 
was, a quiet and decorous ceremonial instead of what it has 
come to be, a day of pomp, decoration, and show. But whether 
that show is desirable or not, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
they ask us to amend the Constitution when there is not a man 
on the floor of this House who does not know that the demand 
is made by the newspapers of this city and by the people of the 
city of Washington, and that but for that demand it would not 
be considered by this House for one moment, any more than we 
would now be considering the affairs of China. 

A demand to amend the Constitution in order that there may 
be a better day for inauguration, or a better day for Barnum's 
circus, does not excite in me any strong feeling of sympathy. 
[Laughter.] 


I would like to suggest this to the House: 


The morning hour has not ex- 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the results of this change? I 
submit to my colleagues that they may be very serious. The 
first result is that the short session of Congress, which now 
lasts from December to the 4th of March, will be extended until 
about the 1st of May. The gentleman from New, Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER], passing by somewhat slightly what really is behind 
this request, said he thought that was important and beneficial. 
It is important, but I doubt its benefit. I think it is realized 
by every Member of this House that it is unfortunate that 
under the system that now preyails the short session, which 
begins in December after the election and runs until March, 
results in the fact that during that session, which lasts three 
months, from one-fourth to one-third, and sometimes, in times 
of great political change, even one-half the Members of this 
body have not been honored by their constituents with a fur- 
ther extension of their duties. It is unfortunate when a great 
political body meets for a large proportion of them to know 
that reelection has been denied them and that they are near 
the end of their term. They are under no further responsibility 
to their constituents. They are not to go back and answer to 
those who placed them in office for what they have done, but 
on the 4th of March they pass into private life. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that everyone familiar with parliamentary govern- 
ment must feel that it is unfortunate that a certain portion 
of a man's legislative life is passed when his responsibility to 
his constituents has ceased. Every man knows that when a 
Member is not reelected he comes back here at the short ses- 
sion very differently situated, very differently related, from 
the Member who on the following 4th of March begins a new 
term. Now, what is the result of this? That short session, 
which now has that unfortunate feature connected with it, is 
lengthened from three months to five months. I think that is a 
very decided evil. 

The second session will be practically as long as what we 
call the “ long session,” and the result will be that of the time 
spent in Washington in legislative work, calling it roughly 
eleven or twelve months, one-half of that time will be occupied 
by a House of Representatives one-quarter or one-third of 
whose Members have no further mission from their constitu- 
ents, and instead of being responsible to them at the end of the 
term pass into private life. I believe that is a very serious 
question for us to consider when we are changing the term of 
the President in order to have a more pleasant day for his 
inauguration. 

Mr. WEBB. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WEBB. The gentleman’s argument is based on the as- 
sumption that Congress will always hereafter meet on the first 
Monday in December. Now, by a simple enactment by this 
Congress we could change that meeting day to the first Monday 
in May, and then each Member of Congress would have served 
both sessions before the next election took place. 

Mr. PERKINS. That would be entirely impracticable. We 
have to consider this question from a practical standpoint. 
Here is another consideration that I want to submit to my as- 
sociates in the House familiar with its procedure. We must 
consider the climate of the city in which Congress meets. This 
is a very hot city. The President of the United States very 
frequently calls an extra session immediately after assuming 
office. Changes may be desired. There may be a change in 
political administration, There are many reasons why the new 
President desires at once, and very properly, to have the new 
Congress assemble. It may be of a different political complex- 
ion from the old Congress. It is proper not to wait for six or 
eight months, but to call an extra session as soon as he can, 
and we all know that an extra session of any importance is 
called ordinarily at the beginning of a new administration. 
What is the result of this? Last year the President of the 
United States, in response to a large demand from the country, 
called an extra session of Congress to consider questions of 
great importance. That was called for the middle of March, 
and we did not adjourn until the 5th of August. Every man 
within the hearing of my voice remembers the practical incon- 
veniences, the danger to health, the detriment to effective work 
that resulted, and must result, from keeping a large body like 
this in session in the city of Washington during the months of 
July and August. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In pursuance of paragraph 5, Rule XXIV, 
I move that the House go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 13915) to establish in the Department of the In- 
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terior a bureau of mines. I do this without any discourtesy to 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour having elapsed since 
the call of committees commenced, the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is a privileged motion and in order. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PADGETT. As I understand the rule, in order to move to 
go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to consider a special bill, it must be by direction 
of the committee. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do this by direction of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 13915. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Doveras) there were 14 ayes and 82 noes. 

So the motion was lost. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, to resume my remarks when 
interrupted by my friend from Ohio, I wish to make a sugges- 
tion as to the extra session. If this amendment had been in 
force last spring, and the session had occupied the same time 
and certainly we have no reason to suppose that it would have 
occupied any less time—it would have been necessary for the 
Congress of the United States to remain in session from the 
ist of May, if the President had called it at the earliest pos- 
sible day, until about the middle of October. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it would be very unfortunate for the trans- 
action of business, for the health of the Members, in every way 
unfortunate, that an extra session should be held in Washing- 
ton during the hot season, in a southern and semitropical city. 
Why should this Congress enact an amendment to the Consti- 
tution in order that we may have a better day to march through 
Pennsylvania avenue, the result of which will necessarily be 
that whenever an extra session is called by an incoming Presi- 
dent, if it is enlled promptly, as he has a right to call it, it 
should be held through the months of July, August, and Sep- 
tember? 

It certainly seems to me that, without due consideration, we 
are suggesting a change that may have a very serious and 
unfortunate result for the Congress. 

I want also to suggest one or two other questions of detail in 
reference to this resolution which it seems to me are certainly 
worthy of consideration. What does it say about terms of 
Members of Congress? The Members of the Sixty-second Con- 
gress, many of them Members of this House, will be elected in 
November. Have not the people of the United States the right 
to know for how long a term their Representatives are chosen? 
Have they not a right to know whether he can only serve for 
two years or for twenty-six months, or whether he may serve 
for any longer time, if an amendment of this sort could be 
adopted subsequently extending his term? 

This amendment says that the terms of the Members of the 
House of Representatives which shall begin on the 4th of March, 
1911—that is, the next Congress—shall expire when? At any 
fixed time? If the amendment is adopted, they continue until 
the last Thursday in April. So there is up to every election 
district in the United States next fall the problem of voting for 
a Representative in Congress, for how long a time no living 
man can say. 

If the amendment is adopted, they have a Representative for 
twenty-six months; if it is not adopted, they have a Representa- 
tive for twenty-four months. The man who is elected may 
be a Congressman for two years or a Congressman for almost 
two years and a quarter. I do not know but that we have the 
constitutional power to do this. It may be that although the 
people elect a man for two years, by constitutional amendment 
we can extend the term so that it shall be two and a half or 
three years. 

But certainly, Mr. Speaker, it is a very serious question and 
a very unfortunate question if it should be decided that the 
people, when they elect a Representative for two years, may 
find that they have elected him for a longer term than they 


Oe GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I suggest, also, that in the other legis- 
lative branch men have already been elected whose terms will 
expire in 1913. They have been elected by the legislatures of 
their several States without even notice of any such proposition 
as this arising. 

Mr. PERKINS. Precisely, and I thank the gentleman for the 
suggestion, although I had it in mind to make some allusion to 


it. Members of the Senate are already elected for six years, 
and, as was suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, with- 
ort any notice to the members of the legislatures who elected 
them that they were electing them for a longer term, it is pro- 
posed that we shall extend their terms—<ertainly a very unfor- 
tunate thing to do. And all this confusion that there may be a 


pleasant day for a féte! All of these questions and complica- 
tions and confusions for no other reason under God’s heaven 
than that we may have a pleasant day for a big show! 

Mr. GARRETT. And then, suppose it should rain on the last 
Thursday in April? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, and then our constitutional amendment 
would be wasted. I haye known very bad days in the city of 
Washington even late in April, and so have all of my associates 
in the House. 

There is another consideration. No one can say when this 
amendment will finally be adopted. It will require a three- 
quarters vote of all the legislatures. Almost three-quarters 
might have voted on the 4th of March, 1913, but one State, 
necessary to make the majority, might not have voted. I will 
ask any man in this House to say under those circumstances 
whether President Taft on the 5th of March would be President 
or would not be President. The amendment on the 5th day of 
March has not been adopted. He goes out of office. His term 
has expired. On the Ist day of April one additional State 
votes. That gives the requisite majority. Then, does he go into 
office again? Does he become President then on the 1st day 
of April until the 30th day of April? In the meantime his 
successor, acting upon the Constitution as it stood on the 5th 
day of March, has gone into office, and then up comes this con- 
stitutional amendment that we are now asked to vote for, and 
he is told to go back to his home and stay there until the last 
Thursday in April and come back ready for the magnificent 
féte that will greet him when he really does become President 
of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I have taken more time than I should. There 
are many who desire to be heard, but I do submit to my asso- 
ciates in the House that this is not a political question, but it is 
a most important question that affects the Congress of the 
United States and every Representative therein. I for one am 
not willing, in view of all these complications, these possible 
troubles in the future sessions and management of the House, 
these possible doubts and questions as to the terms of Members 
hereafter elected, to lengthen the term of a Member beyond 
that time for which he has received his commission from his 
constituents, in view of the weather in which an extra session 
of Congress might be called, which is not problematieal, but 
actual—I am not willing, I say, at the request of anybody in or 
out of the city of Washington to vote in favor of this proposed 
constitutional amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I shall take the liberty of reserving the balance 
of my time, not that I shall use it, but that I may yield it to 
my associates who have asked me to give them time that they 
may be heard in opposition to this amendment. I now yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this 
proposed amendment to the Constitution, because I am unalter- 
ably opposed to the extension of the terms of the Members of 
Congress for two months after they may have been defeated 
and their policies discredited by the popular vote in the pre- 
ceding November election. In considering this amendment we 
must necessarily consider it in connection with the plan that 
the framers of the Constitution had intended as to what should 
be the date for Congress to convene after an election. 

We all know that the legislatures elected throughout the 
States convene immediately after their election, and that there 
is no intervening session whereby a discredited membership 
has the privilege of placing legislation on the statute books that 
may be different from that of the sentiment of a majority of 
constituencies. 

Three times within recent years there have been occasions 
when Congress has been called in extraordinary session after 
the termination of the short session in March; on one occasion 
to repeal the Sherman silver-purchasing act, another to frame 
the Dingley tariff measure, and recently the Payne tariff act. 
Now it is proposed—and that is the gravamen of the argument 
advanced by the gentleman from Texas in support of this reso- 
lution—that we should extend the short session two months, 
so that we could give more considerate attention during the 
short session to the legislation of the House. I claim that it is 
entirely possible by the arrangement that was proposed by the 
framers of the Constitution to have two long sessions in the 
two-year term of Congress by a constitutional amendment, and 
that is what we are considering here to-day—that Congress will 
convene and the terms begin on the second Monday in January 
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or any date shortly after the first of the year. That would 
enable the Congress to run on for two long sessions during the 
two years, each beginning in January, and the first in the 
January following the election, thereby doing away with the 
hold-over and short session and not delaying the work of a new 
Congress until thirteen months after the election. 

It is a mere accident, as has been suggested, that the Govern- 
ment started on the 4th of March. It is more than an accident, 
it is an anachronism. 

When the Constitutional Convention came to æ conclusion in 
September, 1787, they undoubtedly expected that the Constitu- 
tion would be ratified by the nine States within the intervening 
year, so as to give ample time for the Congress to convene on 
the first Monday of December in the year following, but because 
the Constitution was not adopted as rapidly as was antici- 
pated—and not until June, 1788, did the ninth State declare its 
ratification in favor of the Constitution—it was impossible for 
the Congress to start in its organization until the following 
March, and since that time it has continued at that date, be- 
cause of the difficulty of having a constitutional amendment 
enacted; but if we are to approach that question at the present 
time why should we not submit to the States an amendment 
providing that Congress shall convene at the right time? It is 
opposed to all theories of popular government to have the Con- 
gress continue a representative body and continue to legislate 
after the Members have been voted out of office. 

Reiterating the argument made just a minute ago of the difi- 
culty for legislative work because of climatic conditions that 
make living here during the summer months almost unbearable 
for a long-sustained period, if Congress is going to continue dur- 
ing the short term until the last Thursday in April, how difti- 
cult it will be for Congress to legislate on those extraordinary 
occasions when legislation will be demanded by the exigency 
of conditions that may confront the country with the special 
session dating from the beginning of the heated term. 

I do not give and have not given much weight to this popular 
clamor for a later inauguration date that bas had its origin here 
in Washington just because of the wish to make a popular féte 
day out of the inauguration. I do not thin 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You say that “ yielding to a sentiment that 
originated here in Washington.” Are you not aware of the fact 
that almost all the governors of all the States of the Union have 
unqualifiedly favored this change in the date of the inaugura- 
tion of the President? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman’s statement is not at all in 
conflict with my position, because, if he had given any con- 
sideration to the history of this movement, he would have known 
that in 1905 a local committee was organized to stimulate 
this movement throughout the country, and this committee sent 
communications to governors in furtherance of that projeet. 
Just because this local committee—who have one object only, 
not the welfare of legislation, but the success of their celebra- 
tion—has backed up this movement and sent these circular let- 
ters throughout the country requesting the views of outsiders, 
naturally the governors responded, possibly without much con- 
sideration as to the effect it would have on legislation. But 
the question devolves upon us, as legislators, as to what should 
be best for the interest of the Government, not what is the 
best season for weather for a coronation féte, if it is going to 
develop into that kind of an affair. [Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will not the benefit come to the people 
who visit Washington quite as much as to those who live here? 
Would it not have saved thousands of dollars to visitors who 
had to spend that much extra money last year on account of 
the severe weather on inauguration day? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is overlooking the vital 
question and subordinating the real for the fantastic. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I was simply referring to the gentleman’s 
charge that this is gotten up by a local committee in Wash- 
ington for financial purposes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And if the gentleman will examine the 
records he will find that he is mistaken, and that the “ gentle- 
man from Wisconsin" is right in the matter. You are subordi- 
nating the substance for the showy, because you are not con- 
sidering what is best for popular government, what is best for 
the interest of the whole nation, so far as legislation is con- 
cerned, but giving emphasis to the mere outward show. 

I claim it is entirely practicable to haye the term and ses- 
sion of Congress begin immediately after the first of the year 
and have it run along until the public business is disposed of. 
Now, the condition that confronts us is this: We have one long 
session, in which Congress is kind of jockeying, looking forward 
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to the approaching election, and fearful of the consequences 
from the legislation that may be passed in that long session; 
and when the short session comes along we have not time ade- 
quately to consider general legislation. So this proposition, 
that has been submitted before and which is worthy of support, 
and that will carry out the ideas of the fathers, is to have the 
assembling of Congress immediately after the election; the 
new Congress to assemble then, to have the President inaugu- 
rated shortly thereafter, and to have two long sessions of Con- 
gress, one each year, to consider all the legislation that may 
be essential during the two-year term. [Applause.] = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlema 
from Wisconsin has expired. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the resolu- 
tion, rod, line, and sinker. It seems to me, moreover, that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkins], my colleague, has 
covered the ground so thoroughly that he has left little for the 
rest of us to say. 

There are many Members of this House, however, who be- 
lieve that the habit of amending the Constitution ef the United 
States is a mighty bad habit. There are many of us who be- 
lieve that this is the most solemn of all of our functions, and 
that we should not put in motion machinery for amending the 
Constitution of the United States without the most graye and 
cogent reasons. 

Now, with all due respect to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry], the reasons for this resolution seem to me trivial. 
The reasons back of the whole thing are based upon uncertainty 
as to the weather upon the 4th of March, not upon a certainty 
of inclement weather, because, although we had a bad day the 
last 4th of March, the inauguration four*years before that of 
the great African chief, Bwana Tumbo, took place upon a very 
pleasant day. In fact, the 4th of March has alternated good 
and bad weather during the history of the country. 

Now, even the gentleman from Texas can not assure us that 
if we change the date of inauguration we shall have perfect, 
balmy weather upon every last Thursday in April. The uncer- 
tainty is not as great, it is true, at that period of the year as 
on the 4th of March, but the weather is still mighty uncertain, 
as has been found by our new weather prophet, who has 
guessed wrong every time he has published a statement in the 
newspaper since he came into office. 

Mr. Speaker, suppose that this movement did not originate 
solely in the interest of the people of Washington—the hotel 
keepers here. Suppose it concerns also the visitors to Wash- 
ington who come to see the inauguration. 

The 200,000 people who might see this parade and this show 
are not one-fourth of 1 per cent of the population of the 
United States. Merely out of concern for the personal eom- 
fort of those people, it seems to me that we are ridiculous 
in proposing to amend the Constitution of the United States. 
At any rate, I think we are going at this from the wrong end 
first. The inauguration of a President of the United States 
should not be regarded as a pageant, as a parade, or as a 
show. It should be regarded, in my opinion, as a ceremony of 
the most solemn importance in our history. 

I venture to say that those of us who attended the inaugura- 
tion ceremonies in the Senate Chamber on the last 4th of March 
would agree that no ceremony we had ever witnessed was 
more suitable and more appropriate to that great occasion than 
the moment when President Taft took his oath of office. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] has called 
attention to the inadvisability of thus extending the short 
session of Congress. This resolution would moreover postpone 
for two months longer the day of taking office and increase the 
length of time between the election of Representatives and 
the time when they enter upon their duties. This seems to me 
to be a grave mistake. Too long a time, in my opinion, now 
elapses between the day of election and the date of taking 
office. We are the popular House; representing the popular 
sentiment of the people of the United States, and as such we 
should be responsive to the feelings of the country. We should 
come into office fresh with the mandates given us by our con- 
stituents, and should not postpone to a later day the duties 
which they call upon us to perform. The criticism, which has 
been marked in the past, against legislation by this body, has 
especially been urged against legislation enacted at the short 
session of Congress, because at that time niany men are in office 
who are no longer responsive to the wishes of the people, men 
who are contemplating speedy retirement to private life. 

shoe acy any pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
exp 
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Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield me one more 
minute? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman point out to me 
the provision of the Constitution that determines when the 
Representatives shall be elected in the various States? 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has gone into all that mat- 
ter in his own speech, and I will ask him not to consume the 
one minute given me. I merely want to ask the Democrats of 
this House why any Democrat should yote to extend the term 
of a Republican President two months, especially in view of the 
fact that no compensating extension of time is provided for the 
Democratic President who will succeed him. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to my colleague [Mr. MICHAEL E. 
DRISCOLL]. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I do not ask 
for an extension of two months’ time for a Republican Presi- 
dent or Republican Congress, and it will not take me five min- 
utes to explain my opposition to this proposed resolution. I 
believe in old institutions and customs and haye a decided 
sentiment for ancient institutions and practices which have 
served their purpose well. I do not believe in a change simply 
for a change or for the purpose of humoring some people or com- 
plying with the demand of the Washington propaganda. It is 
not well to change an old law or practice which the people 
have become accustomed to unless some good purpose can be 
served and unless the change is actually necessary. 

We do not know of any reason urged in favor of this resoln- 
tion, except that we may have a better day for inauguration 
exercises than we have had for the past few years. That, in 
my judgment, is not a good or sufficient reason for an important 
change in the Constitution. During the short session of Con- 
gress, in which there are many men who have not been re- 
turned, there are three months from the first Monday in Decem- 
ber to the 4th of March; and that is sufficient time in which 
to pass the supply bills, and that is about all that Congress, 
composed of many men who are really not responsibie to their 
constituents, should do. In the long session constructive laws 
and new legislation may be enacted, when the Members are still 
in office and hope for reelection and when they are more inclined 
to be responsive to the wishes of their constituents. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I would like to know why it is 
that Congress should not, during the short session, do anything 
but pass the appropriation bills. Is there anything in the Con- 
stitution to that effect? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. No. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Then why should we not do our 
duty in the short session as well as in the long session, if any- 
thing is needed? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I make no such suggestion. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think it is as much our duty to 
pass needed legislation in the second session as it is in the first. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. We should not do much more 
than pass the appropriation bills during the short session. At 
that time many of the Members have been retired from public 
life, and instead of enacting legislation during the short session 
such legislation should be postponed until the long session, when 
all the Members in the Congress are directly responsible and 
accountable for their action. 

The only substantial demand for this change in the Constitu- 
tion is made by the people of Washington. It is urged by these 
gentlemen, and sentiment bas been worked up in its fayor for 
years. Why? In order to gather a great crowd of people. 
They think if the weather is very fine and pleasant larger mul- 
titudes will come to the capital to hire their windows, patronize 
their saloons, hotels, and pleasure houses, and attend all the 
public and social functions, and they will reap a larger harvest 
than they do now. That is about all that is back of this de- 
mand for a change of the Constitution and of the system which 
has existed for over one hundred years. 

I do not believe in surrendering this old custom in order that 
tradespeople in this city may have an opportunity of charging 
bigger prices and making greater profits out of the inauguration 
occasion. My colleague from New York [Mr. PERKINS] has 
stated the substantial reasons against this innovation and the 
parliamentary entanglement which may result from the pro- 
posed change if it is submitted to the States for ratification. 
There are some people who constantly want to do something or 
change something without considering fully whether the change 
may be for the better, and as a matter of sentiment I am en- 
tirely opposed to the change in the Constitution in this regard. 
Let well enough alone. [Applause.] 
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Mr. PERKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Crate]. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the people 
of Washington making all the money they can out of the people 
who come in to see the inaugural ceremony. I have no objec- 
tion to the people of my district coming and spending just as 
much money and having as good a time as they want to; but 
I do object to changing the Constitution of the United States 
so that they may have the opportunity of doing so. 

When I was first confronted with this proposition I found 
myself, as I have found a great many other people, losing sight 
of the fact that the obtaining a suitable kind of weather for 
the inaugural ceremony was the smallest and most indifferent 
result which will be brought about by the passing of this con- 
stitutional amendment. In all of the arguments which have 
been brought forward in favor of this proposition I have lis- 
tened for reasons why we should pass this amendment, or sub- 
mit it to the people, and I have heard but one. That is the 
one submitted by the gentleman from Texas, namely, that the 
4th of March has proved a dismal failure as a day for the in- 
augural ceremonies—not that the inaugurations of our differ- 
ent Presidents haye proved unsuccessful, but that the day itself 
has not been happy. 

That is not a good reason for submitting to the people of the 
country an amendment to the Constitution. Amendments are 
not popular with the people. The last one was declared adopted 
on March 30, 1870, and since then we have had no amendments 
to our Constitution. Now we are asked to amend it so that 
the people who come here may not get their feet wet when they 
go out to see the inaugural pageant. As against that I ask 
you to consider the very excellent reason given by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Perkins] against this proposition, namely, 
that if an extra session of Congress were called at the begin- 
ning of an administration, under this proposed change it would 
be called in warm weather; it would be called the ist of 
May; and if it were a tariff session, it would probably last 
during the whole of the heated term. We would find ourselves 
in the midst of the session when the weather was most intense, 
and I have observed that during such weather the temper of 
this House is most abominable. [Laughter.] Legislation should 
not go on under such circumstances if it can be avoided. For 
that reason, if for none other, I should vote against this proposi- 
tion. In addition to this, it is undemocratic and against all 
of our customs to extend the terms of office of men who are 
elected and now serving. By the terms of this amendment we 
extend the office of the President, the Vice-President, and one- 
third of the Senators, all of whom were elected for a definite 
term of office by the people of this country, and were not ex- 
pected to serye more than the time for which they were elected. 
We should not say to the people of the country that they have 
made a mistake in electing a President for four years, and that 
he should be elected for four years and seven weeks. We 
should not say to them that they have made a mistake in elect- 
ing one-third of the Senators for six years, and that they should 
be elected for six years and seven weeks. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I suggest to the gentleman that it 
would be two-thircs of the Senators, and not one-third; those 
whose terms expire March 4, 1913, and those whose terms expire 
March 4, 1915. ` 

Mr. CRAIG. I believe the gentleman is correct. But if it 
extended the term of only one man, whether he be Democrat 
or Republican, it is against our institutions and it should not 
be done. 

The inaugural ceremonies, the parade, and so forth, make 
avery beautiful spectacle. Most people who come to see the 
inaugural ceremonies come to see the parade, but how many 
see the actual swearing in and inaugural of the President? 
Not more than one-tenth of the people coming to Washington. 
As stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON], 
about one-quarter of 1 per cent of the people of the United 
States come to Washington to see the inauguration. Only 
one-tenth of those actually see the swearing in of the President; 
then only one-fortieth of 1 per cent of the people of the United 
States see the actual inaugural ceremony, that of swearing in 
the President, and we are asked to amend the Constitution so 
that they may have a fair day in which to see it. I haye no ob- 
jection to a fair day, but I do object to amendments to our 
Constitution on such flimsy pretexts. [Applause.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH]. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, since asking the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PERKINS] for time, the gentleman himself 
has so completely expressed my views on the resolution that I 
adopt his remarks as embodying my views, and would supple- 
ment them by stating that most States hold their elections in 
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November or in the fall, and the sentiment of the country then 
finds expression through the voters; and, further, that their 
will should consistently be put in operation as soon as practi- 
cable. I am not in favor of extending the time of tenure of 
office of old Members beyond the time for which they were orig- 
inally elected, but I should favor ending their terms when the 
new Members are elected and have taken their office to carry 
out the expressed will of the people. I would favor such an 
amendment, and to provide that new Members should elect the 
President, if it should fall upon Congress to do so, as, under 
the Constitution, it might under certain circumstances. Of 
eourse that would not be likely to happen often, if at all, but 
if it did it would result in meeting the people’s wishes better 
than under the Constitution as it is now. It is certainly op- 
posed to the popular will to extend the time of the old Members 
under the conditions that now exist. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven 
minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson]. +» 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I will con- 
sume eren the small time which has been allotted to me, because 
this question has been so fully discussed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Perxrys]. He has covered all the ground very 
fully, and has already given most of the important reasons why 
this resolution should not pass. There is one important feature 
of the resolution, however, to which I want especially to call 
the attention of the House. 

If an amendment to the Constitution is proposed, that amend- 
ment should have some real substance in it. It is contended 
here on this floor that this amendment is urged by the Wash- 
ington press, because the hotels and the saloons of the city of 
Washington are behind it. I do not know whether this is the 
real power behind the throne or not. We all know that the 
Washington press is for it so far as I haye seen. .Their reason, 
as I have read it in the papers, is that we have better weather 
in April, and therefore more comfort, and of course better 
crowds. It is also contended that the bad weather causes not 
only disappointment to the pleasure seekers, but sometimes 
death from exposure. This is the strongest reason urged. But 
can gentlemen give any guaranty that it will not be cold and 
raining on April days? Can gentlemen say that people will not 
expose themselves in the bad April weather to see the show? 
What good purpose is served by having a great show, parade, 
brass buttons, beating of drums, and display of equipage? You 
say that people just will come. Yes. And when they come 
they will be imprudent, many of them. Every death within a 
week or ten days after the inauguration in the city of Wash- 
ington and among the visitors is charged up to the weather. 
This is the point most talked about by the advocates of the 
resolution, and yet no effeet is made to ascertain how many of 
these people might have died had there been no inauguration. 
It is impossible to ascertain how many would or would not 
have died anyway. 

Congress is solemnly asked, however, to propose an amend- 
ment to the Constitution for the purpose of enabling the people 
to attend the simple ceremony of swearing in a President on a 
day later in the spring, when the weather will be warmer and 
the people can have better weather in which to frolic. The 
inauguration of the President should be a serious and solemn 
oceasion, and not one incurring vast expense on the people and 
on the Government, thus aping the crowning of an emperor 
under the old monarchical régime, rather than following the 
mormi and simple democratic example set by Thomas Jef- 

erson. 

I would support a proposition to submit an amendment to the 
Constitution which would require the President to be inaugu- 
rated at the time fixed by law for the regular session of Con- 
gress, so that ali legislation under the President-elect would be 
by Congressmen elected when the President was elected. That 
is, that Congress should meet on the same day that the Presi- 
dent is inaugurated, and begin at once to legislate and to carry 
out the will of their constituents. These would hold for two 
years, and at the next election in November, which would be 
two years, there would be a second Congress during one presi- 
dential term, who would in turn meet in December after their 
election. In this way every other Congress would begin their 
duties on the same day the President is inaugurated, and not 
thirteen months after they are elected, as now. Under the pres- 
ent system the Congressmen who have been defeated have en- 
tirely too long to legislate after their defeat. It would be vastly 
better to have the inauguration at the beginning of the session 
of Congress. 


In the beginning of our constitutional government the 4th 
of March was proposed as the date for the inauguration of 
the President, because no date was fixed therein for the begin- 
ning of the presidential term. The Constitution simply pro- 
vided that his term should be for four years. The 4th of March, 
however, was adopted by the convention as the day to begin 
the government under the present Constitution, to give them 
time for enough States to ratify it. Thus all presidential terms 
since the second inauguration of General Washington were fixed 
to be four years from the 4th of March; but this date was not 
fixed in the instrument itself, for the reason that if the States 
should ratify it at a much later date, some question would 
arise as to whether the acts of the Government would be legal; 
so it was fixed by simple resolution, and could have binding 
effect only when the Government was actually set in motion. 
The Constitution did provide, however, that the terms of Con- 
gressmen should begin on the first Monday in December, unless 
changed by Congress. The right of the President to call special 
sessions of Congress and the right being vested in Congress to 
change its own date for meeting, and that Representatives should 
be elected for two years, the President for four years, and the 
Senate for six years, and in fact the whole context of the Consti- 
tution, clearly show that the members of the conyention did not 
anticipate the present situation of affairs. It was manifestly 
their purpose and intention that every four years the House 
of Representatives should begin its session on the same day 
that the President was inaugurated. 

The trouble now is that every four years an outgoing Presi- 
dent and a portion of an outgoing Congress that has been re- 
pudiated by the people at the polls is permitted, from December 
to the following March, to continue to make laws, when the de- 
feated President and all of those Congressmen who have been 
defeated at the polls know that they can not be held responsi- 
ble to their constituents. This, I think, is a very serious objec- 
tion to the present arrangement. The proposed amendment 
makes the situation more serious. As it is now, the defeated 
Congress barely has time to pass appropriation bills, and they 
ean do but little harm. But under the proposed amendment 
such might not. be the case, for the time is lengthened for two 
months. If an amendment was proposed which would enable 
the Congressmen and the President to go in at the same time 
and on the same day, I should not oppose such a resolution, be- 
cause that would enable the Congressmen who have been elected 
and indorsed at the polls to begin the legislative reforms that 
were certified to them by their constituents. Under the pro- 
posed amendment, however, it would enable the outgoing Con- 
gressmen to have two months longer in which to “sand bag” 
the incoming administration. [Applause.] For example: If, 
when President Taft’s term of office expires, this Congress, con- 
stituted as it now is, overwhelmingly Republican, and a Demo- 
cratic President and a Democratic Congress should be elected 
to sueceed Mr. Taft, then the Republican Congressmen of Mr. 
Taft's last year in office could “sand bag” the incoming admin- 
istration and leave it stranded if they desired to do so; and 
then, in turn, that Democratic administration. could repeat the 
same performance. [Applause.] 

The justification of these outgoing Congressmen would be 
that as Republicans they were under no obligation to leave the 
Government in a good condition for Democrats. If such things 
had not occurred in the past, I would not say that any Con- 
gressman would be so unpatriotic. My contention is that we 
should keep this Government as close as possible to the people, 
so that immediately after an election they may know that their 
will is to be expressed by their Congressmen and crystallized 
into law. R 

If there was any such virility in this resolution, I should sup- 
port it. If this resolution was such that it would move the 
inauguration to where our forefathers of the Constitution, who 
made the original draft of the instrument, evidently intended 
that it should be, to the first Monday in December, the date of 
the meeting of Congress, then there would be, to my mind, a 
reason for changing the date of the inauguration. But this 
weathercock arrangement is one that ought not to appeal to 
the judgment of a sane people nor the reason advanced for its 
passage given as a justification for tampering with the Con- 
stitution. 

There are other amendments which have already been placed 
in the Constitution which, if the people had had their sober 
minds at the time they were adopted, would never haye been 
approved. I would rather strike out some amendments to the 
Constitution than to add others to it. It is now realized by all 
of the thoughtful business people of this country that when the 
last two amendments were added to the Constitution, depriving 
a sovereign State of the right of determining its own electors 
for themsclyes, a great and criminal blunder was committed 
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which grew out of the passions of war, and there was then in- 
jected into national politics questions which should always be 


solved in the localities in which they arise. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The last amendments to our Constitution deprived the State 
of Maine of the right of determining a pure question of local 
government for herself, and placed in the hands of Congress a 
supervisory right over the sovereign people of Maine in refer- 
ence to the question of who should and who should not vote in 
that State. 3 

I would be presumptuous indeed if I endeavored to tell the 
honest citizens of Maine who should and who should not par- 
ticipate in an election. The State of Pennsylvania knows more 
about her local affairs than do the people of California or the 
people of Mississippi, and so it is that we believe that the 
people of Mississippi know more about her local affairs and 
local conditions than do the people of Pennsylvania. And as I 
have confidence in the God-fearing and intelligent people and the 
patriotic citizenship in Pennsylvania, I say to them: Solve 
your problems in your own way and God bless you; because, as 
Pennsylvania prospers and continues to shine as one of the 
stars in the constellation of States, the whole Union is glorified 
and made brighter. It is stupid indeed to deprive the people 
of any State of the right of determining their local questions 
for themselves. $ 

The last amendment to our Constitution has brought more 
woe and cause more trouble and the shedding of more blood 
and tears than any other political blunder in the history of 
any other civilized government, and is to-day doing more to 
divide the honest citizens of the Republic than all the differ- 
ences in the past combined. To repeal it would do more to 
insure domestic tranquillity and to heal the wounds of the past 
than any other step that at this time could be taken. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SCOTT, by direction of the Committee on Agriculture, 
reported (H. Rept. 141) the bill (H. R. 18162) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1911, which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
reserves all points of order. 

DATE OF PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL TERM. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time to suggest 
that by unanimous consent we arrange a time for a vote. It 
must be apparent that when a man takes an hour and appor- 
tions it out to those who agree with him we do not get very 
much information, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to 
submit a request? 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I do desire to submit a request 
that a vote be taken on this resolution and all amendments 
thereto at 4 o’clock, and that until that time the time be equally 
divided between myself and the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Perxins], to be assigned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey asks unanimous consent that debate on the pending resolu- 
tion and all amendments thereto proceed until 4 o'clock, at 
which time the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
on the pending amendments and the resolution to their final 
passage or rejection, and that the time be equally divided be- 
tween the gentleman from New Jersey Mr. PARKER] and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to that; but if the 
gentleman asks unanimous consent that we vote now, I shall 
not object. 

Mr. PARKER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the vote 
be taken at this time. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Objection is heard. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorset] is recognized. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Speaker, this discussion has taken a wide 
range, and for the moment we have lost sight of the resolution 
that is before the House. The question whether we ought to 
postpone the inauguration of our President from the 4th day of 
March to a later date has been, from time to time, fully dis- 
cussed in the public press and by the people. I think it is the 
sentiment of the country that that day be postponed to a 
future date. 

Believing that that was the sentiment of the country, the 
Judiciary Committee proceeded to consider the various bills 
touching upon that subject, and after a very full, earnest, and 


careful consideration, not alone by the subcommittee, but by 
the entire committee, it unanimously agreed upon the resolution 
which is now before the House. I am not going to giscuss, Mr. 
Speaker, the question of whether it is advisable to postpone 
the inauguration day. I am going to address myself to the 
resolution. If the House, upon the whole, should conclude 
that we ought not to change the date, then of course it will 
yote down this resolution; but if the House should conclude 
that it ought to be changed, then let us consider honestly, 
fairly, and -carefully the resolution that is before the House, 
Let me call the attention of the House to the purport of this 
resolution. It does not amend the Constitution. The adoption 
will add another article to the Constitution, and it leaves all 
the provisions now contained in the Constitution just as they 
are. Let us not forget that there is no provision in the Con- 
stitution and no provision in our statutes which specifies when 
the terms of the President, the Vice-President, Senators, or Rep- 
resentatives in Congress shall begin. Now, bear that in mind. 
There is a provision under the first article of the Constitution 
which says the terms of the President and Vice-President shall 
be four years. There is also a provision in the Constitution 
which says that the term of 2 Senator shall be six years, and 
there is another provision in the Constitution which says that 
Members of Congress shall be elected every two years. e 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, the 4th of March is recognized as 
the time for the beginning of those terms. That has been read 
into the statutes not by any direct provision, but by long 
acquiescence of the country. So we may consider that the 4th 
day of March is the time fixed by law and not by the Constitu- 
tion. Now, when the committee was laboring with the ques- 
tion as to whether it required a constitutional provision to 
change this time, the conclusion to which the committee came 
was that inasmuch as the Constitution provided that the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President shall have a term of four years, Sena- 
tors six years, and Representatives in Congress two years, it 
did require an amendment, or rather an additional article, to 
the Constitution to extend the term. Now, then, this resolu- 
tion simply seeks not to change any constitutional provision, 
but—now, mark you—to extending the terms of the President 
and Vice-President about two months, and to extend the term 
of the Senators two months, and Representatives in Congress 
two months. If the terms had not been stipulated in the Con- 
stitution, you could have made the desired changes by enacting 
a law extending the terms. So I repeat that all this legislation 
seeks to do is to add to the Constitution another article, which 
may become article 16 of the Federal Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whenever this provision goes into effect 
the term of the President and Vice-President, would automatic- 
ally be extended two months, the term of Senators would be 
extended two months, and the terms of Members in the next 
Congress would be extended two months. Then, part of the 
provision, having answered its purpose, becomes a dead letter, 
and all that remains of the provision will be that you have 
provided in the Constitution a time when the term of the Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, Senators, and Representatives shall begin, 
which does not to-day appear in any article of our present Con- 
stitution. It would extend the present terms of the President 
and Vice-President, Senators and Representatives in the Sixty- 
second Congress. Then automatically we would go back to the 
original provision of the Constitution, which provides for a 
definite term of four years for the President and Vice-President, 
six years for Senators, and two years for Members of Congress. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I am seriously opposed to meddling with the 
Constitution. I think it is a serious matter and ought to be 
well considered before we undertake to put into motion the 
machinery which would change in any way the Constitution. 
I submit, on behalf of the Judiciary Committee, that the changes 
as proposed by the committee are proper, and the only way that 
would answer the purpose and the object at which they are 
aimed. 

Something has been said about the time for ratification by 
the States. More than three years will have elapsed before this 
amendment could become effective. In some of the States, 
probably, the legislature meets but once in four years. That 
may be unfortunate. Still, there is power in the governor to 
conrene the legislature in extra session. But be that as it may, 
Mr. Speaker, that is not a question which concerns Congress, 
That belongs to the States. All that this Congress ought to do 
is to permit. sufficient time for ratification, and I submit that 
a period of more than three years ought to be sufficient, at 
least, to afford an opportunity to States either to adopt or to 
reject the provision. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this morning there was presented an 
amendment to Article XII of the Constitution, which changes the 
date from March 4 to the last day of April, when there shall be 
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an election in the House of a President and Vice-President. 
That is clearly an amendment, for it strikes out “the 4th of 


March” and substitutes “ the last dsy of April.” I am opposed 
to that. I believe we ought not to make any change in our 
Constitution. From a practical standpoint there should be no 
change in that regard. Good policy would suggest that it ought 
not. We ought not to leave that question open until the last 
day of the term of a President. The 4th day of March would be 
ample time for the House to act, if that becomes necessary. If 
you adopt the joint resolution as it came from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, you leave intact that provision, and you simply 
extend the term of the present President to a time when it 
would seem that the country preferred that the inauguration be 
held. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has forty min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. GOEBEL. I yield so much of that time as the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry] desires. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it so happens that I 
am the author of the resolution before the House for consid- 
eration. In so far as I have the power, every point shall be 
presented to this House and met as becomes the representatives 
of a great government. Without meaning to disparage any 
Representative on either side of this Hall, it is my intention to 
take up some of their arguments and answer them. 

It was regrettable to hear the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Harrison] say that this is nothing but a scheme 
to extend the te:m of the Republican administration. Mr. 
Speaker, I come from a district where there are but few Re- 
publicans; from a section where the people are sensitive on 
the question of Democracy. Permit me to say my constituents 
would scorn to entertain such an argument. If the necessity 
for amending the Constitution is manifest, they are ready to 
meet the emergency. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will. 

Mr. HARRISON. I regret that the gentleman shows some 
heat as to my remarks. I did not say the scheme was only to 
extend the term of the Republican President, but I did call 
the attention of the House that that was one of the results. 

Mr. CARLIN. And you said no Democrat should vote for it 
on that account. F 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, there is not the slightest 
heat in my mind at this time. I was never more deliberate in 
my life, nor ever felt kindlier to my friends on both sides of 
this House than at this very moment. But now that this ques- 
tion has been presented, the issues shall be tried, and they shall 
be fairly tested, if I have the power to invoke such trial. It is 
true it will extend the tèrm of Mr. Taft and Mr. Sherman as 
President and Vice-President, respectively, and will extend the 
term of the Representatives and Senators who are Members of 
the Sixty-second Congress until the last Thursday in April, 1913. 
Such effect is inevitable whenever this constitutional amend- 
ment is adopted. One gentleman on my side of the House re- 
marked that the people do not want this change in the organic 
law. And pray, how does he know whether the people desire 
it or not? We are not amending the Constitution by this action 
to-day. We are remanding this question to the respective States 
of the Union, for them to determine whether they shall ratify or 
reject the amendment. Every governor of every State in the 
Union has declared himself in favor of a change in the date of 
inauguration. Then why not submit the proposition to the 
people of the yarious States? And you gentlemen who talk 
about state sovereignty and state rights and local government, 
submit it to your constituencies and permit them to determine 
whether or not they desire the amendment. 

There are others who say this would extend the term of a 
Republican administration. Gentlemen, have you forgotten 
that you have often predicted upon this floor that the Repre- 
sentatives who are elected and whose terms will expire in 1913 
will be seated in a Democratic Congress? You expect to have 
the House then, and would hereby extend the time of the 
Democratic House and a Democratic Speaker if your prophecy 
be true; and I hope and pray you are correct in your prophetic 
vision. If it is necessary to amend the Constitution of the 
United States, shall we, as representatives of enlightened con- 
stituencies make argument like that? They tell us we want 
this amendment simply and solely because the weather is bad 
on the 4th of March. It is true that is one of the paramount 
reasons in considering the question, but not the only one. Let 
me point to a few things occurring within their recollection. 
We all remember the 4th day of last: March, when the Presi- 


dent was to be inaugurated. Thousands and thousands of peo- 
ple assembled in Washington City. They came from far and 
near. They came from Maryland, from Virginia, from Massa- 
chusetts, and feom New York; they came from the North, the 
South, the East, and West for the purpose of taking part in 
the inauguration of the Chief Executive. Each one was thrilled 
and inspired with patriotism, loving the flag of this country 
flying over every State in the Union. Let me ask those gentle- 
men if they bave forgotten that terrible day, when thousands 
of soldiers and sailors and members of the National Guard 
went to their homes after being cruelly exposed, and many of 


.them were sent to an early grave on account of the exposure 


on that occasion? And so with many thousand private citi- 
zens. Have you no feeling of humanity when it comes to this 
question? 

Some say they are against the change because we want to set 
a day for a great pageant moving up and down Pennsylvania 
avenue, That may be true, and we have a right to a pageant 
of this kind. It signifies happiness, prosperity, brotherly love, 
and commendable and burning patriotism. Because, forsooth, 
the people desire to assemble to behold the President of their 
country inaugurated is no argument that we are trying to 
emulate kingdoms and monarchies. Ah, gentlemen, I say the 
fact that our citizens assemble here and follow the martial 
music of bands and march under the flag of our common coun- 
try augurs well for the happy conditions and prosperity of this 
country. It means patriotism pure and simple. Thank God 
for this love of our country from every State in the Union. 
[Loud applause.] If Mr. Bryan had achieved victory, more 
than a hundred thousand Democrats would have filled these cor- 
ridors and highways and a thousand bands would have thrilled 
our hearts with Democratic airs. It would have been democ- 
racy triumphant, not kingdoms and monarchies influencing 
democratic hosts, but bfotherly love, thrilling of patriotic 
hearts for our Republic, and perpetual rule of the people, and 
everlasting permanence of our institutions. We are entitled to 
the scenes on that day, whether it be Democratic or Republican 
year. Whenever I have witnessed it I had no thought of 
kingly pageants, but my bosom heaved with love for my fellow- 
countrymen and glowing fervor while beholding the inaugura- 
tion of the Chief Executive of the greatest Republic the world 
ever saw. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I come from one of the Southern States, far 
away from the national capital, and yet thousands of our citi- 
zens came to witness the inauguration. There were dozens 
from my own district that could not eyen cross Pennsylvania 
avenue in that terrible weather. Let me say to those gentle- 
men who talk about extending the term of a Republican Presi- 
dent, Republican Senators and Representatives, that I am as 
intense a partisan as they, as loyal a Southerner as any man 
in this House, but I thank God the war which temporarily di- 
vided the States of the Union is in the past. I thank the stars 
shining above us that we can stand in this House of Represent- 
atives beholding that flag and vie with any Representative, 
whether he come from the North, the East, the West. in doing 
it honor with all the fervor of our souls. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, if an emergency has arisen and the Constitution 
should be amended, away with claptrap argument and allow us 
to meet the proposition. I am ready to go home and submit 
the measure to my constituency, and have no fears about their 
verdict. 

The distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson] 
says this movement will eventuate in benefit to the hotels and 
boarding houses of Washington City. I have great respect for 
the gentleman, but it seems to me that reason falls far short of 
a valid one to defeat an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. What difference does it make whether the hotels 
receive a benefit, or whether the boarding houses reap a greater 
profit? Why, instead of the boarding houses and the hotels re- 
ceiving it, the undertakers reap the benefit. In such event the 
preference should be given to the boarding houses and hotels. 
Can anyone be influenced by that sort of argument? We 
should not believe the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi 
would let that influence him when he reflects upon it. 

Gentlemen, let me say to you if you want to amend the Con- 
stitution in this respect; now is the time and occasion. You 
may take up this resolution and consider it for ten years, and 
in my judgment you can not better the phraseology. I am not 
partial to the terms in which it is expressed, and have no pride 
of opinion about how this amendment should be written. It 
makes no difference to me. If you want to amend it in any 
way, an amendment from any gentleman is welcome. Let us 
candidly meet the proposition, Do not say it is hastily drawn, 
for that is not the fact. There are some of us who have labored 
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upon it for months, and have done our best to present it 
properly to this House. And while on this floor, if any gentle- 
man is opposed to the phraseology, I would like to have his 
criticism. ' . 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, on that invitation I want to call 
the gentleman’s attention to the third section, if he has it before 
him. ; 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have it before me. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not in any disposition to oppose the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that section should be amended. 
Section 3 reads: 

Src. 3. All Senators elected prior to the adoption of this amendment 
shall continue in office until the last Thursday — W ae at noon, next 


canting tue 4th day of March of the year in the terms other- 


su 
wise wo have expired, any provision of article 1, section 3, of the 


Constitution to the contrary notwithstanding. 

I want to call your attention to the use of the words “ elected 
prior to,” found in the first line of the section. Might it not 
happen that a Senator elected would not take his office until 
long after this resolution was ratified, and therefore this lan- 
guage extend his term, which would be absurd? Would it not 
be better to strike out the words “ elected prior to,” and insert 
in lieu of them the words “in office at the time of,” so that 
the Senators in office at the time of the adoption of the amend- 
ment would have their terms extended? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I thank the gentleman for his sugges- 
tion, and will say before going into the question I have great 
regard for his legal ability. That is a pertinent question. But 
the point is covered in the first section of the amendment. The 
same proposition was raised in the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and I am not betraying committee secrets when saying the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DENEY], whose legal ability is also 
undisputed, proposed the present phraseology, and after thor- 
oughly considering the question we came to the conclusion it 
was not subject to the objection made by the gentleman, but 
covered and safeguarded in other provisions of the resolution. 

Mr. DENBY. I only wish to say, in regard to the language 
the gentleman from Ohio refers to, that it does, in my opinion, 
cover the case of Senators elected who have not yet taken their 
office, for those Senators were elected under a constitutional 
provision giving them a six-year term. Unless we cover them 
there will be a hiatus in their terms, as I understand it. I 
may be wrong. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have consulted with some distinguished 
lawyers about me, who seem to view itas Ido. I think section 
1, that the gentleman referred to, clearly enough fixes the com- 
mencement of the term of Senators, as well as the President, 
Vice-President, and Members of the House. Section 2 relates 
to the extension of Members of this House of the Sixty-second 
Congress to the last Thursday of April, 1913. Section 3 relates 
to the extension of the term of Senators elected and not in 
office; and it might happen that, as they are elected in some of 
the States a year or more before their terms begin, that this 
resolution will be ratified and become operative, and will refer 
te the extension of the term of a Senator elected but not yet 
in office. The term of the man who had not taken his seat 
when the resolution became effective would be extended under 
the third section, as I understand it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think not; but if the gentleman can 
phrase it better than that, we would be glad to have his co- 
operation. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will indulge me, I want to 
suggest, for the purpose of his considering it, for E am not 
opposed to the resolution, that this is subject to another ob- 
jection. If this resolution is adopted before the 4th of March, 
1911, it might apply to Senators elected whose terms would 
begin March 4, 1911, and extend their terms to the 4th of 
March, 1913, which certainly is not intended; whereas, under 
section 2, you have fixed the time for the extension of Members 
of the House of Representatives in the next Congress from the 
4th of March to the last Thursday of April, 1913. Therefore it 
would be inconsistent, and the real object sought would not be 
accomplished. Now, I suggest that this be amended by the in- 
sertion of the words “in office at the time of” in lieu of the 
words elected prior to.“ Then in the second line of the sec- 
tion, after the word “ ” use these words, “whose 
terms of office would expire March 4, 1913,” so that it would 
read: 
tion of the 

expire March 4, 
after, shall continue in office until the last Thursday of — — at 
noon next the 4th which the 


term otherwise woul 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman misconstrues the lan- 
guage. However, I shall gladly examine his amendments. We 
took those points into consideration. It is gratifying to know 
that the gentleman from Ohio is not opposed to the resolution 
on some technicality, for when we consider it we all agree 
that the inauguration should be changed from the 4th day of 
March to some later day in the year. It is not proper to have 
statements made on this side or on that which are erroneous, 
and they can not go unchallenged. With all due respect to my 
colleagues on both sides, there has been a good deal of law 
announced here that is not good law. We, as lawyers, under- 
stand that the offhand or “ fireside opinion ” of a lawyer is not 
worth very much. Until he takes up his case and studies it to 
the very bottom his views are not entitled to the weight of the 
studied conclusion of a lawyer who has thoroughly studied his 
case. Let us understand all the issues. This debate should not 
go off on partisan issues. It makes no difference to me that it 
extends the term of President Taft two months. As stated by 
me yesterday on this floor, George Washington lost two months 
when he was inaugurated the first time, inasmuch as he was 
not inducted into office until the 30th of April, 1789. 

And if President Taft, perchance, under this amendment, 
should have two months additional put on his term, we will be 
but giving to him the time that George Washington lost. Seri- 
ously, would any gentleman vote against the resolution on such 
ground, even if he does occupy a seat on the Democratic side 
of the House? Reverse the issue, and suppose it was a Demo- 
ertic President. Would any Republican vote against it be- 
cause he was a Democratic President? And would not you, my 
Democratic brethren, think our colleagues on that side of the 
House would be engaged in small business if they thought the 
Constitution ought not to be amended because it extended the 
term of a Democratic President? Let us hope to never hear 
fet argument made again on the floor of the House on either 
side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman discuss the reason 
for using the word “adoption,” in the first line of the third 
section, instead of “ ratification,” which is the language of the 
Constitution? Is there any significance in it? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There is no significance in it. Ft is 
used sometimes in some amendments, and sometimes the word 
“ ratify is used. Some gentlemen have said that the Repre- 
sentative was elected for a term of two years. That shows 
how readily we may fall into an error when we quote the Con- 
stitution without consulting it or having looked at it. Article 
I, section 2, reads as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen 
erery second year by the people of the several States. 

That is the only provision of the Constitution relating to the 
choosing of Representatives—that they shall be chosen every 
second year. They are chosen under statutes that have been 
regularly passed. It does not say that they shall be in office 
for exactly two years and then shall go out, but they are chosen 
every second year. Here are the statutes governing election of 
Representatives in the various States: 

next after the first Mo. 


tes to the Forty- 


onday of November, in every second year 7 
as the day for the election, in each of said States and Territories, of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Congress commencing on the 4th 


day of March next thereafter. 
By the act of March 3, 1875, the above provision was 
modified 


so as not to apply bak — that has not yet chan its day of 


election and w. on must be amended in order to effect a 
change in the day of the election of state officers in said State. 

The States of Maine, Vermont, and Oregon elect under the 
statute providing the exceptions, to wit, Oregon in June and 
Maine and Vermont in September of the second year. These 
statutes can be changed by a simple amendment and authorize 
any State or all the States to select Representatives in Com- 
gress on any day or during any month of the year. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is suggested to me by the 
inquiry just made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD]. Is there not in law a distinction between ratification 
and adoption? There might be a ratification of a constitutional 
amendment by the requisite number of States, and yet there 
would not necessarily be an adoption. Does it not require some- - 
thing im the nature of an announcement of the Secretary of 
State, something else in the nature of formal proceedings to be 
an adoption of a constitutional amendment? 
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Mr. HENRY of Texas. Quite true. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is there not a legal distinction 
between ratification and adoption? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Each State shall pass an ordinance 
of ratification or rejection. That ordinance will be transmitted 
to the Secretary of State, and when three-fourths of the States 
have ratified an amendment it will be promulgated as a part of 
the Constitution, an-additional article, and will be adopted. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but it is not adopted, not- 
withstanding the ratification, until the announcement is made. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman believe that if 
three-fourths of the States should ratify this amendment there 
would be any point to the question asked by him? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I said, it was suggested by 
the question of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
and referred to the time of adoption and the time of ratification. 
They do not happen together necessarily. 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. There is nothing in the suggestion. 
We will take up the question of Senators. Article I, section 3, 
of the Constitution is as follows: 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and 
each Senator shall have one vote. 

Immediately after they shall be assembled in co! uence of the first 
election they shall be divided as equally as * be into three classes. 
The seats of the Senators of the first class shall be vacated at the 
expiration of the second year, of the second class at the expiration of 
the fourth year, and of the third class at the expiration of the sixth 
year, so that one-third may be chosen every second year; and if vacan- 
cies happen, i resignation or otherwise, during the recess of the legis- 
lature of any State the executive thereof may make N appoint- 
ments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill 
such vacancies. 

In connection with all the articles above quoted I call atten- 
tion to the following requirement of the Constitution, which has 
been misquoted a dozen times on both sides of the House: 


The Congress shall assemble at least once in ev year, and such 
meeting shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shall by 
law appoint a different day. 

Our forefathers intended that this Constitution, which was 
finished in 1787, should be submitted to the States and should 
be disposed of prior to December 1, 1788, but it happened that 
some of the States did not act promptly. It occurred subse- 
quent to the time the State of New Hampshire, which was the 
ninth State in the Union, ratified the Constitution and made it 
effective, and, therefore, the date for convening Congress under 
this Constitution, which was December 1, had passed, and it was 
necessary to meet at some subsequent time. Things went along 
and finally the old Congress, under the articles of confederation, 
passed a resolution to this effect: That when a certain number of 
States sufficient to ratify the Constitution and make it effective 
shall have done so, then this same body, the outside body, the old 
Congress, shall pass another resolution providing how the new 
Congress and the new Government should be inaugurated. 
Time went on, and nine States ratified the Constitution. Then 
two more ratified it before the 4th of March, 1789, and still 
there were two States out of the Union refusing to come in—the 
States of North Carolina and Rhode Island. North Carolina 
came in first. Rhode Island refused to accede until long after 
the Government had been organized and begun its career. Then 
the old Congress, under the articles of confederation, passed a 
resolution that on a certain day electors should be chosen in 
the various States; that on a certain day they should meet and 
vote for President and Vice-President; and on a certain Wednes- 
day in March, which happened to be the 4th day of March, 
the Congress should commence its action. It did not commence 
on the 4th day of March, except nominally, because when the 
4th day of March arrived the President was not there. George 
Washington was elsewhere. 

Mr. Adams was not within easy reach. Of the Senators 
who were elected from the various States, only eight appeared 
in New York City on the 4th day of March. A call was sent 
out for the other Senators who had absented themselves, but 
they failed to appear for a number of weeks. Finally, on the 
18th day of April, Mr. Adams occupied his seat as the Vice-Presi- 
dent. Then Congress took action looking to the inauguration 
of the new President. Many Senators were on their farms till- 
ing the soil, which seemed to be then, as now, one of the favor- 
ite occupations of gentlemen. They were summoned to come. 
Mr. Washington notified the Congress that on a certain date he 
would be ready to be sworn in. He left his home in Virginia 
and proceeded to New York and reached there on the 25th of 
April and was conveyed across the river on a barge, and on the 
80th day of April took the oath of office and was duly installed 
as the Chief Executive, whereas our fathers intended that it 
should have been on the 1st day of December. So the 4th day 
of March as a day of inauguration was not fixed by the present 
Constitution nor by the Constitution that preceded it. It grew 


out of a strange combination of historical events and emer- 
gencies that could not be avoided. And the 4th day of March 


came to be the day of inauguration. It is undeniably true that 
the Representatives elected in November should be inducted 
into office the ist day of December and begin their terms of 
office, as our forefathers intended, on that day. It would be far 
better if such could be the case, but the strange series of occur- 
rences in history prevented it. We are now face to face with the 
difficulty, and as Representatives should find a way out of the 
difficulty. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Possibly the gentleman is coming 
to it, but I wanted to ask the gentleman if the House Judiciary 
Committee had endeavored in some way to devise some means 
whereby this change could be obtained without extending the 
term permanently of the short session and term of office of 
Representatives after they have been not reelected. Is not that 
really the serious objection the American people would have to 
this constitutional amendment? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The Judiciary Committee thought of 
all those things, and let me here submit a few historical inci- 
dents. Some years ago we had a distinguished and brilliant 
Representative from my own State, William H. Crain, who 
studied the question from all possible standpoints. He took up 
the very points the gentleman has suggested and the other 
questions that have been raised and reported to the House a 
resolution, but it was burdened with all these propositions 
which you gentlemen are discussing, and failed. When you 
undertake to say in the Constitution that a State shall elect 
Representatives at a definite time, that by constitutional amend- 
ment Congress shall meet at a certain time, how United States 
Senators shall be elected, and who shall be the President in case 
of death of both Executives, and put all in one constitutional 
amendment, you are encumbering your movement with condi- 
tions too onerous for success. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Does the gentleman from Texas think this 
Congress would be in a ridiculous attitude before the country 
if it neglected so important a question as the one he has covered, 
and instead of acting on that sort of a question present this 
amendment ip place of it, and why would it not be better to 
couple that proposition with this? It can be done in a few 
words, and would it not give the whole question much force 
and more dignity and more standing before the country? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will say this to the gentleman: If 
he will draw the amendment correctly, covering such propo- 
sition, it shall meet no objection from me. He is an able law- 
yer, expert in drafting such things, and I am sure can happily 
phrase it. You say if we pass this resolution without amend- 
ment we make ourselves ridiculous in the eyes of the country. 
If so, for more than a hundred years this Congress and Gov- 
ernment have been thus ridiculous, Because if Mr. Taft and 
Mr. Sherman had died before their inauguration, as suggested 
by James G. Blaine, we would have had anarchy and chaos in 
our governmental affairs. Such defect is there now, but should 
we let it stand in the way of this simple amendment? 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me just a mo- 
ment, I would like to help him to answer the question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am sure the gentleman can, and I 
yield to him for that purpose. : 

Mr. KEIFER. I wanted to call your attention to what I 
understand is historically true—that the first 10 amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States were practically agreed 
upon before 9 States had ratified the Constitution, and then in 
that period they discussed putting all the several provisions in one 
amendment, and it was decided then by the great men of that 
period that they ought to appear in separate amendments: that 
is, that each subject should be presented in a separate amend- 
ment, and this policy or plan was then adopted. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is quite true, and Mr. Jefferson, 
who was then in France, wrote home and said the first 10 amend- 
ments should be added and put in separately for the reason as- 
signed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a simple proposition and should not be 
burdened with others. If other articles need amendment, let 
the amendments come in another and separate form, and do 
not tie them on here. In this proposition we only seek to ad- 
vance inaugural day two months and change the time for com- 
mencing and terminating Congress and the terms of President, 
Vice-President, Senators, and Representatives in Congress. 
Nothing more is included. 

We know that by a simple statute or resolution the Congress 
may be assembled on the first Monday in January as well as at 
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present on the first Monday in December. And by another statu- 
tory enactment we may provide that the Congressmen elected in 
November may begin their term in the January immediately 
following. No constitutional amendment is required for that. 
Sentiment is ripe and strong for the change to April.. We still 
shudder as we recall the disease, desolation, and death wrought 
by the last disastrous inauguration date. We stood here and 
saw the uniform of our country, the attire of spectators, and 
combined patriotic pageantry drenched and marred by the 
merciless elements. 

As the world mingles with us while we install our Chief 
Executive, let it be under congenial auspices. Let it be when 
earth’s icy mantle has been wooed by golden sunshine into a car- 
pet of verdure rivaling the kaleidoscopic grandeur of old ocean's 
emerald, when myriad millions of scurrying snowflakes round 
yonder dome have been transmuted into seas of April blossoms 
everywhere ‘neath Nature’s elements in peaceful accord. Here 
in this capital, robed in the splendor of springtide and with a 
beauty unrivaled in all the world, when God has summoned his 
favorite season to smile and speak welcome, we will induct into 
his exalted station the loftiest official in the greatest Republic 
within the tide of time. [Loud applause.] 

I would like to have a few minutes longer, because I see I 
have not covered some important phases of this question that 
I would like to touch. I am entitled by right to an hour, as a 
member of the committee, at some time, and I ask unanimous 
consent of the House that I take my hour at this time instead 
of applying for it later. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent to speak for one hour. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I ask it as a member of the com- 
mittee. I would be entitled to it anyway later on. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course anyone is entitled to the hour 
if he gets recognition before the previous question is moved. 
Most of us desire to vote on this matter. Of course I wish 
to accommodate the gentleman from Texas. If he can assure 
the House that at the conclusion of his remarks there will 
be an immediate vote upon the resolution, I individually shall 
not object. But if the matter is going to continue, then I shall 
insist upon my objection. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to see the resolution 
adopted immediately when I conclude, but there are other 
gentlemen who desire to speak. My friend from West Virginia 
[Mr. Garves], I understand, wants to speak against the amend- 
ment, and there are really some important matters yet that I 
would like to discuss, and I would like to have consent to pro- 
ceed now. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is asking an unusual thing. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Parker] is in charge of the bill, and the previous question will 
not be moved until everybody has had a chance to speak. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is just it. There are a lot of us who 
do not want to speak on the matter, because we think it is 
sufficiently understood to vote on. I desire to vote at the 
earliest possible moment. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
desire to have the vote taken immediately? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not. I think there are matters 
here that ought to be discussed. There are many erroneous 
impressions that have been brought in the House, and we ought 
to try the issue thoroughly, and if the House is against it, I 
will submit as gracefully as I know how. 

Mr. PARKER. I give notice that after the conclusion of the 
speech of the gentleman from Texas I will move that the House 
adjourn, in order to carry the debate over until another day. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, the gentleman may give notice, but 
may not succeed in carrying out his plan. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to 
embarrass debate on this question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not desire to embarrass anybody; but, 
in my judgment, the House is prepared to vote on this matter 
now. 

Mr. PARKER. I want to accommodate everybody. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentlemen in favor of the proposition 
have consumed twice as much time as the gentlemen opposing 
it; and if we are willing to forego taking the hour, which is 
our right, it certainly can not be said we are asking anything 
unreasonable. 

Mr. CARLIN. You objected to 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I know; but the gentleman seems to think 
it is a heinous offense to conduct business in accordance with 
the rules. 


Mr. CARLIN. Not at all; but we offered it to you and you 
rejected that offer. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Being the author of this resolution 
and having studied it for some time, I would like to get my 
views fully before the House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to let the gentleman go on if 
he will agree, at the conclusion of his remarks, that I may have 
an opportunity to move to recommit. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will not do that, because I will not 
undertake to bind other gentlemen. I can speak for myself, 
and I would like to accord to the gentleman every courtesy, 
but he must not fix so hard terms. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am willing to help get all the time 
the gentleman wants, or any other gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not want any. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from Florida rise? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. For the purpose of saying to the 
gentleman from Texas that I have an amendment that I desire 
to offer to his resolution, and unless some opportunity is offered 
for that amendment I shall object. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will yield to the gentleman now. 
If I can do that, I will let him offer his amendment. 

2 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not 
Yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I mean for the purpose of having 
his amendment read. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I wanted to do this, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment and 
allow it to be pending, so that it may be considered when the 
previous question is ordered on the resolution and pending 
amendments. I do not care to discuss it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed for one hour. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Unless my request is presented, I 
object. [Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will couple that with my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed for one hour, and 
that the gentleman from Florida may have leave to present his 
amendment, and not have it considered as pending until reached 
for a vote at the end of debate. Is there objection? 

Mr: SHERLEY. I object. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we have had 
sufficient indication that the House is ready to vote, and I 
move the previous question on the resolution and amendment 
until decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia demands the previous question on the resolution and 
amendments until final passage or rejection. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 62, noes 61, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [After 
a pause.] Evidently a quorum is not present. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ` 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of 
the result, the Chair lays before the House the following per- 
sonal request: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CLAYTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for this day, on account of sickness. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1 A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for construction of stair- 
ways in the marine hospital at Chicago, III. (H. Doc. No. 584)— 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for a clerk in class 1 for 
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the office of the Treasurer of the United States (H. Doc. No. 
539) —to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a list of judgments rendered by circuit and district 
courts against the United States (H. Doc. No. 535) — to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of Ashland Harbor, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 536)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Corsica River, Maryland (H. Doc. No. 587)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Oconto Harbor, Wisconsin (H. Doc. No. 
538)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 
101) authorizing an extension of the tracks of the Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad on the military reservation at 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 142), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12289) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 143), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16388) to authorize the Monongahela Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Monongahela River between Fayette 
and Greene counties, Pa., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 144), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 17161) to authorize the Union Railroad 
and Dock Company to construct and operate a bridge across the 
Monongahela River in the State of West Virginia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 145), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 4016) to extend the time for the completion of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
146), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18437) to declare Platte River in the State of Missouri non- 
navigable, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 147), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13438) to declare One Hundred and 
Two River in Missouri nonnavigable, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 148), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13439) to declare Nodaway River in 
Missouri nonnavigable, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 149), which said biil and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13440) to declare Big Tarkio River 


in Holt and Atchison counties, Mo., nonnavigable, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 150), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 16002) granting a pension to Julia Elgie—Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13058) for the relief of Arra M. Farnsworth— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 18146) for the relief of the heirs of Elisha 
Lowry—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 104) providing for the retirement of noncom- 
missioned officers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States—Committee on 
Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 15928) granting a pension to Thomas J. Seay— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17386) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Stew- 
art—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18091) granting a pension to Nellie D. Wey— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18145) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
F. Greenwood—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 18153) appropriating 
$81,000 for the maintenance of improvements of the Arkansas 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18154) appropriating $100,000 for the con- 
struction of a permanent revetment plant at Pine Bluff, Ark.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18155) to estab- 
lish a system of ocean mail carriage to and from foreign coun- 
tries, and to promote the commerce of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18156) directing 
the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia to keep an 
index to recorded instruments by lots or tracts—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18157) to license operators of cinemato- 
graphs, moving-picture machines, and similar apparatus, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Go- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 18158) to regulate foreign 
commerce, to equalize trade footing of foreign and American 
vessels, to make preference for the employment of American 
ships, to promite American independence in commerce and navi- 
gation, and to repeal the act of May 24, 1828—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18159) to establish postal savings deposi- 
tories for the proper investing of the funds and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 18160) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a code of law for the District of 
Columbia ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 18161) to 
provide for the further improyement of Green River, in the 
State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Agriculture: A bill 
(H. R. 18162) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911—to the 
Union Calendar. : 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18163) to 
amend the postal laws relative to religious publications—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18164) to amend section 19 of the immi- 
gration law relative to aliens brought into this country in viola- 


654 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


tion of law—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 18165) to authorize the 
establishment of a life-saving station at the mouth of the 
Siuslaw River, Oregon—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18166) to enable the 
people of New Mexico to form a constitution and state govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, and to enable the people of Arizona to 
form a constitution and state government and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 18167) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a federal building at Belen, 
N. Mex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 18168) to increase the com- 
pensation of the deputy collectors, deputy clerks, and deputy 
inspectors of customs at the port of Detroit—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18169) to provide campaign badges for 
officers, enlisted men, sailors, or marines who served honorably 
in the Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns, and who were 
not in the United States service on January 11, 1905—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18170) to grant half pay to 
injured railway postal clerks, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18171) to amend 
the immigration law relative to alien seamen—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18172) to amend section 21 of the immi- 
gration law relative to aliens heretofore debarred or deported, 
and to evidence of alienage—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 18173) to prevent gambling in 
cotton and grain futures and providing penalties for the viola- 
tion thereof—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18174) to provide for a permanent, lasting, 
and uniform system of improvement of public highways and 
post-roads, and providing how the State and Nation may act 
in conjunction and by mutual contribution bring about the de- 
sired end and distribute the surplus in the Treasury pro rata 
each year among the States for that purpose—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 18175) providing for the 
survey of lands in the district of Alaska—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18176) making an appropriation for the 
survey of public lands lying within the limits of land grants, 
to provide for the forfeiture to the United States of unsurveyed 
land grants to railroads, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 18177) to retrench expendi- 
tures in the Post-Office Department for railroad transportation 
of mails upon land-grant roads—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution (H. Res. 230) requesting 
certain information from the Postmaster-General concerning 
express companies, ete.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 231) 
proposing amendments to Rules XXIV and XXVI—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H. Res. 232) requesting in- 
formation as to the number of acres allotted or to be allotted 
to Chickasaw freedmen—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Resolution (H. Res. 233) directing the 
Postmaster-General to furnish certain report—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 234) 
relative to section 39 of the immigration law—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: Concurrent resolution (H.C 
Res. 32) directing a survey to be made of the Cow Head River 
in Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
concerning the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Memorial of the legislature of 


Tllinois, favoring the purchase of the Oldroyd collection of Lin- 
coln relics—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
favoring an appropriation of $150,000 for the purchase of the 


Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics and the acquiring of the 
ground adjacent to the present Lincoln Museum—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
favoring the purchase of the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln 
relics, ete.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FOSS: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, con- 
cerning the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 18178) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis H. Rodman—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 18179) granting a pen- 
sion to Pauline Krauss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 18180) to correct the mili- 
1 5 record of A. W. Sudduth—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 18181) granting a pen- 
mon to Henry C. Minnich—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 18182) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Glose—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 18183) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca McGown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. s 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 18184) granting an increase 
of pension to David H. Ebberts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 18185) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Newton H, Kingman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 18186) granting an in- 
crease af pension to Eliza C. Kennamer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18187) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Walls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18188) granting an increase of pension to 
G. T. Kennamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18189) for the relief of Thomas Seymour— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18190) for the relief of heirs or esiate of 
C. C. Blancit, deceased—to the Committee on War Claime. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18191) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Vernum—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18192) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac H. Seward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18193) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Trenary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18194) granting a pension to William 
Lawler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A biil (H. R. 18195) for the relief of 
Joseph B. Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18196) for the relief of Sarah Jane Pirtle, 
widow and heir of John W. Pirtle, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18197) to reim- 
burse Marion Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 18198) granting an increase of 
pension to Alden U. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18199) granting an increase of pension to 
Welcome Ashbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18200) granting an increase of pension to 
Mildred S. Bosler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18201) granting a pension to Hannah M. 
Hawker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18202) to correct the military record of 
Joseph H. Fisher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18203) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Jeremiah 
Cain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18204) granting an increase of 
pension to John Overbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 18205) granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah McGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 18206) granting an inerease 
of pension te Peter O. Benham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 18207) granting a pension 
to Josephine I. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18208) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Hibbard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18209) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Congdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18210) authorizing the appointment of 
First Lieu. Charles Braden, U. S. Army, retired, to the rank 
and grade of major on the retired list of the army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 18211) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucius L. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18212) granting 
an inerease of pension to J. N. Chandler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18213) granting an increase of pension to 
David Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18214) granting a pension to Walter M. 
Corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOULKROD: A bill (H. R. 18215) for the relief of 
Annie MeColgan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18216) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Hallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18217) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Wil- 
liam W. Frost—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18218) 
granting an increase of pension to Amos Penn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18219) to indemnify 
Mrs. Susan Sanders for expenses incurred and services rendered 
in behalf of the Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 18220) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert S. Gill—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18221) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of George P. Shelton, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18222) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of W. H. Neel, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18223) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Aulsey Dean, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18224) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of D. C. Wells, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18225) for the relief of J. W. Causey, of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18226) for the relief of S. R. McAlexan- 
der, of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18227) to 
correct the military record of John Walkinshaw and grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 18228) for the relief of the 
Presbyterian Ghurch of Glasgow, Howard County, Mo.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18229) for the relief of A. H. Nichols—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18230) granting a pension to George ‘T. 
Beal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18231) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A, Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18232) for the relief of William R. Gif- 
ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 18233) to reimburse James D. 
McDonald for loss of hay by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R, 18234) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. Whitfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 18235) granting an increase 
e pension to Shipman H. Crouch—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18236) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Robison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18237) granting an increase of pension to 
Willtam B. Gilpin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 18238) granting an increase of 


pension to Isaac Visburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 18239) granting an increase 
2 George F. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18240) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18241) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18242) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Woodley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18243) granting an increase of pension to 
Addie B. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18244) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Perry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 18245) granting an 
aoa of pension to William H. Peck—to the Committee on 

ensions, f 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18246) for the 
relief of heirs or estate of John Roney, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By. Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18247) granting an 
increase of pension to William Brunton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18248) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Burnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 18249) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Fitzhugh, deceased—to the Committee on 


Claims. z 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 18250) 
granting an increase of pension to James W. Murry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18251) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Falkinburgh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18252) for the 
relief of Alfred J. Saynor—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18253) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 18254) 
granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. Leet—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18255) granting an increase of pension to 
Dallas Wamsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18256) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Annie B. Godwin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 18257) grant- 
ing a pension to Priscilla McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 18258) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18259) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 18260) for the relief of E. A. 
Correll—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18261) for the relief of 
Shadrach H. Wren—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 18262) granting a pension to 
Alexander Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18263) for the relief of 
Susan Dunning—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18264) for the relief of heirs or 
estate of Martha L. Wells, deceased, late of Rapides Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18265) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis Lalonde, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18266) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Andre N. Robin, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18267) for the relief of heirs or estates 
of Stephen W. Quirk and Anne L, Quirk, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18268) for the relief of Marcelin Mar- 
tin of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 18269) for the relief of Ambrose 
R. McPherson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 18270) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George S. Richardson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 18271) for the relief of Walter 
T. Dough—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 18272) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Ebaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18273) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18274) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Harkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 18275) for the relief of 
Arra M. Farnsworth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18276) granting 
an increase of pension to Julia E. Hall—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18277) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18278) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Croak—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18279) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Hillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18280) granting a pension to Lou Pedi- 
gree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 18281) granting an in- 
pon of pension to James Boner—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Pakagon tribe of Potawat- 
omie Indians, relative to certain lands on the shores of Lake 
Musligan—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of A. E. Lewis and 44 other members of Kuger 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Georgetown, Ill., for en- 
actment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of O. P. Clark and 48 other citizens, of George- 
town, III., against a postal savings bank system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor, favoring 
change of date for inauguration of President—to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Petitions of C. C. Ross 
and 13 other merchants of Cainesville, J. C. Smith and 9 other 
merchants of Albany, R. L. Eberts and 8 other merchants of 
Plattsburg, Jack Petty and 10 other merchants of Liberty, 
Yates Brothers and 10 other merchants of Pattonsburg, Arnold 
Brothers and 6 other merchants of Jamesport, J. V. Wilson and 
18 other merchants of Richmond, Stark & James and 9 other 
merchants of Bethany, C. E. Shearer and 5 other merchants 
of Stewartsville, H. C. Tindall and 3 other merchants of Union 
Star, Wilson Brothers and 4 other merchants of Pleasant Hill, 
Ben Hardin and 8 other merchants of Union Star, W. S. 
Riley and 4 other merchants of Clay County, Miner & Freez 
and 7 other merchants of King City, W. P. Lindsey and 9 
other merchants of Princeton, C. A. Watson and 10 other 
merchants of Sheridan, and W. W. Warner & Co. and 6 other 
merchants of Ridgeway, all in the State of Missouri, against 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary A. Hooker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Marilla 
Grange, No. 1133, against amendment of oleomargarine law— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of 8. G. Burdick and others, 
of Cuba, N. Y., members of Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, favoring H. R. 13425, granting pensions 
to soldiers confined in so-called “confederate prisons ”—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Bessie L. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: Petition of citizens of Indiana, favoring 
bill giving Union soldiers of the civil war $1 per day—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURNETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs or estate of C. C. Blancit—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Peter 
Walsh, previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reference changed to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Norris Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Fostoria, Ohio; Carman Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Ada, Ohio; and ex-soldiers and citizens of Ashley, 


Ohio, favoring increase of pensions as provided in the National 
Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, against any appropriation for the benefit of George 
Washington University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By. Mr. ESCH: Petition of Illinois Teachers’ Association, 
against appropriation in aid of the George Washington Uni- 
versity, a private instituton in the city of Washington—io the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of Colman Post, No. 
508, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, 
favoring the National Tribune bill—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Gardner Governor Com- 
pany, of Quincy, Ill., favoring certain amendments to the cor- 
poration-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, 
against S. 404, relative to Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Cassins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of residents of Minnewaukon and 

in the State of North Dakota, against a parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Papers to accompany H. R. 17800—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 17801—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 17802—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, 
favoring more power for the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Visburg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of heirs of estate of John Roney—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KOPP: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against S. 
404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ 
Association, against an appropriation for George Washington 
University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Samuel Falkinburgh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of estates of Mrs. D. E. Barrett and B. G. Beadle—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of the 
First Nebraska district, against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, rela- 
tive to Sunday observance in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MALBY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William Leonard (H. R. 18112) and Emma Bero—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Russell Tripp—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: Petition of Chamber of Commerce 
of Utica, N. Y., favoring site of Fort Fisher, N. C., for a na- 
tional military park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas J. Seay—previously referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John A. Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bills for relief of heirs 
or estate of Andre N. Robin, estate of Ann L. Quirk, Marcelin 
Martin, and heirs or estate of Louis Lalonde—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, against an appropriation for the George Washington 
University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, against an appropriation for the George Washington 
University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a letter from the East Washington Citizens’ Associa- 
tion, to accompany a statement regarding certain facts about 
erage pieni odors, ete.—to the Committee on the District of 
Col 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, January 15, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. - 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 18282) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1910, 
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I 
will call up that bill for consideration on Monday. 

Mr. FITZGERALD.. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the 
gentleman that Monday, under the rule, is set aside for busi- 
ness that he can not displace. Monday is unanimous-consent 
day. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no 
quorum present. I further suggest that as we have not a 
quorum we take a recess for twenty minutes, when perhaps a 
quorum will have appeared. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not take a recess in the 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Livincston) there were—ayes 42, noes 85. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required on ordering a 
call of the House. [After counting.] One hundred and ninety- 
eight Members are present; a quorum. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
accrued since June 30, 1909. 

STATEHOOD, 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on the Territories, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 18166) to enable the people of New Mexico 
to form a constitution and state government and be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and 
to enable the people of Arizona to form a constitution and state 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read the first and second 
times, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DATE OF PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL TERM, 


Mr. PARKER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey demands 
the regular order, which is the call of committees. Under the 
call of committees the unfinished business is the following joint 
resolution, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read the title of House joint resolution 115, pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned yesterday the 
House was dividing upon the motion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GalNxs] for the previous question upon the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PARKER. Will that motion cut off all the amendments 
which were read for information, and of which I believe none 
have been proposed, including the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr, OLMSTED]? If that is pending, I am 
ready to have the motion carried; if not, I would rather it 
would not be. 

The SPEAKER. 
menis were offered. 
Mr. PARKER. Then it would cut off those amendments? 

The SPEAKER. There are no amendments. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask unanimous consent that amendments 
may be offered. I do not object to the previous question, but I 
should like to haye amendments offered. 


xLY——42 


The Journal does not show that any amend- 


Mr. GAINES. So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly will- 
ing that the amendment called “ the Olmsted amendment” 
should be deemed pending. 

Mr. PARKER. I have another amendinent, by way of a sub- 
stitute, that I would like to offer to the House, which I think 
resolves all difficulties and which I would like to submit to the 
gentleman. As chairman of the committee, I would like to have 
the right to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
upon the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. GAINES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GAINES. Would it be in order to move to recommit, 
pending the motion for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will withdraw his motion 
for the previous question, then, under the rule, a motion to 
recommit would be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the precedents to be 
examined. There has been no action by the House upon that 
motion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that last night the 
House was dividing and there was no quorum, and it seems to 
me too late to withdraw the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read from the precedents, 
page 680, volume 8: 

A monon which has been stated by the 7 
is in the possession of the House, but may 
sion or amen t. 

The gentleman can withdraw his motion if he deems proper. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a re- 
quest for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER, By unanimous consent, the gentleman can 
submit a request for unanimous consent. Otherwise it would 
not be in order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that I be 
allowed to submit a request for unanimous consent, 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia. Does the gentleman from West Virginia withdraw his 
motion? 

Mr. GAINES. In view of the fact that a motion to recommit 
is oe order after the previous question, I shall let the motion 
stand. 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing on a motion to order 
the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Chair having stated that 
he ier in doubt, the House divided, and there were—ayes 120, 
noes 102. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Garnes and Mr. Henry of Texas. 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported that there 
were 91 ayes and 128 noes. 

So the House declined to order the previous question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized 
on the bill. 

Mr. GAINES and Mr. BUTLER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. GAINES. I rise for the purpose of moving to recommit. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rose for the same purpose. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania notified 
the Chair that he desired to be recognized to move to recommit 
this bill to the committee. 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. Undoubtedly I caught the Speaker’s 
ear first, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania caught his eye. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas had the floor 
just before adjournment yesterday. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Not in my own right as a member of 
the committee. I ask for it in my own right as a member of 
the Judiciary Committee, if there is anything in the rule, tradi- 
tion, or principle. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman's contention was correct, 
having occupied the floor just before adjournment and with a 
recognition as against the preferential motion, or if the Chair 
should recognize the gentleman now, he would have more than 
the hour, without recognition of some other Member. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman from West Virginia 
had the floor yesterday, and after he has been yoted down it 
seems to me that I should have the floor. 


er or read b the Clerk 
withdrawn before a deci- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia is not 
asking for recognition for debate, but he asks for recognition 
for a preferential motion, and the Chair recognizes the motion 
and not the Member, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If I am entitled to be recognized to 
address the Chair as a member of the committee and desire to 
speak on the resolution, can I be taken off the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was not recognized by the 
Chair. If the Chair had followed the practice of the House, he 
would have recognized somebody to speak rather than the gen- 
tleman from Texas, because the gentleman from Texas last ad- 
dressed the House. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PARKER. By defeating the motion of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, do I not have control of the bill, and my 
desire is to make a motion to amend? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit the bill has pre- 
cedence over a motion to amend the bill. Under the rule it is 
a preferential motion and not debatable. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
request for unanimous consent, which I think will not meet 
with any objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit the request. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Although the vyote in the negative 
demonstrated that this resolution is in favor with a majority 
of the House—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that is not a part of a request. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am going to submit a request, and 
I think that myself. I desire to submit this request in order 
that all Members may understand the questions at issue, that 
the matter go over for one week from to-day without prejudice, 
and that it be taken up on next Saturday for on and 
final vote, and that it be voted upon at 4 o’clock upon that day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent at this time that the further consideration of this reso- 
lution be postponed until Saturday next, and that it shall 
then be considered and a yote shall be taken upon amendments 
and the resolution at 4 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, having made the motion to re- 
commit, it would be inconsistent in me not to object to further 
consideration of the resolution at this time. ‘Therefore I 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker—— ; 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has already been made. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] 
made the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylyania applied 
to the Chair and desired recognition, and the Chair recognized 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And took me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But, at the same time, the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Garnes], with a stronger voice, made the 
motion, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] 
took his seat. It is not a question of the recognition of any par- 
ticular Member for this motion. It is a motion that any Mem- 
ber is entitled ‘to make—a privileged motion, to recommit. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, just for the sake of 
history, I would like to know which gentleman took me off the 
floor, the gentleman from Pennsylvania or the gentleman from 
West Virginia. í 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit prevented the gen- 
tleman from Texas being recognized for debate. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Who made the motion? That is all 
I desire to know. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I have no pride at all in being 
recognized, but I desire to state that I rose, and the Chair did 
recognize me and asked me for what purpose I rose, when I 
stated the purpose, and the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Garnes] had already risen and made the motion to recom- 
mit. Now, as I said, I have no pride as to the order. I am 
in favor of recommitting this bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I stated to the Chair that that was my purpose 
in rising. The Chair has not offended me in the least by recog- 
nizing the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BUTLER] and myself, as all of the Members can 
see, are standing near each other. I thought the Speaker asked 
me for what purpose I rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania, Now, if the gentleman from West Virginia yields the 


floor, the Chair is ready to recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania. Does the gentleman from West Virginia withdraw 
his motion? = 

Mr. GAINES. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, will recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit this reso- 
lution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ov HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I shall not oppose that 
motion, 

The SPEAKER. The question is an the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE L. SHOUP, 


The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, The Chair 
lays before the House the following special order, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 156, 

Resolved, That exercises a ate to th and 
frota the State T George Sh ene 
Statuary Hall in the Capitol, be made the spec order for Saturday, 
January 15, 1910, after conclusion of the routine morning business. 

The SPEAKER. Under the resolution the House will pro- 
ceed with the exercises of reception and acceptance. 

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following com- 
munication, which I send to the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE or IDAHO, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Boise, Idaho, January 5, 1910. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Idaho, in accepting the invitation contained in section 1814 of the 
Revised Statutes of United States, by an act of its legislature, ap- 
roved March 5, 1907, made an appropriation to provide a statue of 
eorge L. Shoup to be placed in mary Hall of the Nation's Capitol. 
The act provided that the commission to have the work in charge should 
be com of Hon. Frank R, „ governor; Hon. WELDOxX B. 
HEYBURN and Hon. WILLIAM E. tates Senators; Hon. 
Burton L. French, Representative in Congress; and Hon. Joseph Per- 


rault. 
The commission has performed its duties and the statue is now in 
Statuary H ¢ 


years 
citizen. e was the first governor of 
ten years as our first United States Senator; 
the pioneer who blazed the way in Idaho for our mt high state of 
civilization and ee and whose memory our people delight to 
honor by erecting this ing monument as an evidence of their appre- 
ciation of his eminent services in behalf of the State and Nation. 
I have the honor to be, 
Yours, very respectfully, James H. BRADY, 
Governor of Idaho. 


Mr. HAMER, Mr. Speaker, in an age when brute force ruled 
all Europe the Anglo-Saxon established in England the first en- 
lightened government known to man. From that day to this 
the conquest of wilderness and the fabrication of like govern- 
ments, each an improvement upon the one before, has been the 
predominating characteristic of that mighty race; and, as a 
result, wherever the Anglo-Saxon foot has trod, civilization 
has followed; whereever the Anglo-Saxon voice has called, en- 
lightened government has come. 

The intrepidity of Columbus had hardly established the ex- 
istence of a new continent to the westward until the prow of an 
English ship was directed toward its shores. And from the 
decks of the historic Mayflower, with the Magna Charta in one 
hand and the Holy Bible in the other, stepped the first American 
pioneer. He was a composite of the best blood and intelligence 
of the wide, wide world, the heir of countless ages of honest 
political endeavor, the inheritor of all the social good that had 
ever been. ; 

For centuries before, he and his progenitors had dreamed of 
a form of government as yet unknown to man—a government 
in which religious and civil liberty, peace, prosperity, Jaw, 
order, and political preferment should be alike the heritage of 
all. Intuitively, he felt the time had come to try the great ex- 
periment; and devoutly kneeling in thanksgiving and prayer 
upon the bleak and wind-swept coast, he solemnly and sincerely 
dedicated his fortune and his life to the last grand and perfect 
culmination of his first and fondest dream. 

That full and complete success has crowned his efforts, his- 
tory duly records and the nations of the earth bear willing 
witness, for in little more than a century the restless energy of 
succeeding generations has here builded in true accord with 
the teaching of the fathers the greatest nation, the only true 
republic, the only government of, by, and for the governed the 
world has ever known. And yet, Mr. Speaker, strange to say, 
there are those to-day, living under the protection of that Goy- 
ernment and protesting allegiance to its fiag, who seem to 
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doubt it—those who proclaim through public print and from 
stump and rostrum that ours has ceased to be a representative 
government—that with us liberty is dead and even-handed 
justice is unknown. 

And when one of these itinerant pessimists takes his nightly 
stand on the street corners of our large cities, gathers as his 
nudience the “army of discontent” that seems to wax and 
thrive upon professional agitation even in the face of a national 
peace and prosperity unprecedented and before unknown, and 
admonishes those assembled that the great corporations and the 
much advertised multimillionaires are about to deprive them 
and generations yet unborn of ancient liberties and make them 
labor’s slaves, declares that our courts are convened to decree 
justice only to the rich and our National Congress is a cap- 
tained band of freebooters, ever ready to scuttle the ship of 
state and organized alone for public plunder; when these 
statements, false, misleading, yes, and treasonable, are received 
with discontented murmers, if not with cheers, I want to say 
that the true American heart turns with renewed appreciation 
to the farm houses, hard by the peaceful country roads, and 
breathes a benediction and a prayer. And it is well. For 
therein is usually to be found, in full measure, the three car- 
dinal principles of a self-governing people, which are respect 
for the past, confidence in the present, and hope for the future. 
[Applause.] 

George Laird Shoup, in honor of whose life and memory we 
have set aside this hour, was a product of the American farm. 
From the moment he opened his eyes to the world in a modest 
cottage in Armstrong County, Pa., June 15, 1836, until his 
death in Boise, Idaho, December 21, 1904, he lived close to the 
soil, as true, steadfast, and devoted to the institutions of his 
country as is the needle to the pole. 

Like Lincoln, “he was born upon the border and grew up 
along the ragged edges of civilization.” In 1852, as a boy of 
16, he moved with his parents to the then far distant State of 
Illinois. Subsequent events proved that the change was in- 
opportune and untimely. No sooner had the family settled 
down than ominous clouds began to gather on the financial 
horizon, and in 1857 the panic came with the force of a tor- 
nado. The Shoups, always in modest circumstances, were par- 
ticularly unprepared for the event, and when the cloud at last 
lifted it found the old folks worn, disconsolate, and broken, 
sitting upon the wreck of a new home, sadly contemplating 
the comforts of the old. But, fortunately for the human race, 
there are always those who, though the heavens fall, rise sub- 
limely above the tumult and hopefully and calmly face the tem- 
pest. Out of such fiber George L. Shoup was evidently made. 

Close upon the heels of the panic came word that the granite 
hills at the base of the Rocky Mountains were rich in gold. 
Toward that new Eldorado young Shoup directed his footsteps, 
and the year 1859 discovered him one of that hardy band of 
Argonauts who carried civilization and the flag to Pikes Peak, 
Colorado, There he encountered a new and unexplored empire, 
rich beyond compare in natural resources, awaiting the hand 
of the master builders. Strong of limb and stout of heart, his 
youthful ardor knew no bounds. He at once became a part and 
parcel of this new and fascinating life, and in his chosen oc- 
cupation of prospector, miner, and merchant met with in- 
stantaneous success, thus early displaying those exceptional 
business qualities which characterized him all through life, 
But if these were the sum total of his accomplishments—the 
full measure of his public service—Idaho would not claim the 
proud privilege of this hour to do him honor. 

That age of chivalry when knighthood was in flower fails to 
record deeds more romantic, yalorous, or valuable than such as 
are connected with the winning of the West. Into the unex- 
plored wilderness of that far-off land went men whose courage 
and devotion were corstantly subjected to most heroic tests. 
To the country nature has been prodigal of gifts. Lofty moun- 
tains, pregnant with richest ore; valleys far more fertile than 
the Nile; watersheds, snow crowned, the source, supply, and 
inspiration of future fertile fields; and from lowliest hill to 
loftiest craig an amplitude of priceless timber, all patiently 
awaiting the advent of the stout heart and the willing hand. 

But the valleys required patience to subdue, the mountain 
heights were hard to climb and the forests difficult and hazard- 
ous to penetrate, and every nook and cranny, every stone and 
bush and tree that aboriginal cunning could discover or devise 
was appropriated as an ambush for the treacherous savage, re- 
sentful of the white man’s intrusion on his “happy hunting 
ground.” 

Far removed from danger of invasion by the hostile armies 
of the confederacy and eagerly engaged in extracting wealth 
from the ever-generous hills, one would naturally expect the 


people of that remote territory to display but little interest in 
the bloody scenes being enacted along the Potomac, and many 
no doubt did, but George L. Shoup was not one of them. The 
withdrawal of the regular troops from the frontier in 1861 for 
the defense of Washington left the settlers of Colorado at the 
mercy of hostile Indians, ever ready to take advantage of 
favorable occasion to exterminate with tomahawk and: scalp- 
ing knife the widely separated and unprotected camps and set- 
tlements. 

Thus, young Shoup, for the first time in his life, faced a chance 
to serve his country in a practical way, and turning his back 
upon the alluring opportunities which beckoned from every 
hand, he enlisted as a private soldier in Captain Baxter's com- 
pany of independent scouts. 

His natural soldierly qualities, for he came of Revolutionary 
stock; his cheerfulness in the camp and his gallantry on the 
field soon won him deserved promotion; and, at the age of 
twenty-six, he became a lieutenant of the First Colorado Cav- 
alry, scouting on the borders of Texas and the Indian Terri- 
tory. He was later commissioned colonel of the Third Colorado 
Cavalry, and during the interim of active warfare, while his 
new regiment was bivouaced in winter quarters, served as a 
delegate to the first constitutional convention of his last adopted 
State, to which position of honor and trust an already grateful 
people had unanimously called him. 

The early spring, however, found him again engaged in the 
arduous duties of the field, and, as the commanding officer of 
his untried regiment, he participated in the battle of Sand 
Creek, one of the most sanguinary in western history, the ter- 
mination of which brought lasting peace to the people of Colo- 
rado—a respite from many years of Indian depredations that 
proved as profitable as it was welcome. 

When, in 1865, the last grand triumph at Appomattox came, 
and the gallant young colonel of volunteers saw his country’s 
flag peacefully waving over a reunited, stronger, and more 
patriotic nation than ever before, he took his discharge from 
the army, and with a light heart, a slim purse, a conscience 
free from reproach, and a military record spotless as a star, 
turned his eyes toward Idaho. 

There again his patriotic fervor found full sway. In a newer 
and, if possible, wilder community than the one last left be- 
hind his tireless energy, unusual qualities of leadership, and 
wise counsel, now tempered and disciplined by years of valuable 
experience, were in immediate and peremptory demand. At 
Salmon City, Lemhi County, Idaho, which ever after was his 
home, he embarked in farming, mining, and merchandising, and 
soon took rank as one of the most successful business men of 
the West. 

His zeal for the general welfare and his aptitude for public 
affairs soon attracted the favorable attention of his neighbors, 
who almost immediately elected him their. representative in the 
lower branch of the territorial legislature. In 1878 they re- 
turned him to the upper house, and in 1884 he was appointed 
commissioner to the World’s Cotton Centennial at New Orleans. 
This appointment he at first declined, for business reasons, but, 
discovering later that none would take the position because of 
dearth of money to defray the expenses of an exhibit, he after- 
wards accepted, from sheer territorial pride and patriotism, and 
out of his own means gave $35,000 to exploit the resources of 
the embryo State. 

This generous act, that made possible the first display of the 
Territory’s products in the East, was undoubtedly the medium 
of attracting the attention of the outside world to her latent 
riches, and the thank offering thus made by George L. Shoup 
twenty-five years ago finds a responsive echo in the myriad of 
fertile farms, the hundreds of prosperous towns and cities with 
school flags and chureh spires pointing upward, and the 500,000 
law-abiding, liberty-loving men, women, and children who 
to-day compose the splendid citizenship of the grand, young 
Commonwealth of Idaho. [Applause.] 

In 1889 President Harrison appointed Colonel Shoup governor 
of his adopted Territory, and upon the admission of Idaho into 
the Union of States in 1890 he was elected by the people to the 
same position. In December of that year he was chosen one of 
Idaho's representatives in the National Senate, and in 1893 was 
reelected to the same position, which he continued to fill with 
honor, credit, and fidelity until a fusion of the opposition politi- 
eal forces of the State resulted in the election of a successor of 
a different party faith. 

Thus he lived for sixty-eight years, without a personal enemy 
on earth, and thus he died, his heart o'erflowing with peace, 
contentment, and good-fellowship to the end. His personal 
popularity with every class in Idaho was so ur usual as often to 
call forth remark and wonderment. In the many political con- 
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tests in which he took part, he was never once defeated by the 
direct vote of the people, and I have always thought I knew one 
of the elements of his political strength. Tradition has it, al- 
though history may be silent, that at the final fall of the con- 
federacy, the left wing of Price’s valiant army never surren- 
dered—that, instead, it moved to northern Idaho, And I have 
always suspicioned that in the heat of the many political con- 
tests which in the past have reddened the skies of that fair 
State, when opposing candidates were abusing each other from 
the hustings, each alleging the other to be a horse thief, and 
almost proving it, too, Colonel Shoup would quietly wend his 
way to the northern Panhandle, where, on the glorious sunlit 
slopes of Camas prairie, the political freedom of south Idaho 
meets and blends with the political tolerance of the Coeur 
d’Alenes, and hunt up the survivors of Price’s old army; sit 
down on the shady side of a hospitable haystack, talk over 
their troubles together, possibly take a drink out of the same 
canteen, and in due time part with the warm handclasp of 
peace and amity, both impressed with the time-honored fact 
that a brave and fearless enemy, fighting for a principle 
founded in good conscience, usually makes, when the same is 
definitely settled, the most trustworthy and reliable friend— 
after which the gallant old Senator would quietly return to 
Salmon City, filled with that feeling of political confidence and 
security that “ passeth all understanding,” just in time to count 
the victorious votes as the election returns came in. [Ap- 
lause.] 
: Mr. Speaker, I do not know of any fixed and definite rule for 
measuring human greatness. Each day, age, and generation is 
a law unto itself, But it is safe to say that he who has acted 
well his part in life, however humble or exalted, has performed 
in full measure his duty to himself, his country, and his God. 
And therein all honor lies. George L. Shoup was neither orator 
nor statesman. He was a soldier and a pioneer. He had no 
eloquence with which to charm the multitude, but with a love 
and devotion second to none he did valiant service for his coun- 
try in its time of direst need. He conceived no great or lasting 
policy of government, but he stood preeminent among the path- 
finders and builders of an empire in the Rocky Mountain West. 

I know not how others may feel, but as for myself, I would 
rather participate in laying the foundation of two great States 
of the American Union—aid in placing in the azure blue of my 
country’s flag two fixed and permanent stars—than to rank in 
persuasive power and eloquence with all of the world’s orators 
past, present, and to come. I would rather have stood watch 
and guard on the outposts of civilization while the industry and 
courage of my countrymen transformed the indolence and si- 
lence of the Great American Desert into countless thrifty fields 
and happy homes. I would rather be the recipient of the heart- 
felt gratitude and gentle blessing of one pioneer mother, whose 
child I had restored from savage torture, than be any king or 
prince or potentate that ever sat on a throne. [Applause.] 
And George L. Shoup, in one short lifetime, did all of this and 
more. 

The gallant old Indian fighter, dauntless ploneer governor, 
and faithful Senator to-day sleeps in the soil he dearly loved 
the soil of Idaho. No word, no wish, no prayer can call him 
from his lone abode, nor would he haye it so. His life mission 
is ended; his work on earth is done. That he was nature’s 
model of a gentleman, kindly of heart, devoid of selfishness or 
meanness, full of charity for all, and devoted to the interests 
of his fellows, those who knew him best in life will ever testify. 
Into the keeping of the great Nation he served so long and faith- 
fully Idaho to-day consigns, with love and deep appreciation, 
a marble effigy, firm in the belief that his name and memory 
will live so long as modesty, manly courage, and unobtrusive 
worth shall endure among men. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho. Does the gentleman from Idaho at this 
time desire to offer a concurrent resolution? 

Mr. HAMER. If it is in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to have it pending. 

Mr. HAMER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following con- 
current resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho offers a concur- 
rent resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 33. 


Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Bg A of Geo 15 —ä presented by the State of Idaho 
and now in jaco in Statuary Hal reb; ted in the 0 
the United States, and the dered the State for 
this contribution of the 
illustrious for his di 


o 
statue of one its most eminent citizens, 


and ciyil services, 


tary 
Second. That a copy of thesé resolutions, suitably 
12 authenticated, be transmitted 
0. 


be hig ogee 
to the governor of State of 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this Nation has been won- 
derfully fortunate in its development to always have men to 
carry on the great work of founding and perpetuating a free 
republic. A greater part of the first century had conditions 
which developed a character of manhood that will be impossible 
in the future. The first seventy-five or one hundred years of 
the Republic was constructive work. We had a great wilder- 
ness to subdue, a great territory to settle, great States to form, 
and it required a character of manhood entirely different from 
anything that is likely to develop in this country in the future, 
Patience, courage, devotion to duty were common virtues then, 
When Colorado was discovered and the subject of these exer- 
cises as a youth went from Illinois to what afterwards became 
Denver, it was a matter of weeks to make the distance. To-day, 
it is only a matter of hours to make the journey. The remote- 
ness from the older civilization developed in the men of that 
day a character of self-reliance, of sturdy manhood, that quality, 
of manhood developed from hardships and dangers that come 
to the individual and not to the community. A class of states- 
men was developed by the conditions of the country at that 
time which to my mind has never been surpassed and it will 
be difficult for the conditions of the future to equal. 

More culture, more education, more brilliant characteristics 
of mind may be developed by the older civilization that we are 
now coming into, but the character of constructive statesman- 
ship that could build great commonwealths out of the wilder- 
ness, that could face the dangers of Indian warfare and pro- 
tect the husbandman at the same time that they could go into 
state legislatures and enact wholesome laws, adopt constitu- 
tions, or serye in the higher branches of the Government in 
both the Senate and the House, will not come in the future to 
the same class that it has in the past; and it is a question 
in my mind whether the same sturdy self-reliance, the same 
devotion to public service will be as marked in the future as 
it has been in the past. The old order of our public men has 
largely passed away. The class of men who started in the 
lowliest walks of life, without any particular education and 
absolutely without any of the advantages beyond what they 
could bring to themselves, is only developed by adverse con- 
ditions and personal hardship and personal responsibility, 
and will not be developed by the schools or by luxury. 

The Lincolns and Shoups and that class of great men who 
have wrought for their country in the past were developed by 
the circumstances surrounding them, and those circumstances 
being removed forever, the same character of men will not be 
developed. I regard the late Senator Shoup as one of a dis- 
tinguished class of that group of statesmen who were the very 
genius of common sense. As said by the distinguished Member 
from Idaho, not born an orator, yet he was of that poise of 
judgment that approached and weighed every question presented 
him so that when his final action came it was on the right side 
and met the approval of the people whom he served. No man un- 
trained in all the habits of self-reliance, without military train- 
ing and without any experience, could take charge of a regiment 
and accomplish what he did in the Indian wars in Colorado. 

A man not trained in the school of self-reliance could not 
accomplish what he did in the lines of constructive statesman- 
ship, While his name may not be associated with any individual 
law or any individual measure, the whole level of his life, the 
whole character of his services, place him in the ranks of those 
who have served their country with distinguished honor and 
fidelity and make him worthy of a place in our hall of fame, 
the marble room of the Capitol. 

I believe another thing can be said of this class of men, and 
certainly can be said of George L. Shoup, that he was not only, 
true to his country in peace and war, but he was absolutely, 
true to every man with whom he came in contact. He won 
men to him because of the fact that they knew the character 
of the man made it impossible for him to exercise deceit or in 
any way cause men trusting him to lose that faith in humanity, 
that comes from meeting those that are not true to each other. 
Shoup was true to his friends, he was true to his country, and 
his great legacy of good works, extending from early youth to 
the time when he laid down to his eternal rest in Idaho, mark 
him as one of the men that we can honor as a soldier, a states- 
man, and a friend. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, among civilized 
people it seems instinctive to symbolize their progress and his- 
tory by erecting in appropriate places effigies of those citizens 
who have contributed powerfully in the upbuilding of their 
institutions. This supreme honor is not merely to the individual, 
or even to personal efforts or accomplishments for the public 
welfare, For the most part, it is designed to typify the spirit 
of the generation or of some strong popular movement or ad- 
vancement in which such men may have been the creators or 
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leaders. Particularly is this true of our National Hall, where 
each State may present two of its most important figures as 
memorials: of its history and of its and their achievements for 
the public: weal. 

Some prominent citizens of our country who have claimed 
consideration as leaders of publie thought, have criticised this 
policy of our Nation, and have objected to some of the selections 
as unworthy of a conspicuous place in Statuary Hall. Opin- 
ions. must necessarily differ upon this. But in the long course 
of time, it is generally safer to follow the direction of a free 
people, acting soberly through their regularly organized insti- 
tutions, than the opinions of eminent and prominent gentlemen 
arbitrarily selected by some irresponsible authority, to. express 
some judgment upon the comparative worth of men as promi- 
nent and deserving in our national career. 

It is easy to criticise the selections and the execution of the 
greatest and most impressive of the world’s memorials at 
Westminster Abbey; and yet in the presence of them, one is 
awed by the realization that around him are the symbols of 
the progress and the power and the glory of one of the most 
‘powerful and beneficent empires of the world. That, however 
unworthy some might be in such a presence, yet, after all, there 
is centered a great nation’s reverence and pride, and there are 
elustered the testimonials to the great and the good of the 
centuries, who represent the varying phases and who have led 
to triumphs the struggles and aspirations of a free and mighty 
people. ; 

Attempts have been made in this country at various times 
and places to more fittingly select and depict the. leading char- 
acters and events of our national career, than we can do in this 
hall at the Nation’s Capitol. 

Such places will exist and such selections will continue to 
be made by those who esteem themselves peculiarly fitted to 
do so, by careful investigation of the different parts of our 
people’s life and progress. But such a choice and such memo- 
rials anywhere can never supplant the place which our hall and 
its heroes hold in the affections and reverence of the American 


people, 

This is their hall, established by their representatives from 
their treasure, where shall repose the figures of their heroes 
chosen by themselves under the institutions which they have 
created and maintained. This spirit of proprietorship, this rep- 
resentation of their own activities, and progress, and history, 
and institutions will never brook a competitive choice by even 
the learned and discriminating of our land.. Here shall be 
centered the Nation’s patriotic interest; here will come the pil- 
grimages of thousands of our people to behold the wonders and 
beauties of their capital city, and be impressed by the multi- 
tude of visible forms, with the struggles and triumphs of our 
people and their government and its institutions, so beneficient 
to. those already enjoying them, and which all hope may yet 
bless even more the untold millions who. will come after them. 
This is the meaning and mission of Statuary Hall; and its im- 
portance and influence should not be diminished by undue criti- 
cism or calumny. 

No nation can compare with ours in possessing in its progress 
and short history a period of such alluring and romantic and 
heroic interest as the exploration and settlement and civilization 
of the great West; and especially that region of vast plains 
and mighty mountains beyond the Mississippi and the Missouri 
rivers. There have been the scenes of the wildest adventures, 
of the most stirring heroism, of glowing hopes, of brightest 
dreams, and their realization or disasters. 

The brief period of half a century witnessed there the con- 
quest of barbarism, whether it be the face of nature itself, 
ef savage beasts, and yet more savage men. This Eldorado 
excited the ambitions of the strong and daring, and drew to 
its bosom the spirited and adventurous from all over the world. 
The weak and the slow and the indolent had no place in the 
tumult and the onward rush of the mighty West, where the 
history of the civilization and of republican institutions was 
repeated and reenacted in the span of a generation. Nowhere 


in the world’s history have there been adventures more enti- | 


eing, events more stirring, advancement more swift and substan- 
tial, eventuating in institutions more enduring and beneficent 


than in the winning of that wilderness. This genius for daring 


and constructive progress; this conquest of opposing forces, 
however powerful and continued; this foundation for popular 
institutions, so filled with hope and blessings to the myriads 
who may enjoy them; this independence of personal conduct 
and impatience with ancient and outward rules, are the types 
and characteristics not of those citizens of the West only, but 
the prevalent American spirit everywhere. 

Tt is fitting then, rather more, it is necessary to properly 
symbolize these influential phases and aspects of our national 


life and progress; and that some figure should be placed among 
these immortals in our National Hall which shall appropriately 
and truly typify that period and that vast region, that wonder- 
ful constructive history, that splendid national and personal 
advancement, and that unquestioned hope and: confidence in the 
future. This effigy should not be one of the very greatest of 
the earth, because such have not settled the West; did not have 


part in its conquest and improvement. The common, every-day 
typical American citizen wrought those wonders, and made the 
vast leaps in history for himself and those like him. The only 
true and just representation of those marvelous events can only 
be of the truest and best of that class: which brought such 
things to be: The people of the young and enterprising and 
hopeful State of Idaho instinctively seemed to appreciate this 
sentiment, and in their own way have sought to. truly typify 
their history and: of the yast region of which they are a con- 
spicuous part. 

There was needed the resolute spirit and courage of the 
soldier, and yet no great warrior of the world had opportunity 
among them. 

There was needed the constructive genius and breadth of 
the statesman, but no broad field there invited the great in- 
telleets of the world. 

There was needed the strong practical sense and foresight 
of the great captain of industry, and yet no temptation then in- 
vited such as he. 

There was: needed the kindliness and humaneness of the 
philanthropist and universal friend, and yet the environment 
would not naturally conduce to the development of the milder 
virtues. 

But all of these essential qualities must have existed and did 
exist in any leader who should be for successive years honored 
among the strong men in those primitive days: 

Idaho has been fortunate in having and presenting a figure 
which can appropriately idealize the conditions and history 
which require recognition within the realm of the Nation’s 
most memorials. 

Sena’ rge L. Shoup was one of the foremost of his kind 
and time. His qualities always marked him as a leader of his 
people and in the region where he sought his home. He was 
by turns a pioneer settler, a soldier, a miner, a man of large 
business and affairs, a public servant; he acted in any capacity 
which would benefit his people and their conditions. There 
could: be no sham or pretense about a man like that. 

He dealt in stern and strong realities, which any moment 
might overwhelm him and those who depended on him. Thus 
were developed those qualities of strength and foresight and 
resourcefulness which have ever been at the foundation of per- 
sonal and national prosperity and pregress. Our Valhalla needs 
a representation of these qualities and virtues from the young 
and vigorous West. It should have embodied in imperishable 
form a symbol of the romance, and character, and genius: which 
permeated and founded its institutions, and Idaho has done well 
in presenting a personal figure and an individual career which 
typifies them all, in the statue accepted to-day of its foremost 
citizen, pioneer, soldier; and publie man, George E. Shoup. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELE. Mr. Speaker, the ultimate American type 
is yet to be developed, and while scientists may speculate as 
to what its distinguishing characteristics shall be, time alone 
ean determine what manner of man, physically, mentally, and 
morally, shall be evolved as a distinct and characteristic type 
from the welding of the races which have met here to work out 
their destiny under new climatic, social, industrial, and political 
eonditions and environment. 

Whatever may be the ultimate American type, however, the 
period which has elapsed since the planting of the first per- 
manent settlements, from New England to the Carolinas, has 
developed one type sufficiently marked to be accepted as the 
best, if not, indeed, the most characteristic American type up 
to this time—the building pioneer. 

I have not in mind particularly the hardy explorers, hunters, 
and adventurers, fighters of Indians and slayers of wild beasts, 
who were through all the early period of our development the 
vanguard, the scouts, and pickets of our onward march conquer- 
ing a continent. They were mighty men, endowed with courage 
and fortitude, all to a greater or less degree versatile and 
adaptable, and uniting with the ardor of adventure the genius 
‘of statecraft. 

But the type I have in mind were of that larger class, who, 
possessing the courage; the spirit, and fortitude of the ex- 
plorer and pathfinder, combined with these qualities prescience, 
‘eapacity for organization, industrial and political, and a ruling 
passion for the establishment of law and order; 
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These men, with the courage necessary to face the wilder- 
ness, the enthusiasm that made light of hardship, combined the 
will and talent to make the wilderness fit for the habitation 
of civilized men; to not only subdue, but to organize, plan, 
and develop; to lay foundations, not for the present alone, but 
with prophetic eye for all the future. 

Such is the building pioneer, the best type America has 
developed, and of this type George Laird Shoup was one of the 
finest and most illustrious examples. 

His ancestors for generations loyally and faithfully per- 
formed their part in the conquest of the American wilderness; 
in the establishment of agriculture and industry. They fought 
for the political independence of their country in the Revolution 
and for its industrial independence in the war of 1812. 

To his birthright of physical and moral soundness, bequeathed 
by God-fearing, liberty-loving, hard-working ancestors, was 
added a characteristic American training. An education in the 
common schools, not far-reaching, but thorough; a foundation 
on which he built broadly through reading and observation. 
He had a share in the employment and occupation of the family, 
and the lessons of application and industry were well learned. 
In youth he benefited by the training of the overland journey 
to the Mississippi Valley and in early manhood of the toilsome 
and dangerous passage of the plains to the new Eldorado of 
the mountain West. 

Here began his life’s work. For a short time mining and 
merchandising in the vicinity of Pikes Peak occupied his atten- 
tion; then came the tidings of Sumter and the call to arms, the 
enlHstment, rapid promotion, and hard fighting throughout the 
Southwest; the return to Denyer to help form the constitution 
of the State of Colorado; the return to the field and the bloody 
and decisive encounter at Sand Creek; and the muster out when 
peace was restored. 

Then came the call of the farther West—the overland journey 
to Montana, followed by his career as merchant, legislator, 
governor, and Senator. Such a career is characteristically 
American. Nowhere else could the same oppo: ties, have 
been presented. I doubt if anywhere else could be men 
with the inherited and acquired endowment and capacity for 
playing so many important rôles in life so well. The most 
valuable lesson we can learn from the career of George L. 
Shoup is that of faithful performance of duty, however trying, 
seemingly unimportant, or commonplace that duty may be. 

The most prosaic and commonplace duties of life were per- 
formed by him as cheerfully and as faithfully as he met his 
greatest responsibilities. The duties and toils of youth and 
early manhood, the wearisome overland journeys, the difficul- 
ties of pioneer life, all faithfully met, prepared him for the fierce 
campaign on the Pecos and Canadian, for the awful whirlwind 
charge on Sand Creek, for the duties and responsibilities of help- 
ing to lay the foundations of two Commonwealths, of presiding 
over the destinies of his adopted State, and of faithfully repre- 
senting that State in the United States Senate. 

I count it one of the good fortunes of my life to have known 
George L. Shoup—a man of action, of affairs, of tremendous force 
of will. And yet the characteristic that most impressed me in 
him was his unfailing good nature. No man had a keener sense 
of humon than he; few that I have met were more uniformly 
kind, cheerful, and optimistic; and yet no one could know him 
long without realizing the depth and firmness of the character 
that lay behind that kindly and smiling exterior. 

The State of Idaho has done well in placing the statue of 
George L. Shoup in the American hall of fame. She has honored 
herself in thus honoring him, for he possessed in abundant 
measure the qualities most essential for success, when civilized 
man confronts the wilderness and the savage, in molding and 
shaping the titantic forces thus joined to the highest and best 
uses of mankind. 

Idaho gives to our American Valhalla the likeness in stone of 
one who we are proud to claim as a characteristic American— 
hardy pioneer, valiant soldier, master builder in industry and 
statecraft, and, above and better than all else, one who was 
warm-hearted, sympathetic, generous, and faithful in every re- 
lation of life. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, the State of Idaho is the 
youngest State in the Union to take advantage of the privilege 
under the act of Congress which permits each State to place in 
Statuary Hall the statues of two of its citizens. I believe I 
am correct in saying also that the State of Idaho is the most 
western State that has availed itself of this opportunity. 

It is rather interesting to note the manner in which the vari- 
our States in the Union have acted, or have failed to act, in 
accepting the invitation of Congress in this regard. Virginia, 
one of the oldest States of the Union, has only recently availed 


itself of its privilege. It has always been a much-debated 
question whether the people of a State should wait until such 
State had developed a man of great national reputation in order 
to have the statue of such placed in Statuary Hall, or whether 
the State would more truly meet the spirit of such law by 
promptly making such selection. 

Without attempting to pass upon this question, for it must be 
recognized that this will always probably be a question which 
will excite much division of opinion, I think it can be safely 
and truly said that the State of Idaho, in acting promptly 
upon the standing invitation of Congress, as is exemplified by 
the presentation of the statue in whose honor these exercises 
are held, and placing in Statuary Hall a statue which perpetu- 
ates the memory of a citizen who typifies the territorial life 
and the transition period from a territorial condition to that of 
statehood, has adopted a course which can not be in any sense 
criticised, but, on the other hand, must be praised. ‘The late 
Senator George L. Shoup was a man whose life stands out as a 
typical representative of the territorial days of Idaho, and a 
man who also was a most prominent representative of the first 
decade of the life of this young Commonwealth. 

Ex-President Harrison in one of his speeches stated in effect 
that it would be a sorry day for the Republic when we lost 
our frontier. This expression is, to my mind, a most truthful 
one. A country which possesses a frontier, an expanse of terri- 
tory which is thinly populated, offers a field for that great num- 
ber of our population who are adventurous in spirit. The 
problems of our great cities did not become acute to that extent 
us to become really dangerous until the frontier of the country 
had been practically extinguished. Now that we have lost that 
vast extent of unoccupied Jand and territory which formerly 
was known as the “ frontier,” and our population is congregat- 
ing in cities, the problems which formerly righted themselves 
by reason of the safety valve which the frontier of the country 
furnished, the dangers and intricacies which naturally emanate 
from our great centers of population are becoming more and 
more real problems, which call for the highest type of our 
statesmanship to properly solve. 

George L. Shoup was born in Pennsylvania June 15, 1836. 
He received an education in the public schools of that State 
and moved with his father to Illinois in June, 1852, where he 
engaged in farming and stock raising near what is now known 
as Galesburg. He remained there until 1858, and, being of 
an adventurous spirit, he went to Colorado in 1859. He was 
then 23 years old, and for two years he followed the occupation 
of mining and merchandising. In September, 1861, the civil 
war having broken out, he enlisted in Captain Backus’s inde- 
pendent company of scouts, and was soon after his enlistment 
commissioned second lieutenant. In the autumn and winter 
of 1861 he was engaged with his command in scouting along the 
base of the Rocky Mountains. In the early part of 1862 he 
was ordered to Fort Union, N. Mex., and kept on scouting duty 
on the Pecos, Canadian, and Red rivers. 

He had been assigned in 1862, however, to the Second Col- 
orado Regiment of Volunteer Infantry, but he himself had been 
retained on duty in the cavalry service. He was subsequently 
assigned to the First Colorado Regiment of Cavalry in May, 
1863. In 1864 he was elected as a delegate to the constitu- 
tional convention for the proposed State of Colorado, and imme- 
diately after performing his service as a member of such con- 
vention he returned to active duty in the army and was com- 
missioned colonel of the Third Colorado Cavalry in September, 
1864, and was subsequently mustered out at Denver with his 
regiment at the expiration of his term of service. 

From all accounts his record as a soldier was excellent, most 
of his service being extra hazardous, being scouting duty in 
the protection of the frontier against hostile Indians, His rise 
from second lieutenant to colonel indicates the capacity of this 
young man, who at the close of the war was less than 30 
years of age. He was a man that was not given to boasting, 
and it is stated that he very seldom if ever referred to his 
military service. 

The services of our soldiers, who, during the war of the 
rebellion were stationed in the Western States among hostile 
Indians, have not had that recognition which the importance of 
such services demands. There was naturally a desire on the 
part of all soldiers who enlisted during the period of the civil 
war to see service at the front in the eastern part of our coun- 
try. The records of the various commands which took part in 
the war east of the Mississippi River are much more complete 
than those of the commands which participated in the war 
west of the Mississippi River, but it was just as essential to 
the life of the Republic that we should have an army in the 
West as in the East, 
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It is related that a lady who was an eyewitness to the battle 
of Glorietta, in which Colonel Shoup’s command vanquished 
the famous Texas Rangers in a sanguinary fight on the borders 
of New Mexico, in describing that valorous performance of the 
federal troops said: 


Their commander was, in my estimation, the most magnificent man 
who ever sat on horseback. I have seen many men who were accounted 


Got ‘aie edermi commander at See blip them ‘al 
always in the lead. 

When Colonel Shoup was asked by friends to confirm this 
story, he merely said: “Yes; I was there.” This remark was 
characteristic of the man, as he was never boastful, but always 
modest. 

After the war Colonel Shoup went to Virginia City, Mont., 
and in the year 1866 he established a business in Salmon City, 
Idaho, which place remained his home for many years. He 
engaged in mining, stock raising, mercantile, and other business 
and was eminently successful. He was member of the terri- 
torial legislature during the eighth and the tenth sessions. 
He was a delegate to the National Republican convention in 
1880, a member of the Republican national committee from 1880 
to 1884, United States commissioner from Idaho to the Cotton 
States Exposition at New Orleans, La., 1884-85. He was again 
a member of the Republican national committee in 1888. He 
wes appointed governor of the Territory of Idaho in 1889, which 
position he held until elected governor of the new State of 
Idaho on October 1, 1890. He was elected to the United States 
Senate as a Republican December 18, 1890, and took his seat 
December 29, 1890, and was reelected in 1895 and served until 
March 3, 1901. 

After I came to Washington in 1899 to take my seat as a 
Member of Congress, the first session of the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, I met Senator Shoup, who was then serving in the United 
States Senate, and during the next few years I had frequent 
occasion to meet him and to observe his work in that body. 
He made no pretensions of being an orator, yet he delivered 
while in the Senate two quite notable speeches, 

He made a very elaborate speech in the Senate on Septem- 
‘ber 13, 1893, against the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
so-called “Sherman law.” This was an extra session of the 
Congress of the United States, called by President Cleveland to 
repeal the silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman law. The 
speech of Senator Shoup on this occasion occupies about eight 
pages in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, and was an elaborate ex- 
position of his position upon that question. The speech shows 
great research and a very intimate acquaintanceship with the 
question which he was discussing. 

Again, on February 15, in the year 1900, he made a speech 
Justifying his vote, which he subsequently cast in favor of the 
Republican bill then pending to establish the gold standard. 

Mr. Speaker, the late Senator Shoup was an ardent Repub- 
lican, He was a man who believed in party government. In 
1896 the Republican party of Idaho, as well as of all the West- 
ern States, was split over the monetary issue, and the silver 
wing was in the ascendency of that organization in most of 
the States in the West. At this time Senator Shoup was a 
member of the Republican national committee, but he was not 
elected a delegate to the Republican national convention of that 


He was 


r. 

Senator Shoup was present at the national convention at St. 
Louis, and when the Idaho delegates walked out of the con- 
vention, after the adoption of the platform, Senator Shoup left 
his seat among the members of the national committee and took 
a seat on the floor in one of the chairs vacated by the delegates 
from the State of Idaho, and it is related that he said: “ Idaho 
shall not be unrepresented in this convention.” A great demon- 
stration followed this utterance by Senator Shoup, and many 
of the delegates came forward to shake his hand. 

The next day the national Republican committee held a meet- 
ing and Senator Shoup was late in arriving, and there was some 
talk to the effect that he might not come, but when ‘he made his 
appearance the members of the committee stood upon their 
chairs and cheered him for several minutes. He was a man 
devoted to his party and a consistent believer in the doctrine 
that a majority of the delegates to the national convention of a 
political party has a right to declare the party policy. 

Shortly after Senator Shoup’s return to Idaho from the St. 
Louis convention in 1896, he issued an address to the Republic- 
ans of that State, from which I quote: 


of this B pom ange that can ho 
tion. erefore each individu: 


That is a statement that succinctly and yet completely is de- 
scriptive of a political party not only at the time it was pro- 
mulgated, but it is equally applicable at this time. 

Senator George L. Shoup died at 8 o'clock Wednesday morn- 
ing, December 21, 1904, at the age of 68. 

George L. Shoup was a scout, a soldier, a pioneer, a mer- 
chant, a constitution builder, a legislator, a governor, and a 
United States Senator. His life was typical of the West in the 
most interesting period of that section of our country. He was 
easily the first citizen of Idaho, although he had rendered im- 
portant services to more than one State. 

As one Member of the Congress of the United States I am 
pleased to be privileged to say these words in acceptance of 
this splendid statue presented by the State of Idaho, to be 
placed in the people’s Statuary Hall of the Nation. I con- 
gratulate the State of Idaho that its legislature, instead of 
waiting for generations for the development of some man 
among its citizenship who might possibly in some way prove to 
be a more brilliant man in some respects than the one whose 
statue we are now accepting, has seen fit at the very morning 
of its history to present to the Nation a statue of that citizen 
who typifies the frontier life and the pioneer spirit of this 
splendid young Commonwealth. 

George L. Shoup bears a similar relation to the State of 
Idaho that Daniel Boone does to Kentucky. It is fitting and 
appropriate that in the Statuary Hall of the Nation the mem- 
ory of those who represent best the pioneer spirit of that re- 
gion which was once the western wilderness and frontier, but 
which is now fast becoming our most prosperous Common- 
wealths, should be perpetuated and honored. 

It is but just and proper that in this Statuary Hall of the 
Nation the western pioneer should be represented, and no more 
fitting representative could be selected than the one in whose 
honor these exercises are held this day. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in offering this 
statue as one of its contributions to Statuary Hall, the State 
of Idaho does honor to herself and her citizens rather than to 
the late George Laird Shoup, the “ Grand Old Man of Idaho.” 
As iny gaze first fell upon that wonderfully living image of the 
soldier-statesman, whom I had the honor to know—and, know- 
ing him, to revere—there came to my mind that which Horace 
had written : 

I have executed a monument more lasting than brass, and more 
sublime than the regal elevation of pyramids, which neither the wast- 
ing shower, the unavailing north wind, nor an innumerable succession 
of years and the flight of seasons shall be able to demolish. 

Never before, nor since, has the Territory, and later the State, 
of Idaho suffered such an irreparable loss as when on December 
21, 1904, its foremost citizen, its patriotic statesman, and its 
most gallant soldier, was “mustered out.” I have said that 
knowing him was to venerate him. His was a most lovable, 
God-fearing character, and by the thousands who enjoyed the 
rare privilege of his acquaintance it was conceded that never 
could there be a more broad-minded, unselfish, untiring worker 
for the welfare of his Commonwealth. 2 

Senator Shoup was born June 15, 1836, at Kittanning, Pa., 
a thriving little town on the Allegheny River, 46 miles above 
Pittsburg. Kittanning, or Attique, as originally named by the 
Indians, had a settlement of whites long before Pittsburg was 
founded or a white man had located at the forks of the Ohio. 
In fact, Attique furnished two families out of the first three 
that attempted a settlement at the forks. These three families 
erected their little log cabins on the Allegheny side of the river, 
in what is now part of my congressional district, about the year 
1742, but their intrusion upon Indian territory was resented, 
and in 1743 they were all massacred by the Indians and their 
cabins burned to the ground. These were representatives of 
the sturdy stock that first peopled Kittanning; the same Penn- 
sylvania stock from which sprang Daniel Boone and many other 
early pioneers of the great West. 

It was not, however, until the Forbes expédition of 175S 
opened the gateway to the West and broke the French line of 
water communication extending from Canada to New Orleans. 
The British under Forbes, the Pennsylvanians under Armstrong, 
and the Virginians under Washington formed the wedge that 
opened up the great West and made Pennsylvania the starting 
point of a movement by land and water that has ended only at 
the Pacific Ocean. 

A strain of the same pioneer blood evidently remained in 
the Shoup family; for, realizing that westward the star of em- 
pire takes its course,” that family removed to Illinois in 1852, 
and from thence, in 1859, to Colorado, then known as the “ Pikes 


* 
-| Peak country,” where Mr. Shoup launched out in mining and 


merchandising. At the outbreak of the civil war he enlisted in 
an independent cavalry company, the great part of whose sery- 
ice was—as was mine during the war—that of scouting. It was 
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not long before he became a lieutenant of his company and 
then the colonel of his regiment, the Third Colorado. This regi- 
ment participated in some unusually hazardous campaigns, in 
which were encountered both hostile Indians and confederates. 
He was always victorious, and repeatedly was he commended 
in general orders for his energy, his zeal, his perseverance, and 
his self-denial. He was indeed a peerless leader. 

I shall not attempt to mention the offices of trust and confi- 
dence which he held almost continuously, but they were many, 
and higher and higher did he ascend the ladder of fame, until 
in March, 1889, he was appointed governor of the Territory of 
Idaho, of which he had been a respected citizen for twenty-three 
years. He had only held that office a little over a year when 
Idaho was admitted into the Union as the forty-third State, on 
July 1, 1890, and at the first election of the people, the following 
October, he again won gubernatorial honors, becoming the first 
governor of the new State. It was not generally known that 
the admission into the Union of the State of Idaho was largely 
due to Mr. Shoup’s untiring efforts. He was taken to task by 
the Secretary of the Interior for coming to Washington to work 
for the admission into the Union of the Territory without first 
having obtained leave of absence—for he was at the time gov- 
ernor of the Territory and therefore under the Interior De- 
partment. At once did he tender his resignation as governor, 
that he might remain and continue his efforts with Congress. 
He was, however, prevailed upon by the President to withdraw 
his resignation, but did so only with the understanding that he 
was to be allowed to remain in Washington so long as he re- 
garded his presence necessary. 

Nor was he to remain in this new office long, for the very 
next December he was once more promoted, this time to a seat 
in the United States Senate, which he took December 29, 1890. 
It was about this time that I happened to be visiting at the 
house of a brother-in-law of Mr. Shoup—Hon. Robert McAfee, 
now secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania—and 
there it was that I first met him. He was on his way to Wash- 
ington to be sworn in as a Member of the Senate, in which 
body he served for nearly eleven years. 

I entered Congress some years before his retirement, and it 
was my pleasure to renew our former acquaintance and be- 
come more intimately attached to him personally and officially. 

Although born in the East, Senator Shoup was distinctly a 
western man, and his motto was “Melius est cavere semper 
quam patii semel” (It is better to be always on our guard 
than to suffer once). One of his peculiarities was that of. in- 
variably, when taking his seat in a restaurant or dining room, 
insisting upon being seated so that he could command a full 
view of the doorway. So fixed was this habit that after 
coming to Washington he followed the custom, which was the 
cause of much good-natured badinage from his acquaintances. 
He explained to me that this habit was caused by his long 
residence and perils on the frontier. 

Not often is there such a character that his State can almost 
unanimously proclaim, within five years after his death, that 
he is entitled to be one of those to whom she will place a monu- 
ment in our National Capitol; but so it is in the case of Senator 
Shoup, and in six years after his death his statue is being ac- 
cepted by the Congress of the United States. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Fasserr). The question is 
on the adoption of the concurrent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Mittrr of Kansas, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence indefinitely on account of serious illness in 
family. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A report from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia for the year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 110)—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 

rinted. 
* 2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 


submitting an estimate of appropriation for ammunition for tar- 


get practice (H. Doc. No. 543)—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending a refund to Frank E. Gore on account of certain con- 
tract work on the appraisers’ stores building, New York, N. Y. 
(H. Doc. No. 544)—to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for completing field 
notes of surveys in Minnesota, North Dakota, and Louisiana 
(H. Doc. No. 541)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the vice-president of the Chesapeake and 
Potomac Telephone Company, transmitting their report for the 
year 1909 (H. Doc. No. 542)—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
on survey of public lands within limits of railroad land grants 
(H. Doc. No. 540)—to the Committee on the Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11989) to 
provide for the removal of present grade crossing and con- 
struction of a new grade crossing on the line of Q street NE. 
District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 153), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16221) for the establishment of telephone service between the 
life-saving station at Two Rivers, Wis., and the light-house at 
Twin River Point, Wisconsin, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 154), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILMORE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16324) to authorize the extension of Park place NW., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 155), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILEY, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16325) 
to provide for the extension of Kenyon street from Seventeenth 
street to Mount Pleasant street, and for the extension of Seren- 
teenth street from Kenyon street to Irving street, in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 156), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILMORE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16326) to authorize the extension of Farragut street NW. 
from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and Iowa avenue 
NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 157), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16328) for the extension of Franklin street NE, from its present 
eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street to the Bladens- 
burg road, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 158), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILMORE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16829) to provide for the extension of Newton place NW. from 
New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect 
Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place in Whit- 
ney Close subdivision, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 159), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16336)- authorizing certain changes in the plan for the perma- 
nent system of highways for that portion of the District of 
Columbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north of Klingle road, 
east of Connecticut avenue, and south of Ellicott street NW., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 160), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18027) for the relief of Henry A. Polen—Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 14448) granting a pension to William W. 
Cravens—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. TAWNEY, from Committee on Appropriations: A bill 
(H. R. 18282) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1910, and for other 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18283) to regulate commerce 
between the States and with foreign nations, by authorizing 
corporations doing interstate or foreign commerce to be regis- 
tered in the Bureau of Corporations in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 18284) to improve Bayou 
Vermilion, Louisiana, with a view of obtaining 6 feet of water 
to Lafayette, La.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 18285) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River between 
Moline, III., and Bettendorf, Iowa—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 18286) to improve Bayou 
Terrebonne, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 18287) to amend the act of 
June 27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 18288) to amend section 21 
of the immigration law—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 18289) to provide for the 
construction of a seagoing self-contained suction dredge for 
southeastern Massachusetts and Rhode Island—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18290) authorizing a survey for the harbor 
of New Bedford and Fairhaven, Mass., north of Fish Island— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 18291) to provide for the re- 
moval of snow, ice, grass, weeds, and other impediments from 
the sidewalks and gutters of the streets, avenues, and highways 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 18292) to promote 
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip certain cars with a first-aid equipment—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18293) amending 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual labor and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18294) 
making an appropriation annually of $10,000,000 among the 
several States and Territories of the United States of America, 
pro rata according to the number of miles of traveled public 
roads existing in said States and Territories, and providing how 
said fund shall be distzibuted—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18295) to estab- 
lish and disburse a public-school teachers’ retirement fund in 


8. nine igi of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
umbia, i 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18296) to build and 
locate a light-ship opposite the entrance to the St. Johns River, 
Florida—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 18297) authorizing na- 
tional banking associations to make loans upon improved agri- 
cultural land—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMALL: Resolution (H. Res. 235) referring the bill 
a 18271 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Resolution (H. Res. 236) asking for 
certain information from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
5 — regard to the Bureau of the Census to the Committee on the 

sus. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: Resolution (H. Res, 237) calling 
upon the Secretary of the Navy for certain information—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
praying for legislation to authorize the purchase of the Oldroyd 
collection of Lincoln relices—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
for the purchase and preservation of the Oldroyd collection of 
Lincoln relics—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 18298) for the relief of 
Charles B. Stark, assignee of Joseph C. Stark, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18299) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 18300) granting a pension 
to Charles R. Carter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 18301) for the relief of 
the heirs or legal representatives of Jean B. Pollingue, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 18302) granting a pension to 
Mary McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 18303) granting a pension 
to Senobio Cordova—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18304) granting a pension 
to George F. Riffle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 18305) for the relief of the 
heirs of Nicholas Sanquinetti, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 18306) granting a pension to 
Levi Faris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18307) granting an increase of pension to 
James Monroe Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 18308) for the relief of 
Henry S. Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ’ 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18309) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Hensley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18310) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18311) granting a pension to D. P. Cline 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18312) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles W. Zahnow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 18313) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen G. Averitt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 18314) granting a pension 
to Mary Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18315) for the relief of William Frye 
White, owner of lots 103, 104, 105, and 106, square 754, Wash- 
ington, D. C., with regard to assessment and payment of dam- 
ages on account of changes of grade due to construction of the 
Union Station, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 18316) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy W. Powell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18317) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet E. Marrast—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18318) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Finlay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18319) to correct the military record of 
Daniel § the Committee on Military Affairs, 


666 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 15, 


By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 18320) granting an increase of 
pension to Zachariah Pickle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18321) increasing the pay of the secretary 
to the Admiral of the Navy—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18322) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Swartwood—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18323) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Berstler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 18324) granting an increase 
of pension to Felty Culwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18325) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Max Sekel—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 18326) granting a 
pension to John Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18327) granting a pension to Richard 
Palmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18328) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Higbee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 18329) ting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin B. Morrison—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 18330) granting an increase 
of pension to James Linnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18331) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth T. Rohm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 18332) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James E. C. Covel—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18333) for the 
relief of George Ivers, of Boone, Pueblo County, Colo., adminis- 
trator of William Ivers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18334) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 18335) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas W. Dee—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 18336) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Caleb Aber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18337) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Drey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 18338) granting an increase 
of pension to George R. Haner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18339) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18340) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Francois Joseph Vantrot, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18341) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Joseph Ezernack, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 18342) for the relief of 
E. C. Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18343) for the relief of J. E. Caldwell 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18344) for the relief of William M. West— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18345) for the relief of the heirs of Miles 
Knowlton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18346) for the relief of the heirs of John 
G. Freeman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18347) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Austin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18348) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18349) for the relief of the heirs of Levan- 
der Jenkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18350) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Jennie Hunter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18351) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Hugh Rowen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 18352) granting an increase of 
pension te John M. Tiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18353) granting a 
pension to William F. Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 18354) granting an increase of 

— to Horace C. Brintnali—to the Committee on Invalid 
ons. 

By Mr. TAW NEX: A bill (H. R. 18355) granting an increase 
— pension to Dallas Colvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18356) granting an increase of pension to 
John B, Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18357) removing the charge of desertion 
against M. McCarthy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 18358) granting an 
increase of pension to Harrison Miller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 18339) for the relief of 
Thomas Cluney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 18360) for the relief of the 
heirs of Antoine Laurent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 18361) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Highbarger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 18362) granting an increase 
2 pension io Samuel R. Dummer to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Old Guard Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Dayton, Ohio, against wearing of confederate 
colors or buttons by officers in the army and navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of county board of Polk County, Wis., against 
any change in the oleomargarine law and laws regulating dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of council of bishops of the Colored Methodist 
Episcopal Church, for the reimbursement of the depositors of 
the Freedman’s Savings Bank—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. 
M. J. McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of committee of 100, of the Ameri- 
can Association for the Advancement of Science, relative to the 
national health—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of Butler & Kelley Company, Mark & Ham- 
macher Company, Kohler & Campbell, and Fairchild Brothers 
& Foster, all of New York City, for amendment of the corpora- 
tion-tax law relative to the publicity clause—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, favor- 
ing the Cullom and Sterling bills, S. 1053 and H. R. 6862, 
relative to improvement in diplomatic and consular service—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of United Commercial Travelers’ Association 
of America, favoring the Coudrey bill, H. R. 1491, relative to 
sample baggage and excess baggage—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of the Commercial Travelers’ As- 
sociation of the United States, favoring H. R. 1491—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Belgian minister of state and 45 other officials 
of Belgium, protesting the ertieism upon Belgium for her gov- 
ernment of the Kongo—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Butler & Kelly Company and Mark & Ham- 
macher Company, of New York City, against the publicity 
clause of the corporation-tax bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Henning Brewing Company, 
of Mendota, IN., in favor of certain amendments to the cor- 
poration-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Stephen A. Averitt and Mrs. L. V. Lewis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
estate of George P. Shelton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Fairchild Brothers & Foster, 
Mark & Hammacher Company, Butler & Kelley Company, 
and Kohler & Campbell, of New York City, favoring modifica- 
tion of clause 6 of the corporation-tax law—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
Hef of George H. Berstler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Lewis F. Shoemaker & Co., 
against the corporation-tax clause of the Payne bill, and for its 
repeal—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of soldiers of Carthage, Han- 
cock County, Ill., favoring National Tribune pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, San Francisco, Cal., favoring a 
volunteer officers’ retired list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of veterans of the civil war and citizens of 
California, favoring increase of pensions as provided in the 
National Tribune bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Napa (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
bill by Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington in modification of the 
postal act of 1891—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Parlor, No. 49, Native Sons of 
the Golden West, favoring a ship subsidy—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of San Francisco, for official 
participation by the United States Government in the Italian 
exposition of 1911—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Slayton and Anti-Japanese Laun- 
dry League, for modification of law so as to exclude all Asiaties 
save merchants, students, and travelers—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Napa (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce and 
Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, for an appropriation 
of $400,000 to improve Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, for 
enlargement of powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William W. Sturch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Fran- 
cois Joseph Vantrot and Nicholas Sanyuinetti—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 17, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a copy of a report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office covering the survey between July 1, 1908, and July 
1, 1909 (S. Doc. No. 289), of public lands lying within the lim- 
its of railroad land grants, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to 
be printed. 

RETIREMENT PLANS FOR CIVIL EMPLOYEES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 11th instant, reports relating 
to civil-service retirement in Great Britain and in New Zealand, 
and stating that the Bureau of Labor now has in course of 
preparation reports covering civil-service retirement systems in 
other foreign countries, which will be transmitted at as early 
a date as practicable, ete. (S. Doc. No. 290), which, on motion of 
Mr. Hare, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Expenditures and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CHARLESTON (S. c.) HARBOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 10, 1909, the report of the Chief of En- 
gineers relative to the further improvement of the harbor at 
Charleston, S. C., which, with the accompanying paper and 
illustrations, was referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 


LEATHER TRADE IN CUBA AND MEXICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent Arthur B. Butman 


on the shoe and leather trade in Cuba and Mexico (H. Doc. 
No. 553), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


MACHINE-TOOL TRADE OF BELGIUM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Capt. Godfrey L. Carden on the 
machine-tool trade of Belgium (H. Doc. No. 554), which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


COTTON GOODS OF LATIN AMERICA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent W. A. Graham 
Clark on cotton goods of Latin America (H. Doc. No, 552), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAC TELEPHONE COMPANY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company for 
the year 1909 (H. Doc. No. 542), which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

David Auld and sundry subnumbered cases v. United States 
(S. Doc. 288); and 

John T. R. Mearns, sub No. 176, Richard Rollins, sub No. 
180, Mary E. Hare, widow of John Hare, sub. No. 181, v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 287). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

H. R. 7900. An act for the relief of Thomas B. Pope; 

H. R. 16311. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 17500. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 17752. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 17755. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 

H. R. 18006. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the acceptance of the statue 
of George L. Shoup to be placed in Statuary Hall, in the Capitol 
building, Washington, D. C., in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5S) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of In- 
dians interest accrued since June 30, 1909, and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a letter from W. H. Cox 
and W. E. Johnson, of Chicago, Ill., transmitting certain pa- 
pers relative to the claim of the Pokagon band of Pottawatomie 
Indians of Michigan and Indiana for compensation for certafu 
lands at Chicago, III., which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Chicago, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
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in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Kyger Post, No. 204, De- 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of George- 
town, III., praying for the passage of the so-called National 
Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the repeal of the excise tax on cor- 
porations, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Steam 
Navigation, of New York City, N. X., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the completion of the harbor of refuge at 
Point Judith, Rhode Island, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of H. J. Chadwick and 
sundry other citizens of Newark, S. Dak., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called National Tribune pension bill,“ which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the board of directors of 
the Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, Cal, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Georgetown 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the business of loaning 
money in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Howard Park Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for additional school buildings in the District 
of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the repeal of the so-called 
*“corporation-tax law,” which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I present a joint resolution of the legis- 
lature of Connecticut, relative to the protection of American 
citizens in foreign countries. I ask that it be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
printed in the Record as follows: 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January Session, A. D. 1909. 
Senate joint resolution 153, concerning protection of American citizens 


in foreign countries. 
Resolved by this assembly: 


and p And it is . — fist 
gel. our earn 0 
de b; exe a 


l, Ameri: 

shall be fully 
Sec. 2. Our 

so 


im- 

dignit 

of American citizenship. 5 
Src. 3. The clerks of the senate and house of representatives are 
hereby directed to transmit a copy of this resolution to the President 
“ z United States and to each of our Senators and Representatives 


ongress. 
I hereby certif. - 
ane een A Sag ro Aas the foregoing resolution was passed in the sen 
JOHN A. Sporrorp, 
Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGED presented a petition of the American Asso- 
ciation of State Geologists, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to establish a bureau of mines in the Interior Depart- 
pan, which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 

g. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the repeal of the excise tax on cor- 
porations, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROOT presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reservation of the battle site at Fort Fisher, N. C., 
as a national park, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the North Platte Val- 
ley Water Users’ Association, of Scottsbluff, Nebr., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the completion of the irrigation 
project of the North Platte Valley, in Wyoming and Nebraska, 
which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Re- 
clamation of Arid Lands. 


He also presented a petition of the reclamation committee of 
the Commercial Clubs of Kittitas and Yakima Valleys, of North 
Yakima, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made in aid 
of the reclamation of the arid lands of the Yakima watershed in 
that State, which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the reservation of the battle site at Fort Fisher, 
N. C., as a national park, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
proyiding for a more efficient prosecution of the work of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 
State Geologists, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish a bureau of mines in the Interior Department, which 
was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Wheat 
Street Baptist Church, of Atlanta, Ga., and of the Baptist Young 
People’s Union of the State of Georgia, praying that an appro- 
priation of $250,000 be made in aid of the proposed semicenten- 
nial American emancipation exposition, which was referred to 
the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PILES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill (S. 609) incorporating the National Institute of Arts 
and Letters; and 

A bill (S. 610) incorporating the American Academy of Arts 
and Letters. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 183) to authorize the sale and disposition of a por- 
tion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Rosebud Indian 
Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making appro- 
priation and provision to carry the same into effect (Report No. 
68) ; and à 

A bill (S. 2341) to authorize the sale and disposition of a por- 
tion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Pine Ridge In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to: carry the same into effect (Re- 
port No: 69). 

Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on the Philippines, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2863) to provide for payment 
of the claims of certain religious orders of the Roman Catholic 
Chureh in the Philippine Islands, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 70) thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration and that they be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 119) to provide for ascertaining the interest or title 
of the United States in any land or water rights in the District 
of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 118) to repeal acts heretofore passed relating to 
alienation of the title of the United States to land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3193) to provide 
for the building of a public avenue on the south side of the 
Potomac River from the city of Washington to Mount Vernon, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims, which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1864) to facilitate the use for manufacturing pur- 
poses of square No. 328 in the city of Washington, as author- 
ized in the act of Congress of February 1, 1907 (Report No. 
73) 

A bill (S. 4621) to provide for the extension of Kenyon street 
from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street, and for the 
extension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street to Irving 
street, in the Distriet of Columbia, and for other purposes 
(Report No. 74); 

A bill (S. 4630) to authorize the extension of Park place 
NW. (Report No. 75); 
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A bill (S. 5134) to establish a home for feeble-minded, im- 
becile, and idiotic children in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes (Report No. 76); and 

A bill (S. 4632) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park (Report No. 77). 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, sub- 
mitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to, and the 
bills were indefinitely postponed : 

A bill (S. 2050) to provide for the completion of the park 
surrounding the filtration plant in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes (Report No. 71); and 

A bill (S. 3668) for the relief of pensioners of the Metro- 
politan police fund (Report No. 72). 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. DILLINGHAM), from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4932) to make uniform the law of warehouse re- 
ceipts in the District of Columbia (Report No. 78) ; and 

A bill (S. 1942) for the establishment of a probation and 
parole system for the District of Columbia (Report No. 79). 

Mr. FLINT, from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, to 
whom were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration and that they be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of Marcellus Troxell; 

A bill (S. 4404) for the relief of Oscar F. Lackey for injuries 
sustained by him while acting as assistant engineer in the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal; and 

A bill (S. 3082) for the relief of Elizabeth G. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1630) to provide for the 
construction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River 
from Washington to the Arlington estate property, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 80) thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (S. 404) for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia (Report No. 81); and 

A bill (S. 4624) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for 
the establishment of a branch library in the District of Colum- 
bia, to establish a commission to supervise the erection of a 
branch library building in said District, and to provide for the 
suitable maintenance of said branch (Report No. 82). 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 579) to correct the lineal and 
relative rank of certain officers of the United States Army, and 
to prevent the recurrence of like cases, by amending the act ap- 
proved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act to provide for the ex- 
amination of certain officers of the army and to regulate pro- 
motion therein,” reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 83) thereon. 4 © 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) for the 
relief of the firm of Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New York and 
Shanghai, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 84) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 834) for the relief of Walter F. 
Rogers, executor of the estate of Sarah Edwards, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 85) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2781) to provide for the extension of Nineteenth street 
from Belmont road to Biltmore street, in the District of Colum- 
bia, with a uniform width of 50 feet, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
86) thereon. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1425) to incorporate the 
Descendants of the Signers, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5049) to amend para- 
graph 43 of an act entitled. “An act making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 
p ” approved July 1, 1902, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 87) thereon. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE IN FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


Mr. RAYNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3658) providing 


for an additional circuit judge in the fourth judicial circuit, to 
report it favorably without amendment. There is urgent neces- 
sity for the passage of this bill and the committee unanimously 
report it. I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the fourth circuit an addi- 
tional circuit judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Rivets and shall the same 

cations and 1 have the same powers and jurisdiction now 
prescribed by law in respect to the present circuit judges. 

Mr. KEAN. Is that a report from a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with a request for present consideration. Is 
there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5197) to change 
the time for holding the regular terms of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States at Greensboro and at Char- 
lotte, in the western district of North Carolina, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN HAWAII. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred Senate resolution No. 135, providing for the printing 
of the hearing held before the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico relative to prohibiting selling of intoxicating bever- 
ages in the Territory of Hawaii, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

PAPER ON COOPERATION IN AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a paper on “ Cooperation in agriculture” submitted by 
Mr. Crarp, reported the following resolution (S. Res. 143): 

Senate resolution 143. 


Resolved, That the gorr entitled “ E pop eE pes in agriculture,” read 
before the Southern Sta Association of Agriculture and other agri- 
cultural workers, October, 1907, at Columb S. C., by Hon. Willet 
M. Hays, Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, be printed as a document. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FRYE: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5288) to create in the War Depart- 
ment and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated 
as “The eivil war volunteer retired list,” to authorize placing 
thereon with retired pay certain surviving officers, soldiers, and 
enlisted men, who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps 
of the United States in the civil war, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5289) granting a pension to Alexandrine Martin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5290) directing the recorder of deeds of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to keep an index to recorded instruments, by 
lots or tracts (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5291) to license operators of cinematographs, mov- 
ing-picture machines, and similar apparatus, and for other pur- 
poses (with accompanying papers) ; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5292) to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the powers of a public sery- 
ice commission (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 5293) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon in the city of Port- 
land, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5294) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Caldwell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5295) granting an increase of pension to Frank T. 
Bolton (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8. 5296) granting an increase of pension to Wyatt 
Chappell (with an accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 5297) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Campbell; and 

A bill (S. 5298) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Decker (wlth an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 5299) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Stewart & Co. and A. P. H. Stewart, agent; to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (8. 5300) to grant an honorable discharge to John W. 
Hayes, alias William Keating; and 

A bill (S. 5301) to grant an honorable discharge to Samuel 
F alias Samuel Hunter; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5802) to increase the efficiency of the United States 
Navy by building cruisers and torpedo boats after the design 
of Richard B. Painton; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5303) granting an increase of pension to Julia C. 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 5804) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Wilson ; 

A bill (S. 5805) granting a pension to Lizzie C. Gregory; 

A bill (S. 5806) granting a pension to Moses E. Osborn; 

A bill (S. 5807) granting a pension to Annie R. Brannan; 

A bill (S. 5308) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
R. Smith; 

A bill (S. 5809) granting a pension to Rebecca T. Winter; 

A bill (S. 5310) granting a pension to Annie B. Godwin (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5811) granting a pension to Caroline King (with 
an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5312) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
A. Hanly (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 5313) to authorize the sale of certain Indian lands 
in Oklahoma, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 5314) to extend the time of payments on certain 
homestead entries in Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5815) to amend existing laws and equalize pay for 
mail service on railroad lines; to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 5816) establishing the Franklin National Military 
Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 5317) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Brigham City, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 5318) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Richfield, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5319) to appropriate $50,000 to the city of Craw- 
ford, in the State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 5320) granting to the State University of Nebraska 
certain lands embraced in the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation 
for the purpose of aiding in the establishment and maintenance 
of an experimental farm as an adjunct of the State University 
in teaching and studying agricultural problems (with accem- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 5321) granting a pension to Ella I. Jenkins (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 5822) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Donellen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5323) granting an increase of pension to Morris 
H. Alberger (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5824) granting an increase of pension to George 
Long (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 5325) to authorize the paving of Twenty-third 
street NW. from S street to Kalorama road, and Kalorama road 
from ‘Twenty-third street to Connecticut avenue; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5326) granting a pension to Jackson Lycan (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5327) granting a pension to Charles H. Payne, jr.; 

A bill (S. 5828) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Everitt ; 

A bill (S. 5829) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
D. Lowery; 


Bo bill (S. 5330) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
. Ayer; 

A bill (S. 5331) granting a pension to John W. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 5332) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5333) for the relief of the estate of Jacob J. Fore- 
man, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5334) providing for the payment of the amounts 
due the employees in and the contractors who furnished cast- 
ings to the United States armory at Harpers Ferry, Va., from 
January 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive; and 

A bill (S. 5335) for the relief of J. B. Johnson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5336) to relieve Charles F. Held of the charge of 
dishonorable dismissal (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5337) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5338) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Otstot (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5839) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Francis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5340) for the relief of George S. Wells (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5341) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 5342) for the relief of George Ivers, of Boone, 
Pueblo County, Colo., administrator of William Ivers; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5343) to amend section 604 of chapter 5, title 13, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878, entitled 
“The Judiciary ; “ to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5344) to appropriate the sum of $50,000 to aid in 
the payment of the expenses of the Eighteenth National Irriga- 
tion Congress; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 5845) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Greeley, Colo.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5346) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5347) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Webb; 

A bill (S. 5348) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Shafer (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5349) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
R. Miller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5350) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Mass: and 

A bill (S. 5851) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hardy (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 5352) to satisfy certain claims against the Gov- 
ernment arising under the Navy Department; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BULKELEY: 

A bill (S. 5353) to create a commission to prepare a code of 
laws for the regulation and control of insurance companies 
doing business within the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5854) to provide for improving Duck Island harbor 
of refuge; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5855) for the relief of the estate of Andrew C. 
Nash, deceased; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5356) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
A. Wilber (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5357) granting a pension to Mary I. Clark (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5358) granting a pension to Daniel F. Lynch (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5359) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
G. W. Jefferson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5360) granting an increase of pension to Edwin F. 
Hendricks (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5361) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Royce (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 5362) granting to the city of Bozeman, Mont., cer- 
tain Jands to enable the city to protect its source of water 
supply from pollution; to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A 511 (S. 5863) granting an increase of pension to Ann M. 
Forsythe; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTIN: 

A bill (S. 5364) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the town of Waynesboro, Va.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 5365) for the relief of registers and former regis- 
ters of the United States land offices; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


A bill (S. 5366) for the relief of Spencer Roberts, a member 
of the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 5367) providing for the purchase of a reservation 
for a public park in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

5 bill (S. 5368) granting an inerease of pension to Dexter P. 
ead; 

A bill (S. 5869) granting an increase of pension to Alf 


ugh ; 
vin bill (S. 5870) granting an increase of pension to J. C. 

utzy ; 

A bill (S. 5371) granting an increase of pension to J. C. 
Youtzy; and 

A bill (S. 5872) granting an increase of pension to Charles I. 
Krickbaum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5873) to correct the military record of John Walk- 
inshaw and grant him an honorable discharge (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER 

A bill (S. 5374) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the county court of 
Ste. Genevieve County, Mo.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5875) granting an increase of pension to Tillmon 


Lynch; 
A bill (S. 5376) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Putnam; 


Bel Pee 5377) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
vis; a 

A bill (S. 5378) granting a pension to William Plaster; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 5379) for the erection of a statue of Maj. Gen. 
Nathanael Greene upon the Guilford battle ground, in North 
Carolina; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (s. 5380) for the relief of Capt. William Hill; 

A bill (S. 5881) for the relief of the heirs of Anderson Couch 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5382) for the relief of the heirs of Henry S. Mark- 
ham (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5383) for the Pelief of the Grace Protestant Episco- 
pal Church, of Piymouth, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 5384) for the relief of the Zion African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 5385) for the relief of the Catholic Chureh in 
8 N. C.; 

A bill (S. 5386) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, in Washington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 5387) for the relief of Salem Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Wayne County, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 5388) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church in 
Washington, N. C.; 

A bill (8. 8380) for the relief of Spencer Etheredge, J. E. 
Berry, and Charles Meekins, trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist 
Church, of Roanoke Island, N. C.; 

A bin (S. 5390) for the relief. of the heirs of Daniel Reid, 


deceased; 

A bill (S. 5891) for the relief of estate of Riley Wethering- 
ton; decensed: 

A bill (S. 5392) for the relief of the estate of John D. Jobn- 
ston, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5393) for the relief of the estate of Hardy H. 
Waters, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5394) for the relief of Ezekiel Goulding; 

A bill (S. 5395) for the relief of the estate of Wiley Holt, 


deceased ; 

A bill (s. 5396) for the relief of the heirs of William Haynes 
Kilby, deceased ; 

A bin (S. 5397) for the relief of the heirs of B. L. Robinson, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5398) for the relief of the heirs at law of E. L. 
Shuford, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 5399) ‘for the relief of W. T. Hawkins; 


A bill (S. 5400) for the relief of Nancy West; 

A bill (S. 5401) for the relief of Alfred Richardson and 
N heirs of John Richardson, deceased, of Franklin County, 

A bill (S. 5402) ‘for the relief of Peter F. Pescud, jr., John 
S. Pescud, Sue B. Craig, and Mollie I. Pescud, heirs at law of 
Peter F. Peseud, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5403) for the relief of the estate of John T. Bynum, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 5404) for the relief of J. A. Reagan; and 

A bill (S. 5405) for the relief of Hiram R. Berrier; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5406) to correct the military record of Edmund 


Reece; 
A bin (S. 5407) to correct the military record of Wilson 


Rice 

A pm (S. 5408) to correct the military record of James 
Payne; 

A bill (S. 5409) to correct the military record of Jacob Madi- 
son Pruitt; 

A bill (S. 5410) to correct the military record of Levi Taylor; 

A bill (S. 5411) to correct the military record of William R. 
Shelton; and 

A bill (S. 5412) to correct the military record of Hezekiah A. 
Wood; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5413) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lisenbee (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5414) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Teal; 

A bil (S. 5415) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Gentry; 
A bill (S. 5416) granting an increase of pension to William 


A öm (S. 5417) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Gunter ; 

A bill (S. 5418) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
B. Carland; and 

A bill (S. 5419) granting an increase of pension to Spencer 
Rice; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. TALIAFERRO: æ 

A bill (S. 5420) to provide for a public building at Live Oak, 
Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5421) for the relief of the estate of Augustin 
Laban, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; and 

(For Mr. FOSTER.) A bill (S. 5422) for the relief of the 
estate of Reine S. Welham; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5423) granting a pension to Daniel G. Webster 
(with aceompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5424) granting a pension to Celia A. Fairchild (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 5425) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
L. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 5426) granting an increase of pension to W. J. Wil- 
son (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 5427) for the relief of Lucius P. Ordway, trustee 
for the creditors of the Dwyer Plumbing and Heating Com- 
pany; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 5428) repealing the tax on oleomargarine and other 
dairy products as fixed by the act of May 9, 1902, and substi- 
tuting in lieu of said tax an annual license for manufacturers, 
wholesalers, and retailers; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 5429) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Hugh La Grange; and 

A bill (S. 5430) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Dodge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 5431) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Stevens, alias Tripp (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 5432) to grant certain lands to the city of Seattle, 
Wash., for the protection of the source of its water supply; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5433) granting a pension to Horace Daniels; and 

A bill (S. 5484) granting a pension to Eliza Hood; to the 
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By Mr. CLAPP: 
A bill (S. 5485) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Cusick; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 for the purchase of ground adjacent to Fillmore 
School in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment authorizing the Presi- 
dent to nominate, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, for appointment on the retired list of the army, with 
the rank of brigadier-general, any general officer who served 
with credit in the capacity of brigadier-general or major-general 
of volunteers in the civil war, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the army appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $50,000 to pay to the Pueblo Board of Control Asso- 
ciation, of Pueblo, Colo., to assist in defraying the expenses of 
the National Irrigation Congress to be held in that city Sep- 
tember 26, 1910, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment authorizing the nomi- 
nation and appointment on the retired list of the army, with 
the rank of brigadier-general, of any general officer who served 
with credit in the capacity of brigadier-general or major-general 
of yolunteers in the civil war who was honorably discharged 
and who has reached the age of 80 years, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the army appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for grading Pennsylvania avenue SE., in the 
District of Columbia, from Bowen road to the District line, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARIES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp, and also as a Senate document, a 
brief statement of the law and the facts relating to the bounda- 
ries of the District of Columbia as established by the commis- 
sion created under constitutional authority and the subsequent 
attempted recession to the State of Virginia of that portion of 
the District lying south and west of the Potomac River. 

The subject is of absorbing interest to the people of the Dis- 
trict and will surely challenge the attention of the country with 
constantly increasing force, as the growth of the federal city 
and the expanding needs of the Government demonstrate more 
fully the wisdom of President Washington and his colaborers 
in fixing the District lines as originally marked. 3 

To the United States Goyernment the subject is of grave con- 
cern, for it involves, in a technical sense, title to the ground 
upon which this Capitol, the White House, and many other im- 
portant public buildings stand. If the recession to Virginia 
stands in law, it would seem possible that the Federal Govern- 
ment retains jurisdiction over the portion of the District north 
of the Potomac in derogation of the rights and at the sufferance 
of the State of Maryland. 

When artistic taste and solicitude for sanitary conditions 
combined to inspire the movement to reclaim the Potomac 
flats, the progress of the work soon revealed the fact that proper 
treatment of the narrow river and adjacent marshes would 
always be limited and unsatisfactory while confined to the 
northern bank alone. A fever-breeding marsh within seven or 
eight thousand feet of the White House can not be regarded 
with indifference, nor can anyone fail to observe that the im- 
provement on the north sets forth the unsightliness of the south 
bank of the river in bold relief. In short, each year more amply 
justifies the wisdom of Washington and his commission in em- 
bracing both sides of the river within the limits of the federal 
District. 

The Capitol, the White House, and all the public buildings 
were located near the center in the beginning, but the act of 
recession moved the southern line of the District to within a 
short distance of the White House grounds. This was not in- 
tended by Washington, under whose masterful direction the 
constitutional design regarding a seat for the Federal Govern- 
ment was executed. 

The act receding substantially two-fifths of the District to 
Virginia so obviously defeats the intention of the framers of 
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the Constitution in this behalf and so ruthlessly disregards the 
rights of other- parties that I have for years regarded it as 
null and void on general principles; but notwithstanding the 
interesting and important nature of the question, I have not 
found time to investigate the law and the historical facts bear- 
ing upon it. Last year, however, I had the good fortune to men- 
tion the matter to Mr. Hannis Taylor, known to the bar of the 
country as one of our leading constitutional lawyers, and that 
gentleman volunteered to examine the question and to write me 
his views upon it. 

Mr. Taylor’s letter sets forth the constitutional provision in 
question and all legislation, state and national, in relation to 
the subject, together with a review of all executive action and 
contract obligations in pursuance thereof. In fact, the letter 
is a brief of such rare clearness and ability that I believe it 
should be made permanently available for reference, and so be- 
lieving, I renew my request and ask that when printed the 
communication be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


The statement referred to is as follows (S. Doc. No. 286) : 


THE OPINION OF HANNIS TAYLOR AS TO THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE 
ACT OF RETROCESSION OF 1846. 


Hon. THOMAS H. CARTER, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR: You have requested me to make a careful ex- 
amination of every question of fact and law necessarily involved in the 
constitutionality of the act of July 9, 1846 (9 Stat., ), entitled “An 
act to retrocede the county of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 
to the State of Virginia.” I will preface my conclusions, which are 
arranged under four heads, with a few observations as to the history 
of the o. cession, that will hardly be controverted by anyone. 
The contemporaneous evidence puts the fact beyond all question that 
the final definition of a district 10 miles square as the seat of our 
Federal Government was in a special sense the personal work of Presi- 
dent Washington, whose task involved the acquisition of the title to 
the tract from three sources—the State of Vi ia, the State of Mary- 
land, and the 19 local 3 who owned that No of the heart 

hich underlies the Capitol, the te House, and 


Mary. 1 
consideration moving to such gran ors was the incidental benefits to 
accrue to them from their join th: 
the Government of the t covenant represented the 
only consideration moving directly from the Federal Government, while 
the three grantors were bound to each other by the mutual considera- 
tions marine from the one to the other under interdependent grants. 
Marylani last to grant, expressed the idea of the mutual benefits 
to be derived from a common enterprise when her legislature declared 
that “it appears to this general assembly highly just and expedient 
that all the lands within the said city should contribute, in due pro- 
portion, in the means which have already greatly enhanced the value 
of the whole.” uadrilat contract, supported by the 
foregoing: consideratio: the Federal Government entered into posses- 
sion with a perfect title, after the final cession made by Maryland, 
December 19, 1791. No one, perhaps, will deny that after the title to 
the entire area had thus from the grantors into the cor- 
rate 7 of the Nation neither the State of Virginla nor the 
Beate of Maryland could ha either in law or in equity, any claim 
to the common itage su or to that of any other State, Under 
such conditions the Fe Government remained in ceful 
sion of the entire area 10 miles and governed the same under 
the Constitution for a iod of fifty-five years. During that time the 
original boundaries as designed oy on were marked by massive 
stone monuments, which still abide unimpaired. By the act of retro- 
cession of July 9, 1846, the District was dismembered by a conveyance 
to V of nearly one-half of the entire area for no pecuniary or 
pro; consideration whatever. What was the real motive of the 
retrocession it is at this time difficult to ascertain. From a legal 
standpoint the fact that the portion 8 to Virginia had origi- 
nally been contributed by her is of no significance whatever. There- 
fore, before argument begins, the mind wonders upon what constitu- 
tional principle such retrocession could have been made. Two distinct 
parts of the Constitution are involved: First, that part of section 8, 
Article I, which provides that Congress shall have power “to exercise 
exclusive legislation in all cases whatever over such District ong ex- 
10 miles square) as may, by cession of particular Sta and 
the acceptance of Co „ become the seat of Government of the 


United States; second, that part of section 10, Article I, which pro- 
vides that “no State shall Rest any bill of attainder, ex post facto 
law, iring the ob tion of contracts.” Du e memor- 


or law im g 

able Senate debate led by Senator Haywood, of North Carolina, who, 
as chairman of the District Committee, bitterly assailed the constitu- 
tionality of the act of retrocession, the meaning and effect of section 8, 
Article I, was fully 1 I can not doubt the soundness of the 
conclusion then reached by many leading statesmen of that day to the 
effect that, considered in reference to that part of the Constitution 
alone, the act of retrocession Is null and void. What I can not under- 
stand is the fact that in any debate, however hastily conducted, the 
deeper and more obvious argument based on the contract clause of the 
Constitution (Art. I, sec. 10) should have been entirely overlooked. 
And yet the record shows that such was the fact. It never occurred 
to anyone in 1846 or since that time to look to the sources of the 
title in the lateral contract upon which the ownership of the 
area 10 miles — really depends. What is said herein as to that 
branch of the is my personal contribution to the controversy. 

The Continen Congress, after passing its last act on October 10, 
ongress that assembled at New 


1788, expired, leaying to the new C 
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ent seat of 
article 1, of the 


York on March 4, 1789, the task. of selecting a perman 
vernment under the mandate contained in section 
mstitution. The discussion began on May 15, with Virginia's offer of 

an area of 10 miles square, which was followed by like offers from 

Maryland, New Jersey, and ‘Pennsylvania. On September 3 Mr. Good- 

hue said, in debate, that “ the eastern and northern Members-had made 

up their minds on the subject, and were of opinion that on the eastern 
banks of the Susquehanna Congress should fix its permanent residence,” 
introducing at the same time a resolution to that effect. On September 

7 Mr. Lee moved to amend Mr. Goodhue’s resolution by substituting 

the north bank of the river Potomac, in the State of Maryland.“ for 

“the east bank of the river Susquehanna, in the State of Pennsylvania.” 

After prolonged discussion the act of July 16, 1790, was passed, and 

the site of the District finally located, partly in Prince * and 

Montgomery counties, in the State of Maryland, and parny in Fairfax 

County, in the State of Virginia, by proclamation of President George 

Washington, March 30, 1791, within the following bounds: 
Beginning at Jones Point, being the upper cape cf Hunting Creek, 

in Virginia, and at an angle in the outset of 45° west of the north, 

and running in a direct line 10 miles for the first line; then beginning 

again at the same Jones Point and running another direct line at a 

right angle with the first across the Potomac 10 miles for the second 

line; then from the terminations of the said first and second lines 
running two other direct lines of 10 miles each, the one crossing the 

Eastern Branch aforesaid and the other the Potomac, and meeting each 

other in a point.” 

From the foregoing it appears that the “portion derived from and 
receded to Virginia" constitutes nearly one-half of the territory of 
the District as originally defined in the proclamation of March 30, 
1791. If the act of July 9, 1846 (9 Stats., 35), entitled “An act 
to retrocede the county žl Alerandria, in the District of Columbia, to 
the State of Virginia,” is unconstitutional and void, the laws of the 
United States should now be executed by the President throughout the 
“portion derived from and receded to Virginia.” 

$ 


ACT OF 1846 UNCONSTITUTIONAL BECAUSE IN CONFLICT WITH SECTION 8, 
ARTICLE I, OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


That section provides that the Congress shall have power * * * 
to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such Dis- 
trict (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may by cession of particular 
States and the acceptance of Congress become the seat of the Govern- 
ment of the United States.” After the power to select the seat of govern- 
ment had been once exercised by 8 after the cessions had been made 
for that purpose 21 particular States,” after the area so ceded had 
been accepted by Congress under the act of July 16, 1790, declaring 
“the same is hereby accepted for the permanent seat of the Government 
of the United States,’ the power of Congress over the subject-matter was 
exhausted. Or, if it was not exhausted, it could not be exercised, 

use no power remained to transfer the District, as originally 
created and accepted, or any portion of it, to any State. In other 
words, after a district 10 miles square had once been established and 
accepted as a permanent seat of government, Congress possessed no 
power to acquire another territory for another seat of vernment without 
violating the constitutional limitation which confined it to the 10 miles 
square. The Congress, an agent of limited authority, was expressly 
authorized to receive cessions from States of a limited amount of ter- 
ritory to be held as a permanent seat of government, but it was not 
authorized expressly or impliedly to give any part of such cessions 
away to any, one. Such was the constitutional difficulty which the 
Hon. R. M. T. Hunter attempted to overcome when the bill in question 
was up for debate in the House of Representatives May 8, 1846. (See 
Congressional Globe, vol. 15, No. 2, Appendix, pp. 894-898. 

When the bill passed to the Senate the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, Senator H ood, of North Carolina, 
earnestly opposed it. In the proceedings of June 17, 1846, the follow- 


ing appears : 
“ RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 


“Mr. Haywood, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
rted the bill for the retrocession of the city and county of Alexan- 
dria, with a recommendation that it be rejected.” (Congressional Globe, 


vol. 15, No. 3, pp. 985-986. 
In the debate which too ae on June 30 Mr. Haywood said, 
rt: “If there was any particular evil to be remedied diminishin; 
he extent of the 10 miles square the committee had not been, apprised 
of it; if any particular good to be attained they were not app 8 
When the retrocession was first suggested to the consideration of the 
Senate doubts were entertained by many how far it was competent for 
Congress to recede what the Constitution had for a particular purpose 
authorized them to 25 5 — The States of Maryland and Virginia had 
ceded this territory to Congress, to be taken under its exclusive juris- 
diction for the seat of government; and Congress, in the execution of 
that intention, solemnly declared by enactment its acceptance of the 
nt, and that this District should be perpetually the seat of govern- 
ment. Individual citizens of the District, a minority, if they chose to 
assume that they were so, had purchased property and become residents 
of the county under this pledge, and unless there were some evil to be 
remedied or decided advantage to be gained by the chan which 
would compensate those citizens, where was the propriety of violating 
that pledge?" Mr. Miller, who followed, said, in part, that “he was 
inclined to think that the subject was of more importance than he had 
at first view supp . His first impressions were in favor of the bill, 
for he supposed that the whole matter depended upon the wishes of the 
people of Alexandria and Virginia. But upon an examination of the 
subject he found himself in seen’ doubt as to whether Congress had 
the power to pass such an act, and even if they had the power he was 
perfectly convinced that it would not be go policy to do it.” He 
hen contended “that if Con had the power to cede away any 
part of the District they had power to cede the whole, and thereby 
entirely defeat the intention of the constitutional provision in rd 
to the seat of government.” In the final debate, which took place on 
uly 2, “Mr. Haywood opposed the bill, and in an eloquent manner 
contended for the sacred 3 of the Constitution and the wise 
arrangements of the sages of the Revolution. He also argued the con- 
stitut onal question at considerable length and with characteristic abil- 


ity.” Thirteen Senators joined Mr. Haywood in opposition to the bill, 
which passed by a vote of 32 to 14. T OOTAMA Globe, vol. 15, 
ae 1046.) 

tion 


8 of Article 1 of the Constitution, when taken as a whole, 
Ela that The Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive 
lation in all cases whatsoever over such District (not exceeding 


miles square) as may, by cession of particular States and the 
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acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the Government of the 
United States, and to exercise like authority over all places purchased 
by the consent of the legislature of the State in which the same shall 
be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyar and other 
needful buildings.” The delegation of power thus made to Congress to 
acquire a seat of government for the United States, through a formal 
acceptance of cessions to be made by particular States, is a distinct 
subject matter, entirely separate and apart from the succeeding 78 
tion of power to govern “all places purchased by the consent of the 
legislature of the State in which the same shall be.“ Did the grant of 
an express power formally to accept cessions from particular States, 
which were to constitute and “ become the seat of government of the 
United States," carry with it, as a necessary implication, the right to 


use the means necessary for the execution of the power? In other 
words, did the implied power to use such necessary means flow from 
the express power to accomplish the end? In construing that clause 


which provides that Congress shall have power “to make all laws 
which shall be 8 and proper for carrying into execution the 
feregoing powers and all other purer’ vested by the Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in any department or officer 
thereof,” it was held at an early day that the clause in question “ con- 
fers on Congress the choice of means, and does not confine it to what is 
indispensably necessary.” (United States v. Fisher, 2 Cranch, 358.) 
In McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheat., 316) it was said that “the Gov- 
ernment which has a right to do an act, and has imposed on it the duty 
of performing that act, must, according to the dictates of reason, be 
allowed to select the means. * * * Let the end be legitimate, let 
it be within the scope of the Constitution, and all means which are 
appropriate, which are planly adapted to that end, which are not pro- 
hibited, but consistent with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, 
are constitutional.” In commenting on that conclusion in the Lega 
nder cases (12 Wall, 457) the Supreme Court sald: * Suffice it to 
say, in that case it was finally settled that in the gift of the Constitu- 
tion to Congress of authority to enact laws necessary and proper for 
the execution of all the powers created by it, the necessity spoken of is 
not to be understood as an absolute one. On the contrary, this court 
then held that the sound construction of the Constitution must allow to 
the National Legislature that discretion with respect to the means b 
which the powers it confers are to be carried into execution, * 5 wil 
e man- 


mand. Congress did not offer to the ceding States any money consid- 
eration wha 


tion, pay contemporaneous, to the efect that the Constitution 
intended 


Sarony, 111 U. S., 53.) Thus it was settled at the outset, by a practi- 
cally contemporaneous construction of the Constitution, that Congress, 
as a means of executing the express power and duty to secure a seat of 
government by cessions from particular States, which could not be com- 
pelled to cede anything, and to which no direct consideration was paid 
was authorized to promise, as an Inducement to the ceding States, tha 
the seat of government to be fixed on the territory granted by them 
should be “permanent.” Without the employment of such “ necessary 
and proper" means, how could the express power have been executed at 
all? If that be true, then the Cage in question was exhausted by its 
exercise under the act of July 16, 1790, and the entire territory ceded 
and accepted by Congress under that act was forever dedicated as 
“ the seat of the government of the United States.” Such was the view 
of en 1 oriras who opposed the passage of the act of retrocession 
on Ju > 

Sous ears ago when a movement was on foot to remoye the capital 
to the Valley of the Mississippi, the effect of the action of Congress 
under section 8, Article I, was fully discussed. I am informed that it 
was then universally admitted that by the selection of the present seat 
of government the power of Congress, under the section in question, 
had been exhausted, and that any future removal can only be accom- 
plished through an amendment of the Constitution. 


II. 


ACT OF 1846 UNCONSTITUTIONAL BECAUSE IN CONFLICT WITH SECTION 
10, ARTICLE I, OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Conclusive as were the objections made in Congress to the constitu- 
tionality of the act in question, under section 8, Article I of the Con- 
stitution. an objection more conclusive still, depending upon an en- 
tirely different section, escaped observation through the failure of bus: 
statesmen to examine the terms of the original cessions through wiih 
the territory in question was deriyed. The record shows that no es- 
amination «whatever was made in that direction. When the three 
cessions through which the territory of the District was derived are ex- 
amined, it appears that there were three granters—the State of Vir- 
ginia, the State of Maryland, and a group composed of 19 local pro- 


prietors, The grantee was “ the Congress and Government of the United 


States.“ Thus it was that four parties entered into a quadrtiateral con- 
tract which passed upon its execution, under the protection of section 
10 of Article I of the Constitution, which provides that no State shall 
“pass any bill of attainder, ex post facto law, or law impairing the 
obligation of contracts." That phase of the matter was in nowe con- 
sidered during the debates of 1546. 


THE VIRGINIA GRANT OF DECEMBER, 1789. 


Section 2 of that act reads as follows: “ Be it therefore enacted by 
the general assembly, that a tract of country not exceeding 10 miles 
square, or any lesser quantity to be located within the limits of this 
State and in any part thereof as Congress my by law direct, shall 
and the same is, forever ceded and relinquished to the Congress a 
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Government aE the United States, in full and absolute right and 5 — 
diction, as well of soil as of persons residing or to reside 
suant to the tenor and of the &th section 8 woe A2 prac aged of 
the Constitution of the vernment of the Unit 
GRANTS FROM 19 LOCAL serrate e 
ne March 30, 1791, 19 local proprietors executed an agreement in 
which— 


deeds, in ring simple, the a a whole eo our respecti 
u 


a to be laid off in what manner he p 
He may retain any number of — . — may think proper for public 
improvement or other public uses; the lots only which shall be 
off shall be a joint prope „ 


— — * each presen s oe and the same om be fairly and 


y 
F 25 
r the streets the proprietors shall receive no com tion; but 
for the squares or lands in any form which shall be taken for yablic 
buildings or any ier of public improvements or uses the proprietors 
whose lands shall be m shall receive at the rate of £25 per acre, to 


be pao by the public. 
or about June "29, 1791, these 19 
8 part of the lands which now constitu 
in execution of the 
in by deeds in a form ap 
trust deeds it is ——— that 
To and for 


inal proprietors of the 
the city of — 1 — 
ent of March 30, 1791, conveyed them 
ded later on. In each one of these 
e lands in question are conveyed— 
vir eae trast. following, and no other; that is — 
say: That all the said lands hereby bargained and sold, or such 
thereof as may be thought necessary or proper = be laid out, toge 
with Ra got lands within the said ts, for a federal „ with —— 
ages Seg parcels, and lots as the President of the United pan 
e Deine Pea . and that the said Thomas Beall, 
George, and John M. Gan the survivor of them, or the heirs ot 
such survivor, shall convey to the commissioners for the time bein 
appointed by virtue of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act for establ 
ing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government of the United 
States,’ and 3 . for the use of the United States forever.” 
Thus it that the 19 local 8 conveyed their 
lands to the Eitel States congrats 18 7 e terms and gonditions of of 
section 2 of the act Sg poh 1790, which provi 
as follows: “That th ident s of the United 8 be ae rg to 
. and by supplying vacancies ha from refusals to ace hee 
er causes, to keep in appointment as — as may be 


district accep this 

of the United 5 * Kotte ilaa and 
ident, his proclamation of March 

ceptance defined the boundaries of the sai 

square. The terms of the 88 are as follows: 


A completed the ac- 
tory of 10 miles 


“Now, therefore, for purpose of amending and com 3 the 
23 ‘of the 9 — N ia barge of 710 miles. 2 2 1 — 
e said amendatory act of Congress, ereb; ecaro: and 

pate known that the whole of the said ory Ibe ocated and 


ae ae in at tus the 


e; thence 
F lines ot {0 miles one crossi the 
elis goriak aforesaid and the other the Potomac, and meeting each 


other in a Sporak 
“And o accordin 
authori 25 the said 


with to 
defined ana limi 


to 
bodied 4 precedent s that V. mits States had 
ted alread om ER “constituti 


re.“ er lines of the lands of the several original owners 

— the site of the ci ys Washington, exclusive of Georgetown, were 
laid down on a prel y eering undwork, by 
or L'Enfant in desi — — the map of the federal city, and the 
plan of the oy was su uently mapped ont over these lines. In 
—.— uence of disputes as to the m. of portions of the deeds 
e oF sal proprietors, ‘the trustees to convey the streets 
reserva the Sewage mages to lay out the c but the 


t the fee simple was 
ta See Van Ness and Wife v. The Mayor, ete, 

of Washington, and the United States Ne Pet., 232). 

THE FINAL GRANT FROM MARYLAND. 


prior to. tne the last to convey, took no Gednittvs or effective action 
passage of her a ber 1791, entitled 

„ the Territory of Columbia and poke ty o 2 

ton.“ As early as December 1788, land her 8 

intentions in the following act, under which no action was ever 

— et to cede t he sont of the Government of in this State 

“ary fn tor: the on of the Government of the United States. 
preven . 

“Be it enacted 3 assembly o the Rep- 
resentatives of ie se State in the Hoane of (Peia ves Lia, the Con- 


gress of the United States, appointed to ADIO a at New York on the 


are hereby, authorized and 


first Wednesda: and they 
Shalt of thi of this Bente’ to cede to the Congress of the United 


required, on be 
States any ae in this State not gir ewes St miles square which 
the e seat of Government 


Con fix n and a t for 
of the Cnlted St States.” = 3 


As no conveyance could be made under this act except to “ the Con- 
83 as distinguished from the Government of the United States, 
no selectlon of a site had then been made, there was no at- 
tem tt to execute the power vested in the Representatives of Maryana 
e National House of 555 irginia made her 
hien was the first grant, 1789; the 19 local propr —.— 
perfected their grants on or about ‘the 29th of June, 1791; Maryland 


did not make her t until December 19, 1791. In that ‘grant, em- 
bodied in a te i 8 act of 13 sections, by virgin put the fact 
beyond all questio: the prior eae made by and the 19 


proprietors were 3 precedent her n the preamble 
the are recites the description of the 5 the District in these 


terms: 
" w Be ginning at Jones Point, being the upper point 5 Hunting Creek, 
in Virginia, and at an angle ‘at the outset 45° west of north, and run- 
ning a direct line 10 miles for the first 3 then beginning a at 
the same Jones Point and direct line at a Tigh angle 
d line; then 
other direct lines 10 miles can the one across the Eastern Branch 
and the other Potomac, and meeting each other in a point, which has 
since been called the Territory of Columbia. 
After thus describing the prior grant from Vi the Maryland 
act thus refers to 3 ant made by the 19 p etors: 


have conveyed 
out as a 12 25 7: pren. up part to 


to be 
i | parte act of Congress for establishin 
seat of the Government of the United 
en e fans and an 
roprietors o S urg an 
pays ment, subjecting their lots to be 3 out anew, giving 
half of the quantity thereof to be sold, and the money thence 
be applied as a donation as aforesaid, and they to be reinstated in one- 
half — ext 9 of their lots in the new location, or otherwise com- 
and in a different situation within the city, by agreement 
rey the commissioners and them, and in case of disagreemen ment, that 
then a just and full vp fs tion shall be aera in money; yet some of 
the Drop: nie — Carro — 1 1 ey some of the 
roprietors other lands, have no m imbecili 
Sones their lands wi 


aft aat ntio ed, bet £ eat number of the es having 
n ut a ver u 0 
ina ad ma the | the dent of the United tes directed a 


laid 


area defined by metes it 

eral assembly of Maryland enacted That. 
Territory called Columbia which lies within the limits of this State shall 
be, and the same is peresa acknowledged be foreyer ceded and re- 


ful 


ighly 8 aua tpe 


L 5 

the means whioh have air — enhanced the 
ey of kee whole; that an incontrovertible Bk ought to be made to 
the 8 under ublic sanction; that allowing foreigners to 
hold land within d territory will, areatly contribute to the oe 
provement and — — thereof; and that many temporary 
visions will be necessary till Congress exercises the jurisdiction oa 
government over the said territory; and 

‘Whereas in the cession of this tate, heretofore made, of territory 
for the Corman of the United States, the lines of such cession 
could not particularly d ted; and it being expedient and 
proper that 52 same should be recognized in the acts of this State,” 


pia upon the part of Maryland 
ors were cocontributors in a 


comm whose. pre note the 3 aA 7 
value ost “the to contributed b 
The declaration that“ ie appears to this eneral same A hi hiy Just 


e said city Ay « 
the means which have testion tha 


attained- the en enba 
whole—depen a pen the seat of each. 
title to the O perfected. 
A QUADRILATERAL CONTRACT ENTERED INTO. 
From the foregoing it clearly appears that the title to a territor. 
of ie District of Columbls, a6. defn the Presi. 
dent’s proclamation of 
tract * into, on the one hand, by_ thi 


Con. July 4 
Sowden, that. f the district so defined, 
Matea. and located Senait be dee: the district aema by this act 
for the nent seat of the Government of the Uni States." Bach 
Sees grantors, in consideration of that stipulation made for the 
eh, which alone the title to the whole could be 
ri terat contract in question. — is 


ressly, the: will be taken together. and construed as one instrument. 
key wall ‘known writer ressed ts 
55 = i whether 

taken and ogg ho 


3 5 on Contracts, page st Stephens Baird 
teow, 27 8 ace v. Harvard pene ere 155 302) ; Sibley v. 
Holden (10 Pick., 250) ; Wallis v. Beauchamp (15 Tex., 303) ; Strong v. 
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Barnes (11 Vt., 221) ; Norton v. Kearney no 2 443). In Fletcher 


of a large e ma 
from the State of Georgia, the contract for which was made in t 
form of a bill passed by the legislature or the State.” 

uadrilateral contract 0 


rietors on or about June 29, 1791; (4) of the grant from Maryland of 
chain, each 
land act of De- 


a whole. Every instrument refers to every other, either directly or by 
necessary implication. The Maryland act, which completed the quad- 
rilateral contract, expressly declares that the grant was made from 


have already greatly enhanced 
The fact was thus put beyond all question 
tion contrac an ald of 

g to the 

penance of 


grantors, was the e application by it of the joint 1 8 
0 


such subscriptions he common object, in the mode prescri 
subscribers and 


of the act or promise 
unless both are bound.” (Am. and Eng. Enc. of Law, vol. 7, 
and authorities.) 
this specially 

may be defined to be a transaction between two or more 
each reciprocally acquires a ries to whatever is promised 
Under this definition, says Powell, it is obvious that every feof- 
ment, gift, grant, — eens promise, etc., may be included, use 
in ali there is a mutual consent of the minds of the parties concerned 
in them, upon an agreement between them respecting some property or 
right that is the object of the stipulation. e adds that the ingredi- 
ents requisite to form a contract are parties, consent, and an obliga- 
tion to be created or dissolved; these must all concur, because the 
regular effect of all contracts is on one side to acquire and on the 


rsons, and 
y the other. 


other to part with some property or rights; or to abridge, or to re- 
strain natural liberty, iy binding the parties to do or restrain them 
from do something which before they might have done or omitted. 
If a doubt could exist that a grant is a contract, the point was de- 


cided in the ease of Fletcher v. Peck, in which it was laid down that 
a contract is either executory or executed; Bs former, a party binds 


state 8 to pass laws wena the 8 
One o „ p. 1845) 
on the case in question, says: 
contract in ald of an eleemosyn: 


mode peame b 


those 5 
Charleston (96 
rohibition shall 
must be given 
to it in all its spirit.” The attempted act of recession of 1846 is null 
and void because in conflict with sections 8 and 10 of Article I of the 
Constitution; the legislation of Virginia under which her sovereignty 
is now asserted is null and void because in conflict with section 10 0 

Article I of the Constitution. The practical dilemma is this: In 184 

two parties to a quadrilateral contract, ee by_the contract clause 
of the Constitution—to wit, the United States and Virginia—attempted 
to annul it without the assent of the other two parties, by withdraw- 
ing a large section of the consideration upon which the contract was 


made. If that attempted recession upon the . 5 of the United States 
and Virginia is valid, then the contract as a Whole fails. Neither party 
is bound untess all are bound. If the United States and Virginia, as a 


matter of law, actually annuled the quadrilateral contract, then Mary- 
land and the representatives of the 19 proprietors can justly and 
legally claim every foot of land embraced in the limits of the District 
as now defined. If the retrocession to Virginia is to stand, then the 
land underlying the Capitol, the White House, and the Treasury be- 
longs either to Maryland or the local proprictors by whom it was 

anted. The Nation can only be protected against that result by a 
5 — of the Supreme Court of fie United States declaring the act 
of retrocession of 1846 to be null and void. 


III. 
JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT OVER THE CONTROVERSY. 


Fortunately there is no real danger in the foregoing reductio ad 
horribile. e title of the United States to all the territory within the 
District as originally defined is perfect by reason of the fact that the 
act of recession of 1846 is 5 unconstitutional and void, (1) be- 
cause of the reasons set forth in the debates in Congress at the time of 
its passage; (2) because of the reasons herein set forth for the first 
time. What, then, is the remedy? A complete answer is to be found 
in the opinion of the ge trie Court in the case of The United States v. 
Texas (143 U. S., 621-649), in which it was held: (1) That the Su- 
preme Court can, under the Constitution, take cognizance of an original 
suit brought by the United States against a State to determine the 
boundary between one of the Territories and such State; (2) that the 
Supreme Court has jurisdiction to determine a disputed question of 
boundary between the United States and a State; (3) that a suit 
in equity begun in the Supreme Court is appropriate for determining a 
boundary between the United States and one of the States. In the 
course of its opinion the court said: 

“In view of these cases it can not with 


by the United States against a State to determine the boundary between 
one of the Territories and such State. * * * We can not assume 
that the framers of the Constitution, while extending the judicial power 
of the United States to controversies between two or more States of 
the Union and between a State of the Union and foreign States, in- 
tended to exempt a State altogether from suit by the General Govern- 
ment. They could not have overlooked the possibility that controver- 
sies capable of judicial solution might arise between the United States 
and some of the States and that the permanence of the Union might be 
endangered if to some tribunal was not intrusted the power to deter- 
mine them according to the recognized principles of law.“ 

That case solyes every problem that can possibly arise in an or al 
suit between the United States and Virginia as to the boundaries of the 
District of Columbia. It also solves in advance another problem that 
will surely arise, sooner or later, between the United States and Mary- 
land, if the recession of 1856 to Virginia is not annulled. In that event 
Maryland has a perfect right to claim of the United States, by reason 
of the recession of the original quadrilateral agreement, the return of 
every foot of land ed by her and now embraced within the present 
limits of the District. That right Maryland can enforce in an original 
suit against the United States in the Supreme Court, under the au- 
thority of United States v. Texas. That great case has also refuted 
most emphatically the strange contention made by Senator George F. 
Hoar in the report made by him to the Senate on April 11, 1902 (57th 
Cong., Ist sess, Rept. No. 1078), as to the’ constitutionality of 
the act of retrocession of 1846. In that report he said: “As to the 
suggestion that the retrocession was unconstitutional, it seems to us 
the answer is that from the nature of the case it is a political and not 
a judicial question, and that it has been settled by the political authori- 
ties alone competent to decide it.“ Such a theory, always untenable, 
was completely wiped out by the judgment in the case in question, in 
which it was expressly decided that “it can not, with propriety, be 
said that a question of pounaaty. between a Territory of the United 
States and one of the States of the Union is of a 5 nature, and 
not susceptible of judicial determination by a court having jurisdiction 
of such a controversy. * * We can not assume that the framers 
of the Constitution, while extending the judicial power of the United 
States to controversies between two or more States of the Union, and 
between a State of the Union and foreign States, intended to exempt a 
State altogether from suit by the General Government.” 

The right to proceed under that case can not be affected, of course, 
by the decision in Phillips v. Bayne (92 U. S., 130), in which it was 
held that the yalidity of the retrocession to Virginia of Alexandria 
County can not be raised by a taxpayer in an action to recover for 
taxes alleged to have been assessed illegally. It was held therein that 
the validity of the retrocession can only be raised by the sovereignties 
interested acting on their own account. The doctrine of acquiescence 
can not be set up against the United States by one holding under an 
unconstitutional or void law. In Norton v. Shelby County (118 U. S., 
425) the court said: “An unconstitutional act is not law; it confers no 
rights; it imposes no duties; it affords no protection; it creates no 
office; it is, in legal contemplation, as inoperative as though it had 
never been passed.” Resting upon the case of Hildreth v. Melntire 
(1 J. J. Marsh, 206, Ky.), the Supreme Court held that, under our 
system of written constitutions, de ‘facto conditions can not impart 
constitutional validity to acts or institutions. The case of United 
States v. Texas settled the fact that all controversies as to boundaries 
between the United States and States present questions purely judicial ; 
they are justiciable by the Supreme Court alone. The idea, as restated 
By nator Hoar, that such questions are political was extinguished by 

t judgment. 

IV. 


DUTY OF THE PRESIDENT IN THE PREMISES. 


The constitutional mandate that requires the President to “ take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed" compels him to ascertain 
and determine the limits of the territory over which they are to be en- 
forced. In his argument in United States v. Texas the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States stated the matter in this form: “The Presi- 
dent in enforcing the laws must determine over what territory they 
are to be enforced. (Carr v. United States. 98 U. S., 486; Foster v. 
2 Pet.. 306; Cherokee Nation v. Southern Kansas Railroad 
Company, 135 U. S., 656.) Upon a kindred principle of international 
law all conflicts as to boundaries with foreign States pertain, in the 
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are, As a p 
the President belleves that Virginia is in unlawful 


possession of that 
ortion of the District described in the act of 1846, it is his constitu- 
ional duty to “take care that the laws be faithfully executed” in 
that area, regardless of any contrary opinion the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government mis t entertain on the subject. He could hold 
no other view without abdicating the independence of the executive 
wer in the execution of the laws. It however, in my humble 
Ne a case in which there should be friendly consultation be- 
tween the executive and legislative departments, because in the event 
of a recovery in the | ghee Court Congress would no doubt be called 
upon to pass such a bill of indemnity as would relieve Virginia of any 
accountability for revenues derived from the area in question during 
her de facto occupation. In the appendix hereto is embraced all the 
acts of government upon which the quadrilateral contract in question 
depends, and also the agreement and form of the deed from the local 
proprietors. 
Yours, with great respect, Hannis TAYLOR. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 12, 1919. 


APPENDIX. 


Embracing all the acts of ernment upon which the quadrilateral 
contract in question dependa; and also the agreement and form of the 
deed from the local proprietors. 


No. 1. 
VIRGINIA CESSION OF DECEMBER 8, 1789. 


An act for the cession of 10 miles square or any lesser quantity of 
territory within this State (Virginia) to the United States in Con- 
assembled, for the nent seat of the General Government. 

Ipo ves, December 3, 1789. 


1. Whereas the equal and common benefits resulting from the ad- 
ministration of the General Government will be best diffused and 
its operations become more prompt and certain by establishing such a 
situation for the seat of said Government as will be most central and 
convenient to the citizens of the United States at large, having regard 
as well to population, extent of territory, free navigation to the 
Atlantic through the Chesapeake Bay, as to the most direct 
and ready communication with our fellow-citizens in the western 
frontiers; and whereas it appears to this assembly that a situation com- 
bining all the considerations and advantages ‘ore recited may be 
had on the banks of the river Potomac, above tide water, in a coun 
rich and fertile in soil, healthy and salubrious in climate, and abound- 
ing in all the necessaries and conveniences of life, where, in a loca- 
tion of 10 miles square, if the wisdom of Congress shall so direct, 
the pasis e: Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia may participate 
in such location : 

2. Be it therefore enacted by the general assombly, That a tract of 

untry, not Seas 10 miles square, or any lesser quantity, to be 
located within the limits of this State, and in any part thereof as Con- 
gress may by law direct, shall be, and the same is, forever ceded and 
relinquished to the Congress and Government of the United States, in 
full and absolute right and exclusive jurisdiction, as well of soil as of 
persons residing or to reside thereon, pursuant to the tenor and efect 
of the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution of the 
Government of the United States. 

3. Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be herein con- 
strued to vest in the United States any Dae apg of 8 the soll, 
or to affect the rights of individuals th otherwise n the same 
shall or may be transferred by such individuals to the United States. 

4. And provided also, That the 5 of the laws of this 
Commonwealth over the persons and prope of individuals residing 
within the limits of the cession aforesaid shall not cease or determine 
until Congress, A e the said cession, shall by law provide 
for the ernment eof, under their jurisdiction, in the manner 
provided by the article of the Constitution before recited. 


No. 2. 
THE FIRST ACT OF CONGRESS OF JULY 16, 1790, 


for. establishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Gov- 
a ‘ernment of the nited States. 


Secrion 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House 5 Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That a district 
of territory, not exceeding 10 miles square, to be located as hereafter 
directed on the river Potomac, at some place between the mouths of 
the Eastern Branch and the 9 be, and the same is hereby, 
accepted for the permanent seat of the Government of the United 
States: Provided, nevertheless, That the operation of the laws of the 
State within such district shall not be aff by this acceptance, until 
the time fixed for the removal of Government thereto, and until 
Congress shall otherwise by law provide. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of the United 
States be authorized to appoint, and by supplying vacancies happening 
from refusals to act or other causes, to keep in appointment as long 
as may be necessary three commissioners, who, or any two of whom, 
shall, under the direction of the President, survey, and by proper 
metes and bounds define and limit a district of territory, under the 
limitations above mentioned; and the district so defined, limited, and 
located shall be deemed the district a ted by. this act for the per- 
manent seat of the Government of the United States. 

Sec. 3. And be it (further) enacted, That the said commissioners, or 
any two of them, shall have power to purchase or accept such ty 
of land on the eastern side of the said river, within the said district, as 
the President shall deem proper for the use of the United States and 
according to such plans as the President shall approve, the said com- 
missioners, or any two of them, shall prior to the first Monday in 
December, in the year 1800, provide suitable buildings for the accom- 
modation of Congress and of the President and for the public officcs 
of the Government of the United States. 
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Sec. 4. And de it 1 enacted, That for 9 the expense 
of such purchases and buildings, the President of the ted States be 
authorized and requested to accept grants of money. 

Sec. 5. And be it (further) enacted, That prior to the first Monday 
in December next, all offices attached to the seat of the Government of 
_ United S 


e year 1 
1, by, virtue of this act, be transferred to the district 
and place aforesai And all offices attached to the said seat of Gov- 
ernment, shall reer be removed thereto by their respective 
holders, and shall, after the said day, cease to be exercised elsewhere; 
and that the necessary expense of such removal shall be defrayed out 
See 5 imposts and tonnage, of which a sufficient sum is 


appro; ed. 
Approved, July 16, 1790. (1 Stats., 130.) 


No. 3. 
PRESIDENT’S PROCLAMATION OF JANUARY 24, 1791. 


In pursuance of the act of 16th of July, 1790, three commissioners 
were N who proceeded to locate the district of 10 miles square 
agreeably to the following proclamation of the President : 


By THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
A PROCLAMATION. 


sq 
ernment of the United States,” did enact, that the representatives of 
the said State in the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United 2 appointed to assemble at New York on the first Wednes- 


And the general assembly of the Commonwealth of Virginia, 5 an 
act passed on the 3d day of December, 1789, and entitled “An act for 
the cession of 10 miles ae or any lesser quantity of territory within 
this State, to the United States in Con assembled, for the perma- 
nent seat of the General Government,” did enact, that a tract of coun- 
uy not exceeding 10 square miles, or any lesser quantity, to be located 
within the limits of the said State, and in any part thereof, as Congress 
s by law direct, should be and the same was thereby forever ceded 
and relinquished to the Congress aud Government of the United States, 
in full and absolute right, and exclusive jurisdiction, as well of soil as 
of persons residi or to reside thereon, pursuant to the tenor and effect 
of the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution of Govern- 
ment of the United States: 

And the Congress of the United States, by their act passed the 16th 
day of July, 1790, and entitled “An act for establishing the 8 
and N seat of the Government of the United States,” authoriz 
the ident of the United States to appoint three commissioners to 
survey under direction, and by proper metes and bounds to limit 
a district of territory not exceeding 10 miles square on the river Poto- 
mac, at some place between the mouth of the Eastern Branch and 
Conococh e, which district, so to be located and limited, was ac- 
cepted by the said act of Co as the district for the permanent seat 
of the Government of the United States. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers to me confided, and after 
duly ing and weighing the advantages and disadvantages of the 
several situations within the limits aforesaid, I do hereby declare and 
make known that the location of one part of the said district of 10 miles 
square shall be found by running four lines of experiment in the follow- 
ing manner; that is to say: Running from the court-house of Alexan- 

in V ia, due southwest half a mile, and thence a due southeast 
course till it shall — Hunting Creek, to fix the beginning of the said 


Then bi 
point on 


eginn: 
And the said four lines of 8 veig so run, I do hereby de- 
tha t 


now fixed upon, and di 
located for a part of the said p 
ess for the permanent seat of the Government of the United States; 
ereby expressly 5 the direction of the survey and location of the 
remaining part of the said district, to be made hereafter contiguous to 
such part or parts of the pry location as is or shall be agreeably to law. 

And I do accordingly irect the said commissioners, appoint agree- 
ably to the tenor of the said act, to proceed forthwith to run the 
said lines of experiment, * same bene run, to survey and, by 
proper metes and bounds, to define and limit the part within the same 
nich is hereinbefore directed for immediate location and acceptance, 
and thereof to make due report to me under their hands and seals. 

In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the United States to 
be affixed to these presents, and signed the same with my hand. Done 
at the city of Philadelphia the 24th day of January, in the year of our 
Lord 1791, and of the Independence of the United States the fifteenth. 


GECRGE WASHINGTON. 
By the President : 
THOMAS J 


No. 4. 
THE AMENDATORY ACT OF MARCH 3, 1791. 
An act to amend an act for establishing the temporary and permanent 
seat of the Government of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of R seniatires of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That so much of the 
act entitled “An act for establishing the temporary and permanent 
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and the territor 
anria, not exceeding 10, miles 
nited 


parposes as: if ‘the 1 wi 
as e same ha 
Pecited act: Provided, 
the erection of the publie . — 
side of the river Potomac, as req cay 
Approved March 3, 1791. (1 T Stats., 4.) 


No. 5. 
PRESIDENT'S PROCLAMATION OF MARCH 30, 1791. 


land, for the purpose of locatin: 
are, for the permanent seat o 
certain part was directed to 


rgetown, 
a part of the territory of 10 miles 
Government of the United 5 
be located within the said lines of riment on both sides of the 
Potomac, and above the limits of th ern Branch, prescribed by 
the said act of Congress; 

Congress, by an amendatory a ct, passed on 1 3d of this 
present montir of of March, have given Turtller authority to ent 
of the United States “to make sor pen of the said territory below the 
mog limit and aboye the mouth of Hunting Creek a part of said district, 

as to include a convenient part of the Eastern Branch, and of the 
lands lying on the lower side thereof, and also the town of Alexandria: 
Now, therefore, for the rpose of 8 and square, fa cont the 
location of the whole of sa territo of 10 mi 1 8 orm- 
ity with Be yam ha 


in "a pe 
I 917 accordingly direet the commissioners named under the 
authority of the said first-mentioned act of Congress to proeeed forth- 
with to have the said four lines run, and boun 
and — preg and thereof to mak 


my own 
h day of March, In the year of 
pendence of the United Sta the 


GEORGE WASHINGTON. 


No. 6. 
AGREEMENT OF THE ORIGINAL PROPRIETORS OF MARCH 30, 1791. 


On March 28, 1791, President Washington reached on te we, 
on the 29th he rode over the proposed site of the Federal com. 
Enie with the three commissioners and the two — —— 

a 9 and Maj. Peter Charles L'Enfant. 

the eve of the same day a meetin 62888 

ob et Staats y agreement between gta Bde 
constituting the site of — 5 City and tne U nited States 
missioners, and W. good counsel on that occasion had so 
favorable an effect that the. general features were settled that 


evening for the a ent, which was signed and executed by nineteen 
ore y holders == next next’ day, and thereby 7 — its Jaa —.— titles to 
perty within th city may be ve been de- 


cided on — aing: ch ted by th issioners and 
agreement, W was a e comm rs 
corded in thelr books on April 12, 1281. was as follows hi 
We, the subscribers, in consideration of the great benefits we expect 
to derive from having the federal city laid off u ese ee our ae do Ragga 
agree and bind ourselves, heirs, executors, an con- 
vey, in trust, to a President of the United States, or 5 
or such person or persons as he shall appotnt, by boi good and a ons 
deeds, in fee 8 the fons of eae an respective lands which he ma 
clud the lines of the federal city, for the 


= 


squares 
ponte “pee ges or other public — and the lots only whi 
laid off shall be a joint property between the trustees on be 
the puois and each present proprietor, and the same shall be fairly ma 
equally divided between the lie and the individuals as soon as may 
be the city shall be laid off. 

For the streets the proprietors shall receive no com n. but 
for the squares or lands in any form which shall — — "publie 
5 or any kind of public improvements or uses the. proprietors 
whose lands shall be taken shall receive at the rate of £25 per acre, to 
be paid by the public. 

“The whole wood on Hag 4 the be the p 

rietors, and should any 

eft standing the same 3 
reasonable valuation, exclusive 
land Lon erate same shall — © his tan 

a proprietor shall rotate the ti eee use o! d 
until the same shall be sold and occupied by the purchase of the lots 


r for 


of the 


the Pres’ 
id for by the public at a just and 
pei ee. to be paid for the 


“In witness whereof we have hereunto set our 


in con 
ma; old in the towns of Hamburg or oe 
aoutnaritness whereof we have hereunto set our hands 
* ROBERT PETER. j 


SEAL, 
„Darm BURNES. SBAL.. 
“Jas. M. LINGAN: SEAL. 
“Untan FORREST. SEAL. 
“ BENJAMIN. STODDERT. SEAL. 
“ NOTLEY YOUNG. SBAL. 
“DANIEL Pa of Duddington. [smaL. 
“ OVERTON SBAL. 
“THOMAS poate, of George. SEAL. 
“ CHAS. BEATTY. SEAL. 
“ ANTHONY HOLMEAD, SEAL. 
„Wu. YOUNG. SBAL. 
“ EDWARD PIERCE, SEAL. 
“ ABRAHAM YOUNG. SEAL. 
“Jas. PIERCE. SEAL. 
“Ws. PROVE. —.— 
* ROBERT PETER, 
“As Attorney in Fact for Eliphas Deania 
“BENJAMIN STODDERT, [SB4L.} 
“ Por Jas. Warren, written authority from W. Toren 
WII. RING. [SEAL] 
ed and sealed in presence of Mr. a Beale, an 


exce KKK 
ception. of to all subscribers, incl 
Wu. BAILEY. 
“Wa. ROBERTSON. 
“JOHN LUTER. 
“Sam. Davipson (witness to Abraham Young signing). 
“ BENJAMIN Sropperr (witness to Pierce's signing). 
“JossrH E. Rows (for Jno. Warring). 
“Wa. Deaxtne, Jr. (for Wm. Prout and Wm. King).“ 


— 


No. 7. 
FORM OF TRUST DEED USED BY THE 19 ORIGINAL PROPRINTORS. 

On or about the 29th of June, 1791. 19 original proprietors of the 
greater parts of the lands which now constitute the. city of Washing- 
ton conveyed them in trust, by deeds in the following form, viz: 

Copy of the deed in trust from an original proprietor of the ground on 
l which the city of Washington is located to the trustees appointed by 
authority of the United States to receive the same.] 

ture, made this 29th day of June, in the year of our Lord 
here is inserted the name of the grantor), of the State 
part, and 2 Beall, of George, and John 

M. Gantt, bet the State of Maryland. of the other part, witnesseth : 
That the said the grantor), for and in consideration 
of the sum 15 feo to him in hand paid by the same Thomas Beall, of 
George, and J M. Gantt, before the sealing and delivery of these 
presents, the t reana he doth hereby acknowledge, and thereof 
doth acquit the recip Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, their 
executors and administrators ; and also, for and in consideration of the 
uses and age 9 mentioned. to be performed by the said 
Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, and the survivor of them, 
and the heirs of such survivor, according to the true intent and meaning 
sold, allened, released, and confirmed, 
grant, bargain, sell, anes release, and con- 
firm unto the said Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, and 


a pins 


e said —— ~ (the 
grantor) is seized or to which he is entitled. in Carrollsburg or Ham- 
u 
their a 


ands with 

ppurtenances the said Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. 
Gantt, and the survivor of them, and the heirs of such survivor for- 
ever: To and for the special trust Zono vini and no other; that is to 
say: That all the said lands hereby bargained and sold, of such part 
thereof as may be thought p suid fit proper to be laid out, topher 
with other lands within the said limits, for a federal city, th such 
streets, squares, par „and lots as the President of the United States 
for the time 1 — shal a er z and “that the said Thomas Beall, of 
George, and John M. Gantt, or the survivor of them, or the heirs of 
such surviyor shall convey to the commissioners for the time being, 


appointed virtue of the act of Congress entitled “An act for estab- 
lishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government of the 
Unit States, and their successors, for the use of the United States 


forever, all the said streets and such of the said Squares, parcels, and 
lots as the President shall deem proper, for the use of the United 
States ; ae that as to the residue of the said lots, into which the said 
lands hereby bargained and sold shall hare been laid off and divided, 
that a fair and equal division of them shall be made. And if no other 
mode of division shall be agreed on by consent of the said — 
(the grantor) and the commissioners for the time being, then such 
residue of the said lots lots shall be divided, every other lot alternate — 


the said ———_ (the grantor), and it shall, — that event, 
— vith — Bap lot, whet a, the said ——_——_ ————_- (th Taher als Shalt 

— —— a the lowest number laid out on the said lands or 
the fo 


I I lots which may in any manner be divided or as- 
said (the grantor) shall, thereupon, to- 
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gether with 5 of the bargained and sold lands, if any, which 
shall not have n laid out in the said city, be conveyed by the said 
Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, or the survivor of them, 
or the heirs of such survivor, to him, the said the 
grantor), his heirs and assigns. And that the said other lots shall and 
rf be sold at such time or times, in such manner, and on such terms 
and conditions as the President of the United States for the time 3 
shall direct; and that the said Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. 
Gantt, or the survivor of them, or the heirs of such survivor, will, on 
the order and direction of the President, convey all the said lots so 
sold and ordered to be conveyed to the respective purchasers in fee 
simple, according to the terms and conditions of such purchases; and 
the produce of the sales of the said lots when sold as aforesaid shall in 
the first piace be applied to the payment in money to the said 

(the grantor), his executors, administrators, or assigns, for all 
the part of the land hereby bargained and sold which shall have been 


laid off into lots, squares, or parcels, and 8 as aforesaid to 
the use of the United States, at the rate of per acre, not accounting 
the said streets as thereof. 


And the said £25 per acre, being so paid, or in any other manner 
satisfied, that then the produce of the same sale, or what thereof ma 
remain as aforesaid, in money or securities of any kind, shall be paid, 
assigned, transferred, and delivered over to the President of the United 
States, for the time being, as a grant of money, and to be applied for 
the purposes and according to the act of Con aforesaid. But the 
said conveyance to the said (the grantor), his heirs or 
assigns, as well as the conveyance to the purchasers, shall be on and 
— — to such terms and conditions as shall be thought reasonable, by 
the President, for the time being, for 8 the materials and man- 
ner of the buildings and improvements on the lots, generally, in the said 


city, or in parti r streets, or parts thereof, for common convenience 
ety, and order: Provided, Such terms and conditions be declared 
before the sales of any of the said lots, under the direction of the 


President. And in trust further, and on the agreement that the said 
(the grantor), his heirs or assigns, shall and may con- 
tinue his possession and occupation of the said lands hereby bargained 
and sold, at his and their will and pleasure, until they shall be occu- 
pied under the said appropriations for the use of the United States as 
aforesaid, or by pu sers; and when any lot or parcels shall be occu- 
pied under purchase or appropriations as aforesaid, then, and not until 
then, shall the said the grantor) roan his occu- 
pation thereof. And in trust also, as to the trees, timber, and wood 
on the premises, that he the said (the grantor), his heirs 
or assigns, may freely cut down, take, and carry away, and use the 
same as his and their property, except such of the trees and wood 
growing as the President or commissioners aforesaid may judge proper, 
and give notice, shall be left for ornaments, for which the just and 
reasonable value shall be paid to the said the grantor), 
— ye e e administrators, or assigns, exclusive of the £25 per acre 
‘or the lan 

And in case the arrangements of the streets, lots, and the like will 
conveniently admit of it, he the said (the grantor), his 
heirs or assigns, if he so desire it, shall possess and retain his build- 
ings and graveyard, if any, on the hereby bargained and sold land, 
paying to the President at the rate of £12 10s. per acre for the lands 
so retained, because of such buildings and graveyards, to be applied as 
aforesaid, and the same shall thereupon be conveyed to the sald 
the grantor), his heirs or assigns, with his lots. But if the 
arrangements of the streets, lots, and the like will not convenientl 
admit of such retention, and it shall become necessary to remove su 
buildings, then the said (the grantor), his executors, 
administrators, or assigns, shall be paid the reasonable value thereof 
in the same manner as squares or other und appropriated for the 
use of the United States are to be 22 ier. And use it may so 
happen that by deaths or removals of the said Thomas Beall, of George, 
and John M. Gantt, and from other causes, difficulties may occur in 
fully perfecting the said trusts, by executing all the said conveyances, 
if no eventual provision is made, it is therefore eed and covenanted 
between all the said parties, that the said Thomas Beall, of George, and 
John M. Gantt, or either of them, or the heirs of any of them, lawfully 
may, and that they, at any time, at the request of the President of the 
Vn States for the time being, will convey all or any of the said 
lands hereby bargained and sold, which shall not then have been con- 
veyed in execution of the trusts aforesaid, to such person or persons as 
he shall appoint, in fee simple, subject to the trusts then remaining to 
be executed, and to the end that some may be perfected. 

And it is further granted and agreed between all the said parties, 
and each of the said parties doth for himself, respectively, and his 
heirs, covenant and grant to and with the others of them, that he and 
they shall and will, if required by the President of the United States 
for the time being, join in and execute any further deed or deeds for 
carrying into effect the trusts, purposes, and true intent of this pres- 
ent deed. In witness whereof the rties to these presents have 
hereunto set their hands and affixed their seals the day and year first 
above written. $ 

Signed by the grantor. 


Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 


[SBAL.] 


All the residue of the lands ipag oe the bounds of the city 
were, by an act of the legislature of Maryland, passed on or about the 
19th of December, 1791, vested in the same trustees, and subjected to 
the same trusts. 

No. 8. 


MARYLAND CESSION OF DECEMBER 19, 1791. 
An act concerning the . oF Columbia and the city of Wash- 
gton. 


[Passed December 19, 1791.1 


Whereas the President of the United States, by virtue of several 
acts of Congress, and acts of the assemblies of 5 and 9 
by his proclamation, dated at Georgetown on the th day of rch, 
1791, did declare and make known that the whole of the territory ot 
10 miles square, for the permanent seat of government of the United 
States, shall be located and included within the four lines following 
that is to say: Beginning at Jones Point, being the upper point of 
Hunting Creek, in Virginia, and at an angle at the outset 45° west of 
north, and running a direct line 10 miles for the first line; then be- 
ginning again at the same Jones Point and running another direct line 
at a right angle with the first across the Potomac 10 miles for the 
second line; then from the terminations of the said first and second 


lines running two other direct lines 10 miles cach, the one across the 
Eastern Branch and the other Potomac, and meeting each other in a 
point, which has since been called the Territory of Columbia; and 

Whereas Notley Young, Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, and many 
others, proprietors of the greater part of the land hereinafter men- 
tioned to have been laid out in a city came into an agreement, and 
have conyeyed their lands in trust to Thomas Beall, son of George, and 
John Mackall Gantt, whereby they have subjected their lands to be 
laid out as a city, given up part to the United States, and subjected 
other parts to be sold to raise money as a donation to be employed 
according to the act of Congress for establishing the temporary and 
permanent seat of the Government of the United States, under and 
upon the terms and conditions contained in each of the said deeds; 
and many of the proprietors of lots in Carrollsburg and aio have 
also come into an agreement, subjecting their lots to be laid out 
anew, gi up one-half of the quantity thereof to be sold, and the 
money thence 3 to be applied as a donation as aforesaid, and 
they to be reinstated in one-half of the quantity of their lots in the 
new location, or otherwise compensated in land in a different situa- 
tion within the city, by agreement between tbe commissioners and 
them, and in case of disagreement, that then a just and full compen- 
sation shall be made in money; yet some of the proprietors in Carrolls- 
burg and Hamburg, as well as some of the proprietors of other lands, 
have not, from imbecility and other causes, come into ear agreement 
concerning their lands within tbe limits hereinafter mentioned, but a 
very great number of the landholders having agreed on the same 
terms, the President of the United States directed a city to be laid 
out comprehending all the lands beginning on the east side of Rock 
Creek, at a stone standing in the middle of the road leading from 
Georgetown to Bladensburg; thence along the middle of the said 
road to a stone standing on the east side of the Reedy Branch of 
Goose Creek; thence southeasterly, making an angle of 61° 20’ with the 
meridian, to a stone standing in the road leading from Bladensburg to 
the Eastern Branch ferry; then south to a stone 90 poles north of the 
east-and-west line already drawn from the mouth of Goose Creek to the 
Eastern Branch; then east, parallel to the said east-and-west line, to 
the Eastern Branch; then with the waters of the Eastern Branch, 
Potomac River, and Rock Creek to the beginning, which has since been 
called the city of Washington; and 

Whereas it 1 to this general assembly highly just and e 
dient that all the lands within the said city should contribute, in 
proportion, in the means which have already greatly enhanced 
value of the whole; that an incontrovertible title ought to be made to 
the purchasers, under public sanction; that allowing foreigners to hold 
land within the said territory will greatly contribute to the improve- 
ment and population thereof; and that many temporary provisions 
will be necessary till Congress exercise the jurisdiction and govern- 
ment over the said territory; and 

Whereas in the cession of this State, heretofore made, of territory 
for the Government of the United States, the lines of such cession 
could not be particularly designated; and it being expedient and proper 
that the same should be recognized in the acts of this State— 

2. Be it enacted by the general assembly of Maryland, That all that 

rt of the said territory called “ Columbia" which Hes within the 
imits of this State shall be, and the same is hereby, acknowledged to 
be forever ceded and relinquished to the Congress and Government of 
the United States, and full and absolute right and exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, as well of soil as of persons residing or to reside thereon, pur- 
suant to the tenor and eff of the eighth section of the first article of 
the Constitution of Government of the United States: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed to vest in the United 
States any i of property in the soil as to affect the rights of indi- 
viduals therein, otherw: than the same shall or may be transferred 
by such individuals to the United States: And provided also, That the 
urisdiction of the laws of this State over the persons and property of 

dividuals residing within the limits of the cession aforesaid shall not 
cease or determine until Congress shall, by law, provide for the gov- 
ernment thereof, under their jurisdiction, in manner provided by the 
article of the Constitution before recited. 

3. And be it enacted, That all the lands belonging to minors, persons 
absent out of the State, married women, or persons non compos men- 
tis, or the lands the property of this State, within the limits of Car- 
rolisburg and Hamburg, shall be, and are hereby, subjected to the terms 
and conditions hereinbefore recited, as to the jots where the proprie- 
tors thereof have agreed concerning the same; and all the other lands, 
belonging as aforesaid, within the limits of the said city of Washington, 
shall be, and are hereby, subjected to the same terms and conditions 
as the said Notley Young, Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, and others, 
have, by their said agreements and deeds, subjected their lands to, and 
where no conveyances have been made the legal estate and trust are 
hereby invested in the said Thomas Beall, son of George, and John 
Mackall Gantt, in the same manner as if each proprietor had been com- 
petent to make, and had made, a legal conveyance of his or her land, 
according to the form of those already mentioned, with proper acknowl- 
edgments of the execution thereof, and where necessary, of release of 
dower, and in every case where the proprietor is an infant, a married 
woman, insane, absent out of the State, or shall not attend on three 
months’ advertisement of notice in the Maryland Journal and Baltimore 
Advertiser, the Maryland Herald, and in the Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria pers, so that allotment can not take place sr agreement, the 
83 aforesaid, or any two of them, may allot or assign the 

rtion or share of such proprietor as near the old situation as may be, 

Carrollsburg and Hamburg, and to the full value of what the party 
might claim under the terms before recited; and as to the other lands 
within the said city, the commissioners aforesaid, or any two of them, 
shall make such allotment and assignment, within the lands belonging 
to the same person, in alternate lots, determined by lot or ballot, 
whether the party shall begin with the lowest number: Provided, 
That in the cases of coverture and infancy, if the husband, guardian, 
or next friend will agree with the commissioners, or any two of them, 
then an effectual division may be made by consent; and in case of con- 
trary claims, if the claimants will not jointly agree, the commissioners 
may proceed as if the proprietor was a t; and all persons to whom 
allotments and assignments of lands shall be made by the commission- 
ers, or any two of them, on consent and agreement, or pursuant to this 
act without consent, shall hold the same in their former estate and 
interest, and in lieu of their former goang; and subject in every re- 
spect to all such limitations, conditions, and incumbrances as their 
former estate and interest, and in lieu of their former 1 8 i and 
subject in every respect to all such limitations, conditions, cum- 
brances as their former estates and interests were subject to, and as if 
on aime had been actually reconveyed pursuant to the said deed in 

ust. 


e- 
ue 
the 
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4. And be it enacted, That where the proprietor or proprietors, pos- 


sessor or possessors, of any lands within the limits of 
Washington, or within the limits of Carrollsburg or Ham * 
have not already, or who shall not, within three months of s act, 
execute deeds in trust to the aforesaid Thomas Beall and John M. 
Gantt, of all their lands within the limits of the said city of Washington, 
and on the terms and sonditions mentioned in the deeds 5 exe- 
cuted by Notley OR and others, and execute deeds in trust to the 
said Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt of all their lots in the towns 
of Carrollsburg and Hamburg on the same terms and conditions con- 
tained in the deeds already executed by the greater part of the pro- 
prietors of lots In the said towns, the said commissioners, or any two 
of them, shall and may, at 5 or times thereafter, issue a proces: 
directed to the sheriff of Prince George County, commanding him, in 
the name of the State, to summon five substantial freeholders, 
who are not of kin to any a ag or proprietors of the lands afore- 
said, and who are not proprietors themselyes, to meet on a certain 
day, and at a certain place within the limits of the sald city, to in- 
quire of the value of the estate of such pear or phi ate 
possessor or rs, on which day and place the said s ff shall 
attend, with the freeholders by him summoned, which freeholders shall 
take the following oath, or affirmation, on the land to be by them 
valued, to wit: “I, A. È., ão ey 4 swear (or affirm) that I will, 
to the best of my judgment, value the lands of C. D. now to be valued 
so as to do equal right and justice to the said C. D. and to the public, 
taking into consideration all circumstances,” and shall then proceed 
to value the said lands; and such valuation, under their hands and 
seals and under the hand and seal of the said sheriff, shall be annexed 
to the said process and returned 77 the sheriff to the clerk appointed 
by virtue of this act, who shall make record of the same, and the sald 
lands shall, on the permet of such valuation, be and is hereby vested 
in the said commissioners in trust, to be disposed of by them or other- 
wise employed to the use of the said city of Washington; and the 
sherif aforesaid and freeholders aforesaid shall be allowed the same 
fees for their trouble as are allowed to a sheriff and juryman in exe- 
cuting a writ of inquiry; in all cases where the proprietor or 
possessor is tenant in right of dower or by the courtesy the freehold- 
ers aforesaid shall ascertain the annual value of the lands and the 
gross value of such estate therein, and upon paying such gross value 
or securing to the possessor the payment of the annual valuation, at 
the option of the proprietor or possessor, the commissioners shall be, 
and are hereby, ves with the whole estate of such tenant in manner 
and for the uses and purposes aforesaid. 

5. And be it enacted, That all the squares, lots, and parcels of land 
within the said city which have been or shall be aporo riated for the 
use of the United States, and all the lots and parcels which have been 
or shall be sold to raise money as a donation as aforesaid shall remain 
and be to the purchasers, according to the terms and conditions of 
their respective purchase; and purchases and leases from private per- 
sons claiming to be propeton and having, or those under whom the 
claim having, been in the possession of the lands purchased or le b 
in their own right, five whole years next before the passing of this 
act, shall be good and effectual for the estate, and on the terms and 
conditions of such purchases and leases, respectively, without impeach- 
ment, and against any contrary title now existing; but if any person 
hath made a conveyance, or shall make a conveyance or lease, of any 
lands within the d city, not having right and title to do so, the per- 
son who might be entitled to recover the land under a contrary title 
now existing may, either by way of ejectment against the tenant or 
in an action for 1 Rie and received for his use against the bar- 
gainer or lessor, his irs, executors, administrators, or devisees, as 
the case may require, recover all money received by him for the 
squares, pieces, or parcels appropriated for the use of the United 
States, as well as for lots or parcels sold and rents received by the 
person not having title as aforesaid, with interest from the time of 
receipt; and, on such recovery in ejectment, where the land is in lease, 
the tenant shall thereafter hold under, and pay the rent reserved to, 
the person making title to and recovering the Innd; but the possession 
bona fide acquired in none of the said cases shall be changed. 

6. And be it enacted, That any foreigner may by d. or will here- 
after to be made take and hold lands within that part of the said terri- 
tory which lies within this State in the same manner as if he were a 
citizen of this State; and the same lands may be conveyed by him and 
transmitted to and inherited by his heirs or relations as if he and 
they were citizens of this State; provided that no foreigner shail, in 
virtue hereof, be entitled to any further or other privilege of a citizen. 

7. An t enacted, That the said commissioners, or any two of 
them, may appoint a clerk for recording deeds of land within the said 
territory, who shall provide a proper book for the purpose, and therein 
record, in a strong, ble hand, all deeds duly acknowledged, of lands 
in the said territory, delivered to him to be recorded, and in the same 
book make due entries of all divisions and allotments of lands and lots 
made by the commissioners in pursuance of this act, and certificates 
granted by them of sales, and the purchase money having been paid, 
with a proper alphabet in the same book of the deeds and entries 
aforesaid; and the same book shall carefully preserve and deliver over 
to the commissioners aforesaid, or thelr successors, or such rson or 
persons as Congress shall hereafter appaia which clerk shall continue 
such during good behavior, and shall be removable only on a convic- 
tion of misbehavior In a_court of law; but before he acts as such he 
shall take an oath or affirmation well and truly to execute his office, 
and he shall be entitled to the same fees as are or may be allowed t 
the clerks of the county courts for searches, copying, and recording. 

& And be it enacted, That acknowledgments of deeds made before a 
person in the manner and certified as the laws of this State direct, 
or made hefore and certified by either of the co oners, shali be 
effectual; and that no deed hereafter to be made, of or for lands 
within that part of the said territory which lies within this State, shall 
operate as a legal conveyance, nor shall any lease for more than seven 
years be effectual, unless the deed shall have been acknowledged as 
aforesaid, and delivered to the said clerk to be recorded wi six 
calendar months from the date thereof. 

9. And be it enacted, That the commissioners aforesaid, or some two 
of them, shall direct an entry to be made in the said record book of 
every allotment and assignment to the respective proprietors in pur- 
suance of this act. 

10. And for the encouragement of master builders to undertake the 
building and finishing houses within the sald city by securing to them 
a just and effectual remedy for their advances and earni Be it 
enacted, That for all sums due and owing on written contra for the 
building any house In the said city, or the brickwork or carpenters’ or 
joiners’ work thereon, the undertaker or workmen employed by the 

erson for whose use the house shall be built shall have a lien on the 
—— and the ground on which the same is erected, as well as for 
the materials found by him: Provided, The said written contract shall 


within six calendar months from the time of acknowledgem: 

said, and if within two years after the last of the work is done he pro- 
in equity he shall haye as u C 

law within the same time he may have execution against the house and 

land, in whose hands soever the same may be; but this remedy shall 

be considered as additional only, nor shall, as to the land, take placo 

of any legal incumbrance made prior to the commencement of such 


aim, 

11. And be it enacted, That the treasurer of the western shore be 
empowered and required to pay the $72,000 agreed to be advanced to 
the President by resolutions of the last sessions of assembly, in sims 
as the same come to his hands on the 5 fan without 
waiting for the day appointed for the — ereof. 

12. And be it ena „That the commissioners aforesaid for the time 
being, or any two of them, shall from time to time, until Con 
shall exercise the jurisdiction and government within the said Terri- 
tory, have power to license the building of wharves in the waters of 
the Potomac and the Eastern Branch, adjoining the said city, of the 
materials, in the manner and of the extent they may judge durabl 
convenient, and agreeing with the general order; but no license shal 
be granted to one to build a wharf before the land of another, nor 
shall any wharf be built in the waters without license as aforesaid; 
and if any wharf shall be built without such license. or different there- 
from, the same is hereby declared a common nuisance. They may 
also, from time to time, make regulations for the discharge and laying 
of ballast from ships or vessels lying in the Potomac River above the 
lower line of the said Territory and Georgetown, and from ships and 
vessels lying In the Eastern Branch. They may also, from time to 
time, make regulations for landing and laying materials for building 
the said city, for disposing and laying earth which may be dug out of 
the wells, cellars, and foundations, and for ascertaining the thickness 
of the walls of houses, and to enforce the observance of all such regu- 
lations by ar inting penalties for the breach of any one of them not 


exceeding current money, which may be recovered in the name 
of the said commissioners, by warrant, before a justice of the peace, 
as in case of small debts, and dis, of as a donation for the 


purpose of the said act of Congress. And the said commissioners, 
or any two of them, may grant licenses for retaili distilled spirits 
within the limits of the said city, and suspend or lare the same 
void. And if any person shall retail or sell any distilled spirits, mixed 
or unmixed, in less than 10 gallons to the same person, or at the same 
time actually delivered, he or she shall forfeit for every such sale £3, 
to be recovered and applied ns aforesaid. " 

13. And be it enacted, That an act of assembly of this State to con- 
¢cemn lands. if 5 for the publie buildings of the United States 
be, and is hereby, repealed. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN CONNECTICUT, 


Mr. BULKELEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
139), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

Senate resolution 139. 

Resotved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and fhe is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of Connecticut in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications before 
1887 on file in the department. the salary of each former postmaster 
to be stated for each specified term of service by commissions and 
box rents, as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster 
on file in the Sixth Auditor’s office, and to show the exact excess of 
the salary by commissions and box rents over the salary N sexe in every 
case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than e salary by 
box rents and commissions; and to 5 in all respects with the 

blic order of the Postmaster-General of February 17. 1884, for stat- 
lng such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 
3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to 
comply with this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed 
to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his hands per- 
taining to each and every such claim. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
141), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 141. 


Resolced, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to employ during the Sixty-first Congress 
a stenographer, from time to time as may be necessary, to report such 
hearings as may be had by the committee and subcommittees in con- 
nection with any matter that may be before the committee, and to have 
the same printed for its use, and that any expense in connection with 
the foreg: shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I submit a resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

If the Senate will indulge me just a moment, I will state 
that under the compact act, approved June 23, 1836, it is pro- 
vided that 5 per cent of the proceeds of the sale of all public 
lands in Arkansas shall be reseryed and paid to the State for 
read purposes and for drainage. There seems to be some con- 
fusion between the Interior Department and the state treasurer 
of my State as to the reservation and the payment of this 
money. It is purely a local affair, and I trust the Senate will 
indulge me for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 140), as follows: 

Senate resolution 140. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
requested fo furnish to the United States Senate at his earliest con- 
venience a statement showing the total amount of public land sold 
and disposed of under the various acts of Congress in the State of 
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Arkansas after the 1st day of July, 1836, together with the total amount 
of money received therefrom, and also a statement of the total amount 
of money paid to the State of Arkansas from the sale of said public 
lands, under section 3 of the compact act. by which said State was ad- 
mitted to the Union, approved June 23, 1836. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution just read? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho calls for 
the regular order, which is in the nature of an objection. Are 
there further concurrent or other resolutions? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Arkansas goes over. 

Mr. DAVIS. I trust the Senator from Idaho will withdraw 
his objection. It is purely a local affair, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if I may be indulged, I or- 
dinarily would, of course, make no objection. But there is a 
special order for this morning, and Senators are waiting to take 
up the special order, which will require only a little time. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will take but a moment to pass the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have had a number of such requests, and 
I must insist on the regular order, 

Mr. DAVIS. The resolution could have been passed while 
this colloquy was going on between the Senator from Idaho and 
myself. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I need not assure the Senator that I have 
no feeling in the matter. I only want to have the regular order 
reached as early as possible. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. BAILEY. I submit a resolution, and in view of the 
statement which the Senator from Idaho has just made I will 
ask that it lie on the table until to-morrow morning. Then I 
shall ask unanimous consent for its consideration. It is purely 
a local matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the same order be made in regard to 
the resolution which I introduced. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. It has gone over. The resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 142), as follows: 

Senate resolution 142. 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor 
of claimants in Indian depredation cases, not heretofore reported, re- 
quiring an appropriation by Congress, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over until to- 
morrow, at the request of the Senator from Texas, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

H. R. 16311. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers-and sailors; 

H. R. 17752. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 17755. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 

H. R. 18006. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors. 

H. R. 7900. An act for the relief of Thomas B. Pope was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H. R. 17500. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

CONSERVATION OF NATIONAL RESOURCES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In my annual message I reserved the subject of the conserva- 
tion of our national resources for discussion in a special mes- 
sage, as follows: 


In several departments there is presented the necessity for legislation 
looking to the further conservation of our national resources, and the 
subject is one of such importance as to require a more detailed and 


extended discussion than can be entered upon in this communication. 


For that reason I shall take an early opportunity to send a special mes- 
sage to Congress on the subject of the improvement of our waterways; 
upon the reclamation and irrigation of arid. semiarid, and swamp lands: 
upon the preservation of our forests, and the reforesting of suitable 
areas; upon the reclassification of the public domain with a view of 
separating from agricultural settlement mineral, coal, and phosphate 
lands and sites belonging to the Government bordering on streams suit- 
able for the utilization of water power. 

In 1860 we had a public domain of 1,055,911,288 acres. We 
have now 731,354,081 acres, confined largely to the mountain 
ranges and the arid and semiarid plains. We have, in addi- 
tion, 368,035,075 acres of land in Alaska. 

The public lands were, during the earliest administrations, 
treated as a national asset for the liquidation of the public 
debt and as a source of reward for our soldiers and sailors. 
Later on they were donated in large amounts in aid of the con- 
struction of wagon roads and railways, in order to open up 
regions in the West then almost inaccessible. All the principal 
land statutes were enacted more than a quarter of a century 
ago. The homestead act, the preemption and timber-culture 
act, the coal land and the mining acts were among these. The 
rapid disposition of the public lands under the early statutes, 
and the lax methods of distribution prevailing, due, I think, 
to the belief that these lands should rapidly pass into private 
ownership, gave rise to the impression that the public domain 
was legitimate prey for the unscrupulous, and that it was not 
contrary to good morals to circumvent the land laws. This 
prodigal manner of disposition resulted in the passing of large 
areas of valuable land and many of our national resources iato 
the hands of persons who felt little or no responsibility for pro- 
moting the national welfare through their development. The 
truth is that title to millions of acres of public lands was 
fraudulently obtained, and that the right to recover a large part 
of such lands for the Government long since ceased by reason 
of statutes of limitation. 

There has developed in recent years a deep concern in the 
public mind respecting the preseryation and proper use of our 
natural resources. This has been particularly directed toward 
the conservation. of the resources of the public domain. The 
problem is how to save and how to utilize, how to conserve and 
still develop, for no sane person can contend that it is for the 
common good that Nature's blessings are only for unborn gen- 
erations. 

Among the most noteworthy reforms initiated by my distin- 
guished predecessor were the vigorous prosecution of land frauds 
and the bringing to public attention of the necessity for presery- 
ing the remaining public domain from further spoliation, for 
the maintenance and extension of our forest resources, and 
for the enactment of laws amending the obsolete statutes so 
as to retain governmental control over that part of the public 
domain in which there are valuable deposits of coal, of oll, 
and of phosphate, and, in addition thereto, to preserve control, 
under conditions favorable to the public, of the lands along the 
streams in which the fall of water can be made to generate 
power to be transmitted in the form of electricity many miles 
to the point of its use, known as “ water-power ” sites. 

The investigations into violations of the public-land laws and 
the prosecution of land frauds have been vigorously continued 
under my administration, as has been the withdrawal of coal 
lands for classification and valuation and the temporary with- 
holding of power sites. 

Since March 4, 1909, temporary withdrawals of power sites 
have been made on 102 streams, and these withdrawals therefore 
cover 229 per cent more streams than were covered by the 
withdrawals made prior to that date. 

The present statutes, except so far as they dispose of the 
precious metals and the purely agricultural lands, are not 
adapted to carry out the modern view of the best disposition 
of public lands to private ownership, under conditions offering 
on the one hand sufficient inducement to private capital to take 
them over for proper development, with restrictive conditions 
on the other which shall secure to the public that character of 
control which will prevent a monopoly or misuse of the lands 
or their products. The power of the Secretary of the Interior 
to withdraw from the operation of existing statutes tracts of 
land, the disposition of which under such statutes would be 
detrimental to the public interest, is not clear or satisfactory. 
This power has been exercised in the interest of the public, 
with the hope that Congress might affirm the action of the Ex- 
ecutive by laws adapted to the new conditions. Unfortunately, 
Congress has not thus far fully acted on the recommendations 
of the Executive, and the question as to what the Executive is 
to do is, under the circumstances, full of difficulty. It seems 
to me that it is the duty of Congress now, by a statute, to 
validate the withdrawals which have been made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the President, and to authorize the 
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Secretary of the Interior temporarily to withdraw lands pend- 
ing submission to Congress of recommendations as to legisla- 
tion to meet conditions or emergencies as they arise. 

One of the most pressing needs in the matter of public-land 
reform is that lands should be classified according to their 
principal value or use. This ought to be done by that depart- 
ment whose force is best adapted to that work. It should be 
done by the Interior Department through the Geological Survey. 
Much of the confusion, fraud, and contention which has existed 
in the past has arisen from the lack of an official and deter- 
minative classification of the public lands and their contents. 

It is now proposed to dispose of agricultural lands as such, 
and at the same time to reserve for other disposition the 
treasure of coal, oil, asphaltum, natural gas, and phosphate con- 
tained therein. This may be best accomplished by separating 
the right to mine from the title to the surface, giving the neces- 
sary use of so much of the latter as may be required for the 
extraction of the deposits. The surface might be disposed of 
as agricultural land under the general agricultural statutes, 
while the coal or other mineral could be disposed of by lease 
on a royalty basis, with provisions requiring a certain amount 
of development each year; and in order to prevent the use 
and cession of such lands with others of similar character so 
as to constitute a monopoly forbidden by law, the lease should 
contain suitable provision subjecting to forfeiture the interest 
of persons participating in such monopoly. Such law shoul 
apply to Alaska as well as to the United States. : 

It is exceedingly difficult to frame a statute to retain gov- 
ernment control over a property to be developed by private 
capital in such manner as to secure the governmental purpose 
and at the same time not frighten away the investment of 
the necessary capital. Hence it may be necessary by laws that 
are really only experimental to determine from their prac- 
tical operation what is the best method of securing the result 
aimed at. 

The extent of the value of phosphate is hardly realized, and 
with the need that there will be for it as the years roll on and 
the necessity for fertilizing the land shall become more acute, 
this will be a product which will probably attract the greed of 
monopolists. 

With respect to the public land which lies along the streams 
offering opportunity to convert water power into transmissible 
electricity, another important phase of the public-land question 
is presented. There are valuable water-power sites through all 
the public-land States. The opinion is held that the transfer 
of sovereignty from the Federal Government to the territorial 
governments as they become States included the water power 
in the rivers, except so far as that owned by riparian pro- 
prietors. I do not think it necessary to go into a discussion 
of this somewhat mooted question of law. It seems to me 
sufficient to say that the man who owns and controls the land 
along the stream from which the power is to be converted and 
transmitted owns land which is indispensable to the conver- 
sion and use of that power. I can not conceive how the power 
in streams flowing through public lands can be made available 
at all except by using the land itself as the site for the con- 
struction of the plant by which the power is generated and con- 
verted and securing a right of way thereover for transmission 
lines. Under these conditions, if the Government owns the 
adjacent land—indeed, if the Government is the riparian 
owner—it may control the use of the water power by imposing 
proper conditions on the disposition of the land necessary in the 
creation and utilization of the water power. 

The development in electrical appliances for the conversion 
of the water power into electricity to be transmitted long dis- 
tances has progressed so far that it is no longer problematical, 
but it is a certain inference that in the future the power of the 
water falling in the streams to a large extent will take the place 
of natural fuels. In the disposition of the domain already 
granted, many water-power sites have come under absolute 
ownership, and many drift into one ownership, so that all the 
water power under private ownership shall be a monopoly. If, 
however, the water-power sites now owned by the Government— 
and there are enough of them—shall be disposed of to private 
persons for the investment of their capital in such a way as to 
prevent their union for purposes of monopoly with other water- 
power sites, and under conditions that shall limit the right of 
use to not exceeding fifty years with proper means for determin- 
ing a reasonable graduated rental, and with some equitable pro- 
vision for fixing terms of renewal, it would seem entirely pos- 
sible to prevent the absorption of these most useful lands by a 
power monopoly. As long as the Government retains control 
and can prevent their improper union with other plants, com- 
petition must be maintained and prices kept reasonable. 

In considering the conservation of the natural resources of 
the country, the feature that transcends all others, including 


woods, waters, minerals, is the soil of the country. It is incum- 
bent upon the Government to foster by all available means the 
resources of the country that produce the food of the people. 
To this end the conservation of the soils of the country should 
be cared for with all means at the Government's disposal. 
Their productive powers should have the attention of our 
scientists that we may conserve the new soils, improve the 
old soils, drain wet soils, ditch swamp soils, levee river-over- 
flow soils, grow trees on thin soils, pasture hillside soils, rotate 
crops on all soils, discover methods for cropping dry-land soils, 
find grasses and legumes for all soils, feed grains and mill feeds 
on the farms where they originate, that the soils from which 
they come may be enriched. 

A work of the utmost importance to inform and instruct the 
public on this chief branch of the conservation of our resources 
is being carried on successfully in the Department of Agricul- 
ture; but it ought not to escape public attention that state 
action in addition to that of the Department of Agriculture (as, 
for instance, in the drainage of swamp lands) is essential to 
the best treatment of the soils in the manner above indicated. 

The act by which, in semiarid parts of the public domain, 
the area of the homestead has been enlarged from 160 to 320 
acres has resulted most beneficially in the extension of “dry 
farming,” and in the demonstration which has been made of 
the possibility, through a variation in the character and mode 
of culture, of raising substantial crops without the presence of 
such a supply of water as has been heretofore thought to be 
necessary for agriculture. 

But there are millions of acres of completely arid land in 
the public domain which, by the establishment of reservoirs for 
the storing of water and the irrigation of the lands, may be 
made much more fruitful and productive than the best lands in 
a climate where the moisture comes from the clouds. Con- 
gress recognized the importance of this method of artificial 
distribution of water on the arid Jands by the passage of the 
reclamation act. ‘The proceeds of the public lands create the 
fund to build the works needed to store and furnish the neces- 
sary water, and it was left to the Secretary of the Interior to 
determine what projects should be selected among those sug- 
gested, and to direct the Reclamation Service, with the funds 
at hand and through the engineers in its employ, to construct 
the works. 

No one can visit the Far West and the country of arid and 
semiarid lands without being convinced that this is one of the 
most important methods of the conservation of our natural re- 
sources that the Government has entered upon. It would ap- 
pear that over 30 projects have been undertaken, and that a 
few of those are likely to be unsuccessful because of lack of 
water, or for other reasons, but generally the work which has 
been done has been well done, and many important engineer- 
ing problems have been met and solved. 

One of the difficulties which has arisen is that too many 
projects, in view of the available funds, have been set on foot. 
The funds available under the reclamation statute are inade- 
quate to complete these projects within a reasonable time. And 
yet the projects have been begun; settlers have been invited to 
take up and, in many instances, have taken up the public land 
within the projects, relying upon their prompt completion. The 
failure to complete the projects for their benefit is, in effect, a 
breach of faith and leaves them in a most distressed condition. 
I urge that the Nation ought to afford the means to lift them 
out of the very desperate condition in which they now are. 
This condition does not indicate any excessive waste or any 
corruption on the part of the Reclamation Service. It only in- 
dicates an overzealous desire to extend the benefit of reclama- 
tion to as many acres and as many States as possible. I rec- 
ommend, therefore, that authority be given to issue not exceed- 
ing $30,000,000 of bonds from time to time, as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall find it necessary, the proceeds to be applied 
to the completion of the projects already begun and their 
proper extension, and the bonds running ten years or more 
to be taken up by the proceeds of returns to the reclamation 
fund, which returns, as the years go on, will increase rapidly 
in amount. 

There is no doubt at all that if these bonds were to be allowed 
to run ten years the proceeds from the public lands, together 
with the rentals for water furnished through the completed 
enterprises, would quickly create a sinking fund large enough 
to retire the bonds within the time specified. I hope that, while 
the statute shall provide that these bonds are to be paid out of 
the reclamation fund, it will be drawn in such a way as to 
secure interest at the lowest rate, and that the credit of the 
United States will be pledged for their redemption. 

I urge consideration of the recommendations of the Secretary of 
the Interior in his annual report for amendments of the reclama- 
tion act, proposing other relief for settlers on these projects, 
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Respecting the comparatively small timbered areas on the 
public domain not included in national forests, because of their 
isolation or their special value for agricultural or mineral pur- 
poses, it is apparent from the evils resulting by virtue of the 
imperfections of existing laws for the disposition of timber 
lands that the acts of June 3, 1878, should be repealed and a 
law enacted for the disposition of the timber at public sale, the 
lands after the removal of the timber to be subject to appro- 
priation under the agricultural or mineral land laws. 

What I have said is really an epitome of the recommenda- 
tions of the Secretary of the Interior in respect to the future 
conservation of the public domain in his present annual report. 
He has given close attention to the problem of disposition of 
these lands under such conditions as to invite the private cap- 
ital necessary to their development on the one hand, and the 
maintenance of the restrictions necessary to prevent monopoly 
and abuse from absolute ownership on the other. These rec- 
ommendations are incorporated in bills he has prepared, and 
they are at the disposition of the Congress. I carnestly recom- 
mend that all the suggestions which he has made with respect 
to these lands shall be embodied in statutes, and especially 
that the withdrawals already made shall be validated so far as 
necessary, and that the authority of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to withdraw lands for the purpose of submitting recom- 
mendations as to future disposition of them where new legis- 
lation is needed shall be made complete and unquestioned. 

The forest reserves of the United States, some 190,000,000 
acres in extent, are under the control of the Department of 
Agriculture, with authority adequate to preserve them and to 
extend their growth so far as that may be practicable. The 
importance of the maintenance of our forests can not be exag- 
gerated. The possibility of a scientific treatment of forests so 
that they shall be made to yield a large return in timber with- 
out really reducing the supply has been demonstrated in other 
countries, and we should work toward the standard set by 
them as far as their methods are applicable to our conditions. 

Upward of 400,000,000 acres of forest land in this country 
are in private ownership, but only 3 per cent of it is being 
treated scientifically and with a view to the maintenance of the 
forests. The part played by the forests in the equalization of 
the supply of water on watersheds is a matter of discussion and 
dispute, but the general benefit to be derived by the public from 
the extension of forest lands on watersheds and the promotion 
of the growth of trees in places that are now denuded and that 
once had great flourishing forests goes without saying. The 
control to be exercised over private owners in their treatment 
of the forests which they own is a matter for state and not 
national regulation, because there is nothing in the Constitution 
that authorizes the Federal Government to exercise any control 
over forests within a State, unless the forests are owned in a 
proprietary way by the Federal Government. 

It has been proposed, and a bill for the passed the 
lower House in the last Congress, that the National Government 
appropriate a certain amount each year out of the receipts from 
the forestry business of the Government to institute reforesta- 
tion at the sources of certain navigable streams, to be selected 
by the Geological Survey, with a view to determining the prac- 
ticability of thus improving and protecting the streams for fed- 
eral purposes. I think a moderate expenditure for each year 
for this purpose for a period of five or ten years would be of 
the utmost benefit in the development of our forestry system. 

I come now to the improvement of the inland waterways. He 
would be blind, indeed, who did not realize that the people of 
the entire West, and especially those of the Mississippi Valley, 
have been aroused to the need there is for the improvement of 
our inland waterways. The Mississippi River, with the Mis- 
souri on the one hand and the Ohio on the other, Would seem 
to offer a great natural means of interstate transportation and 
traffic. How far, if properly improved, they would relieve the 
railroads or supplement them in respect to the bulkier and 
cheaper commodities is a matter of conjecture. No enterprise 
ought to be undertaken the cost of which is not definitely ascer- 
tained and the benefit and advantage of which are not known 
and assured by competent engineers and other authority. When, 
however, a project of a definite character for the improvement 
of a waterway has been developed so that the plans have been 
drawn, the cost definitely estimated, and the traffic which will 
be accommodated is reasonably probable, I think it is the duty 
of Congress to undertake the project and make provision there- 
for in the proper appropriation bill. 

One of the projects which answers the description I have 
given is that of introducing dams into the Ohio River from 
Pittsburg to Cairo, so as to maintain at all seasons of the year, 
by slack water, a depth of 9 feet. Upward of 7 of these dams 


while the total required is 54. The remaining cost is known to 
be $63,000,000. 

It seems to me that in the development of our inland water- 
ways it would be wise to begin with this particular project and 
carry it through as rapidly as may be. I assume from reliable in- 
formation that it can be constructed economically in twelve years. 

What has been said of the Ohio River is true in a less com- 
plete way of the improvement of the upper Mississippi from 
St. Paul to St. Louis, to a constant depth of 6 feet, and of the 
Missouri, from Kansas City to St. Louis, to a constant depth 
of 6 feet, and from St. Louis to Cairo, to a depth of 8 feet. 
These projects have been pronounced practical by competent 
boards of army engineers, their cost has been estimated, and 
there is business which would follow the improvement. 

I recommend, therefore, that the present Congress, in the 
river and harbor bill, make provision for continuing contracts 
to complete these improvements. 

As these improvements are being made, and the traffic en- 
couraged by them shows itself of sufficient importance, the im- 
provement of the Mississippi beyond Cairo down to the Gulf, 
which is now going on with the maintenance of a depth of 9 
feet everywhere, may be changed to another and greater depth 
if the necessity for it shall appear to arise out of the traffic 
which can be delivered on the river at Cairo. 

I am informed that the investigation by the Waterways Com- 
mission in Europe shows that the existence of a waterway by 
no means assures traffic unless there is traffic adapted to water 
carriage at cheap rates at one end or the other of the stream. 
It also appears in Europe that the depth of the nontidal streams 
is rarely more than 6 feet, and never more than 10. But it 
is certain that enormous quantities of merchandise are trans- 
ported over the rivers and canals in Germany and France and 
England, and it is also certain that the existence of such meth- 
ods of traffic materially affects the rates which the railroads 
charge, and it is the best regulator of those rates that we have, 
not even excepting the governmental regulation through the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. For this reason, I hope that 
this Congress will take such steps that it may be called the 
inaugurator of the new system of inland waterways. 

For reasons which it is not necessary here to state, Congress 
has seen fit to order an investigation into the Interior Depart- 
ment and the Forest Service of the Agricultural Department. 
The results of that investigation are not needed to determine 
the value of, and the necessity for, the new legislation which I 
have recommended in respect to the public lands and in respect 
to reclamation. I earnestly urge that the measures recom- 
mended be taken up and disposed of promptly, without awaiting 
the investigation which has been determined upon. 

Wu. H. Tart. 

THe Warre House, January 14, 1910. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following report: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing an investigation of the 
Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by 
the Senate insert the following: 

“That a joint committee of both Houses of Congress is here- 
by created, to be composed of six Members of the Senate, to be 
appointed by the President thereof, and six Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be elected by that body. Any va- 
cancy occurring on the committee shall be filled in the same man- 
ner as the original appointment. The said committee is hereby 
empowered and directed to make a thorough and complete in- 
vestigation of the administration, action, and conduct of the 
Department of the Interior and its several bureaus, officers, 
and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and its officers and employees, touching, 
relating to, or bearing upon the reclamation, conservation, man- 
agement, and of the lands of the United States, or any 
lands held in trust by the United States for any purpose, in- 
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said committee is authorized and empowered to make any fur- 
ther investigation touching said Interior Department, its bu- 
reaus, officers, and employees, and of said Bureau of Forestry, 
its officers and employees, as it may deem desirable. Said 
committee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby empowered to 
sit and act during the session or recess of Congress, or of either 
House thereof; to require by subpœna, or otherwise, the attend- 
ance of witnesses and the production of books, documents, and 
papers; to take the testimony of witnesses under oath; to ob- 
tain documents, papers, and other information from the several 
departments of the Government, or any bureau thereof; to em- 
ploy stenographers to take and make a record of all evidence 
taken and received by the committee, and to keep a record of its 
proceedings; to have such evidence, record, and other matter 
required by the committee printed and suitably bound; and to 
employ such assistance as may be deemed necessary. The chair- 
man of the committee, or any member thereof, may administer 
oaths to witnesses. Subpoœnas for witnesses shall be issued 
under the signature of the chairman of the committee or the 
chairman of any subcommittee thereof. And in case of dis- 
obedience to a subpoena this committee may invoke the aid of 
any court of the United States or of any of the Territories 
thereof or of the District of Columbia or the district of Alaska, 
within the jurisdiction of which any inquiry may be carried 
on by said committee in requiring the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and docu- 
ments under the provisions of this resolution. And any such 
court within the jurisdiction of which the inquiry under this 
resolution is being carried on may, in case of contumacy or re- 
fusal to obey a subpeena issued to any person under authority 
of this resolution, issue an order requiring such person to ap- 
pear before said committee and produce books and papers if so 
ordered and give evidence touching the matter in question, and 
any failure to obey such order of the court may be punished 
by such court as a contempt thereof. The claim that any such 
testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the person giving 
such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying, 
but such evidence or testimony shall not be used against such 
person on the trial of any criminal proceeding except in prose- 
cution for perjury committed in giving such testimony. 

“Tn addition to being subject to punishment for contempt, as 
hereinbefore provided, every person who, having been summoned 
as a witness by authority of said committee or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, willfully makes default or who, having appeared, 
refuses to answer any questions pertinent to the investigation 
herein authorized, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, 
upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than 
one thousand dollars nor Jess than one hundred dollars and 
imprisonment in a common jail for not more than one year nor 
less thanone month. Any official or ex-official of the Department 
of the Interior, or of the Bureau of Forestry in the Department 
of Agriculture, whose official conduct is in question may appear 
and be heard before the said joint committee or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, in person or by counsel. 

“All hearings by and before said joint committee or any sub- 
committee thereof shall be open to the public. The said joint 
committee shall conclude its investigation and report to this 
Congress all the evidence taken and received and their findings 
and conclusions thereon. The sum of twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay the necessary expenses of said joint committee, 
the said sum to be disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate upon 
vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the committee.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Knute NELSON, 

C. D. CLARK, 

S. D. MCENERY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN DALZELL, 

WALTER I. SMITH, 

JohN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEORGE L. SHOUP, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 33) of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 33. 


Resolved by the House o 8 (the Senate concurring), 
That the statue of Geo . Shoup, presented by the State of Idaho 
and now in place in Statuary Hall, is hereby accepted in the name of 
the United States, and the thanks of Congress tendered the State for 
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this contribution of the statue of one of its most eminent citizens, 
illustrious for his distinguished military and civil services. 
Second. That a copy of these resolutions, suitably en and 
ony authenticated, be transmitted to the governor of the State of 
0. 


Mr. HEYBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from 
Idaho yield to the junior Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentlemen 
composing the statuary commission of the State of Idaho hav- 
ing this matter in charge be permitted to occupy the floor of 
the Senate during these services. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the junior Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is entered as requested. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I send to the desk a communication from 
the governor of the State of Idaho, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


STATE OF IDAHO, Execurivy OFFICE, 
Boise, Idaho, Janaary 5, 1910. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Idaho in accepting the invitation contained in section 1814 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, by an act of its legislature ap- 
proved March 10, 1907, made an appropriation to provide a statue of 
George L. Shoup to be placed in Statuary Hall of the Nation's Capitol. 
The act provided that the commission to have the work in charge 
should be composed of Hon. Frank R. Gooding, governor; Hon. WELDON 
B. HEYBURN and Hon. WILLIAM E. Boram, United States Senators; 
uon: Sarton L. French, Representative in Congress; and Hon. Joseph 

errau 

The commission has performed its duties and the statue is now in 
place in Statuary Hall. 

As governor of the State of Idaho, I have the honor to present this 
statue of George L. Shoup, who for many years was our most dis- 
tinguished statesman, soldier, and citizen. e was the first governor 
of our new State and served ten years as our first United States Sen- 
ator; the pioneer who blazed the way in Idaho for our present high 
state of civilization and development, and whose memory our people 
delight to honor by erecting this monument as an evidence of their 
md eta of his eminent services in behalf of our State and Nation. 

have the honor to be, 


Yours, very respectfully, James H. BRADY, 


Governor of Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the duty that we undertake 
to-day is a novel one, and on few occasions have such ceremonies 
been had; but when we take into consideration the spirit which 
actuated the legislation pursuant to which these ceremonies aré 
held, we must be aware of the very grave and patriotic motives 
which prompted those who passed that act. 

In 1864, on the 2d day of July, sitting in this Capitol, the 
Congress of the United States, considering the state of the 
Union and the character of the men who stood for the Union in 
that hour, realizing that the opportunity offered to do a special 
honor to those men and men of their class and character, set 
aside the historic hall in which the House of Representatives 
had sat from practically the beginning of the Government in 
order that the States might bring to the National Capitol the 
representatives of their choice who stood for the principles of 
government and the patriotism of that hour. 

On the 2d of July, 1864, under the windows where these men 
sat the smoke from the bake ovens arose where bread was being 
baked for the armies of the United States. Perhaps this gen- 
eration does not know that right under the windows, under the 
old brown steps, which the older Members remember, were the 
bake ovens for the armies in Washington, and that the armies 
lay camped all around these grounds. Patriotism was in the 
air, and the Congress was but voicing the sentiment of the 
American people when it rose to this patriotic emergency and 
provided by law as follows: 

And the President is hereby authorized to invite each and all the 
States to provide and furnish statues, in marble or bronze, not exceed- 
ing two in number for each State, of dece: persons who have been 
citizens thereof and illustrious for their historic renown or from dis- 
tinguished civic or military services, such as each State shall determine 
to $s worthy of this national commemoration ; and when so furnished, 
the same shall be pisces in the old Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives, in the Capitol of the United States, which is hereby set apart, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, as a National Statuary 
the purposes herein indicated. 

I feel that we owe it to the Congress to apologize for having 
anticipated the acceptance of this statue by placing it in 
Statuary Hall before it was accepted. It is evident from the 
language of this act that Congress places the statue there, not 
the State. The State presents it. The language is: “ Provide 
and furnish statues * * and when so furnished ’—that is, 
furnished to the Government or to Congress—they shall be 
placed in that hall. By whom? Not by the State, but by the 
Government. I interject this suggestion because it is or may 


become a very pertinent one. 


all, for 
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The House has already accepted this statue, and, so far as 
that branch of the Government is concerned, it is properly 
there. When this body shall have accepted it, it will be the 
property of the Government of the United States, and then, 
and not until then, is it properly within that hall. 

The State of Idaho, by an act approved March 5, 1907, has 
made a sufficient appropriation and provision for the furnishing 
of this statue, and it is pursuant to that act, which is the 
designation of the choice and election on the part of the State, 
3 the statue now stands at the door of Congress for its 
action. 

It is the statue of George Laird Shoup, born in the State 
of Pennsylvania, going to Illinois when yet a young man, and 
remaining there until early in 1859. Alert for the opportuni- 
ties of life, when the great discoveries of gold were made in 
Colorado at Pikes Peak, Clear Creek, and all of those early 
camps, he went to Colorado, as did hundreds and thousands of 
other young men, a pioneer into the forests of Colorado and 
into the field of opportunity, ready to take advantage of it for 
his advancement and for the benefit of the country. 

Mr. President, upon his arrival in those promising fields, 
amidst these golden opportunities, he had scarcely settled, 
scarcely prepared himself to take advantage of those conditions, 
when the cry went out that the life of the Nation was in dan- 
ger, and this young man, then in the very prime of his life, did 
not wait for the golden opportunity of commission or high com- 
mand, but entered the army as a private soldier. He enlisted 
for the term of three years as a private soldier. He went right 
into the active field and the active life of a soldier, and there 
came rapid promotion, based on the merit of the man. He had 
no sponsors to lift him faster than his arm could win the pro- 
motion. Ile attained the commission of lieutenant, of captain, 
and then of colonel of the Third Colorado Regiment. He saw 
active, fearful service. No man who wore the uniform had 
more frequent opportunity to test his merit as a soldier than 
had Colonel Shoup. 

In 1864, when this act was under consideration in Congress 
from January until July, he was performing these acts of hero- 
ism and bravery that resulted in his promotion; and his com- 
manding officers, in reporting the battles in which he partici- 
pated, referred to him, giving him especial mention. It is suffi- 
cient to say, without reading the exact language, that he was 
mentioned in the dispatches with honor for the manner in 
which he commanded the regiment under his control in battle. 

When the war was over and peace came, he returned to the 
occupations befitting peace. He came to Idaho and entered 
into commercial! business at Salmon City, which grew up around 
him because of the activity, the energy, and the enterprise 
which George L. Shoup injected into it. He became one of the 
largest commercial dealers in that country, and I use that term 
because they dealt in everything that a new country requires. 
He was a pioneer, You can say nothing that reflects more to 
a man’s credit than that he was a pioneer in usefulness. It is 
not often that the pioneer who enters the forest lives to see 
and enjoy the fruits of his labor. Lowell says: 


The settler’s ax and the buflder’s trowel are seldom wielded by the 
selfsame hand, 


But it was not true of Senator Shoup. He laid, or assisted 
in laying, the foundation of the prosperity of that country, and 
he lived to see it prosperous and great around him, to grow 
from the merest frontier settlement to the prosperous State of 
Idaho; and that State sent him to this body as one of its first 
representatives. 

He had been the last territorial governor. He had called the 
constitutional convention which laid the foundation for state- 
hood, and he was the first state governor. Prior to that time 
he had served in the legislature. He had been a member of a 
constitutional convention in Colorado immediately after the 
war, before he came to Idaho. He had been in close participa- 
tion with every great public movement in whatever lines his 
life was thrown. 

He sat in this body as one of the Senators from the State of 
Idaho for ten years, and how well he conducted himself, how 
well he satisfied the people of the State of Idaho is best evi- 
denced by the fact that when the right rested in them to select 
their most distinguished son to be represented in the hall of 
honor, they selected George L. Shoup, six years after he had 
passed away from this earth. There was no excitement of 
political campaign, no strife or rivalry. It was a reflection of 
the cool judgment of the people of the State, and they sent his 
statue here to stand in that hall where none but patriots stand; 
to stand among those whose record is for freedom, who repre- 
sent loyalty to the flag, who represent loyalty to the Govern- 
ment in each and every minute of their lives. 
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Do you think that those men in Congress on the 2d of July, 
1864, ever contemplated for a moment that any State, under 
any conditions, at any time would place the statue of Benedict 
Arnold in that hall? It was an inspiration of patriotism and 
loyalty that impelled them to this legislation, and when I 
looked upon his form there this morning I recognized that the 
reward of patriotism is best realized in that you live in the 
hearts of your countrymen, and that after life has ended you 
still command their respect for your deeds during life. 

That hall should be a lesson of patriotism to the people of 
this country. It should illustrate only the reward for loyalty 
to the country, to the Government under which men serve. 

In this spirit, on behalf of the State of Idaho, we present the 
statue of that soldier, statesman, and citizen, George L. Shoup. 
{Applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Occupants of the galleries will 
please refrain from manifestations of approbation or disap- 
proval. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senators from Idaho 
will tell in detail the story of the life of the remarkable man to 
whom this statue is to be dedicated. From me a simple word of 
appreciation is all that the proprieties of the occasion will 
warrant. 

George L. Shoup belonged to a class of men whose achieve- 
ments are of the greatest benefit to the country. He was a 
rare man—rare in intellect, in courage, and in integrity. He 
was as brave as he was kind, as loyal as he was generous. A 
pioneer, a soldier, a business man, a politician, a public official; 
in all those positions he proved himself to be worthy of the con- 
fidence and esteem of his fellow-men. Whether subduing the 
forest, fighting the battles of his country, or serving his State 
in the governor's chair or in the Senate of the United States, he 
was the same sturdy, fearless, upright man, doing his duty 
faithfully and conscientiously. Those of us who served with 
him in this Chamber will never forget his kindliness, his 
serenity of temper, and his rare qualities of mind and heart. 
He hated shams and admired truth and honesty. He despised 
hypocrisy, and loved simplicity. He was a good friend, a 
loving husband, a devoted father, and a genial companion, He 
loved his country and its institutions, and was devoted to the 
State which honors him to-day. The wonderful strides that 
Idaho has made is largely due to the efforts of men like George 
L. Shoup. He was an optimist, clearly discerning the greatness 
that was sure to come to his State. He knew her vast wealth 
of timber, of minerals, and of agriculture, and he lived to see 
the partial fulfillment of his early dreams. He believed that 
Idaho was destined to become one of the greatest States of the 
Union, and his belief is rapidly becoming a reality. The debt 
of gratitude that Idaho owes to this man will never be fully 
repaid, and it is well that in yonder hall his effigy will stand, 
an evidence of the appreciation of the people of his State, and 
an inspiration and help to all who may look upon it. 

For many years I counted George L. Shoup as my friend. I 
admired his robustness of character and his bigness of heart. 
I knew, as we all knew, that he was a man of high ideals and 
lofty purposes; that he was a patriot in the highest sense, and 
that his public service was unselfish and pure. In his death 
Idaho lost her foremost citizen, and the Nation lost a man 
of the highest honor and most distinguished service, 

George L. Shoup unflinchingly faced and courageously over- 
came dangers and difficulties, and to him may well be, applied 
the lines of Sarah K. Bolton: 

I like the man who faces what he must 
With step triumphant and a heart of cheer; 
Who fights the daily battle without fear; 
Sees his hopes fail, yet keeps unfaltering trust 
That God is God; that somehow, true and just 
His plans work out for mortals; not a tear 
Is s when fortune, which the world holds dear, 
Falls from his grasp; better, with love, a crust 
Than living in dishonor; envies not, 
Nor loses faith in man; but does his best 
Nor eyer mourns over his humbler lot, 
But with a smile and words of hope, gives zest 
To ev toiler; be alone is great, 
Who by life heroic conquers fate. 

Mr. President, in the truest and highest sense George L. 
Shoup's life was a life heroic, and those of us who knew and 
loved him rejoice to-day that the people of Idaho have pinced 
in the Capitol of his country an imperishable evidence of their 
affection and a lasting tribute to his memory. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President, I have been requested by my 
colleague [Mr. PERKINS], who is ill, to read the remarks he had 
prepared for this occasion: 

“Mr. President, the man in whose honor we meet here to-day 
was one of those whose energy, enterprise, ability, public spirit, 
and ardent patriotism have, within our memories, built up the 
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great West. George L. Shoup was the type of the creators of 
the flourishing and powerful Commonwealths which not so 
many years ago, were the abodes of savage men and savage ani- 
mals. 

“ He represented that strong and adventurous element among 
the people of the Eastern States whose forefathers battled with 
and conquered conditions similar to those which he himself 
overcame. He sprang from the race of empire builders to whom 
we owe our own great country, and he was evidence that the 
spirit which actuated the pioneers of the seventeenth and eight- 
eenth centuries has not become weakened in the lapse of time. 

“His history is that of the strong men of the Nation. Born 
on a Pennsylvania farm, educated in the public schools, devoted 
to agriculture in his early years, carried West by the instinct 
of the state builders, invigorated and broadened in mind by the 
influences of the vast, almost unknown, wilderness of plain and 
mountain beyond the Mississippi, he grew to manhood amid 
the scenes which marked the work of those who wrested from 
savagery the imperial West, and in which work he took an 
important part. 

“When, at 25 years of age, the civil war began, he had found 
his way to far Colorado. There for two years he had been one 
of those earnest, active, strenuous workers in civilization’s 
cause who loved the new land in which they had cast their 
lot and whose mighty efforts were directed toward its develop- 
ment, The devotion to the alluring land of vast possibilities 
was only another manifestation of the spirit of 76, and when 
war came George L. Shoup entered the ranks of the Union 
soldiery. 

“True to the spirit of the wilderness conquerors, he entered 
the army as a member of an independent company of scouts, 
and as such had more experience of danger, privation, and 
hardship than fell to the lot of most soldiers of the regularly 
organized armies. The Indians and desperadoes of the Pecos, 
Canadian, and Red rivers down to the borders of Texas and the 
Indian Territory gave work enough of the hardest kind to men 
who were accustomed to frontier life in all its phases, and the 
manner in which it was performed merited the highest praise 
of their contemporaries, as it merits the appreciative thanks of 
all of us to-day. 

For two years this important and arduous work was done 
by the company of scouts, during which time young Shoup had 
developed the qualities which make the great soldier, and in 
1863 he was given a commission as first lieutenant in the First 
Regiment of Colorado Cavalry. Though a soldier, he was still 
a builder of States, and his aid was solicited and given in the 
work of organizing the new Commonwealth of Colorado. 

This done, he returned to his command, and was soon after 
commissioned colonel of the Third Regiment Colorado Cavalry. 
But the war was soon after brought to a close, and Colonel 
Shoup returned to his first great work of redeeming the great 
western wilderness to civilization and progress, 

“Just before Colonel Shoup was mustered out the Territory 
of Idaho, with which his future life was to be identified, was 
formed. It was then of far greater extent than now, comprising, 
in addition to its present area, that of the great States of Mon- 
tana and Wyoming. 

“ But in 1864 Montana was cut out and organized as a Terri- 
tory, and four years later Wyoming. At the close of the civil 
war this yast region, which was practically unknown, was just 
beginning to be explored by prospectors in search of gold. 
Previous to this time there had been only two or three attempts 
to effect settlements, and these by Mormons, who were unsuc- 
cessful. 

“The moyement which led to permanent settlements and the 
development of the resources of the region began in 1862 with 
the discovery of gold on Clearwater River. The thirst for this 
precious metal soon caused an influx of miners into that part 
of the region west of the Rocky Mountains. It was a region 
rough with mountains, among which were a few plains, deemed 
for the most part desert wastes, where man, it was thought, 
would have hard work to live. Only records of from $30 to $300 
per man per day in the placer mines served to maintain the 
courage of the newcomers and to attract others. 

There were no roads, no means of transportation by water, 
and prospectors had not only to face the danger of starvation, 
but were compelled to fight their way through hostile Indians, 
But more gold placers were found, and then gold quartz. Then 
came the discovery of silver. This served to attract prospectors, 
who, in spite of all sorts of difficulties and dangers, pushed into 
the mountain canyons and founded ephemeral cities along the 
old river channels. 

When, in 1866, Colonel Shoup went north from Colorado to 
the newly discovered mining country, he found a community 
nnorganized, a forbidding region which was just beginning to 


be known, with a future which seemed to be limited to the pro- 
duction of precious metals, whose amount no one could deter- 
mine. The exhaustion of the placer mines soon sent back to 
more favored States minets who had hoped to wash easily in 
a few months from sand and gravel fortunes that would satisfy 
their cravings. 

In consequence, the population, which in 1863 was esti- 
mated at 20,000, rapidly diminished, only the true pioneers re- 
maining to develop such resources of the precipitous mountains 
and dusty plains as they might discover. 

“Tt was in 1866 that Colonel Shoup took up his work in this 
unpromising territory, establishing himself at Salmon City, 
Idaho. Gold had been discovered at the latter place the pre- 
vious year, and had attracted 5,000 miners the first season. 
Colonel Shoup laid out the town, which became the center of a 
most busy mining region. When the placers were exhausted 
the mining population rapidly declined, but there remained 800 
active and energetic inhabitants, who—Colonel Shoup the most 
prominent—were the real founders of the city. With Salmon 
City and with the region which we now know as Idaho (the 
Indian word for ‘gem of the mountains’) he closely identified 
himself, and became one of the most active, useful, and enter- 
prising of its progressive people. 

“The Territory was essentially a mining country, most of the 
energies of the people being devoted to the extraction of the 
precious metals from the soil. The population was unstable, 
for its means of livelihood was simply the uncertain supply of 
gold and silver in rock and gravel. It was a community which 
offered -few promises to the organizer of States, but with the 
difficult problems presented Colonel Shoup immediately grappled. 

“The first and greatest difficulty to be overcome was that 
presented by the hundreds of lawless men who flocked to the 
mines, and who inaugurated a period of crime which at last 
called for drastic treatment. In the sparsely settled region, 
where the administration of law—where there was law—was 
difficult, it became necessary to resort to civil organizations for 
the promotion of public safety. 

“Crime of all kinds was rampant. Of the revenue of the 
Territory one-third was devoted to the maintenance of the 
territorial prison, yet in two years this was not enough by 
$22,000 to cover the cost of caring for criminals. Boise City 
was burned by desperadoes; murders were committed whole- 
sale; embezzlement by public officials seemed to be the rule, and 
a reign of terror was the result. 

“But the vigilance organizations worked swiftly and effec- 
tively, and in five years over 200 outlaws were executed. From 
that time on orderly development was assured, and to this end 
Colonel Shoup was one of the most prominent and efficient 
workers. Then came the Indian troubles, begun by Chief 
Joseph, of the Nez Perces, whose hostilities called out a large 
force of United States troops and resulted in many bloody con- 
tests. 

“The settlers in the new Territory had also to arm in their 
own defense. An independent company was raised in the Sal- 
mon River region to fight the Indians on the warpath under 
Chief Joseph. Colonel Shoup was placed at their head and co- 
operated with General Howard during the campaign. Then 
came the war with the Shoshones, which further conyulsed the 
Territory. But all of these tragedies of pioneering at last came 
to an end, and the work of civil organization and industrial de- 
yelopment was resumed, not to be interfered with again. 

“Colonel Shoup took a leading part. He was one of the 
supervisors of Lemhi County who appointed the first county 
Ofiicers, and was the first councilman from that county to the 
territorial legislature. He was also a member of the legislature 
during its eighth and tenth sessions, and was prominent in urg- 
ing the enactment of the laws under which the Territory rap- 
idly developed. 

In 1880 he was appointed territorial governor—the last 
governor under territorial organization—and issued a proclama- 
tion under which assembled a constitutional convention to draft 
a constitution for Idaho as a State, though as yet Congress had 
not passed an enabling act. The convention met and adopted a 
constitution which was drafted on the lines of those of the 
older States, but which contained a provision prohibiting polyg- 
amy and bigamy. 

“There was considerable opposition to such provision on the 
part of the 25,000 Mormons in the Territory, who held that laws 
enacted for the suppression of polygamy were unconstitutional, 
for the reason that they interfered with religious liberty. Gov- 
ernor Shoup, however, upheld the provision, holding that the 
argument against it was dangerous, for the reason that under it 
any association could, in the name of a religious association, 
commit with impunity crimes against society. The provision 
was adopted and is now a part of the constitution of Idaho. 
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“With the adoption of the constitution came the admittance 
of Idaho as a State, and Colonel Shoup was elected its first gov- 
ernor. In that high office he showed the earnestness and pub- 
lic spirit which had always characterized him, and which led 
to his election to the United States Senate in December, 1890. 
In this body he served until March 3, 1901, and during the ten 
years or more that he in part represented Idaho all his efforts 
were devoted to the promotion of the best interests of the State 
and to the development of all its resources. What these re- 
sources were even he, enthusiastic as he was, did not realize 
when he laid out the first town in eastern Idaho. As has al- 
ready been stated, in that time there were no roads, and com- 
munication was so difficult that although the proclamation or- 
ganizing the Territory was issued in September it was not 
known in the mines until the following spring. 

“Mining was the only industry throughout the entire region, 
which was deemed unproductive and unfitted for permanent 
settlement. But when once attention had been turned to possi- 
bilities of the soil other than gold and silver, surprise followed 
surprise. It was seen before long that the real and permanent 
riches of the region lay not in its deposits of gold and silver, 
which yielded $17,000,000 in 1886 alone, but in the utilization of 
its other natural resources; and this was emphasized by the 
sudden drop in the yalue of gold produced as soon as the 
placers were exhausted, the yield diminishing to $6,500,000 in 
1867, and to $1,350,000 in 1878, its present yield being from 
$5,000,000 to $6,000,000 per year. 

“Gold and silver had made the Territory, but they did not 
maintain it. There were sources of far greater riches. In 
1870, when the real development of Idaho began, its inhabitants 
numbered 14,999—far less in number than during the palmy 
days of placer mining. But since then population has steadily 
and rapidly increased, and with it the riches of this favored 
region. 

“The first homestead entries were made in 1868, when appli- 
cations were filed covering 6,337 acres. In 1880 there were 
1,885 farms, against 414 ten years before, and in 1900 there 
were 17,471, embracing 3,204,903 acres and valued at $67,271,000. 
Last June the homestead entries embraced 7,188,004 acres, 
There is no record of cattle in 1860, and in 1870 there were only 
10,000, but in 1900 there were 277,000. 

“There were only 2,151 horses in 1870, but in 1900 there were 
151,000. In 1870 there were only 1,021 sheep, yielding 3,415 
pounds of wool, but in 1908 there were 2,500,000 sheep, which 
yielded nearly 18,000,000 pounds, valued at almost $3,000,000. 

“Farm products were valued at $637,000 in 1870, in 1900 at 
$18,000,000, and in the same period the value of live stock 
increased from $416,000 to $21,600,000. The value of the prod- 
ucts of the farm alone at the end of twenty years was over 
three times the value of the gold and silver produced, which 
metals originally attracted adventurous men to this apparently 
sterile region. 

“That base metal, lead, yielded almost as much in 1906 as 
the gold and silver mines in their most prosperous day, nearly 
$15,000,000 in that year. Copper, too, yields about half as 
much in value as gold and silver together. In 1908 wheat 
yielded $11,000,000, hay over $10,000,000, lumber over $7,000,000, 
potatoes over $1,000,000. 

Population increased to 205,704 in 1906, and the value of all 
property to $342,871,000. The vast sum of $7,145,000 has been 
expended in irrigating 266,000 acres of land; 18,000 miles of 
public roads have been built; and nearly 1,800 miles of railroads 
extend through one of the most difficult regions for railroad 
construction. j 

“ Water power aggregating 78,743 horsepower has been de- 
veloped, and this will in the immediate future be vastly in- 
creased through the utilization of mountain streams for the 
generation of electricity. Already, in 1905, the value of manu- 
factures depending on power had increased to nearly $9,000,000. 

“ Such are some of the results which the efforts of George L. 
Shoup were instrumental in achieving. No wonder that he 
was an enthusiastic lover of this great State and that all his 
energy and best efforts were given to it. As United States 
Senator he strove to secure for his State the benefits of legisla- 
tion demanded by conditions which he so well understood, and 
his knowledge of all that great western country was so minute 
and so comprehensive that he naturally found his way to the 
head of the Committee on Territories, where, during his term 
of service, he was instrumental in passing those laws which 
have been of much benefit to the people of the great Northwest. 

“To him are due the thanks of the 709,000 people who now live 
within the borders of the original Territory of Idaho, and whose 
present prosperity is due in no small degree to his energy, wis- 
dom, and constant efforts to secure wise legislation. No meas- 
use was proposed in Congress affecting the scene of his early 


labors that did not command his most careful attention, and 
no bill that promised good to the people whom he loved failed 
to secure his warmest support. 

“He never forgot the great States carved out of the wilder- 
ness of mountains between the Missouri and the Columbia, for 
it was their mystery which first attracted him, the surprises 
which they revealed which caused him to cast his lot with 
them, and the way in which they fulfilled his prophecies which 
caused him to devote his life to them. He was one of the last 
of the builders of States. 

“There are no more opportunities for labors of this kind. 
Our great country no longer presents opportunities for the 
exercise of the talents which George L. Shoup possessed in such 
an eminent degree. The great State of Idaho may be said to 
stand as, in a very great degree, his work, and should be con- 
sidered his real monument, of which this statue that we ac- 
cept to-day is merely a visible reminder.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, for many years 
Right Rev. Ethelbert Talbot, now bishop of the diocese of 
central Pennsylvania, was missionary bishop for Wyoming and 
Idaho. He is a man especially fitted for such a charge, and 
carried his Master’s name into every village and mining camp 
and to nearly every ranch house in both these Territories. He 
was a close observer of the country and a student of men, and 
his appreciation was bounded by no creed, nor was his true 
and clear insight into character dimmed by any sectarian 
prejudice. In his volume of most interesting reminiscences 
of the time he.spent in those fields, entitled “ My People of the 
Plains,” he thus speaks of one of the strongest and most re- 
spected men of that day and country, George L. Shoup: 


He was perhaps the best-beloved man in Idaho, quite apart from 
his litical affiliations. Indeed, he was one of nature’s noblemen. 
and I cherished for him the warmest affection. He was a native of 
Pennsylvania, served through the civil war with distinction, and after- 
wards had a most thrilling experience in Indian wars in Colorado 
and elsewhere. He was absolutely without fear, and under his coura- 
gosos leadership as colonel the warlike tribes that had terrorized the 
rontier were speedily brought under the strong arm of the Govern- 
ment. He was generous to a fault, modest and unaffected, of trans- 
parent integrity of character, and instinctively won the confidence of 
men. He was always ready to respond with generous liberality to every 


The mention of Senator Shoup's venerated name leads me to state 
that the conditions of frontier life often develo a high type of 
manhood quite unusual elsewhere. Frequently these men were not 
connected with any church, a fact which may be explained by the 
absence of organized Christianity during the earlier years of their 
residence there; but they were in fullest sympathy with the prin- 
ciples of righteousness for which the church stands, and could always 
be relied upon to use their influence in behalf of 1 and morality. 
They were the warm personal friends of the clergy general, and 
a b zop felt the stronger for their 3 loyalty and ws pi 
Their wives and families were for the most part members of my flock 
and I always thought of the men themselves as an important part of 
my diocesan family. 

Bishop Talbot was right both in his estimate of the character 
of the man and of the conditions and the times that rendered 
possible his career. The hardships and privations of the fron- 
tier, the struggle with nature and with adverse conditions for a 
liyelihood, the outdoor life, have ever produced a class of men 
that the crowded atmosphere of the city and effeminate social 
conditions have seldom brought forth. A sturdy independence 
of thought and action, strong and original minds, and a patient 
and never-failing courage have been awakened in every new 
and undeveloped portion of our country. 

In his lifetime George L. Shoup touched every line of Amer- 
ican citizenship, and always in a way to reflect credit and honor 
on that citizenship. With his face always toward the frontier, 
he took every duty as it came to him and challenged every new 
condition with unflinching courage and with perseverance and 
suecess. In early life a farmer in the then new West before 
our civil war, the crisis found him in the still newer and almost 
unknown West, the Rocky Mountains. 

He became one of that grand army against whose ranks the 
splendid courage and the tempestuous waves of the lost cause 
“dashed and broke for four long years in yain.” During his 
military career and as the struggle between the States was 
drawing near its prayed-for end, his lot was cast among those 
devoted men whose duty carried them to the defense of that 
great border land infested with the hostile Indian tribes, ter- 
rors to our settlers and blocks to our civilization; that line he 
defended from the Mexican border to the far North. His 
record in those years, during which he rose step by step to high 
command, has been excelled by no man from the time Miles 
Standish led his little army against the savages of New Eng- 
land until the present day. He was among the greatest and last 
of the intrepid and fearless protectors of our western frontier 
in the sixties. Gentlest among the gentle, he knew that peace 
and security to our settlers could only be obtained by swift and 
decided action, and when he moved, he struck with sudden, 
unerring, and terrific blows, and his strategy and actions were 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


687 


models for every successful commander in our Indian wars from 
that time until permanent peace was secured many years after- 
wards; peace, with the Indians having been conquered, and the 
Regular Army being deemed sufficient to maintain it, he was 
mustered out of the service with the regiment of which he was 
colonel and took up the duties of civil life in the country which 


his military activities had rendered safe and habitable. In an 
interval between Indian disturbances he had been an honored 
and useful member of the first constitutional convention of 
Colorado, and soon after the termination of his military sery- 
ice he turned his face again toward the setting sun and took up 
his permanent home in the then Territory, now the Gem“ 
State of Idaho, which to-day pays him such distinguished honor. 
From that time until 1904, the year of his death, the life of 
George L. Shoup and the history of Idaho were inseparable; 
he was easily the foremost citizen of the State, and the State 
loved him as he loved Idaho. No State in this Union ever had 
a more loyal citizen nor one who gave more freely of his time, 
energy, and substance in promoting the public good. 

The service of Senator Shoup in this body was such as to 
reflect credit on himself and honor upon his State; modest to a 
fault, he was not often heard in publie debate, but when he ad- 
dressed the Senate his words were the words of a wisdom 
drawn from a wide and varied experience, and in all matters 
concerning western affairs, at least, he was looked upon as 
authority. A strict party man, he believed in the wisdom of 
that party’s policies, but never placed party above patriotism. 
Especially fitted by his life’s experience, he found his natural 
place on the Committee on Territories, of which he was chair- 
man, and on the Committee on Military Affairs, where in peace 
and war he rendered most signal service. His service in this 
body was most delightful to his colleagues, and his associates 
will always hold his name in sweet remembrance. 

Idaho has had, and has, many a noble son, men whose lives 
are entwined about the very foundation of the State and whose 
names will be more and more honored as the present gives 
place to the future, and yet none will question the wisdom or 
the justice of the undying honor which that State to-day pays 
to George L. Shoup. A repetition of his career will not be 
possible, because the times in which he lived and of which he 
was a part come not again, but the great work of state build- 
ing to which he devoted so freely his time and influence and 
energy will be more and more appreciated, his fame will glow 
with increased luster, and his name and deeds will still be a 
sweet and most glorious memory to his children and his 
children’s children as the years go by. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I deem it an honor to be per- 
mitted to take part in the dedication of a monument erected 
to commemorate the services of our former colleague, the late 
George L. Shoup, of Idaho. 

I venture the assertion that the men of the United States 
whose achievements will remain longest in the memories of 
their fellows will be those who in their lives have had to do 
with the formation and upbuilding of new States, and who 
have had a hand in changing the so-called “waste places” of 
our country into regions of homes and progression. Such a 
man was George L. Shoup, and it is fitting that the great State 
of Idaho has shown its appreciation of him by placing here in 
this hall of fame a likeness of him in imperishable marble. 

It was my privilege to have enjoyed a long personal acquaint- 
anceship with Governor Shoup in the West and here in Con- 
gress. My public duties and his were, in a measure, strangely 
coincident. Living in neighboring Territories, which were ad- 
mitted to statehood at the same time, he was the last terri- 
torial governor and the first state governor of Idaho, as I was 
the last territorial governor and first state governor of Wy- 
oming. Our coincident services continued later, for we were 
both elected to the United States Senate by the first legisla- 
tures of our respective States. 

In the Senate we were both members of the Military Affairs 
Committee and were frequently associated together in regard 
to legislation affecting the Western States and Territories, 

The varied experiences of Senator Shoup as soldier, stock- 
man, miner, farmer, merchant, and as executive chief of a vast 
western Territory and State, combined with his inherent hon- 
esty and patriotism, made of him when he reached the Senate 
one of its most valued and capable members. His courage 
was of the most heroic order; his unselfish devotion to his State 
was constant and complete. 

His State owed him much, and has honored itself as well as 
him by erecting here in the Capitol this statue to perpetuate his 
memory. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the people of Pennsylvania 
take a great interest in the great State of Idaho, and our people 
feel very close to the people of Idaho. We recall the fact that 


one of the territorial governors was Hon. William M. Bunn, 
who is living to-day, a prominent citizen of Philadelphia; and 
one of the counties of Idaho is named after the Hon. Henry H. 
BincHaM, the titular father of the House of Representatives 
in Congress. Much Pennsylvania capital has been invested in 
the mineral and other industrial enterprises of Idaho, and we 
recall. with pride that the Hon. George L. Shoup, the last terri- 
torial governor of the State and the first governor under the 
new state administration, a distinguished Senator in this body, 
was a son of Pennsylvania, as is the able and distinguished 
senior Senator from Idaho. His relatives still reside in west- 
ern Pennsylvania, and one of them, the Hon. Robert McAfee, 
is secretary of the Commonwealth and a political leader in the 
State. 

Senator Shoup was a worthy representative of the State of 
Idaho and was typical of much that is most rugged and ad- 
mirable in her citizenship. The fact that Mr. Shoup was born 
in Pennsylvania and that I had for many years hunted and 
traveled through the State of Idaho in the territorial days 
naturally brought about an intimate acquaintance with him 
immediately on my entrance into the Senate. I suppose I 
knew him as well as almost any member of this body, and I 
ean testify to his sturdy and heroic virtues and attainments and 
achievments. Idaho is destined to become one of the great 
States of the Union. From her ample limits, as originally out- 
lined, the whole of Montana and nearly all of Wyoming have 
been carved out. The great rivers of the State, the pieturesque 
and lofty mountain ranges possessing in their recesses untold 
mineral wealth, the rich alluvial basins of the Salmon, Clear- 
water, Payette, and Boise producing excellent crops of cereals 
and fruits, and the uplands well adapted to grazing, present to 
the imagination of anyone who has traveled through the State 
unlimited possibilities in the future and give assurance that 
here will be one of the seats of empire and civilization. In no 
section of the United States is development making more rapid 
strides, with the construction of railroad lines and with the 
increase in manufactures, which, although small at present, 
give promise of great growth in the future. 

Mr. Shoup had a remarkable and distin career. It is 
in every way fitting that his statue should be erected in the hall 
of this Capitol dedicated to the memory of representatives 
from each State in the Union most typical of their respective 
histories and civilization. He was successful as a merchant 
and I know from personal experience of the high respect and 
regard in which he was held by the people of Idaho on account 
of the liberality and kindness with which he treated all the 
people with whom he did business. I have been told in my 
travels in Idaho that no miner or settler was ever turned away 
from Mr. Shoup’s mercantile establishment because he did not 
have the money with him for his purchases, but a generous 
treatment of credit and assistance was extended to all. He 
was successful in mining and stock raising enterprises and be- 
came widely known as a business man of ability and of pro- 
nounced and valuable views upon all questions of public con- 
eern. He was a member of the territorial legislature, delegate 
to Republican national conventions, and for a long while a mem- 
ber of the national committee of the Republican party. As a 
Senator he was noted for his attention to the interests of the 
great western country and no one could have been more pecu- 
liarly fitted for the discharge of his duties as the chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Territories, a position he held at the 
time of his retirement from the Senate. 

I feel that I voice the sentiments of the people of Pennsyl- 
yania in saying that it is most gratifying that the people of our 
sister State have selected the Hon. George L. Shoup as one 
of their representatives in Statuary Hall. Future genera- 
tions will view his monument among those of the other great 
men of the Nation, and will recognize the fact that he stands 
foremost and typical among those courageous and enterprising 
men born in the Eastern States, imbued with the best ideals of 
American patriotism, whom the spirit of enterprise and adven- 
ture attracted to our so-called “western frontier,” and who in 
the fields of war and peace assisted in building up and con- 
structing those great commonwealths which subsequently en- 
tered the union of States and have contributed so much to the 
poe the dignity, the wealth, and the civilization of the 

ation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I haye been asked by my 
colleagues from Idaho to pay my tribute to Senator Shoup, 
under whom I first served in the Committee on Territories 
when I entered the Senate eleven years ago, and whom I suc- 
ceeded as chairman of that committee; and I count it an honor 
and a privilege to respond. I shall not enter into the details of 
his busy life, which ran strong and clear as a mountain cur- 
rent, for older friends have done that, and done it well; but I 
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shall speak of him as the most conspicuous recent example of 
that type so peculiar to our own country, the American pioneer. 

Indeed, Mr. President, American blood is pioneer blood; and 
pioneer blood is the blood of faith and deeds, the blood of 
optimism and courage. It dares the unknown, from which the 
faint-hearted shrink, well understanding that what is unknown 
to men is known to God, and prepared by Him for the uses of 
man when he who is strong enough shall discover it for his fel- 
lows. The pioneer has that vision which sees no dragons guard- 
ing unknown seas or lands, but instead beholds in unsearched 
plains and valleys and mountains the unexhausted wealth 
which mankind needs and the abiding places for a people. 

The pioneer fears not the dangers of savage foe, of wild 
beast, of parched desert, of deadly hunger. He welcomes them. 
Combat with untamed nature and the elemental forces are his 
pleasure; and the hazards which weaker men, softened by 

luxury, call “ sport,” to the pioneer are the tame diversions of 
a child. 

To the pioneer the doubts and forebodings of pessimism are 
absurd, for his belief in the conquest of new lands by human 
kind inspired by liberty is the passion of his life—aye, and the 
conquest of the world as well by liberty and civilization. To 
him Daniel's vision was a simple statement of the fact of the 
world’s supreme event, which the passing days are realizing, 
and of the realization of which he is an agent and an instru- 
ment. 

And so in the pioneer there is something of prophecy, much 
of daring, much of doing, and all of faith—the strongest pos- 
sible combination of human character. It was men and women 
of this stamp who at our beginning settled on the shores of 
this continent; then pushed forward the outposts of order and 
industry into the wilderness; planted in the soil of peril the 
seed of liberty and nourished the growing plant until it yielded 
the fruits of safety; pushed ever onward across flooded rivers, 
waterless plains, impassable mountains—always building as 
they went—until within the briefest time in human history a 
continent was occupied by a nation of free men. It was the 
pioneer spirit that founded the Republic and saved the Re- 
public, and the Republic will endure just as long as that hardy 
blood runs through American veins and that unquestioning 
faith inspires American hearts, and no longer. 

The pioneer never asks, “Is the path before me blazed and 
easy?” He says, “I will blaze the path myself and go for- 
ward.” He never asks, “Is there a precedent for this thing?” 
He only asks, Should this thing be done?” And if it should, 
he does it. Do multiplying men and women and children need 
new lands to occupy, new fields to till? The pioneer declares, 
“I will find them.” Do burdens lie heavy on humanity and 
legal tricksters endeavor to prevent their lifting? The pioneer 
declares, “ I will devise a law that will remove them,” and he 
writes it, champions it, and in the end he passes it. Do bar- 
barism, tyranny, and darkness oppress and enyelop an alien 
people, and does Providence call an enlightened nation to the 
rescue? When the infidels of liberty declare the task impos- 
sible, the pioneer moves calmly forward to its accomplishment 
amid the final applause of a doubting and reluctant world. 

Of such, Mr. President, was the man whose statue is placed 
in Statuary Hall of the Nation’s Capitol to represent forever 
the spirit, the courage, the constructive genius of the American 
pioneer. He never asked, “Can this wild western country be 
made the homes of a happy people?” He only said,“ I will help 
make it so.” He never asked, “ Will I be killed fighting Indians 
and outlaws that civilization may advance; fighting my own 
brothers that the Nation may live?” He only said, “I gladly 
offer my life as an humble sacrifice to either or both.” Not 
from his lips of prophecy, not from his heart of faith, not from 
his hand of deeds went forth a single word or action that even 
suggested that this Nation, which had succeeded in such great 
things for humanity at home, would fail in the easier tasks 
which events have given us to do in the islands of the sea; he 
only said, *I know that the blessings which this Nation has 
secured for its own people it will achieve for alien peoples 
whom God has placed in our keeping in His own good time.” 

Such was the mind, the will, the character of George L. 
Shoup; such were his words and works of life. 

Even the Central West beyond the Mississippi was wild in- 
deed when George L. Shoup, a mere stripling, heard and heeded 
its call. At an age when the youth of to-day have hardly left 
their schools, he was a commander of scouts, in desperate en- 
counter with savages who sought to stay by bloodshed civiliza- 
tion’s resistless march; aye, and a colonel of volunteers battling 
with those who sought in arms to destroy this Nation of free 
and aqual men. After the war was over there still was need 
for his fighting blood not only against the savage red men, but 
also against the more savage white outlaws who robbed and 


murdered and sowed lawlessness where the pioneer was tilling 
and building and striving to sow order. 

And this was his heroic part in the adventurous life of the 
young and mighty West; and all the while, and after, he poured 
his energies out in the peaceful and constructive life of that 
new land which had forever won his heart. 

Explorer and prospector, Indian fighter and soldier of the 
Union, miner and trader, executive and lawgiver—his years 
flowed on to the sea, ever broadening in usefulness, fertilizing 
ever-increasing lands which their waters touched, and bearing 
ever-enlarging cargoes of responsibility discharged and cf hu- 
man helpfulness performed. And finally came the end, as come 
to all it must; and the day that put a period to his life closed 
a career of courage and accomplishment of faith justified, of 
liberty strengthened, of the American spirit personified. 

And so when Congress accepts the statue of George L. Shoup, 
Idaho’s gift, the Nation will have placed forever in her Hall of 
Fame the marble image of the last great representative of the 
early American pioneers, who as individuals have passed away, 
but whose ‘blood still flows in American veins, and whose spirit 
will endure forever in American hearts. In giving us the statue 
of George L. Shoup Idaho gives us the eternal presentment of 
a soldier of civilization. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, we meet to-day as representa- 
tives of the Congress of the United States to formally accept 
an offering from the great State of Idaho. That Common- 
wealth has well chosen when she sends to this Hall of Fame 
the statue of George L. Shoup as her contribution to the “Ameri- 
can immortals.” 

This country of ours, during the past century, has been 
simply developing herself. There was little time to give to the 
remembrance of those who have helped to make it what it is. 
During the centuries of the past other countries and other Jands 
have provided places where the records of the lives and deeds 
of their great men may be preserved in as enduring a form as 
possible. Their heroes have been honored in various ways. 
From the earliest recorded history down to the present day 
nations have paid their loving tributes to the memories of those 
who have lived greatly. As the years go by, a similar plan may 
be adopted by this country, so that the generations yet to come 
may have before them in some concrete form a tribute to the 
men who made us great. As it is, we must be content with the 
placing of statues in this hall, silent witnesses of men, the 
memory of whose achievements is still warm and pulsing in the 
hearts of their countrymen. So to-day the Commonwealth of 
Idaho is presenting to the Congress of the United States the 
statue of one of whom she was proud and whose memory she 
desires to perpetuate. 

The qualities which go to make up a man are the main- 
springs which move his whole being. Unless he is straight- 
forward, honest, and upright, the results of his life are not 
such as win the approval and love of his cotemporaries. Even 
at the best, the man who is all that his God intended him to 
be is misunderstood and misinterpreted by those among whom 
he lived, and it is not until he has passed to the great beyond 
that the qualities which have made his sterling manhood are 
best seen and best appreciated. This was not true in the case 
of George L. Shoup, who was loved, revered, and honored in his 
lifetime and whose many noble qualities are worthy of public 
preservation for the benefit of his countrymen yet to be born. 

The placing in this hall of a statue to the memory of such a 
man is not so much a contribution to the man himself as it is 
the presenting of his life to his countrymen as an example, as 
a guide, to civic virtue. The qualities which have made such 
a man as George L. Shoup are the qualities which have made 
this country what it is. They have been found in the men who 
tunneled the mountains, cut down the forests, and from the 
mountain wilderness built up my own State. They are the 
qualities which wrested from the cold, the blizzard, the red man, 
and stern natural obstacles the great Northwest. They are 
the same qualities which have built up our great Southland. 
They are the same qualities which make men wherever they 
are. It is these qualities that are commemorated in this hail 
to-day, and it is these qualities which our sons’ sons must re- 
spect, revere, and attain, 

Nothing I can say can add to the fame of the achievements 
of George I. Shoup. Nothing that I can do can make his rec- 
ord brighter. I have simply been asked to speak from the 
standpoint of personal friendship and of an acquaintance that 
commenced more than half a century ago, an acquaintance that 
afterwards ripened into friendship and was only closed by 
death. 

As a boy of 16, before the civil war, I started to fird my 
fortune in the West. Driving an ox team across what was 
then known as the Great American Desert to the site where 
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now stands the city of Denver, I met for the first time George 
L. Shoup, a superintendent of a wagon train. He had been 
born in Pennsylvania, had moved to Illinois, and, after living 
there several years, started farther west. I had been born and 
reared in Ohio; neither of us knew the other, yet we were 
brought together on this journey to the place where Denver 
now stands. A few years older than myself, I looked upon him 
with admiration and thought him one of the finest young men I 
had ever met or known, for I found him a lovable man, fearless, 
upright, straightforward. Cheerful and alert, he was the life 
of our gathering. Eyer ready to lend a helping hand, he was 
liked by all. Looking back over the years, I can now see that 
he was then, in the humble position he occupied, fitting him- 
self for future responsibilities and greatness. 

Many a night on the plain, when the wagons had been placed 
in the form of a corral, with hundreds of savage Indians sur- 
rounding us, we were wont to discuss the trials and tribula- 
tions of the past day and what we might expect for the next. 
At one crossing—that of a stream called Lost Creek—we came 
upon a camp that had been occupied the night before by some 
gold seekers, and found that 31 of the men, women, and chil- 
dren had been slain by Indians. Well do I remember the 
look on the face of George L. Shoup as the evidences of this 
horrible outrage met our eyes. The kind expression on his face, 
an expression so well known to many of you now present, 
changed to one of stern determination that this villainous deed 
should some day be punished. Perhaps a remembrance of this 
massacre strengthened his arm as he led his cayalry regiment 
in many an Indian charge. 

Reaching the present site of Denver, I drifted away from that 
point to engage in gold mining, and he drifted in another direc- 
tion. My life work brought me back to the East, while his 
kept him in the West. The experiences of plains life fitted him 
for scout duty, and when the great civil war broke out he en- 
tered the service of the Federal Army as a scout. This service 
led him into many encounters with Indians and border des- 
peradoes, where the fearlessness of his character was further 
developed. He did everything well, and it was not long before 
he was colonel of a regiment of Colorado cavalry, and from 
that time his advancement was rapid. 

During these years I never met the superintendent of the 
wagon train I had so much admired, and I only heard of George 
L. Shoup as I read of him in the papers. It was not until a 
quartér of a century later that we met as members of the Re- 
publican national committee and renewed the acquaintance be- 
gun in a setting of Indians, unbroken forests, and plains. From 
that time on until he retired from public life we were closely 
thrown together. When I was honored by election to the United 
States Senate he was serving his second term, and we met and 
spent two years in close companionship. On more than one 
occasion we lived over again the memories of the past, from the 
days in which he cracked an ox whip over his team of bullocks 
up until the days we voted side by side on matters of national 
interest. 

I had found Senator Shoup as a young man to be straight- 
forward, earnest, progressive, and considerate of his fellow- 
men. I never found occasion to change this estimate. As a 
national committeeman, as a United States Senator, he was 
always in the front rank. His estimate of men and things was 
remarkable, His honesty of purpose, his purity of life, were all 
that could be desired. He was a man who did things, and did 
them successfully. His was the spirit which made the Western 
States, which cleared the forests, which planted the deserts, 
which grappled with Indians, and overcame all difficulties. He 
was always in the advance, clearing the path of civilization. 
Other speakers will tell and have told of his labors in behalf of 
the State of Idaho, have told what he has done in the develop- 
ment of the West, haye told of his career in Congress. I can 
only add the loving tribute of a friendship of fifty years’ stand- 
ing. I can only say that a brighter beacon light to Americans 
yet to come, a more illustrious example of the manhood of the 
West it would be hard to find. 

His life should be encouragement to the young men of this 
country to do well whatever their hands find to do, to be honest, 
to be straightforward, and to remember that it makes no differ- 
ence from what humble condition they start, their future is 
within their own hands. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I am grateful for the oppor- 
tunity this occasion affords me to pay a brief tribute to the 
memory of this distinguished and most beloved citizen of Idaho. 
I congratulate the people of his State upon the wise selection 
they made in according to George L. Shoup this signal and 
unique honor and this lasting evidence of their love, respect, 
and deyotion. The life he lived and the services he rendered 
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his State and his country well merit this special recognition 
and distinction they pay him. 

It was not my privilege to serve as a Senator while he was a 
member of this body, but I knew him well and intimately. He 
was generous, companionable, and kind, and to know him was 
to love him and to feel he was your friend. 

Nature was generous in her endowments. She made him 
strong, resolute, and courageous, and at the same time tender, 
simple, and approachable. He had a restless spirit and a high 
purpose, and from his youth gave evidence of the character 
that would be so rich in honorable and heroic endeavor. 

He early caught the spirit of the West and gave to it his 
best energies and supreme service in a long, unusual, and dis- 
tinguished career, 

Idaho can not alone claim him, for his services were not cir- 
cumseribed by territorial or state limits. While a citizen of the 
Territory of Colorado he responded to the call of his country, 
and rendered long and most trying service in her behalf during 
the civil war. His military record was most creditable. His 
service extended practically throughout the war. He was an 
ideal, brave, and accomplished soldier. The recognition ac- 
corded him was honorably, faithfully, and fearlessly won. 
From the ranks, through the severest tests of efficiency and 
daring, by successive advancements, he reached the rank of 
colonel, 

His whole life was one of service, and he was always ready 
to answer the summons, whether the call came from his coun- 
try or his State. His young and vigorous manhood and his life, 
if need be, were freely and patriotically dedicated to his coun- 
try and for its integrity. No higher or greater sacrifice is pos- 
sible. In the service he met every expectation and was equal 
to every emergency. His military record alone entitles him to 
high consideration and to honorable distinction in the estima- 
tion of his countrymen. 

He must have stood high and have been well considered by 
his fellow-citizens even in these earlier years of his life, for it 
appears when at home for a short period from his military 
duties in 1864 he was elected and served with ability as a mem- 
ber of the constitutional convention of Colorado in that year. 
This seryes as an indication of the versatility of his powers 
and his great interest in the Commonwealth in seeking wisely 
to lay the foundations of the future State. 

His tireless and energetic spirit felt the call of duty else- 
where, and soon after the close of the war he took up his resi- 
dence in the Territory of Idaho, that afterwards became the 
State to which his citizenship brought honorable distinction. 
It appears here, as in his former home, his fellow-citizens early 
recognized his high character and ability, and he was soon 
called upon to serye them in various positions where special 
fitness, integrity, and a high order of service were demanded. 

In no place was he found wanting. He was strong, wise, and 
resourceful. He appreciated the great opportunities that came 
to him. He sought to serve the people and the highest interests 
of his State. He was the leading spirit in the transition from 
territorial condition to statehood. To have been the last terri- 
torial governor and the first of the State is a unique distinction 
in the history of his Commonwealth. 

Like opportunities come to but few. To have been an active 
and leading participant in the formative period of two separate 
Territories, to have had to do in shaping the social conditions 
that later were to be the foundations upon which two free and 
independent States of the Federal Union should forever rest, 
is associating yourself and your life work among the most ideal 
and sublime acts in human history. 

Two great, indestructible States, dedicated in the highest 
sense to the people’s welfare, to conserve their freedom, to 
establish justice, and give inspiration and opportunity for the 
expression of their highest ideals; to encourage a high and 
patriotic purpose, to enlarge every opportunity for honorable 
endeavor and encouragement in industry, in civie virtue, in 
education, in religion, in philanthropy, and for human happi- 
ness—these are imperishable results to which this man devoted 
his high purpose and for which he stood and took a leading and 
most distinguished part. 

To have had to do with the founding of a State in itself is 
a signal honor, but to have been an active participant and a 
leading spirit in his relations to two certainly is exceptional and 
unusual in the history of the Republic. 

Mr. President, his record as a representative of his State in 
this body was honorable, dignified, patriotic, and of the highest 
service to his State and country. Idaho in honoring George L. 
Shoup in any position always honored herself. He was in 
the fullest sense a pioneer, and as such accomplished great and 
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enduring results. He was a loyal and a brave soldier, a wise 
and high-minded executive, a patriotic, efficient, and service- 
able Senator, and, withal, a noble, large-hearted, generous, and 
kindly man. 

The luster of his high character and of his unselfish and de- 
voted life must always illumine the home and the lives of those 
he left behind. In these, as husband and father, he left them 
the richest possible heritage. To the people of Idaho his life 
must always be an inspiration and a benediction. 

George L. Shoup well merits his place as a representative of 
his State among the immortals of the Republic. He was ac- 
corded high distinction by his people while he lived, and in his 
death he is commemorated in a noble figure worthy of his high 
character and of the people he so unselfishly and patriotically 
served, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, Statuary Hall, in this, our 
country’s Capitol, has become the American Hall of Fame, for 
here the several States of the Union honor their greatest and 
wisest men. Idaho, in placing the marble statue of George L. 
Shoup there, recognizes his unselfish services to his country 
and his undeviating devotion to his people. The statue of 
marble is the concrete and material expression of the monument 
of love he has implanted in the hearts of those who knew him 
best 


I deem it a great privilege to speak briefly upon this occasion 
and express some of my thoughts suggested by the life and la- 
bors of our departed friend. I intend my remarks to be gen- 
eral, for it is better that the Senators of his own State recount 
in detail his great labors and ‘achievements. 

Senator Shoup was a frequent visitor to my own home State. 
We lived neighbors, and I, in common with many others, learnea 
of his worth as a man, his lofty ideals, his generous heart, and 
his honorable ambitions. Whenever the name Shoup is men- 
tioned in my hearing there arises at once before me the figure 
of a man, tall and straight as an arrow, a pioneer, a business 
man, a soldier, a patriot, a statesman, a Christian gentleman, 
whose life was devoted to the building up of this magnificent 
Government of ours in a form so grand and enduring as to ex- 
cite the wonder and challenge the admiration of the civilized 
world. To him more than to any other Idaho owes her early 
admission to statehood. To this end he brought to bear his 
power as an organizer, his ability as a leader, his logic as a 
debater, his inflexible will, his honest soul; and for ‘this reason, 


among others, his sculptured presence is placed in yon Pantheon 
of the Republic to forever proclaim to the world the love, re- 


spect, and honor the great State of Idaho has for one of her 
noble citizens. 


Like nearly ‘all our great historical characters, Shoup was al 


self-made man. He was not born with a silver spoon in his 
mouth nor reared in the lap of luxury, but had to combat with 
the difficulties of life, overcoming them one by one until success 
could be called his. What he won came to him because of his 
own persistency and ability, by dint of struggle and toil. From 
‘boyhood his chief capital for his future was reliance upon him- 
self, upon his own integrity, upon his own conscious power to 
achieve. He was not deterred by obstacles nor discouraged by 
opposition; they but added strength to his aims and determina- 
tion to his will. Duty! duty! work! work! thundered in his 
soul, and he was loyal to their demands. 

Shoup looked at every problem from ‘the view point of the 
common people. He sprang from them; was one of them. His 
association until full manhood was exclusively with the work- 
ing classes. His labors in this body fully justify me in saying 
that he believed profoundly * the plain people, but never de- 
show it. He had the sin- 


— 
character. The people knew that back of the word was a 
heart, a conscience, a conviction, a man. 

He was strong in his personal attachments, intensely loyal 
in his friendships. He bad no treachery in his heart; he exacted 
only that which he gave, loyalty and fidelity, and these he de- 
manded in full measure. My whole memory of him, from first 
to last, is such as I am now glad to recall and shall cherish 
as long as I live. His hearty greetings when meeting him in- 
variably imparted the joy of friendship and brightness to the 
passing moments. Good will, kindness, and perfect honesty 
shone in his face. Generosities were at home in his heart. He 
was full of loyalty. Indeed, I think I should say if I were 


asked to name the trait most characteristic of him that it was 
loyalty. He was loyal to his country, in devotion to which he 
in 1861 offered the sacrifice of his life. He was loyal to his 
State and made many sacrifices for the advancement of her 
interests; loyal to the community in which he dwelt in honor, 
and of which he ever studied to be and was a benefactor; eee 
to his friends; loyal and true to the wife and children that 

God so blessed him with. 

Shoup's home life was ideal. The wish of one was the desire 
of all. Neither cloud shadowed it nor frown chilled it. Sick- 
ness might invade ft; disappointment might enter it; severe 
pain might smite it; and calummy, coarse, brutal, and per- 
sistent pound and clamor at its doers, but the peace, the 
love, the good-night kisses, and the happy morning greetings of 
that united and joyous household were never interrupted nor 
disturbed. 

Such being the life and the character of the man; such being 
his generosity and his devotion; such his personification of all 
that was best and noble, most patriotic, and most unselfish, 
and most characteristic in her history, it was indeed fitting that 
the State of Idaho should select him as her most distinguished 
citizen to be placed in Statuary Hall in imperishable marble as 
ing as the Capitol shall stand and as long as the Nation shall 

ve. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in placing the statue of the 
late George L. Shoup in our national Statuary Hall the State 
of Idaho responded to sentiments of regard entertained for the 
memory of that worthy man by hosts of people residing out- 
side the limits of the State in which he lived and died. His 
home was in Idaho, but his activities and sympathies were not 
bounded by state lines. 

For the State of his adoption he labored without ceasing to the 
close of his days, but his efforts and his influence extended 
over a territorial area of imperial extent. He was a type of 
man not only truly representative of his State, but of the large 
region of country extending along the Rocky Mountains from 
Mexico to Canada and spreading from the Sierra Nevadas to 
the plains of Kansas. 

Every State and Territory in the so-called“ intermountain 
country” felt the quickening sense of his presence either us 
a soldier, an explorer, a prospector, or a directing force in busi- 
ness affairs. He was a conspicuous figure in the first consti- 
tutional convention in the Territory of Colorado, He was a 
pioneer merchant in the Territory of Montana, and his mer- 
cantile, mining, and stock-raising enterprises extended over an 
area exceeding that of modern Europe. 

He was a pioneer possessed of a spirit of adventure and 
ambition for conquest, capacity for construction, and gentus for 
government. He demonstrated his ability to deal with every 
problem intervening between savage wilds and well-established, 
orderly civilization. ‘Toil, hardship, privation, and the dan- 
gers of the frontier were with him mere incentives to effort 
and vigilance. He was a trail blazer fitted by nature to open 
and guard the way. 

The settlement of the West has developed many similar men, 
but few, if any, of so rare and masterful capacity to skillfully. 
cope with the difficulties and successfully overcome the ob- 
stacles which he encountered and serenely surmounted in the 
course of nearly half a century in the Rocky Mountains, 

The achievements of others have been more loudly pro- 
claimed, and in some respects he was excelled by certain of 
his contemporaries, but taken all in all, he stood in the front 
rank, unsurpassed in poise, nerve, principle, and capacity by 
any pioneer it has ever been my privilege to know. Shoup 
entered the unsubdued West in the early sixties with the fixed 
and conscientious purpose of a home builder. He was pre- 
pared to meet any duty, face any danger, and remove any ob- 
stacle between him and that coveted home. Through a sense 
of duty he became a soldier, and a distinguished soldier at that, 
but when the war was over he resumed pursuit of the home 
he sought, little heeding and not deflected by the applause his 
brave deeds had evoked. 

In the distant Territory of Idaho, where in the early days 
law was largely a memory, he set his stakes and laid the foun- 
dation of a home which survives him—a seat of peace, love, and 
honor. In his comprehensive view, proper environment of a 
home embraced the whole community, the Territory, and the 
entire country in which he lived. Imbued with this idea, he 
stood for law and order and justice and decency. In the 
midst of isolated and primitive conditions, with the passions of 
men and women distorted and intensified by lust for gold, the 
stand taken by Shoup was not easy to maintain, but he stood 
his ground from first to last and, happily, lived to see rever- 
ence for home and respect for law securely established, not 
only in fair Idaho, but in all the neighboring States. 
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He was remarkably successful in all his undertakings. In 
war he displayed the qualities of high and dauntless leader- 
ship. As a ranchman, a merchant, and an all-around man 
of business affairs, he showed such integrity, industry, fore- 
sight, and capacity for management that he became recog- 
nized as one of the strong, reliable business men of the West. 
The duties of citizenship were never neglected by him, for it 
is well known throughout the West that in the early struggles 
for good government and the establishment of law, order, and 
justice, Shoup was always to be relied upon. 

When the aspirations of the people of Idaho for statehood 
were strongest, George L. Shoup was urged by them for the 
governorship of the Territory, in the belief that his elevation 
to that high station would materially aid them in their struggle 
for recognition. In this they were not disappointed. It is 
well known by those who served in the Senate and House of 
Representatives at the time of the admission of the State of 
Idaho that the tireless efforts of the governor were potential 
in impressing upon the Congress and the country the just 
8 of the Territory for admission into the sisterhood of 

ta tes. 

He was elected the first governor of the new State, and while 
governor was selected to represent the State as a Senator in 
Congress. He served as a member of this body continuously 
from 1890 to March 4, 1901, when he laid down the burdens of 
public office and retired to his home to devote the remaining 
years of his life to the adjustment of his private affairs and 
the enjoyment of closer communion with his old-time friends. 

Many of the Senators present to-day served in this Chamber 
with Senator Shoup, and, without exception, all retain pleasant 
recollections: of association with him, and his memory is held 
in reverence here. It required intimate association and close 
observation to discover the elements of power in the character 
of the man, for although he was thoroughly representative of 
the West, his demeanor and address in nowise comported with 
the widespread and erroneous notion that this type of man 
should be loud, boisterous, self-assertive, and domineering. 
George L. Shoup did not respond to any of those characteris- 
tics. He was unobtrusive, gentle, considerate, and kind. His 
voice was low and rarely elevated above the ordinary conver- 
satlonal tone. He was honest, firm, direct, courageous, and 
brave; but these points in his character were made manifest 
by actions rather than by proclamations. 

Devotion to duty was with him a ruling passion, and he met 
every obligation fairly and sincerely. Although very positive 
in his own views he was tolerant of the views of others. He 
was what might be called a “liberal-minded” man. He had 
encountered all kinds of vicissitudes in the course of his life, 
for the whole range of human experience, from poyerty to 
riches and from obscurity to exalted position, had come to 
him; and, in addition to unusual experience, such was the 
breadth of his mind and the depth of his sympathy that he was 
fitted as few men have been to understand and charitably view 
the weaknesses and failings of men. He loved the right and 
abhorred the wrong, and all forms of sham and false pretense 
he held in utter contempt. 

The social feature of western character found full expres- 
sion in his genial and kindly nature. Good cheer radiated from 
his healthy and wholesome personality. A certain philosopher 
has said: 

A great i 
immovable FF a ee 

Measured by this test George L. Shoup was a great man, but 
such was his modesty that he would instantly have ridiculed a 
suggestion of greatness as applied to himself. Sure it is that 
his greatness was in all respect unconscious. The virtue of 
the thing he accomplished was never cheapened by self-praise 
nor tainted with alloy through the means employed to accom- 
plish it. 

He proved equal to every task assigned him and fairly met 
and discharged every duty that fell to his lot. He loved his 
fellow-man, and those who knew him reciprocated his regard. 
He moved serenely through all the trials and difficulties of 
the tempestuous days of the gold craze, the Indian wars, the 
road agents, and all the tragedies and comedies attending the 
establishment of homes and civilization in the midst of wild, 
savage, and barren surroundings. With the chivalry of a 
knight errant, he was always ready to redress the wrongs of 
the weak and to check the rapacity of the strong. His power- 
ful, gentle, brave, and kindly nature embraced all the elements 
employed in laying the foundation of the new State, which has 
honored his memory by placing his statue in the midst of the 
national group of bronze and marble figures of distinctly repre- 
sentative men from all parts of our common country. The dis- 


criminating judgment of Idaho in this selection is most cor- 
dially approved by all her neighboring States. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the pioneer of the Far West is 
entitled to take his place as a commonwealth builder along 
with the Puritan and the cavalier. With the love of adventure 
and the valor of the one, the sturdy character and inflexible 
purpose of the other, California and Oregon are no less the 
handiwork of the latter than Massachusetts and Virginia of the 
former. When the golden sands of California lured the emi- 
grant into the Far West, that region was not only widely re- 
moved in distance from the States, exempt from established 
law, and divorced from authority, but it was under the ban of 
leading American statesmen. That a large part of it was re- 
served to this country which otherwise would not have been, 
and that over it all there now obtains the most thoroughly dem- 
ocratic life, the most universally prosperous and wholesome 
civilization under the flag, are due to the energy, the courage, 
the inexorable purpose and indomitable patriotism of the 
pioneer. 

1 do not know of a more heroic narrative than that which 
tells the world of the simple, self-sacrificing, dauntless life of 
Marcus Whitman. Relieved of all that the pen of fiction or 
romance may have added and reduced to plain, unquestioned 
facts, well founded and susceptible of historic proof, his life 
still remains one of those surrendered and dedicated to the 
highest impulses which stir the human heart. His courage was 
of the highest order. His far-seeing statesmanship places him 
beside our most exalted patriots, and his utter self-surrender to 
his work was that of a martyr which indeed he became. 
Tardily, but we may hope finally and properly, the world is to 
recognize the inestimable work of this singularly able, upright, 
and tireless patriot. Not so conspicuous, not so noted, were the 
deeds of others, but the whole pioneer history of the Pacific 
slope is enriched with unusual exhibitions of hardship, of en- 
durance, and loyalty, for they were men of initiative, of rare 
self-confidence, of unbending will, broad in their views and 
plans and fearless in execution. The world has never seen, and 
likely never will see, a finer class of men, all in all, better 
equipped in mind and body for their work than those who took 
possession of that great western region and made it ours and 
made it great. 

Most of those pioneers are gone. No pen has yet paid just 
tribute to their work or worth. We are so engrossed in ex- 
ploiting and enjoying the splendid estate they built up that 
we evince little concern in commemorating the excellent qual- 
ities of those who built it. The result of their work we know— 
California and Oregon, Washington and Idaho, Montana and 
Wyoming, Nevada and Utah—but the personal history of these 
remarkable men, the suffering, the fortitude, the clear-sighted, 
broad-minded patriotism are to live, it seems, mostly by the 
treacherous tongue of tradition. No braver, more resourceful, 
no bolder, more persistent band of explorers ever wrung from 
the stubborn grasp of waste and desert a great civilization. 
They found a region without the semblance of government, a 
mob excited by the passion for gold, and they hammered this 
wild, warring, chaotic mass of humanity into order and shaped 
order into government. They found a new kind of property and a 
new phase of property rights, concerning which the great com- 
mon law furnished neither precedent nor guide, and with rare 
foresight and wisdom they wrote into the rules and customs of 
the camp the principles which still guide and are a sufficient 
guide to great and growing commonwealths. They found moun- 
tains and great rivers and barren plains—the vast forces of 
nature, formidable and uninviting—and with a courage that has 
never been excelled, a steadiness of purpose seldom equaled, 
they mastered all and gave us an empire of untold wealth. 

But no reference to pioneer life would be complete, the pic- 
ture would be unfinished and unfaithful without a fitting refer- 
ence to the courageous women who shared with fathers, hus- 
bands, and brothers the hardships of those days. Conditions 
more out of harmony, environments more uninviting with what 
woman would have conditions and environments to be could 
scarcely be imagined. The ease, comforts, companionship, and 
society so essential to woman’s life were sternly set aside, 
bravely given over for years of struggle and adversity. Not 
much is told of her in the brief page of pioneer history; in the 
popular story of those free venturesome days little note is given 
of her presence; but through all these scenes and trials, the dark- 
est and severest, the inspiring presence of the American woman 
tinted and softened the harsher outlines of the pioneer life with 
the subtle halo of a woman’s influence. In endurance, in patient 
waiting through the leaden-footed hours of suspense when dan- 
ger was impending, and, above all, in that self-sustaining hope 
which in crucial hours discerns through the night of adversity 
the coming dawn of triumph, she was in every sense the help- 
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meet of her bolder companion. There is nothing in romance or 
song more thrilling, richer in the higher qualities of woman- 
hood than may be gleaned from the stories of pioneer life 
touching the women who helped to make the western land the 
home of security and refinement for her daughter. 

George L. Shoup was a pioneer, Born in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, of yeoman stock, brought up on the farm, educated in 
the public schools, restless and self-reliant, he turned early to 
the West and located in Colorado while it was yet a Territory. 
Here he lived until the breaking out of the civil war, farming, 
stock raising, mining, merchandising, and becoming thoroughly 
acquainted with all the phases of the free, independent life 
which then characterized the West. When the civil conflict 
came he entered the Union army as a member of an independ- 
ent company of scouts, continued in the seryice until 1864, re- 
tiring as colonel of the Third Cavalry. 

In the meantime he had served for a short time as a member 
of the constitutional convention of Colorado, After the war he 
removed to the Territory of Idaho, where he made his home 
during the rest of his life and served with distinction and fidel- 
ity his Territory and State as legislator, governor, and United 
States Senator. Others have dwelt in detail upon the specific 
events of his life—I need not again recall them. 

Senator Shoup was a type, a true and pronounced embodi- 
ment, of those splendid qualities which characterized and 
distinguished those who opened up and subdued the West. 
Among those giant men he stood forth a leader. Stalwart in 
frame, of striking presence, the first and strongest impression 
he gave was that of strength and poise. Kindly, considerate, 
generous, and tolerant, he was nevertheless possessed of great 
determination and a will power which, when aroused, yielded 
alone to the inexorable. He had only such education as he 
could secure in a few months in the common schools, but united 
with rare judgment, a perception almost intuitive, a keen, quick, 
unerring knowledge of men, a practical wisdom gathered during 
his long, active career in the school of life, he was a safe, 
trusted, and able counselor in all matters of private and public 
concern. 

Few men within the limits of their respective acquaintance 
could count more personal followers—men who were willing to 
accept his judgment in a crisis or give him their fealty, regard- 
less of the issue for which at a particular time he stood. This 
was not alone because his loose purse strings and generous 
hands so often relieved the unfortunate and braced the faltering, 
but because they believed in his sanity of view, his disinterest- 
edness of purpose, his unquestioned patriotism. He was wise 
and practical in the affairs of the world, and through it all ran 
a rich fund of genuine humanity. 

His hospitality, so strong a trait with all those who built the 
West; his physical courage, without which men who walked the 
path it was his to walk could not have succeeded; his loyalty 
to his friends; his power of sustained effort and endurance; his 
devotion to a cause once espoused caused men to seek him out 
in all those countless emergencies which in those stirring days 
tested to the utmost the mettle of men. I will venture to say 
that in all the history of the West, studded and enriched with 

deeds of personal prowess, you will find no finer exhibi- 
tion of that steel nerve which never knew surprise or fear than 
among those with whom he was an acknowledged leader. 

Rugged in mind and robust in body, wise in counsel and brave 
in danger, George L. Shoup was one of that class of men who 
have braved the sea, fought the wilderness; who have met the 
savage, conquered the desert, spanned rivers, and tunneled 
mountains; who, from the Puritan to the western pioneer, have 
pushed forward the lines of civilization, planted society, and 
built commonwealths. Without parade, pretense, or rhetoric, 
with a clear, forceful, forecasting intelligence; with a gigantic 
and at times almost superhuman power and purpose they 
changed that region, once almost rejected, into a country which 
now excites the interest and admiration of all. “There were 
giants in the earth in those days.” 

We place his statue here among the celebrated and distin- 
guished of our country, not for brilliant orations delivered or 
great state papers indited, not for his genius in war or his 
achievements in legislation, but rather for his great qualities of 
citizenship—self-reliance, a high and steady purpose, a whole- 
some faith in the self-governing capacity of the people, a firm 
belief in the permanent worth of our institutions; rather be- 
cause he was of that humane and great-souled citizenry which 
holds together the social fabric and makes sure the stability of 
the Government. We do well to honor him and to honor the 
class of which he was a splendid type, for in them, above all 
other things, above material wealth, above armies and navies, 


is found the assurance of the continued happiness and pros- 
perity of the Republic. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The concurrent resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. KEAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 18, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations reccived by the Senate January 17, 1910. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank L. Shaw, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Machias, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment. ) 

Frank D. Lowe, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Cape Vincent, in the State of New York, in 
place of William J. Grant, resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

George M. Bowers, of West Virginia, to be Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
(Reappointment. ) 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 

Winfred T. Denison, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General, vice Charles W. Russell, resigned. 

D. Frank Lloyd, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral under the provisions of the act approved August 5, 1909. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Loyal E. Knappen, of Michigan, to be United States circuit 

judge, sixth circuit, vice Horace H. Lurton, promoted. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Arthur C. Denison, of Michigan, to be United States district 
judge, western district of Michigan, vice Loyal E. Knappen, 
nominated to be United States circuit judge. 

Alexander G. M. Robertson, of Hawaii, to be United States 
district judge of the Territory of Hawaii, vice George W. Wood- 
ruff, whose resignation has been accepted. 

UNITED States ATTORNEYS. 


John M. Cheney, of Florida, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Florida. (A reappointment, his term 
expiring January 22, 1910.) 

Lunsford L. Lewis, of Virginia, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Virginia. (A reappointment, his term 
haying expired January 8, 1910.) 

UNITED States MARSHALS. 

John F. Horr, of Florida, to be United States marshal for 
the southern district of Florida. (A reappointment, his term 
expiring February 17, 1910.) 

Frederick W. Collins, of Mississippi, to be United States mar- 
shal for the southern district of Mississippi, vice Edgar 8. Wil- 
son, whose term will expire February 5, 1910. 

Enos Harry Porter, of Pennsylvania, to be United States mar- 
shal for the western district of Pennsylvania, vice Stephen P, 
Stone, whose term has expired. 

Harry S. Hubbard, of Porto Rico, to be United States mar- 
shal for Porto Rico. (A reappointment, his term having ex- 
pired.) 

Seth Bullock, of South Dakota, to be United States marshal, 
district of South Dakota. (A reappointment, his term having 
expired.) 

inet G. Smithers, of Virginia, to be United States mar- 
shal for the eastern district of Virginia, vice Morgan Treat, 
whose term has expired. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT or HAWAII. 


John T. De Bolt, of Hawaii, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii, vice Arthur A. 
Wilder, whose resignation has been accepted. 

JUDGE OF THE Crrourr Court or HAWAII. 

William J. Robinson, of Hawaii, to be third judge of the cir- 
cuit court of the first circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. (A 
reappointment, his term expiring March 5, 1910.) 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC Moneys. 

James D. Gallup, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Buffalo, Wyo., vice Eugene B. Mather, term expired. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTEY ARM. 


Second Lieut. Stuart A. Howard, Thirtieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from January 12, 1910, vice First Lieut. Daniel 
ne Sixteenth Infantry, dropped for desertion on that 

e. 

POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 


M. Wesley Brice to be postmaster at Oneonta, Ala. 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Henry L. Jones to be postmaster at Cordova, Ala. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

William C. Starke to be postmaster at Troy, Ala., in place of 
7 ©. Starke. Incumbent's commission expired January 

„ 1910. 


Office be- 


CALIFORNIA, 

Eugene Don to be postmaster at Santa Clara, Cal., in place 
5 Don. Incumbent's commission expired January 15, 
Hobart M. Williams to be postmaster at Lordsburg, Cal.. Of- 
fice became presidential January 1, 1910. 


COLORADO, 


Mabel F. Curren to be postmaster at Crested Butte, Colo., in 
place of Robert R. Kelly, deceased. . 

Richard G. Dalton to be postmaster at La Junta, Colo., in 
place of Richard G. Dalton. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Homer H. Grafton to be postmaster at Manitou, Colo., in 
place of Homer H. Grafton. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

William Knearl to be postmaster at Brush, Colo., in place of 
i Knearl. Incumbent's commission expired January 15, 

10. 

Edwin Price to be postmaster at Grand Junction, Colo., in 
place of Edwin Price. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1910. 

CONNECTICUT. 


George D. Carey to be postmaster at Sound Beach, Conn., in 


place of George D. Carey. 
January 10, 1910. 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


William H. Marigold to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Conn., | 


in place of William H. Marigold. 


Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 5, 1910. f 


DELAWARE, 


William A. Mullin to be postmaster at Marshallton, Del. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


FLORIDA. 

George W. Bean to be postmaster at Tampa, Fla., in place of 
George W. Bean. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 
1910. 

Frank J. Huber to be postmaster at Ocala, Fla., in place of 
George C. Crom, removed. 

GEORGIA. 

Charles R. Jones to be postmaster at Rossville, Ga., in place 
of Clarles R. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
31, : 10. 

George W. Pease to be postmaster at Demorest, Ga. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Arthur H. Prince to be postmaster at Glennville, Ga. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

ILLINOIS. 


Robert N. Chapman to be postmaster at Charleston, III., in 
place of Robert N. Chapman. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 10, 1910. 

Frank C. Davidson to be postmaster at Clinton, IN., in place 
of Frank C. Davidson. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 10, 1910. 

Ozias Riley to be postmaster at Champaign, III., in place of 
Ozias Riley. Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 1910. 

Joseph C. Weir to be postmaster at Rantoul, III., in place of 
Joseph C. Weir. Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 
1910. 


Office 


INDIANA, 
Elmer McKenzie to be postmaster at Williamsport, Ind., in 
place of Harley D. Billings, resigned. 5 
IOWA. 
Orrin E. Crane to be postmaster at Springville, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 
Myron E. Foster to be postmaster at Early, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 


Samuel P. Hale to be postmaster at Tripoli, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

William R. Prewitt to be 
place of William R. Prewitt. 
January 31, 1910. 

Thomas W. Purcell to be postmaster at Hampton, Iowa, in 
place of Thomas W. Purcell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

James Rae to be postmaster at Marcus, Iowa, in place of 
Nettie Lewis, resigned. 


r at Onawa, Iowa, in 
Incumbent’s commission expires 


KANSAS. 


John N. Evans to be postmaster at Liberal, Kans., in place of 
John N. Eyans. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1910. 

Joseph E. Humphrey to be postmaster at Nickerson, Kans., 
in place of Joseph E. Humphrey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 31, 1910. 

Carl O. Hunt to be postmaster at Natoma, Kans. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 


KENTUCKY. 


McDowell Oldham to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Ky. 

became presidential January 1, 1910. 
LOUISIANA. 

George S. Eisely to be postmaster at Tallulah, La., in place of 
George S. Eisely. Incumbent’s commission expires January 30, 
1910. 

William C. Price to be postmaster at Homer, La., in place of 
William C. Price. Incumbent’s commission expires January 30, 
1910. 

| MAINE. 


Frank M. Hume to be postmaster at Houlton, Me., in place of 
Frank M. Hume. Incumbents commission expires January 23, 
1910. 

James H. Phair to be postmaster at Presque Isle, Me., in 
place of James H. Phair. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 23, 1910. 


Office 


MARYLAND. 


Charles M. Murray to be postmaster at Hampstead, Md. Of- 
fice became presidential January 1, 1910. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


George F. Bourne to be postmaster at Lenox, Mass., in place 
of George F. Bourne. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1910. 

Harold A. Foster to be postmaster at North Brookfield, Mass., 
in place of Harold A. Foster. Incumbent's commission expires 
| January 23, 1910. 

William A. Murphy to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass., in 
place of William A. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 8, 1910. 

Peter P. Smith to be postmaster at Adams, Mass., in place of 
Peter P, Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
| 1910. 
| Edgar J. Whelpley to be postmaster at Salem, Mass., in place 
| of Edgar J. Whelpley. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
' wary 29, 1910. 


MICHIGAN, 


| Albert Kleinschmidt to be postmaster at Pigeon, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

John Y. Martin to be postmaster at Corunna, Mich., in place 
of Erwin Eveleth. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
| 31, 1910. 


MINNESOTA. 


William J. Bliss to be postmaster at Stewart, Minn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Edwin E. Tuttle to be postmaster at Hastings, Minn., in place 
of Edwin E. Tuttle. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1910. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Margaret N. Cabaniss to be postmaster at Clinton, Miss., in 
place of Margaret N. Cabaniss. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

George C. Jackson to be postmaster at Belzona, Miss., in place 
of George ©. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 30, 1910. 

Emma Morris to be postmaster at Ittabena, Miss., in place of 
Emma Morris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 30, 
1910. 

James C. Tyler to be postmaster at Biloxi, Miss., in place of 
51 C. Tyler. Incumbent's commission expires January 30, 


g ‘ 
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MISSOURI 


Thomas Francis to be postmaster at Bevier, Mo., in place of 

ne Francis. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 
NEBRASKA. 

John C. Bailey to be postmaster at Herman, Nebr. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Alfred L. Brande to be postmaster at Pierce, Nebr., in place 
of Alfred L. Brande. Incumbent's commission expires January 
24, 1910. 

Mentor A. Brown to be postmaster at Kearney, Nebr., in place 
of Mentor A. Brown. Incumbent's commission expires January 
24, 1910. 

George V. Dorsey to be postmaster at Bradshaw, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910, 

William J. Hildreth to be postmaster at Exeter, Nebr., in 
place of William J. Hildreth. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 25, 1910. 

William H. McNeal to be postmaster at Wayne, Nebr., in place 
of William H. McNeal. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1910. 

Wellington A. Post to be postmaster at Stormsburg, Nebr., in 
place of Wellington A. Post. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Charles Ruden to be postmaster at Crofton, Nebr. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Delbert E. Sherman to be postmaster at Valentine, Nebr., in 
place of Delbert E. Sherman. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Charles H. Snider to be postmaster at Tilden, Nebr., in place 
of Charles H. Snider. Incumbent's commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

Newton L. Squier to be postmaster at Silver Creek, Nebr. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Charles H. Taylor to be postmaster at Walthill, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Office 
Office 


Office 


Frank S. Tracy to be postmaster at Winside, Nebr. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Edgar A. Wight to be postmaster at Wolbach, Nebr. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


John C. Richardson to be postmaster at Gorham, N. H., in 
place of John C. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Carleton E. Sparhawk to be postmaster at Walpole, N. H., in 
place of Carleton E. Sparhawk. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 18, 1910. 

Herbert P. Thompson to be postmaster at Troy, N. H., in place 
of Herbert P. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 31, 1910. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Roger M. Bridgman to be postmaster at Ridgewood, N. J., in 
place of Roger M. Bridgman. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 31, 1910. 

John T. Lovett to be postmaster at Little Silver, N. J., in 
place of John T. Lovett. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 31, 1910. 

Lizzie B. Minton to be postmaster at Haddon Heights, N. J. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


NEW YORK. 


Herbert V. Clark to be postmaster at Dexter, N. Y., in place 
of Herbert V. Clark. Incumbent's commission expires January 
30, 1910. 

Emmett B. Hawkins to be postmaster at Huntington, N. Y., 
in place of Emmett B. Hawkins. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 8, 1910. 

R. Burchard Hults to be postmaster at Port Washington, 
N. Y., in place of R. Burchard Hults. Incumbent’s commission 
expires January 24, 1910. 

Elmer A. Johnson to be postmaster at Wilson, N. Y., in place 
of Elmer A. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1908. N 

Edward J. Lewis to be postmaster at Saugerties, N. Y., in 
place of Edward J: Lewis. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 29, 1910. 

John J. Mahoney to be postmaster at Willard, N. Y., in place 
of John J. Mahoney. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
31. 1910. 

James F. Moore to be postmaster at Middletown, N. Y., in 
place of Edward D. Tompkins, deceased. 

Frank C. Wilcox to be postmaster at Painted Post, N. Y., in 
place of Frank C. Wilcox. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 31, 1910. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

McMurray Furgerson to be postmaster at Littleton, N. C., in 
place of McMurray Furgerson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 9, 1910. 

James D. Maultsby to be postmaster at Whiteville, N. C. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


Joseph T. Wyard to be postmaster at Goodrich, N. Dak. 

Office became presidential October 1, 1909. 
OHIO. 

William B. Baldwin to be postmaster at Akron, Ohio, in place 
of Leonidas S. Ebright, resigned. 

Clinton F. Bonham to be postmaster at Harrison, Ohio, in 
place of Clinton F. Bonham. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 25, 1910. š 

Orrin W. Curtis to be postmaster at Swanton, Ohio, in place 
of Orrin W. Curtis. Incumbents commission expired January 
20, 1909. 

Horace A. Haine to be postmaster at Junction City, Ohio. 
Office become presidential January 1, 1910. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Ephraim R. Dawson to be postmaster at Taloga, Okla. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Erling Sarjent to be postmaster at Luther, Okla. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

OREGON. 


Jobn H. Williams to be postmaster at Hermiston, Oreg. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Charles E. Beck to be postmaster at Portland, Pa. 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

Herry H. Hawkins to be postmaster at Spring Forge, Pa., in 
place of Harry H. Hawkins. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Elmer S. Hull to be postmaster at Montgomery, Pa., in place 
of Elmer S. Hull. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
1910. 

Robert D. Peck to be postmaster at Lock Haven, Pa., in place 
of Robert D. Peck. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
30, 1910. 

Warren F. Simrell to be postmaster at Hallstead, Pa., in 
place of Warren F. Simrell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 30, 1910. 

H. B. Summerville to be postmaster at Rimersburg, Pa., in 
place of William H. Morris. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 30, 1910. 

Franklin Sutton to be postmaster at Hellertown, Pa. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

RHODE ISLAND, 


Walter A. Hill to be postmaster at Phenix, R. I., in place of 
Walter A. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1910. 


Office 


Office 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Thomas E. Husbands to be postmaster at Dillon, S. C., in 
place of Thomas E. Husbands. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 16, 1910. 

Isham A. Mayfield to be postmaster at Greer, S. C., in place 
of Isham A. Mayfield. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

Robinson P. Searson to be postmaster at Allendale, S. C., in 
place of Robinson P. Searson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 16, 1910. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Robert E. Dye to be postmaster at Alpena, S. Dak. Office 
became presilential January 1, 1910. 

Anthony If. Rudd to be postmaster at Garretson, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

TENNESSEE. 


Alexander M. Stuart to be postmaster at National Soldiers’ 

Home, Tenn. Office became presidential January 1, 1910, 
TEXAS. 

James J. Dickerson to be postmaster at Paris, Tex., in place 
of James J. Dickerson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1910. 

Robert C. May to be postmaster at Leonard, Tex., in place 
of Robert C. May. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
31, 1910. 

UTAH. 

Elissa A. Northcott to be postmaster at Coalville, Utah. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 
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VERMONT. 


John A. Sheldon to be postmaster at Rutland, Vt, in place 
= John A. Sheldon. Incumbent's commission expires January 

„1910. 

WASHINGTON. 

Jacob F. Hill to be postmaster at Davenport, Wash., in place 

5 Jacob F. Hill. Incumbent's commission expired December 
1909. 

James P. Rosebaugh to be postmaster at Harrington, Wash., 
in place of James P. Rosebaugh. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 13, 1909. 

Robert H. Stapleton to be postmaster at Monroe, Wash., in 
place of Robert II. Stapleton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

William L. Erwin to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, W. Va., 
in place of William L. Erwin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 31, 1910. 

WISCONSIN. 

Samuel S. Fifield to be postmaster at Ashland, Wis., in place 

1 Pemadi S. Fifield. Incumbent's commission expires January 
1910. 

Ida G. Grinde to be postmaster at Blair, Wis., in place of 
25 E. Gilbert. Incumbent's commission expired December 11, 

Frank A. Johnson to be postmaster at Spring Valley, Wis., 
in place of Frank A. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

John H. Robr to be postmaster at North Milwaukee, Wis., 
in place of Byron R. Godfrey, deceased. 

William B. Tscharner to be postmaster at La Crosse, Wis., 
in place of William B. Tscharner. Incumbent's commission 
expires January 29, 1910. 

WYOMING. 

William Pugh to be postmaster at Evanston, Wyo., in place 

mp Picasa Pugh. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 


CONFIRMATIONS,. 
Beecutive nominations e by the Senate January 17, 
1910. 


COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS. 
Fred Enos to be collector of customs at Bridgeport, Conn. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE INTERIOR FOR Porto Rico. 
HE ce A. Wilson to be commissioner of the interior of Porto 
co. 
P UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Van Rensselaer Weaver to be United States marshal, north- 
ern district of New York. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICER. 
Col. Walter Howe to be brigadier-general. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants. 
Richard Slee, 
William Williams Keen, 
William Michael Coplin, 
William Campbell Posey, 
Waiter Orrin Howell, and 
George Morgan Mnren. 
CHAPLAIN. 
James Francis Houlihan to be chaplain. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
CAVALEY ABM, 
First Lieut. Frank L. Case to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles M. Maigne to be first lieutenant, 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 
Capt. William Chamberlaine to be major. 
First Lieut. Frank T. Thornton to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Thomas C. Cook to be first lientenant, 
INFANTRY ARM, 
First Lieut. John E. Morris to be captain. 
First Lieut. William B. Gracie to be captain. 
First Lieut. Lawrence P. Butler to be captain. 
First Lieut. Paul C. Galleher to be captain. 
First Lieut. Claude S. Fries to be captain. 
First Lieut. William G. Doane to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles B. Moore to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Clark Lynn to be first lieutenant, 


Second Lieut. C. Stockmar Bendel to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Robert E. Boyers to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Burt W. Phillips to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Ben F. Ristine to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. George R. Guild to be first lieutenant. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 
Lieut. Col. Louis A. La Garde to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. John M. Banister to be colonel 
Maj. William P. Kendall to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. William B. Banister to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Charles E. Woodruff to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Charles F. Mason to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. James D. Glennan to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Jay Ralph Shook to be major. 
Capt. William E. Vose to be major. 
Capt. Frank T. Woodbury to be major. 
Capt. Henry H. Rutherford to be major. 
Capt. Ernest L. Ruffner to be major. 
Capt. William H. Brooks to be major. 
Capt. Charles N. Barney to be major. 
Capt. Eugene R. Whitmore to be major. 
Capt. Patrick H. McAndrew to be major. 
Capt. Charles Y. Brownlee to be major. 
Capt. John A. Murtagh to be major. 
Capt. George M. Ekwurzel to be major. 
Capt. Gideon McD. Van Poole to be major. 
Capt. William W. Reno to be major. 
Capt. James W. Van Dusen to be major. 

PoSTMASTERS. 

CONNECTICUT. 
Willard Baker, at Sharon, Conn. 
Thomas W. Beaumont, at Cromwell, Conn. 
Adelbert W. Crane, at South Glastonbury, Conn, 
Frederick L. Gaylord, at Ansonia, Conn. 
Charles S. Hall, at Wallingford, Conn. 
George H. Jackson, at New Milford, Conn. 
Joseph Morton, at Saugatuck, Conn. 
Wilson M. Reynolds, at Newton, Conn. 
MAINE. 

John V. Lane, at Augusta, Me. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Fred L. Atkinson, at Newburyport, Mass. 
Albert E. Brownville, at Needham, Mass. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Alfred E. Bean, at Berlin, N. H. 

Albert Clement, at Antrim, N. H. 

Eri Oakes, at Lisbon, N. H. 

William H. Small, at Newmarket, N. H. 
NEW YORK. 

Clara Doughty, at Garden City, N. Y. 
VERMONT. 

Raymond C. Ransom, at Castleton, Vt. 
WASHINGTON. 

Jobn P. McGlinn, at La Conner, Wash. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination 9 from the Senate January 17, 
1 


Capt. Charles B. Hepburn, Signal Corps, to the infantry arm, 
and Capt. Alden C. Knowles, detailed in the Signal Corps, from 
the infantry arm to the TETA Corps, which was submitted to 
the Senate on December 13, 1909. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 17, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read 
and approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for a few minutes in reference to 
an article published in the Washington Times of yesterday 
evening, which casts serious reflection on the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, on her highest court, and her state legislature, I 
trust the House will indulge me for a few minutes. 

Mr. MANN. For how long? 

Mr. CANTRILL. For twenty-five minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the House for twenty-five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House, 
the Washington Times of yesterday evening has three pages of 
matter which is a severe arraignment of the supreme court of 
Kentucky, the legislature of Kentucky, and of myself as a 
Member of this House. I simply ask at your hands the privi- 
lege and right to make a plain statement of facts, and a plain 
statement of truth, because the people of Kentucky, the courts 
of Kentucky, the legislature of Kentucky, are not afraid to 
stand before the bar of public opinion of this country and let 
the whole truth be known to the whole people of this Nation. 
[Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the headlines of this paper there is this 
statement: 

Hand of horror casts a shadow over Kentucky — Hope for protection 
in Blue Grass State is given up—Inhuman murders by the Night 
. Tobacco Trust works evils and hardships upon popula- 

And in the beginning of this article I read: 


In the month of January, 1910, she is in a state of war for the open 
shop on the farm. Her ple, her law officers, and her courts have 

me down in battle. The Burley Tobacco Society—the closed shop 

‘or the farm—has assumed to be more powerful than the Government. 
n Bak four years that society has made good its claim—temporarily 
a > 
I want to stand here as a Member of this House and de- 

nounce that statement, every word of it, as untrue. There has 
never been a time in the history of Kentucky when her people 
were more prosperous than now, than when there was more 
peace, and plenty, and harmony among the citizenship of the 
State than at this present time. [Applause.] I call on every 
Member of the Kentucky delegation, regardless of their politics 
upon this floor, to bear me out in the truth of that statement. 
[Applause.] And in defense of my native State I hurl back 
the charge of this paper and say that every word and every line 
of it is untrue. [Renewed applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, there is a statement in connection with this mat- 
ter that I desire to call to the attention of the House. Five 
of the seven members of the state court of appeals, the tribunal 
of last resort in Kentucky, are openly designated as not only 
belonging to the society but being owned by it. This paper 
refers to the Burley Tobacco Society, of which Mr. Clarence 
Le Bus is president, and to the Society of Equity in Kentucky, 
of which I have the honor to be president. It says: 

The state chief justice has not hesitated to criticise the 
calling out the troops or to intimate that it was done at 
the tobacco trust. 

Gentlemen of the House, I want to say to you that this is a 
criticism which has been leveled against the chief justice of 
Kentucky, Judge O’Rear. Judge D. E. O’Rear is a lifelong 
Republican in politics. As a Democrat it gives me pleasure to 
stand upon the floor of the National House and say that there 
is hardly any man in Kentucky who is more beloved by the 
great common people of Kentucky than Judge O’Rear is, and 
that it is because he has stood up for the rights of the common 
people of our Commonwealth. [Renewed applause.] 

Now, I want to say, gentlemen of the House, that there is 
absolutely no truth that can be borne out by fact that the 
members of our supreme court are controlled by this organiza- 
tion of farmers in Kentucky. And I resent the charge as a 
citizen of Kentucky and as a Member of this House from Ken- 
tucky. I resent the false charge that is hurled by this paper 
against the supreme court of our State and especially against 
Judge O’Rear, the chief justice of our court. 

I quote further from the Washington Times: 

The legislature has been induced to ignore the state constitution and 
enact a law putting pooling contracts in a class larly favorable to 
the Burley Society and peculiarly hard for the signer. 

I want to denounce that statement as false. I want to say 
that the act that this bears reference to was passed without 
political division two years ago in Kentucky. It was passed 
upon by the supreme court of Kentucky, and instead of violating 
the constitution of Kentucky, our supreme court by a unani- 
mous decision of its seven judges decided that the act was 
directly in accordance with the constitution of Kentucky and 
that it was a constitutional act. So I desire to defend the legis- 
lature of Kentucky from this false charge that has been hurled 
against it in that respect. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, I want to call attention to 
this fact. I want to make an appeal before the bar of public 
opinion of this Nation in our behalf; I want to make an appeal 
to the membership of this House in our behalf. Kentucky has 
had a hard time. I say that the peace and the happiness that 
pervades our country to-day is there because the farmers of 


vernor for 
e behest of 


Kentucky have exercised the God-given and legal right, by 
cooperation, the farmers standing by themselves, to wrest from 
the great trust of this country that return that the growers of 
a product of the country have the right to demand. [Loud 
applause.] 

So, my friends, when those engaged in the tobacco business, 
the greatest industry in our Commonwealth, have whipped the 
trust to a standstill, there is an outcry against that. Let me 
Say to the gentlemen here who represent agricultural con- 
stituencies that it is not necessary to come to Congress praying 
for legislation to protect the farmer. I recollect well that at 
the very beginning of this Congress the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee [Mr. Payne] said that there was too 
much demagogy for the farmers of the country. I agree 
with him. If you gentlemen here will go back home and tell the 
farmers of your districts to organize, to get tegether and co- 
operate and stand together, they have it in their power, when 
they have learned the lesson, like the farmers of Kentucky, to 
be more prosperous, as our farmers are. [Applause.] 

And, my friends, when we have organized, when we have 
increased the price of our tobacco from 6 cents to 17 or 18 
cents a pound, which means an increased income in our State 
of from $25,000,000 to $30,000,000 annually, then this great 
Goyernment proposes to step in and say that the farmers of 
Kentucky shall not have the God-given right to organize to pro- 
tect themselves from one of the greedy trusts of this Nation— 
the American Tobacco Company. 

However, gentlemen of the House, in justice to the American 
Tobacco Company I desire to make the statement that when 
last year this concern bought our tobacco in the pool it com- 
plied with every provision of its contract with us, which is 
more than can be said of many independent manufacturers 
of tobacco in the country whom our farmers’ association abso- 
lutely sayed from ruin. 

I call your attention to these headlines. I hope they are not 
true. I have not had an opportunity to take it up with the 
Attorney-General, the head of the Department of Justice, but 
this statement is made in the headlines of this paper: 

nts of Uncle Sam have been working secretly amid dangers to 
couple the Burley Tobacco Society with the outlaw night riders. 

I want to say to you, gentlemen of the House, that the offi- 
cials of the Burley Tobacco Society in Kentucky, with the offi- 
cials of the Society of Equity in Kentucky, are the peers of any 
class of men, for their morality, honesty, and integrity, existing 
in this Nation to-day. [Applause.] I say it is a shame and 
an outrage, if this statement is true, that the power of this creat 
Government, when they have not borne us down and defeated us 
by legislation, that now they undertake to bring the power of 
the Federal Government to say to the farmers of Kentucky that 
we shall not organize. 

Here on this floor I want to return my thanks to this Con- 
gress for passing a bill which has repealed the 6-cent tax upon 
leaf tobacco. I want further publicly to thank some gentlemen 
on the Ways and Means Committee on the majority side, espe- 
cially the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD], who did 
so much in our behalf. Our people appreciate that. 

There is no politics whatever in this statement that I am 
making to you here to-day. We will not allow politics in Ken- 
tucky to creep into this matter. The very head of the Burley 
Tobacco Society, Mr. Le Bus, has always been a stalwart Re- 
publican. And I, the president of the Society of Equity, have 
always been and am now a straight Democrat. And so, gentle- 
men, I want to say to you that all that I ask is a fair hearing 
before the bar of public opinion of this Nation. [Applause.] 

Now, I want to quote still further from the same article: 

Finally, the very object of the Burley I—above the advancing of 
the price—has been abandoned. The Burley Society that began as the 
open enemy of the trust has ended by hooking up with it. Burley 
and — — officials have helped drive the independent manufacturers 
out of business. Mr. CANTRILL, in my presence, insisted that the trust 
and the society were natural allies, and that the best possible situation 
was that of one seller, the Burley Society, and one buyer, the trust. 

I want to say that that statement is not true; it is not cor- 
rect. I have made the statement from time to time going upon 
the stump in Kentucky, and standing here I reiterate it now, 
and that is that whenever the product of the farmers of Ken- 
tucky is absolutely at the mercy of one buyer that the only way 
that the farmer can protect himself is to put his produce in 
the hands of one seller and let it be one seller against one buyer. 
But there is a vast difference between that statement and the 
false statement that I have just read. 

Now, here I want to make this statement, quoting from this 
same article: : 

About $500,000 was at issue in this latter suit and judgmen} was 


obtained in the lower court. The state court of appeals, howerer, has 
now reversed the trial judge, and it is not lightly to be passed over 
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that the decision was anticipated 
knowledge that the Burley Society claimed to “own” five of the seven 
judges. The fund now sought ni individual growers as being withheld 
rom them unlawfully exceeds $2,250,000. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit to the fair, candid membership of 
this House that it is unworthy of any great paper, where it 
knows not the facts, that pretends to be a fair journal, and to lay 
the news before the American public, that they should make 
the outrageous, scurrilous, scandalous charge that five members 
of the supreme court were influenced in that decision because 
they were in the hands of our farmers’ organization in Ken- 
tucky. I pass it back and say that the charge is false and that 
there is no word of truth in that assertion. The supreme court 
in no State of the Union surpasses for intelligence, honesty, and 
integrity the judges of the supreme court of Kentucky, without 
regard whatever to their politics. [Applause.] 

Now I want to call attention further to this statement: 

Th ity Society builded the 1 1 on the smaller. J. 
5 — — president of the Eauity. ‘stumped the 45 Ken- 
tucky counties which grow Burley. Their neizhbors ad raised the 
price of the dark leaf from 51 cents to 11 cents and better; why should 
they take 6 cents for Burley? They should pool their tobacco and beat 
the octopus with its own weapons. The trust had them now, with their 
warehouses full. They would pool the 1906 and 1907 crops, grow noth- 
ing in 1908, and get more for the two years than they could have hoped 
to get for three. Three years at 6 cents would be 18 cents. Two years 
at 15 cents would be 30 cents, and with the cost of the pool deducted 
would still be 25 cents. 

I want you gentlemen from the Western States to listen to 
these figures: 

Wheat in Kansas returned the grower $9.29 per acre; oats in Iowa, 
$9.10; barley in Minnesota, $15.08; corn in Illinois, $15.84; hay in 
New York, $19.40; and tobacco in Kentucky, $90.80. Mr. CANTRILL 
talked a great deal of “a 6-cent market.” I heard him admit that 
there had been but one since the trust entered the field, and the rec- 
ords of the Cincinnati Tobacco Warehouse Company give the Equity 
figures the lie direct. ‘The trust,” said Mr. CANTRILL and his asso- 
ciliates, forced the price down from 12 cents in 1902 to 7 cents in 
1905.” The warehouse books quote medium“ leaf at 65% cents in 
1897, the 3 before the monopoly was created, 7 cents in 1902, 9.87 
eents in 1 , and 8.75 cents when the crop of 1907 was pu 
through the pool. 

In other words, the figures given to the farmers by Mr. 
CANTRILL are a lie, says the Washington Times. I hurl it back 
and say that their statement is untrue as regards the price of 
tobacco before our farmers organized. I beg to remind you that 
I am sensible of the proprieties and dignities of this House 
and will pass over such an ugly charge as that. 

Then this article undertakes to quote figures showing that 
my contention was not correct. I want to say to the gentlemen 
of this House who represent farmers in their districts that 
for ten years before the farmers’ organization the price of 
Burley tobacco did not exceed 6 cents a pound, but when the 
farmers organized, when they realized their own power and 
exercised their God-given right, when 6 cents was below the 
cost of production, we have since sold millions of dollars’ worth 
‘of this tobacco through the organization, almost up to a hun- 
dred millions in the last three years, at an average price of 
17 cents per pound. 

Six cents a pound meant want and woe and misery about the 
fireside in the old Kentucky home. Seventeen cents a pound 
means plenty, prosperity, education of the poor boys and girls 
in Kentucky, who, under the 6-cent tobacco were in the to- 
bacco fields six months out of the year, the serfs and slaves of 
the American Tobacco Company. 

Mr. Speaker, I lay these facts before the House, and leave 
them at the bar of public opinion. I desire to call attention to 
the fact that what the people of Kentucky have done is strongly 
in accordance with the recommendation that was sent to this 
Congress a year or so ago by ex-President Roosevelt, because 
we haye worked upon the plan of cooperation and the Country 
Life Commission, and President Roosevelt, in his message that 
I hold in-my hand, says that the only chance that the farmers 
of this Nation have to protect ourselves is first by coopera- 
tion. We Kentucky farmers have taken him at his word. We 
have cooperated. We have stood together and we are standing 
together to-day, and we will stand together unless the power of 
this Federal Government is brought upon us to crush us down 
and to drive us back into the dust wherefrom we have raised 
ourselves. [Applause.] . 

I appeal to the President of the United States, I appeal to the 
Department of Justice, I appeal to this House and to the Senate 
of the United States to see to it that we farmers in Kentucky 
are not crushed into the dust. If we are in violation of the law, 
we want to be right. The other day I called upon the Attorney- 
General and I said to him that if we are operating in opposi- 
tion to the law, if we are doing that act which is illegal, then 
let our attorney come before the Department of Justice and 
have pointed out to him wherein we are wrong, and I stated 
to him that I would give him my pledge that if we are violating 


the entire Commonwealth, with 


the law we will get right and obey the Jaw in letter and spirit. 
[Applause.] If we are in violation of law, if the Sherman 
antitrust law, which I believe was designed to protect the 
weak and not to oppress them, prevents the fruit growers and 
the wheat growers and the tobacco growers and the farmers of 
the country generally from protecting themselves, if under that 
law we are denied the right to organize for a reasonable price 
upon our products, then in the name of justice, in the name of 
the American laborer and the American farmer, I ask this 
Congress to write upon the statute books a law amending the 
Sherman antitrust law so that the farmers and laborers of the 
country may exercise the right of protection from the great 
trusts of the country. [Applause.] 

There is one other statement by innuendo to which I desire to 
call particular attention. I read from the article: 

It is well to remember also that the counsel for the Burley Society 
includes one Republican United States Senator and one Democratic 


governor of a State north of the Ohio, which would mean a contrary 
33 before the bar of public opinion in those States, to say the 


What does that statement mean? That the Republican Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, Senator BRADLEY, is owned by this concern, 
and that he proposes because of that ownership to stand and 
defend the farmers of Kentucky. I want to say to the member- 
ship of this House that I have known Senator BRADLEY since I 
was a child, and, although he differs radically from me in 
polities, that no man ever sat on the floor of the United States 
Senate who has done more to protect the interests of the tobacco 
growers in Kentucky and in the Nation than has Senator 
BRADLEY. [Applause.] And I want to put that plainly before 
the people of this country. I desire to deal justice to every 
man who has helped us, be he Democrat or Republican. There 
is no politics in this proposition. 

I desired this opportunity of saying a word of tribute and a 
word of love on behalf of the great tobacco growers of Ken- 
tucky—200,000 strong and more—to the gallant Senator who has 
stood by us in our fight. 

There is one other statement to which I desire to call atten- 
tion, and I will read it, because I want to show the selfishness 
of this thing, I want to show you where it comes from: 

One of the strong points that the prosecution will try to bring out is 
that the a. poaa is in restraint of trade, and that Cincinnati in 

rticular has suff severely because of the fact that instead of 

ringing — 5 tobacco to this market the growers have built warehouses 
0 le 


The independent tobacco men are backing the national authorities in 
the suit, and their best lawyers will help the United States. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the Members of this 
House for their indulgence, and, in conclusion, I desire to make 
one further statement, that, in my judgment, the people of 
Kentucky are the peer, the equal in good citizenship, in honesty 
and integrity and patriotism of people in any State in the Union, 
and in their behalf I ask fair play at the bar of public opinion 
in this Nation. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you, and desire to ask the privilege of 
printing, in part, in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp the following 
letter addressed to President Taft by Mr. Clarence Le Bus, 
president of the Burley Tobacco Society: 


HEADQUARTERS BURLEY TOBACCO SOCIETY, 


Lexington, Ky., January 8, 1910. 
His Excellency WILLIAM H. Tart, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sin: As the president of the Burley Tobacco Society, of Kentucky, 
a body legally organized under the laws of that State and doing its 
business strictly in conformity with the laws of that State, I haye on 
several occasions read articles in the newspapers emanating from 
Washington in reference to our society. 

While I realize that you are a very busy man, at the same time I 
feel that you will read this letter and give it thorough consideration, 
as my people think that you, being the honored head of our great 
country, should be fully advised directly from our society with an im- 
partial report of our aim and doings. 

If for a moment we thought that we were violating the Sherman 
Act or any other federal act or the laws of our State, we would at 
once correct such abuse; and if that could not be done by givin: 
protection to the members of our society, we would dissolve an 
sna the consequences of a formidable, unreasonable, and cold com- 

on. 

The Burley Society, of which I am the president, was organized 
for the purpose solely of 8 the producers of leaf tobacco. 
Our membership is about 40,000 growers of tobacco in the State of 
Kentucky. The management of our society is as clean as the driven 
snow. No violation nor intimidation of any kind has been encouraged 
by us. Quite the contrary, we have at all times deprecated what is 
known as “night riding,” and we firmly’ believe that, while we have 
not the proof t, what night riding was done in the Burley districts 
of the northern part of the State of Kentucky was done by hievous 
and malicious persons. 

It would lock unreasonable for landowners to destroy thelr neigh- 
bors’ property, for it would jeopardize the members“ 88 „ and as 
it has been impossible to secure fire insurance owing to these depreda- 
tions, the members of our society are not protected against fire —1 
more than parties who are not members of our society. That in itself, 
it occurs to me, would be sufficient for an unbiased, unthinking man to 
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say that these depredations can not be laid at the door of any member 


of — society. 
The object of the society is mutual. A valuation is placed by com- 
tent men on the value of a crop of tobacco, and should the 
sold at the established valuation the gery. his tobacco 
over to the society for sale would receive t ue less a small ex- 


in the two crops, which were so a 
Ply 2 88 made for expenses incidental to proper carry- 
ing ont TE the enterprise. 

officers of the 3 are paid a nominal non oh This is all — —5 
receive for looking after the interests of the soci There are 


divisions, premiums, or ae Sigg to any mem er of the poclety 

or to anyone else connected with the society; therefore it is strictly 

and the officers of the society ax are only agents for the sale of 

the product, which 1 contributed by about 40,000 growers of tobacco. 

The formation of this society became absolutel 7 — ecessary owin = 
de has 833 


exported to rent 
mindi of the one 
pay poor 


pounds of Burley tobacco 
greater amount has 

tion of the crop grown 
At an av hereto- 
000,000. 


er or s ie rote. for 
We will assume that there are 200,000,000 
53% in the State of Kentucky. This is a 


t beca 
identified on me 8 oil 
Er e Tobacco Compan 


21 2 ng 1806 5 and in 1907, $27,371, the com- 
212, there was declared in 1905 a dividend per cent, or 
—.— than $8,000,000; in W900 th RA declared cent, or 

in 1907 there was declared an 5 - 


of $4,721,348 for each of the above-mentioned three years, 
bonds ’ ontstand: interest of over $104,000,000 
pes I have not the data for the years 1908 and het: kame oe 
‘ormed that during 3 the net were about — 1 — 2 
From the above you can 9 comprehend the great danger toba 
growing me have been pla in by the American Tobacco Com ny, 
and, as from the central to the north nes ot ae 
better agirie to tobacco than to any other commodity, 1 
that tobacco be grown. 
and when gro t, who 

—_ $1 a day for his 
I do not wish to burden 


1 aoe — as we view the 
condition of the tobacco trade, it presents ii a very serious 
condition. To disorganize our society uae * ruination to our 

. would te the land y 50 per cent. 


It would mean starva! 


source of income, and from 

Sopa or the necessities of life, and likewise our taxes and debts. 
will give you a curt illustration of the manner in 3 these large 

earnings are =e by the American Tobacco Com The Liggett & 


pe bd ers, Company ot t. — when in business re they were ab- 

saad Compan Á tobacco which 
—.— y averaged less — 35 eon t com y, after con 
struct their new plant had as reo of which the intrinsic value was 


rale oi . At the death of one ty his interest was sold at the 
rate ot $10,000,000. The other Te had control of the property 
heirs not to yor reumstance t the then 


Continental Tobacco Com 


Company, and within a few 
months thereafter this whole company sold their entire Slated. before to 7 — 
American Tobacco Foard for $18,000,000 000, 1 as sta 

this letter, upon enormous 83 
dividends are — —— puo: an — this w was ras largely — about Bo! the 
reduced value of the ataa Bidar ue to the consum 

As stated above, it will be 8 to all the — ot our 
society if you would 1 look — 2 this matter, as we know you 
as a citizen of our s State, and wi th pleasure we can refer to the 
members of our society as being some of the best citizens in your State. 
I will state that 98 — bor 7 the wers in the Cong St — a 
citer ts the prtacipal city, 204 os © TOURE CE CIAR Wadi 
river, is e ; 2 E a ou pro 
have some acquaintance with the le of that county i ou prot you 
S p of our society. 

As stated ve, I know your time is much ; but as we have 
no acquaintance in 8 and as you are the executive officer of 
all of the people of the United States, we J coneinded to write you direct ; 
and if, upon F require some facts, 
data, etc., we shall ng peany pleased to submit the same. 

We should also be to ae if Poa report is correct that parties 
sent by the Government have been in the State of Kentucky to investi- 
gate our society, that refer them e, Spei for * will cheerfully give 

rties all the information th 
s needless to state that, if rence 8 necessary, any any banker in 
the "northern part of the State of Kentucky will favorably recom- 
mend us. 

Trusting that you will realize the spirit of this communication to 

you, we remain, 
Yours, with great respect, CLARENCE Le Bus. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
reguiar order, which, under the rule, is to call the calendar for 
qnanimous consents. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


ERIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
An act (8. * to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River and to establish it as a post-road. 
Be it 


Upper or . Bluff in said county on Stat 
cordance with the s of an act entitled “An act t te the 
M of toe on over navigable waters,” —— 


Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill at this time? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “a,” insert the words lift or draw.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER AT DARDANELLE, ARK, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A — (H. R. 5463) to amend an act 8 5 30, sane pro 


for me bullding of a bridge across the Arkansas River at 
Aunelfe Ar k. s 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
of a bridge vat 8 Ark., across the Arkansas River,” 
approved September —_ 1890, be amended to 5 that the draw span 
said bridge shall be get not lea than 150 feet, and that E the 
jocation thereof be c 1 from time to time as may be ordered by the 
Secretary of War, so that the same may conform to the changes in the 
channel of the river. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 


following: 

“That the bridge authorized to be constructed by an act entitled 
‘An act to authorize the of a b at Dardanelle, Ark., across 
the Arkansas River,’ approved tember 1890, shall p — — pe 
vide a pontoon draw span of said bri of such length as the Secre 155 
of War in the interests o ae but not less than 1 
feet, and t the 1 thereof shall be changed from time to time 


“Spc. 2. Sa the 8 har, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


expressly reserv: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: To provide for a 
change in the bridge authorized by an act entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,’ ap- 
proved September 30, 1890.“ 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW AT PORTLAND, ASHLEY 
COUNTY, ARK. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill n to authorize Ashley County, ae construct a 
bridge across Bayou Bartholomew 
58 it enacted. 


That the county of Ashley, a corporation yarn 
under the Seong of the State of E Arkansas, its —— 


[After a pause.] The 


1 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
en of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Strike out — = section 1 after the enacting clause and Insert in 
lieu thereof the lowing : 
and completing the bridge 8 


“That the time tor ae 
by the aet approved April * entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
to construct a bridge —— 


county of Ashley, in the ats 32 
Bayou Bartholomew, fn Bag A at Portland.“ is hereby 
. one 3 and three years, respectively, from the date of sppreval 
0 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: “ To extend the time for 
Ashley County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bar- 
tholomew at Portland.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW AT WILMOT, ASHLEY COUNTY, 
ARK. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12139) to authorize Ashley County to construct a bridge 
across Bayou olomew. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Ashley, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and as- 
signs, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
3 a steel drawbridge and approaches thereto across the Bayou 

artholomew River at Wilmot, in the State of Arkansas, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to ate the 
“Cir eae of bridges over navigable waters,” approved reh 23, 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of section 1 after the enacting clause and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“That the time for commencing and 3 the bridge author- 
ized by the act approved April 1, 1908, entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the county of Ashley, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge 
across Bayou Bartholomew, Ashley County, Ark., at Wilmot,’ is hereby 
extended one year and three years, respectively, from the date of ap- 
proval of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “To extend the time 
for Ashley County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew at Wilmot.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW‘ NEAR MORRELL, ASHLEY, 
COUNTY, ARK. 7 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12140) to authorize Ashley County to construct a bridge 
across the Bayou Bartholomew. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Ashley, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and assigns, 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a steel drawbridge and approaches thereto across the Bayou Bartholo- 
mew River at or near Morrell, along the Drew and Ashley county 
lines, in the State of Arkansas, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 5 

The title was amended so as to read as follows: To extend 
the time for Ashley County, Ark., to construct a bridge across 
Bayou Bartholomew at a point near Morrell.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS HIWASSEE RIVER AT CHARLESTON AND CALHOUN, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13872) to authorize the counties of Bradley and McMinn, 
Tenn.. by authority of their county courts, to construct a bridge 
3 the Hiwassee River at Charleston and Calhoun, in said 
counties. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Bradley and McMinn, Tenn., 
by authority of their county courts, be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a free bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Hiwassee River at the town of Charleston, in 
Bradley County, to the town of Calhoun, 8 across the 
Hiwassee River, in McMinn County, in the State of Tennessee, in 
accordance with the piores of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
pae artuten of bridges over navigable waters,” approved ch 


6. 

fans That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, after the word “at,” insert “a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation from.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Th 
Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


[After a pause.] 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN ITASCA COUNTY, MINN, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15387) peman the building of a public highway bridge 
across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, nn. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the town of Bass Brook, a municipal corporation organized and existing 
under and pursuant to the laws of the State of Minnesota, to build a 
public highway bridge across the Mississippi River from a pot on the 
northerly bank of said river, in lot 1, section 10, township 55 north, 
range 26 west, fourth principal meridian, to a point on the southerly 

of said river, in lot 12 of said section, all in the county of Itasca, 
State of Minnesota, in accordance with the provision of the act en- 
titled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges ‘over navigable 
waters,” 1 March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. at the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, in line 6, after the word “river,” insert the words “at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the 
town of Bass Rock to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River in Itasca County, Minn.” 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE RIVER BETWEEN LAREDO, 
TEX., AND NUEVO LAREDO, REPUBLIC OF MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 15815) authorizing the construction of a railroad huag 
0, 


across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo 
Republic of Mexico. 


Be it enacted, etc., That Los Ferrocarriles Nacionales de Mexico 
(National Railways of Mexico), a corporation organized under the laws 
of the Republic of Mexico, its successors and assigns, be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Rio Grande at a point in Laredo, State of Texas, to a point in 
Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico. Said bridge to be erected and con- 
structed in acco ce with the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate the construction of bridges over — 2 waters,“ approved 
March 23, 1906: Provided, That the construction of the said bridge 
shall not be commenced until the consent of the proper authorities of 
8 of Mexico for the erection of the structure shall have been 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word“ point,” in line 7, page 1, the words “ suitable 
to the interests of navigation.’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


GIFT OF LAND FROM WOMAN’S RELIEF CORPS, AUXILIARY TO THE 
GEAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10106) authorizing the acceptance by the United States 
Government from the Woman's Relief Corps, auxiliary to the Grand 
Army of the Republic, of a pro gift of land contiguous to the 
Andersonville National Cemetery, in the State of Georgia. 


Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to accept from the Woman's Relief Corps, 
auxiliary to the Grand Army of the Republic, a gift of 88 acres of land, 
more or less, contiguous to the Andersonyille National Cemetery, in the 
State of Georgia, with all improvements thereon, the details incident 
to the transfer of said land to be arranged and perfected by the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this biil if he 
knows what financial burdens will be laid upon the Govern- 
ment by the passage of this bill? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, there ought not to be any. If 
the House will permit a very brief explanation, I will state that 
the Woman’s Relief Corps of the United States, a body that is 
an auxiliary of the Grand Army of the Republic, holds title to 
31 or 32 acres of land that was once the prison inclosure at 
Andersonville. They also hold title to 50 acres between this 
and the Andersonville National Cemetery, the 50 acres being 
good farming land, on which there is a growth of pine timber. 
The 30 or 31 acres which was the prison inclosure is about 700 
yards distance from the Andersonville National Cemetery. This 
prison inclosure is a cemetery of itself. It is graded, walks are 
made, shrubbery is planted, and trees trimmed. It is not neces- 
sary, nor is it the desire of anyone, to expend any money what- 


[After a pause.] The 
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ever for improvements. It is merely to care for this inclosure, 
on which are erected handsome monuments by the States of 
Wisconsin, IIIinois, Ohio, and other States, and New York itself 
has appropriated $25,000 for the purpose of erecting there a 
monument to the unknown dead of the State of New York. 
Whenever excavations have been made in the land in which this 
prison inclosure is included human bones have been exposed, 
and it is a well-known fact to those who were there that when 
a comrade died in the night he was buried the next morning as 
deep as possible in that soft and mellow soil. It is the feeling 
of the Woman's Relief Corps that this piece of land should be 
placed under the care of the War Department as a part of the 
Andersonville National Cemetery. In this inclosure, besides the 


beautiful monuments, is a granite and marble building, over |` 


Providence spring, and a commodious and substantial keeper's 
cottage, built by these ladies. A strong, neat fence has replaced 
the former stockade. It seems to me if it were a private propo- 
sition I could rent the 50 acres of Jand, the yellow pine, and the 
cottage for a sufficient amount to keep the property in repair. 

I have been over the ground and examined it, and I say on 
honor that not more than $25 per annum, within the summer 
months, should be expended to keep it in repair. It would be 
extravagant to expend more. It is merely proposed to care 
for the resting place of the unknown Union dead, and it is 
proposed to put this land, with the former prison inelosure, ex- 
clusively in the charge of the War Department. It is a trifling 
expense, if any at all. As I say, if it were a private proposi- 
tion, I could manage it without any future appropriation what- 
eyer to keep it in good order. 

It is nearly half a century since the war closed. That which 
moves the hearts of our people more than anything else to-day 
is to pay proper tribute to the memory of men who died in that 
great conflict; and I for one desire to pay that tribute, whether 
the dead are sleeping in moldering coats of blue or jackets 
of gray. [Loud applause.] 

The Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears noue. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The Government owns the next adjoining land? 

Mr. BRADLEY. The Government owns land contiguous to 
this piece. 

Mr. MANN. The Woman's Relief Corps purchased this land, 
and it is their wish to turn it over to the General Government 
and make it a part of the government reservation? 

Mr. BRADLEY. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. I objected to this bill once; I shall not do so 
now. I objected then because it seemed to me that the only 
purpose of the bill was to avoid the expense of caring for it; 
and there was no sufficient reason stated then why the Goy- 
ernment should assume that control. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


The next business reported from the Calendar of Unanimous 
Consent was the bill H. R. 12288: 

A bill (H. R. 12288) to authorize the city of erage oe in the State 
„ to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in 
sa y- 

Be it enacted, eto., That the city of Minneapolis, in the county of 
Hennipin and State of Minnesota, a municipal corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and it is hereby, author- 
approa thereon 


bridges over navigable waters,” approved March — 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 3, page 1, strike out the word “ Hennipin” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Hennepin.” 

In line 7, page 1, strike out the word “thereon” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thereto.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


The next business reported from the Calendar of Unanimous 
Consent was the bill H. R. 14496: 


A bill (HI. R. 14496) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the State 
2 ras to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in 
said city, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Minneapolis, in the county of 
Hennepin and State of Minnesota, a municipal corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Mississippi River from Twentieth avenue south, on the west 
side of said river, to Eleventh avenue southeast, on the east side of said 
river, in the city of Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
COREEI of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

FIFTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON 
DEMOGRAPHY. 


The next business reported from the Calendar of Unanimous 
Consent was House joint resolution 107: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 107) authorizing the president to extend an 
invitation to the States in connection with the Fifteenth International 
Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and requested to extend an invitation to the governor 
of each State to appoint a state committee of not more than five mem- 
bers to cooperate with the committee on organization in planning and 
preparing the exhibition of the Fifteenth 
Hygiene and Demography. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask the gentleman whether it is proposed to invite the members 
of this congress to Washington, and that the expense of their 
travel be paid by the Government or the State? 

Mr. MANN. It is proposed to be wholly at the expense of the 
State or of the individual, and not at all by the General Gov- 
ernment. We have printed in the report a letter from the 
committee on arrangements to that effect; and there is a letter 
from the secretary-general to the same effect. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think perhaps the State of New York will 
stand its part, but I wanted to know as to the others. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask if there is not another 
resolution on the same subject. 

Mr. MANN. I would state to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and the House, there is pending on the calendar—not on 
the Unanimous Consent Calendar, because it was not reported, 
so it could not go onto the Unanimous Consent Calendar— 
another resolution, which I introduced relating to this same 
congress. The pending resolution is one simply to permit the 
President to invite the governors of the States to appoint com- 
mittees who will serve at the expense of the State, to determine 
the extent of cooperation in the administration on this subject. 

The other resolution which I introduced authorizes a change 
in the time of holding the congress and a change in the place 
of holding the congress, at the discretion of the President. 

This Congress two years ago authorized the President to in- 
vite the International Congress of Hygiene and Demography, 
then meeting at Berlin, to meet in the city of Washington in 
1909 or 1910. It is desired to have a later date fixed, and the 
other resolution which I introduced provides that the invitation 
may be so amended as to provide for the congress meeting in 
1911 or 1912, and, in that connection, that it shall meet some 
place in the United States, to be fixed by the President, so that 
it shall not be required to meet in Washington. The reason for 
that change is that, if it is required to meet in Washington, it 
will inevitably be urged that the only place the congress can 
meet is in the Capitol building; and we did not wish to put 
ourselyes in the attitude of giving an invitation and then being 
told that we must give up the Capitol in order to carry out the 
invitation. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I should like to inquire of my col- 
league if there was not some talk last spring about the city of 
Washington building a convention hall, and if there have been 
any steps taken that he knows of in that regard? 

Mr. MANN. There have been steps taken at different periods 
ever since I have been here, for more than twelve years, and 
there are steps being taken now in the effort to raise money; 
but there will be no building constructed in time to hold 
this proposed congress. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is not that always just before 
inauguration? 


[After a pause.] The 


HYGIENE AND 


nternational Congress on 
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Mr. MADDEN. It is always just after an inauguration. 
They are always going to get it ready for the next one, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Then, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table a Senate joint resolution on the same sub- 
ject and to have it considered, instead of the House resolution, 
intending to move that it be amended so as to conform to the 
House resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table Senate joint reso- 
lution 56. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
eee SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate joint reso- 

on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) authorizing the President of the United 

States to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth Interna- 

tional Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


Whereas on the invitation of the United States, expressed through a 
joint resolution of Congress, the International Co: on Heese 
— Demography is to hold its fifteenth session at Washington, P. C.; 
an 


Whereas an exhibition of American work in hygiene, public health, 
sanitation, and vital statistics is to be held in connection with this in- 
ternational congress; and 

Whereas American work of this description is largely in the hands 
of States and municipalities: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and requested to extend an invitation to the gov- 
ernor of each State te appoint a state committee, of not more than five 
members, to cooperate with the committee on organization in planning 
and preparing the exhibition. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has no doubt heard the 
criticisms going around the House that there is an unseemly 
contest for precedence between certain committees of this 
House. The gentleman also knows that the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill provides an appropriation for the 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography. Will the 
gentleman explain how this matter has come to be reported out 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. MANN. I will do so with great pleasure, because I 
think it will reflect more of kindness on my part to the gen- 
tleman’s committee than an else, 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has 
always exercised jurisdiction over the question of health, and 
especially over the question of hygiene and demography. 
However, I introduced two resolutions on this subject, one 
affecting the invitation which has been extended to foreign 
countries for an international congress, composed of 
foreign countries, and one relating wholly to an invitation of 
the governors of the States. Of course the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs could not have jurisdiction of this latter resolu- 
tion. The original invitation was extended upon a resolution 
passed by Congress, reported out of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

When the resolution was introduced, I may say that I con- 
sulted with the parliamentary clerk of the House, who really 
makes the references of resolutions, and he was inclined to 
think the other resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. It was, however, sent to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Then the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for the purpose of avoiding 
what the gentleman says seems to be a conflict between com- 
mittees—and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], is a very 
able and distinguished Member of this House—was inclined 
to think that his committee ought to have jurisdiction. 

And thereupon in the House I asked unanimous consent, 
which was granted, that the reference of the resolution be 
changed from the committee of which I have the honor to be 
chairman to the committee of which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PERKINS] has the honor to be chairman, and that 
committee has reported that resolution back to the House. I 
trust that the explanation is satisfactory to my friend from 
New York. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, if the Senate resolution 
is before the House—— 7 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN, I now move to strike out all after the resolving 
clause in the Senate resolution and insert the provision that 
was in the House resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois moves to 
amend the Senate joint resolution by striking out all after the 
enacting clause and inserting the House resolution which was 
read a few moments ago. 


s 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANN. Is this the proper time, Mr. Speaker, to move to 
strike out the preamble, or should it be after the passage? 

The SPEAKER. After the passage. 

Mr. MANN. I now yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
Fosrer of Illinois]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me when 
the question of jurisdiction of certain committees is raised in 
this House, as bas occurred just now in the consideration of 
this resolution, that there ought to be a standing committee on 
public health, Some time ago I introduced a resolution in this 
Congress changing the rules of the House to the extent of 
authorizing the Speaker to appoint as one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House a committee on public health, and it oc- 
curs to me that we need such a committee in this House now 
more than ever. 

While it is true, Mr. Speaker, that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
looks after these matters in a very good way, I believe that the 
public service would be better looked after if we were permit- 
ted to have such a committee appointed regularly by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. If I could be assured that my colleague would 
be that committee, I would agree. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If the gentleman made an arrange- 
ment with the Speaker, it might possibly be done; but I resign 
my ambition in favor of one on that side of the aisle for the 
present. 

Mr. Speaker, many questions come before the House of 
Representatives and before the Senate affecting matters of 
public health. In the Senate there is such a committee ap- 
pointed regularly at the beginning of each Congress, but in the 
House we have no such committee and all these matters must 
be distributed among the different committees of the House, 
We have had a great deal of agitation within the last year or 
two in reference to tuberculosis, and a great convention was 
held in the city of Washington, delegates coming from all over 
the world, and it occurs to me that never in the history of this 
eountry was there such a eall for the committee where these 
bills might be considered as there is at this time. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the preamble, 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to move 
that all the bills reported from the Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Committee passed this morning may be reconsidered, 
and that the motion lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I now ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Recor a letter from Doctor Fulton in relation to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 


The letter is as follows: 
CENSUS OFFICE, 


Washington, January 6, 1910. 
Hon. TAMES R. MANN, 2 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington. 
Dear Sin: Confirming the verbal statements made by Prof. Walter F. 
Willcox and myself to you on Tuesday afternoon, I beg leave to say 


that the joint resolution extending an invitation to the governors of 
States to ticipate by delegates and otherwise in the Fifteenth Inter- 
national on Hygiene and Demography is not meant to involve 


Inited States in any expense on acconnt of such 


8 by the representatives of state governmen 
Yours, very respectfully, JOHN S. FULTON, 
Seeretary-General. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 103) authorizing the investigation of the Interior Depart- 
ment and the Bureau of Forestry of the Department of Agri- 
culture. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

8. 3316. An act providing for the completion of the classi- 
fication and appraisement of lands within the Coeur d'Alene 
Indian ation, Š 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to joint reso- 
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lution (S. J. Res. 58) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest accrued since 
June 30, 1909. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 3316. An act providing for the completion of the classifica- 
tion and appraisement of lands within the Coeur d’Alene In- 
dian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, I move to suspend the rules, dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
18166) known as the “ statehood bill,” and pass the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, by authority 
of the Committee on the Territories, moves to suspend the rules 
and pass the following bill, which the Clerk will report: 

A bill (H. R. 18166) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a 
constitution and state government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the or al States; and to enable the ple 
of Arizona to form a constitution and state government and be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the inhabitants of all that part of the area 

of the United States now constituting the Territory of New Mexico, as 

at present, 5 may become the State of New Mexico, as herein- 
after prov 

Sect 2. That all the qualified electors of said Territory are hereby 
authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention for 
said Territory. The aforesaid convention shall consist of 100 delegates; 
and the governor, chief justice, and secretary of said Territory shall 
apportion the delegates to be thus elected, as nearly as may be, equitably 
among the several counties thereof in accordance with the Yonne yopo: 
lation as shown by the vote cast at the election for Delegate Con- 
gress in said Territory in nineteen hundred and eight. 


The 1 of said Territory shall, within thirty days after the 
approval of this act, 44 proclamation, in which the aforesaid appor- 
tionment of delegates specified and 


the convention shall be a 6 

announced, order an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Terri- 
tory on a day designated by him in said proclamation, within sixty days 
after the approval of this act. Such election for delegates shall be con- 
ducted, the returns made, and the certificates of persons elected to such 
convention issued, as nearly as may be, in the same manner as is 
prescribed by the laws of said Territory regulating elections therein of 
members of the legislature; and the penal provisions of said laws are 
hereby made applicable to the election herein provided for; and said 
convention when so called to order and organized shall be the sole 
judge of the election and qualifications of its own members. Qualifica- 
pais to entitle persons to vote on the ratification or rejection of the 
constitution formed by said counvention when said constitution shall 
be submitted to the ple of said Territory hereunder shall be the 
same as the qualifications to entitle persons to vote for delegates to 
said convention. 

Sec. 3. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet- 
in the hall of the house of representatives in the capital of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico at 12 o'clock noon on the fourth Monday after their 
election, and they shall not receive compensation for more than sixty 
days of service; after organization they shall declare on behalf of the 

le of said proposed State that they adopt the Constitution of the 
Bnited States, whereupon the said convention shall be, and is hereby, 
authorized to form a constitution and state government for said pro- 
State. The constitution shall be republican in form, and make 

no distinction in civil or political rights on account of race or color, 
except as to Indians not taxed, and shall not be re ant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the principles of the Declaration of 
Independence. And said convention shall provide, by ordinance irreyo- 
cable without the consent of the United States and the people of said 


tate— 
3 First, That perfect toleration of religious sentiment. shall be secured, 
and that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person 
or property on account of his or her mode of religious worship; and 
that polygamous or plural marriages and the sale, barter, or giving 
of intoxicating liquors to Indians and the introduction of liquors into 
Indian country are forever prohibited. 

Second. That the people inhabiting said proposed State do agree and 
declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappro- 
priated and ungranted public lands lying within the boundaries thereof 
and to all lands lying within said boundaries owned or held by any 
ibes, the ht or title to which shall have been 


ands and other 
8 without 
than the 


fhe "said 


such lands as have been or may be granted to any 
under any act of Congress containing a provision exempting the lands 
thus ated from taxation, but said ordinance shall provide that all 
such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said State so long and to 
such extent as such act of em etry may prescribe. 

Third. That the debts and liabilities of said Territory of New Mexico 
which shall be valid and subsisting at the time of the of this 
act shall be assumed and paid by said State, and that said State shall, 
as to all such debts and liabilities, be subrogated to all the rights, 
including rights of indemnity and reimbursement, existing in favor of 
said Territory at the time of the passage of this act. 


— 


Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establishment and 
maintenance of a em of public schools, which shall be open to all 
the children of said State and free from sectarian control; and that 
said school shall always be conducted in English: Provided, That noth- 

= Bes oe shall preclude the teaching of other languages in said 
public 00! 

Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting or 
abri the right of nipe on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, and t ability to read, write, and speak the 

lish janguage sufficiently well to conduct the duties of the office 
without the aid of an interpreter shall be a necessary qualification for 
all state officers. 

Sixth. That the capital of said State shall, until changed by the 
electors voting at an election provided for by the legislature of said 
State for that purpose, be at the city of Santa Fe, but no such election 
shall be called or provided for prior to the 31st day of December, 1915, 

State sha pan to the United States Government 
powers relating thereto n for the carrying out 
of the provisions by it of the act of Congress entitled “An act appro- 
priating the receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in cer- 
tain States and rritories to the construction of irrigation works for 
the reclamation of arid lands,” approved June 17, 1902, and acts amend- 
eat thereof, to the same extent as if said State had remained a Ter- 

ory. < 

Sec. 4. That in case a constitution and state government shall be 
formed in compliance with the provisions of this act, the convention 


forming the same shall provide by ordinance for submitting said con- 
stitution to the le of said oe State for its ratification or re- 
jection, at an e on which shall be held on the first Tuesday after 


the first Monday in November, after the adjournment of the conven- 
tion, at which election the Lege voters of said proposed State shall 
vote directly for or inst the proposed constitution and for or against 
any provisions thereof separately submitted. The returns of said elec- 
tion shall be made by the election officers direct to the secretary of the 
Territory of New México at Santa Fe, who, with the governor and chief 
justice of said Territory, shall constitute a canvassing board, and they, 
or any two of them, shall meet at said city of Santa Fe on the third 
Monday after said election and shall canvass the same; if a majority 
of the le votes cast at said election shall be for the rejection of the 
constitution, the said canvassing board shall forthwith certify the re- 
sult to the governor of said Territory, together with the statement of 
votes cast thereon, and upon the separate articles and proj tions, 
whereupon the governor of said Territory shall, by proclamation, order 
the constitutional convention to reassemble at a te not later than 
twenty days after the receipt of the documents showing the rejection of 
the constitution by the people, and thereafter a new constitution shall 
be framed and the same proceedings shall be taken in regard thereto 
in like manner as if said constitution were being originally prepared for 
submission to the people, and if a majority of the legal votes cast on 
that question shall be for the constitution, the said canvassing board 
shall forthwith certify the result to the President of the United States, 
together with the statement of the votes cast thereon, and upon apa: 
rate articles or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, 
propositions, and ordinances. 

Sec. 5. That said constitutional convention shall, by ordinance, pro- 
vide that, in the event a majority of the legal votes cast at said elec- 
tion to be held for the ratification or rejection of said constitution shall 
be for the constitution, and the President of the United States shall 
announce that said constitution and government are republican in form, 
not repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the prin- 
ciples of the Declaration of Independence, and are in conformity with 
the provisions of this act, an election of officers for a full state gov- 
ernment, including a governor, members of the legislature, two Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, to be elected at large from said State, and such 
county and other officers as said constitutional convention shall pre- 
scribe, shall be held; and shall also provide and fix the time for the 
holding of such election, which time shall be not less than ninety nor 
more than one hundred and twenty days after said election for the 
ratification or rejection of said constitution. Said election shall be 
held, the returns thereof made, canvassed, and certified to the secretary 
of said Territory in the same manner as in this act prescribed for the 
election for the ratification or rejection of said constitution. 

If the constitution and government of said proposed State are re- 

ublican in form, not in conflict with the Constitution of the United 
Rtates and the 1 of the Declaration of ote pag eon and if 
the provisions of this act have been complied with in the formation and 
ratification thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, within twenty days after the receipt of the result of sald election 
for the ratification or rejection of said constitution, to issue his procla- 
mation announcing the result of the procesamga authorized by this act, 
and thereupon the proposed State of New Mexico shall be deemed ad- 
mitted by Congress into the Union, under and by virtue of this act, on 
an equal footing with the original States; and until said State is so 
admitted into the Union and said officers are elected and qualified under 
the provisions of the constitution, the county and territorial officers 
of said Territory, including Delegate in Congress, elected at the gen- 
eral election in 1908, shall continue to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices in and for said Territory. 
he or of said constitution, 1 and ordinances, the 
election returns, and the statement of the votes cast at said elections, 
shall be forwarded and turned over by the secretary of the Territory 
of New Mexico to the state authorities. 

Sec. 6. That in addition to sections 16 and 36, heretofore granted to 
the Territory of New Mexico, sections 2 and 32 in every township in 
said pro State not otherwise appropriated at the date of the 
passage of this act are hereby granted to the said State for the support 
of common schools; and where sections 2, 16, 32, or 36, or any parts 
thereof, are mineral, or haye been sold, reserved, or otherwise appro- 

riated by or under the authority of any act of Congress, or are want- 
ng or fractional in quantity, or where settlement thereon with a view 
to preemption or homestead, or improvement thereof with a view to 
desert-land en been made heretofore or hereafter, and before the 
survey thereof the field, the provisions of sections 2275 and 2276 
of the Revised Statutes are hereby made applicable thereto and to the 
selection of lands in Meu thereof to the same extent as if sections 2 and 
32, as well as sections 16 and 36, were mentioned therein: Provided, 
however, That the area of such indemnity selections on account of any 
fractional township shall not in any event exceed an area which, when 
added to the area of the above-named sections returned by the survey 
as in place, will equal four sections for fractional townships containing 
17,280 acres or more, three sections for such townships containing 


11.520 acres or more, two ‘sections for 5,760 
acres or more, nor one section for such | townships containing Gab acres 
ed her, That ts of sections 2, 


or more: And furt the grants 
and 36 to State, within national forests now —— — u 
tle to said sections in sald State until the 


ar T. That in lien of the 


t of land for pu: 
ts made to new States by th 


. —— 


improvement: b 
September 4, 1841, which section is hereby ‘repented the proposed 
vt yg so and in Heu ‘of 88 cem = ganye metih said State. — fe the Sar 
2 ptem! 


tural and mechanical arts, which grant of 30,000 acres for each tor 
and Representative in it 4s hereby declared = ae 


t is 
the grant ds ‘heretof rri of New 
Mexico for — ene by wection 8 of the act of June 21, 1898, 
which is — i SE ed 
tions of su as may have er ry 
prior ae the p ‘passage . this act, the following grants land are hereby 


For university p 120,000 acres; for 3 executive, and 
— publie a ings heretofore erected in said Territory or be 


tofore or hereafter issued 
100,000 acres; for penitentiaries, 
lums for the deaf, dumb, and the ne’ blind. 100 100 
pitals for disabled miners, 50,000 acres; 
acres; for state charitable, penal, and re 
acres; for cultural and mechanical co 
mational ap 
and mecha! 


100,000 
cres, and the 


8 or ts therefrom, after the yment of said 
debts such remainder o ypes and a, proceeds of W thereof shall 
be added to and become a part of the permanent school fund of said 
State, the income therefrom only to be used for the maintenance of the 


common schools of said State. 
EC. 8. the ools, 2 and universities provided for in 
Sixte, and oe pest of the proceste asinine 2 “aisposal of | sba 
e, and no p: ` 0 
any lands ted herein for 55 shall 
any sectarian den school, college, or uni- 
Bec. 9. That 5 per cent of the proceeds of sales 
within said State, which — 
es, shall be te to be 
3 for te sup inviolable 7 fund, the interest of which iy shail be 
Rr oc rt of the common schools within said 
That all lands 1 or heretofore uted for — 
purposes shall’ be of, at public sale o: for a 
han $5 per acre as to all such lands east of the one hun 
meridian of | tude nor less than 83 per acre for such 
ol meridian, ien of such sales to 8 
fon of which, ff lost for any reason, shall be manaon. by 
appropeins . Bip — a State, en the income from 
ch on e —.— e improvemen 
ra the tions ; 


air aa, 


or . — granted 
tional shall be 
Provtd 


of as the L 


eae 17, 
of ata Rpr less than $25 per acre: 
where a lands herein or r granted 
for irrigation works in connection with an 
of June 17,1902, the State may religquish 

and, with the approval of the Sec: 
9 lands of equal area in lieu 

SEC. That all lands granted in quan 
act shall ‘be selected, —— and subject to 
and nor the Interior, from the surv 

Kate pablle i. tenths of the he United 

commission 9 of . surveyor. 


constru 
. — 


of the Interior, select other 
na 


5 j Aeons 
‘Bt uin 8 in the limits of 


States within 


or aes cer exercising a surv. 

5 eral of the said State; and after its admission into the 

Union said State may procure public lands of the wi 

its bo to be surveyed with a view to satisfy: any public-land 

grants made to said State in the same manner prescr for pro- 

the nct E Oma 2 aPN — August 1 18, 18040 {28 Stat. L. p. 30 894) 
a gress approv , P , 

and the provisions of said act, in far as te to such 


and reference t of sélection, are hereby extended to the 
Bate ot Wor Morice. “The fees ty be paid to the register and receiver, 


| viđe for the -election of officers for a full state 
members of 


Ss final location or selection of 160 acres made here- 
12. That all grants of lands h heretofore made any act of 
oe to said Territory, . — to the Spi modiñed or repealed 

is act, are hereby ratified and confirmed in and to said State. 

Ec. 13. That the said State, when admitted as aforesaid, shail con- 


be trict 
judicial purposes, be attached to the e judicial circuit. 
be appointed fot maid district district Judze, 1 United States 
marshal, judge of said district 
similar jud 
sn ar e in the 
pital of $ clerks of 
of said State. 
first Monday in 
ga The circuit and 


th tively, 
perform the same 


lar terms of 
. 2 the first 8 October of ‘each 
id 


Apri ant 


form, receive the fees mpen owed by 
mant | Bow endes similar services for the United States in the Territory of 


ew Mexi 
F re prose- 
cuted and now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon 
record from Bree — court of said Territory, or that may here- 
any record from said cou may be 
Supreme Court of the U; States. 
mandate of —— 5 or further proceedings shall be 
directed by the Supreme 9 of the. unked States to the circuit or 
district here lished within the said te, or the 


i 


to admission, the es 
right to prosecute ap and 
Pit e e e preme Coot of 


of appeals as they Union, and 


and matters now 


n 


under the laws ot 
time of fhe commence- 


cases, courts, respectivel 
Ee ioe nea memes Soe em 
in respect to all other cases, 


tutional convention shall by ordinance 


vernment, inclu 
‘the legistature, two Representatives In Co 
offi said constitu 


1 E require 
— 5 and the Senators and tatives so elected shall be entitled 


be ‘to seats In Congress and to all rights and privileges of 
and Representatives of other States in the Congress of the 

United States; and the officers of the state government formed in pur- 
guance said constitution, as wided by the constitutional conven- 
— ceed to — a all the functions of state officers; and all 
ws of Territory in force at the time of its admission into the 
Union shall be in force in said State until changed by the i lature of 
d State, except as modified or changed constitu- 


b this act or by the 
fon of the Seals! and the laws of the United sites ghall have the 
„j%„% (ß aide Mtate ces EEH wt within the 


ted 
‘Suc. 17. P or so much thereof as may be 


necessary. ted. out of any money in the Treasury 
not — —— appropriated, ted, for defraying all and every kind and char- 
—_< of cident to the elections and convention provided for in 


rt the pa t of the expenses of holding the election 
for Sone oe 6 ccnstitationsl convention and the election for the 
ratification Ee the — at the same rates that are pna = 
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other expenses incident thereto: Provided, That any 

in excess of said sum of $100,000 shall be paid by d 

said money shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

the Interior, and shall be forwarded, to be locally expended in the 
resent Territory of New Mexico through the secretary of said Terri- 
ry, as may be necessary and proper, in the discretion of the Secretary 

of the Interior, in order to carry out the full intent and meaning of 


act. 
Sec. 18. That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of — 
rese: 


said Territory. The aforesaid convention shall consist of 52 delegates ; 
and the governor, chief justice, and secretary of said Territory shall 25 
portion the delegates to be thus elected, as nearly as may be, equitably 
among the several counties thereof in accordance with the voting popu- 
lation as shown by the vote cast at the election for Delegate in Congress 
in said Territory in 1908. 

The governor of said Territory shall, within thirty days after the 
aproval of this act, by n on, in which the aforesaid apportion- 
ment of delegates to the convention shall be fully specified and an- 
nounced, order an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory 
on a day designated by him in said pr mation, within sixty s after 
the E hare of this act. Such election for delegates shal con- 
ducted, the returns made, and the certificates of persons elected to such 
convention issued, as near as may be, in 
scribed by the laws of said Territory lating elections therein of 
members of the | ature; and the penal provisions of said laws are 
hereby made applicable to the election herein provided for; and said 
convention, when so called to order and organized, shall be the sole 
ju of the election and qualifications of its own members. Qualifi- 
cations to entitle persons to vote on the ratification or rejection of the 
constitution formed by said convention, when said constitution shall be 
submitted to the — of said Territory hereunder, shall be the same 
as 72 — qualifications to entitle persons to vote for delegates to said con- 
vention. 

Sec. 20. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet 
in the hall of the house of representatives in the capital of the Territory 
of Arizona at 12 o'clock noon on the fourth Monday after their election, 
and they shall not receive compensation for more than sixty days of serv- 
ice; after organization they shall declare on behalf of the ple of said 
proposed State that they adopt the Constitution of the United States, 
whereupon the said convention shall be, and is hereby, authorized to 
form a constitution and state government for said proposed State. The 
constitution shall be republican in form, and e no distinction in 
civil or political rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians 
not taxed, and shall not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. And said 
convention shall provide by ordinance irrevocable .without the consent 
of the United States and the 8 of said State 

on 


the same manner as is pre- 


be molested in 
pe igions worships 
and that polygamous or plural marriages and the sale, barter, or giv 


and to all lan 
indian or Indian 


ished 
t the 


f 
aid by said State, and that said State shall, 
“Ete, in- 
and reimbursement existing in favor of 


ublic schools. 
Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting or 
abridging the right of su on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, and that ability to read, write, and the 
English language sufficiently well to conduct the duties of the office 
without the aid of an interpreter shall be a necessary qualification for 
all state officers. 
. Sixth, That the capital of said State shall, until changed — 7 the 
electors voting at an election provided for by the legislature of said 
State for that purpose, be at the city of Phoenix, but no such election 
shall be called or provided for prior to the 31st day of December, 1915. 

Seventh. That the State shal gat to the United States Government 
all rights and powers relating ereto necessary for the ca out 
of the provisions by it of the act of Congress entitled “An act appro- 
priating the receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in 
certain States oad. Territories to the construction of irrigation works 
for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved June 17, 1902, and acts 
3 thereof, to the same extent as if said State had remained 
a Territory. 

Sec. 21. That in case a constitution and state government shall be 
formed in compliance with the a of this act, the convention 
forming the same shall provide by ordinance for submitting said con- 


stitution to the pee’ le of said proposed State for its ratification or 
rejection, at an election which shall be held on the first Tuesday after 
the first Monday in November after the adjournment of the convention, 
at which election the qualified voters of said proposed State shall vote 
directly for or against the & constitution and for or against any 
provisions thereof mares y submitted. The returns of said election 


d upon the separa 
upon the governor of said pantano À shall, by p amation, order the 
le at a date not later than twenty 

days after the receipt of the documents showing the rejection of the 
constitution by the people, and thereafter a new constitution shall be 
framed and the same proceedings shall be taken in thereto in 
like manner as if said constitution were being originally prepared for 
submission to the ple, and if a majority of the legal votes cast on 
that question shall be for the constitution the said canvassing board 
shall forthwith certify the result to the President of the United States, 
together with the statement of the votes cast thereon, and upon a- 
rate articles or 3 and a copy of said constitution, articles, 
propositions, and ordinances. 

ec. 22. That said constitutional convention shall, by ordinance, pro- 
vide that, in the event a majority of the legal votes cast at said elec- 
tion to be held for the ratification or rejection of said constitution 
shall be for the constitution, and the President of the United States 
shall announce that said constitution and government are republican in 
form, not repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence, and are in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, an election of officers for a full state 
government, including a governor, members of the legislature, one Re; 
resentative In Congress, and such county and other officers as sa 
constitutional convention shall prescribe, shall be held; and shall also 
provide and fix the time for the holding of such election, which time 
shall be not less than ninety nor more than one hundred and twenty 
days after said election for the ratification or rejection of said constitu- 
tion. Said election shall be held, the returns thereof made, canvassed, 
and certified to the secretary of said Territory in the same manner as 
in this act prescribed for the election for the ratification or rejection of 
said constitution. 

If the constitution and government of said proposed State are repub- 
lican in form, not in conflict with the Constitution of the United States 
and the ee of the Declaration of Independence, and if the pro- 
visions of this act have been complied with in the formation and rati- 
fication thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, within twenty days after the receipt of the result of sald elec- 
tion for the ratification or rejection of said constitution, to issue his 
proclamation announcing the result of the pro gs authorized by 

is act, and thereupon the 8 State of Arizona shall be deemed 
admitted by Congress into nion under and by virtue of this act 
on an equal footing with the original States; and until said State is 
so admitted into the Union and said officers are elected and qualified 
under the provisions of the constitution, the county and territorial offi- 
cers of said Territory, including Delegate in Congress, elected at the 
general election in 1908, shall continue to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices in said Territory. 

The original of said constitution, Propositions, and ordinances, the 
election returns. and the statement of the votes cast at said elections 
shall be forwarded and turned over by the secretary of the Territory of 
Arizona to the state authorities. : 

See. 23. That, in addition to sections 16 and 36, heretofore reserved 
for the Territory of Arizona, sections 2 and 32 in every township 
in said pro State not otherwise appropriated at the te of the 
passage of this act are hereby granted to the said State for the sup- 

rt of common schools; and, where sections 2, 16, 32. or 36, or any 
parts thereof, are mineral, or have been sold, reserved, or otherwise 
appropriated by or under the authority of any act of Congress, or are 
wanting or fractional in quantity, or where settlement thereon with a 
view to preemption or homestead or improvement thereof with a view 
to desert-land entry has been made heretofore or hereafter. and before 
the survey thereof the field, the provisions of sections 2275 and 2276 
of the Revised Statutes are hereby made applicable thereto and to the 
selection of lands in lieu thereof to the same extent as if sections 2 and 
82 as well as sections 16 and 86 were mentioned therein: Provided, 
however, That the area of such indemnity selections on account of any 
fractional township shall not in any event exceed an area which, when 
added to the area of the above-named sections returned by the survey 
as in place, will equal 4 sections for fractional townships contain- 
ing 17,280 acres or more, 3 sections for such townships containing 
11,520 acres or more, 2 sections for such townships containing 5,760 
acres or more nor 1 section for such to ps containing 640 acres 
or more: An ed further, That the grants of sections 2, 16, 32, 
and 36 to said State within national forests now existing or pro- 
claimed shall not vest the title to said sections in said State until the 
part of said national forests embracing any of said sections is restored 
to the public domain; but said Leger sections shall be administered 
as a part of said forests, and at the close of each fiscal year there shall 
be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury to the State, as income for its 
common-school fund, such Pee of the gross proceeds of all the 
national forests within said State as the area of lands hereby granted 
to said State for school purposes which are situate within said forest 
reserves, whether surveyed or unsurveyed and for which no indemnity 
has been selected, may r to the total area of all the national forests 
within said State, the area of said sections when unsurveyed to be de- 
termined by the Secretary of the Interior, by protraction or otherwise, 
the amount n for such payments being appropriated and made 
available annually from any the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Sec. 24. That in leu of the grant of land for purposes of internal im- 

rovements made to new Sta by the eighth section of the act of 
ptember 4, 1841, which section is hereb 
State, and in lieu of any claim or demand said State under the act of 
September 28, 1850, and in lieu of any claim or demand by said State 
under the act of July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. L.. 503), donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories for the benefit of agricultural and 
mechanical aria, which grant of 30,000 acres for each Senator and Rep- 
it is hereby declared is not extended to the 

479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of 


money in 


repealed as to the proposed 
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swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which grant it is 3 
declared is not extended to the said State, the following grants of lan 


FCC for legislati tive, and 
‘or university pu y acres ; for ve, executive, 
udicial public 8 erected in said Territory or to be 

ereafter erected in the State, and for the payment of the bonds hereto- 
fore or he er issued therefor, 96,000 acres; for insane asylu 
100,000 acres; for penitentiaries, 100,000 acres; for schools an 
asylums for the deaf, dumb, and the blind, 100,000 acres; for miners’ 
hospitals for disabled miners, 50,000 acres; for normal schools, 200,000 
acres; for state charitable, penal, and l Institutions, 100,000 
acres ; for agricultural and cal colleges, 150,000 acres, and the 
national ad aint gah a heretofore annually yee for the agricultural 
and mechanical college to said Territory shall, until further order of 
Con; continue to be paid to said State for the use of said institu- 
tion: for school of mines, 100,000 acres; for military institutes, 100,000 
acres ; for irrigation for public purposes and for improvement of rivers 
by confining them within their banks and preventing destructive over- 
flow of streams, F acres; and for the prunas of the valid and 
subsisting debts of said Territory and of the debts of the counties 
thereof which are valid and subsisting at the date of the 7 . of 
this act and which said Territory may haye assumed or said State shall 
assume, 3,500,000 acres: Provided, That if there shall remain any of 
the 3,300,000 acres of land so granted, or_of the proceeds of the sale or 
lease thereof, or rents, issues, or other profits therefrom, after the pay- 
ment of said debts, such remainder of Jands and the proceeds of sales 
thereof shall be added to and me a part of the permanent school 
fund of sald State, the income therefrom only to be used for the main- 
tenance of the common schools of said State. 

Sec. 25. That the schools, colleges, and universities provided for in 
this act shall forever remain under the exclusive control of the said 
State, and no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or d 
of any lands granted herein for educational purposes shall be u for 
the suprort of any sectarian or denominational school, college, or uni- 
versity. 

Sec. 26. That 5 per cent of the proceeds of sales of public lands ly- 
ing within said State which shall be sold by the United States su 

uent to the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting 


the ex id to the said State, 
u as a 1 inviolable fund, the interest of which only 
be expend: 


for the support of the common schools within said 

Sec. 27. That all lands herein or heretofore granted for educational 
purposes shall be disposed of at public sale only, for a price not less 
than $3 per acre, the proceeds of such sale to constitute a permanent 
fund, any rtion of which, if lost for any reason, shall be replaced by 
54 ons from the treasury of the State, and the income from 
which only shall be expended for the improvement, maintenance, and 
support of the respective educational institutions, but pending sale said 
lands may be leased as the state legislature shall prescribe, excepting 
all of such lands which are now and were on the ist day of January, 
1909, within the exterior limits of any district or districts of land 
within said State designated by the Secretary of the Interior to be 
lands that may be supplied with irrigation water from any irrigation 
works which have been wholly or in part constructed or acquired, or 
which are under construction or process of acquisition by the United 
States under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An act 
appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in 
certain States and Territories to the construction of irrigation works for 
the reclamation of arid lands,” approved June 17, 1902, and acts amend- 
atory thereof; and all of such lands for which provision had been 
made by the occupants thereof prior to January 1, 1308. for the use of 
water for the irrigation thereof from any public or private source, the 
right to the use of which is being now exercised under bona fide 
claim of right thereto; all or any part of which lands may be 
of by said State in such manner 
ture of the State 52 from time 


al mses incident to such sales, shall be 


or as indemnity, by this 
subject to the approval 


9 and nonmineral public lands of the United States within 


ister and receiver collectively for 
acres made hereunder shall $1 

Sec. 29. That all grants of lands heretofore made by any act of Con 
oy to said Territory, except to the extent modified or repealed by 

is act, are hereby ratified and confirmed in and to said State. 

Sec. 30. That the said State, when admitted as aforesaid, shall con- 
stitute one judicial district, and the circuit and district courts of said 
district shail be held at the ae of said State, and the said district 
shall, for judicial purposes, until otherwise provided, be attached to the 
ninth judicial circuit. ‘There shall be appointed for said district one 
district judge, ore United States attorney, and one United States mar- 
shal. The judge of said district shall receive a yearly salary the same 
as other similar judges of the United States, payable as provided for 

law, and shall reside in the district to which he is appointed. There 

ll be appointed clerks of said courts, who shall keep their offices at 
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the capital of said State. The regular terms of said courts shall be 
held on the first Monday in Apri and the first Monay in October of 
each year. The circuit and trict courts for said district and the 
judges thereof, respectively, shall e the same powers and juris- 
diction and perform the same duties required to be 8 by the 
other circuit and district courts and ju of the United States, and 
shall be governed by the same laws and regulations. The ma 1, 
district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and district courts of said 
district, and all other officers and persons performing duties in the ad- 
ministration of justice therein, shall severally — the powers and 
perform the dut ewig 5 possessed and required to be performed by 
similar officers in other districts of the United States, and shall, for 
the services they may perform, receive the fees and compensation now 
allowed by law to officers 3 similar services for the United 
States in the Territory of Arizona. 

Sec. 31. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prose- 
cuted and now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon 
any record from the supreme court of said Territory, or that may here- 
after lawfully be prosecuted upon any record from said court, may be 
heard and determined by said Supreme Court of the Unit States. 
And the mandate of execution or of further proceedings shall be directed 
by the Supreme Court of the United States to the circuit or district 
court hereby established within the said State or to the supreme court 
of such State, as the nature of the case may requ And the circuit, 
district, and state courts herein named shall, respectively, be the suc- 
cessors of the supreme court and of the district courts of the said 
Territory as to all such cases arising within the limits embraced within 
the jurisdiction of such courts, respectively, with full power to p 
with the same and award mesne or final process therein; and that from 
all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of the said Territory, in 
any case arising within the limits of the pro State prior to ad- 
mission, the parties to such judgment shall have the same right to 
prosecute appeals and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United 
States or to the circuit court of appeals as they shall have had by law 
prior to the admission of said State into the Union, and as in other 
States of the Union. 

Src. 32. That In respect to all cases, proceedings, and matters now 
pending in the supreme or district courts of the said Territory at the 
time of the admission into the Union of the said State, and arising 
within the limits of such State, whereof the circuit or district courts 
— this act established might have had jurisdiction under the laws of 
the United States had such courts existed at the time of the commence- 
ment of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, respectively, 
shall be the successors of said supreme and district courts of said Ter- 
ritory, N sit Mee Be and in respect to all other cases, proceedings, 
matters pending in the supreme or district courts of the said Territory 
at the time of the admission of such Territory into the Union, arising 
within the limits of said State, the courts established by such State 
shall, respectively, be the successors of said supreme and district terri- 
torial courts; and all the files, records, indictments, and pr gs 
relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such circuit, district, 
and state courts, tively, and the same shall be proceeded with 
therein in due course of law; but no writ, action, Indictment, cause, or 
proceedi now pending, or that prior to the ission of the State 
shall be ing, in any territorial court in said Territory shall abate 
by the admission of such State into the Union, but the same shall be 
transferred and proceeded with in the proper United States circuit, dis- 
1 or state court, as the case may be: vided, er, That in 
all civil actions, causes, and proceedings in which the United States is 
not a party transfers shall not be made to the circuit and district 
courts of the United States except upon cause shown by written request 
of one of the parties to such action or proceeding filed in the proper 
court; and in the absence of such request such cases shall be RER E 
with in the proper state courts. 

Sec. 33. That the constitutional convention shall by ordinance 1 
vide for the election of officers for a full state government, includin 
members of the legislature, one Representative in Congress, and wack 
county and other officers as said constitutional convention shall pre- 
scribe, at the election hereinbefore provided for. The members of the 
legislature elected at said election may assemble at Phoenix, organize, 
and elect two Senators of the United States in the manner now pre- 
scribed by the Constitution and laws of the United States; and the 
governor and secretary of state of the proposed State shall certify the 
election of the Senators and the Representative in the manner required 

y law, and the Senators and the Representative so elected shall be 
entitled to be admitted to seats in Congress and to all rights and privi- 
lexes of Senators and Representatives of other States in the Congress 
of the United States; and the officers of the state government formed 
in pursuance of said constitution, as provided by the constitutional 
convention, shall proceed to exercise all the functions of state officers; 
and all laws of said Territory in force at the time of its admission 
into the Union shall be in force in said State until changed by the leg- 
islature of said State, 8 as modified or changed by this act or 
by the constitution of the State; and the laws of the United States 
shall haye the same force and effect within the said State as elsewhere 
within the United States, 

Sec. 34. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for defraying all and every kind and char- 
acter of expense incident to the elections and convention provided for 
In this act; that is, the payment of the expenses of holding the election 
for members of the constitutional convention and the election for the 
ratification of the constitution, at the same rates that are paid for simi- 
lar services under the territorial laws, and for the payment of the miie- 
age for and salaries of members of the constitutional convention at the 
same rates that are paid to members of the said territorial legislature 
under national law, and for the payment cf sil proper and necessary 
9 officers, clerks. and messengers thereof, and printing and 
other expenses incident thereto: Provided, That any expense incurred 
in excess of said sum of $100,000 dollars shall be paid by said State. 
The said money shall be expended under the direction ef the Secretary 
of the Interior, and shall be forwarded. to be locally expended in the 
present Territory of Arizona through the secretary of said Territory. 
as may be necessary and proper, in the discretion of the Secretary ot 
= Interior, in order to carry out the full intent and meaning of this 
act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Campretr), 
demanded? 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 


Is a second 
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Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Michi- 
gan is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Missouri to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to consume not more 
than ten minutes of my time, and I should be very glad if the 
Chair would remind me when ten minutes have elapsed. 

This bill, in 34 sections, 17 of which are devoted to New 
Mexico and 17 to Arizona, enables the people of the Territory 
of New Mexico to adopt a constitution and become a State and 
enables the people of Arizona to adopt a constitution and be- 
come a State. It authorizes the qualified electors of each of the 
two Territories to elect delegates to constitutional conventions, 
100 delegates being provided for New Mexico and 52 for Ari- 
zona, and after each constitutional convention shall have de- 
clared on behalf of the people of their respective Territories 
that they adopt the Constitution of the United States each con- 
vention is thereupon authorized to proceed to frame a constitu- 
tion for each proposed State. Certain provisions are required 
to be inserted in these constitutions. First, it is provided that 
the constitution in each case shall be republican in form; second, 
that the constitution in each case shall make no distinction in 
civil or political rights on account of race or color; third, that 
the constitution shall not be repugnant to the Constitution of the 
United States and the principles of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. 

The constitutions are further required to provide by ordi- 
nance, first, for toleration of religious sentiment; second, 
against polygamous marriages; third, against the sale, barter, 
or giving of liquors to Indians; fourth, for a disclaimer of title 
to the ungranted and unappropriated lands of the United 
States; fifth, for a disclaimer of title to Indian lands acquired 
by Indians from the United States, until the title to such In- 
dian lands shall haye been extinguished, but provision is made 
that lands and property owned by Indians outside of Indian 
reservations and lands granted by the United States to Indians 
shall be taxed the same as other lands and property; sixth, 
against the taxation of lands and property of nonresidents of 
the proposed States at a higher rate than the lands and prop- 
erty of residents of the proposed States are taxed; seventh, 
against the taxation of property of the United States; eighth, 
for the assumption by each State of valid territorial debts 
subsisting at the time of the passage of this act; ninth, for the 
establishment of a system of nonsectarian public schools; 
tenth, against the enactment of laws abridging suffrage on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude; elev- 
enth, for the retention of the capitals of each State where they 
now are until the end of 1915; twelfth, for a continuance of 
the rights and powers of the Federal Government for the car- 

ng on of irrigation projects; and thirteenth, a requirement 

t the ability to read, write; and speak the English language 
be a condition fer holding state offices. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he does not think that provision should also apply to 
the courts. In the case of New Mexico they have court 
stenographers and also have interpreters, a system which is 
very hard upon the attorney and very expensive, for the reason 
that the attorney making the speech to the jury, for instance, 
has to have his remarks interpreted to the jurors, and the jury 
would sometimes be half white and half Mexican. The speech 
has to go to them in Spanish. Does not the gentleman think 
that there should be some requirement that the language of the 
courts should be in English, and that a knowledge of that 
language should be a qualification for the members of the jury? 
I have been in some of the courts out there, and I know that it 
takes a very long time to try a case. I do not think the system 
of having two races sit upon the jury meets the ends of justice. 
And, in the case of the interpreter, he may also misinterpret 
both as to the law and as to the facts. It is very difficult to 
defend a man, or to try a lawsuit where property rights are 
investigated. As I understand it, they are making a distinction 
here on account of race, color, etc., and the law should be bread 
enough so that the State hereafter could pass the kind of law 
to which I refer. 

Mr. LLOYD. Oh, there is nothing in this bill to prevent the 
State passing any such law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is what I want to guard 
against, 


Mr. HAMILTON. After the adoption of the constitution in 
each case, provision is made for a yote by the people for the 
ratification or rejection of the constitution in each case, and 
this bill contains a provision, which the bill which passed the 
House a year ago did not contain, that if the people shall reject 
the constitution first framed, then the governor shall, within 
twenty days after the documents reach him, recall the consti- 
tutional convention, and the convention shall proceed to frame 
another constitution. When the constitutions are finally adopted, 
provision is made for certifying the results to the President of 


the United States, whereupon if the constitution and government 


in each case are republican in form, not repugnant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the principles of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, and if the provisions of this act have been 
complied with in the formation and ratification of the constitu- 
tions, the President shall in each case issue his proclamation 
within twenty days after the receipt of the result of the elec- 
tions in each case, announcing the results of the proceedings 
authorized in this bill, and thereupon the proposed States shall 
be deemed admitted into the Union. 

Sections 6 to 12, inclusive, provide for the disposition of the 
public lands within the Territory. Arizona has an area of 
73,000,000 and New Mexico has an area of 78,451,200 acres. 
Of the 73,000,000 acres in Arizona 20,000,000, in round num- 
bers, are surveyed and 52,000,000 are unsurveyed. Of the 
78,000,000 acres in New Mexico 52,000,000 are surveyed and 
25,000,000 are unsurveyed. Arizona has a national-forest area 
of 15,250,000 acres. New Mexico has 10,971,000 acres. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
has occupied ten minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I simply want to say this—— 

Mr. LLOYD. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman if 
he so desires. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question or two before he completes his statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michi- 
gan desire to continue in his own time? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes; for a short time. 

Mr. BURKE of South ps ga I do not wish to interrupt the 


Mr. HAMILTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to call his attention 
to section 3 of this bill, which section provides, Except as to 
Indians not taxed.” 

I desire to ask the gentleman why those words are in the 
bill, in view of the fact that in the last bills passed by the House, 
namely, for the admission into the Union of Oklahoma, and I 
think Wyoming and Idaho, those words were omitted, and why 
should not they be omitted from this bill? 

Mr. HAMILTON. The committee considered that question 
with some care and after consideration felt that the language 
which the gentleman has quoted ought to be retained. I know 
the gentleman is familiar with the language of the statute be- 
cause as I remember he introduced a bill amending the law of 
18S6— 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Eighteen hundred and eighty- 
seven. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And the law provides, I will not read it 
at length, that— 


Every Indian — 5 within the territorial limits of the United States 
8 whom allotments have made under the provisions of this 
act, or under any ae or treaty, and every Indian born within the ter- 
ritorial limits of the United States (who has voluntarily taken up; 
within said limits, his residence apart from any tribe of 
Indians therein, and has adopted the habits of civilized life, is hen 
declared to be a citizen of the United States, and is entitled to all the 
rights, privileges, and immunities of such a whether said In- 

ian has been or not, birth or otherwise, of any tribe of 
Jolana bemire pel coin territorial limits — — the United 3 In 
or otherwise ecting the right of any such 

Indian to tr to tribal or page My property. 7 


That is to say, the Indian, after he has severed his tribal re- 
lations, may become a citizen of the United States without af- 
fecting his right to tribal or other property. 

y, 1906, 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The law of May 
amended the statute of 1887 so that citizenship is withheld dur- 
ing the trust period, or until such time as fee simple patent 
may issue, the Secretary of the Interior having authority under 
that act to grant a fee simple patent. In other words, citizen- 
ship is withheld until such time as the trust period expires or 
the Indian is declared competent. Now, it seems to me that if 
in the State of Oklahoma, where there are over 100,000 In- 
dians, it was thought best to leave those words out, it would 
be safe in the new States of Arizona and New Mexico, and es- 
pecially as that has been done in two other instances, Idaho 
and Wyoming. g 
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Mr. HAMILTON. In the case of Oklahoma, the gentleman 
will remember, the Indian Territory had been administered by 
the Dawes Commission, lands had been allotted in severalty, and 
the question of citizenship was practically settled. There were 
no Indians in Oklahoma, that I can now recall, except the 
Osage Indians, who had not severed their tribal relations. In 
this case the Pueblo Indians are American citizens, entitled to 
vote. There are, however, some Indians who have not severed 
their tribal relations. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I understand the gentleman's 
reasons for ingrafting this in this bill; that it is more be- 
cause it has been the custom than the necessity or good reason 
for it. Is that the truth? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Well, I do not think there is any par- 
ticularly intense feeling on the subject, but the committee felt 
on the whole perhaps the provision had better be retained. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I hope, Mr. Speaker, before 
this bill becomes law that these words will be eliminated from 
the act. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is one thought which oc- 
curred to me in connection with this bill, and that is the call- 
ing of that State, when it is admitted to the Union, New Mexico. 
I just heard what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
said about the way in which they continued to use the Span- 
ish language down there, making it exceedingly difficult for 
an American ignorant of that language to know what they are 
talking about in courts. Now, they have been an American 
Territory for over half a century, and it occurs to me that 
the words “ New Mexico,” if now given to a State, will be a 
distinct handicap. Why not call it Lincoln? Why not call it 
something distinctively American, like Iowa or Ohio or Min- 
nesota? Arizona is a beautiful name. But I submit to the 
chairman of the committee that New Mexico is no more appro- 
priate than New Russia in this Republic. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I know that there are a good many people 
outside of New Mexico who feel as the gentleman does on that 
subject, but still the committee felt that it ought to consider the 
feeling of the people in the Territory which is to become a 
State. There has not been, so far as I can now recall, any 
proposition emanating from the Territory to haye any other 
name than that of New Mexico. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand that the old 
Spanish explorers when they discovered this Territory of New 
Mexico, long before Spain lost possession of her dominion in 
Mexico, found these people living up there on the Rio Grande 
River, and they called all that territory New Mexico, so as to 
differentiate from the lower part of Mexico, and there was also 
an extended area between the two territories at that time, and 
they have always called this Territory “new,” and it has for 
several centuries had that name. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is true; my recollection is in accord 
with that of the gentleman from Texas. As to the so-called 
“Spanish element” there, these people are American citizens 
of Spanish descent, and are patriotic people. Whenever oppor- 
tunity has been presented to them to render service in behalf 
of the Government, they have always responded. Now, when 
you go into the different States of the Union you will find in 
several of them a much more mixed population than in New 
Mexico, with people speaking more languages, a great many 
more than are spoken there. The only objection, and that is 
the objection the gentleman from Wisconsin mentions, is the 
fact that many people speak Spanish. But as time goes on 
that probably will be more or less changed, and it seems to me 
that that is a thing that will adjust itself. I have only two 
minutes more, and I have promised to yield a little time to the 
gentleman from Arizona, 


[Mr. CAMERON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill provides state- 
hood for the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico; and, 
speaking to the minority side of this House, I am especially 
pleased to say that it provides for separate statehood—that is, 
statehood for each of the Territories, Arizona and New Mexico. 
[Applause.] It is not my purpose in the few minutes I have 
at my disposal to call special attention to the details of this 
bill. I would not have time to do so if I desired. But the bill 
ig, in general terms, in the form of bills that have been passed 
în recent years. It is nearly in the same form as that which 
was passed admitting Oklahoma to statehood. 


There is one objection to this bill from a Democratic stand- 
point. The constitutional convention will be composed of dele- 
gates from districts, which districts are selected by the governor, 
the secretary of state, and the chief justice, all of whom belong 
to the same political party. 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. ELOYD. Yes. 


Mr. GILLETT. 
he vote against it? 

Mr. LLOYD. Iam going to vote for the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman is not entitled to time. Gentlemen who are 
on the same side can not divide all the time between them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submitted the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Missouri to the House, and there 
was no objection. No one stated that he was opposed to the 
bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
asked for a second, it being therefore assumed that he was 
against the bill. There was no occasion for anybody else to 
announce his opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair assumed that the 
gentleman from Missouri was in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. He says he is not; therefore I make the 
point of order that he is not entitled to time when there are 
Members opposed to the bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. Just at this juncture I wish to explain that 
there were some features of the bill in which we did not con- 
cur, but I do not hesitate to say that we are so anxious for 
statehood that we will take great pleasure in voting for the 
bill, because we want statehood for these Territories, and we 
will vote for statehood for them, notwithstanding there are 
some things in the bill that do not exactly satisfy us. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] may have twenty 
minutes time in opposition to the bill, without coming out of 
the time on either side. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, somebody has a right to time 
in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any avowed opponent to the 
bill would have a right to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. GILLETT. I am opposed to the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already recog- 
nized the gentleman from Missouri, assuming that he was op- 
posed to the bill, and is of the opinion that the gentleman from 
Missouri will yield the time to some one who is opposed to 
the bill, or some one who is opposed to the bill will be given 
time. 

Mr. MANN. I renew my request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Gitterr] may have twenty minutes in opposition to the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Lxoyp] still control twenty minutes time? If that be so, I do 
not object. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly. This is not intended to deprive 
the other gentlemen of their time. 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not desire to rob the gentleman of his 


Is the gentleman in favor of this bill, or will 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, in view of this suggestion, I hope 
the gentleman will take his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Kirn] object to the request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. KEIFER. I shall not object, with the understanding 
that the gentleman from Missouri still controls twenty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. That is the reason for my request. 

Mr. KEIFER. Understanding that to be so, I do not object. 

Mr. MANN. That will be twenty minutes in addition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Grmtert] will be recog- 
nized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. GILLETT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no purpose or de- 
sire to discuss this question myself, but I do want opposition 
to this bill expressed, and therefore if there is anybody in the 
House who would like to have me yield time to him to oppose 
the bill, I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman states that he m opposed 
to statehood for these Territories. I want to call his attention 
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to the provision of the ‘Republican national platform of 1908, 
which I assume the gentleman approves, which declares: 


We favor the immediate admission of the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona as separate States in the ‘Union. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, if nobody else is opposed to 
the bill, I certainly am, and while I was not expecting to take 


part in the debate, yet if there is no one else ready to state the 


argument against it, I will do it. I am aware of what the 
gentleman from Michigan states—that the platforms of both 
political parties declare in favor of statehood, but I suppose 
everybody here admits on one side and the other that they are 
not bound by every statement of their political party. A po- 
litieal party can not expect in its national platform to state 
the opinion of every member of the party, and for one, at the 
time when the platform was adopted and now, I am o to 
statehood for the two Territories. 

I was opposed to it six years or more ago when the question 
was agitated in the House. I examined the question then, and 
I was firmly of the opinion that it was a mistake to grant state- 
hood. I have not investigated it since, but I have just sent for 
the report of the committee, and, to my mind, that report on its 
face shows that this bill ought not to pass. 

The only accurate information that they have as to popula- 
tion shows that in one of the Territories there is a population 
of 1.1 persons to a mile—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘The gentleman will recollect that that was 
the census of 1900 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, I know all about that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I want to say to the gentleman now that 
by the best information obtainable the population of Arizona 
has increased 75,000, so that its population now is over 200,000, 
and the population in New Mexico has increased until it is now 
450,000. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, that is what the gentleman 
says in his report, and I confess ‘that I was somewhat amused 
by the statement of the “best information obtainable.” The 
information he has obtained is information from the claimants. 

He keeps saying in the report “the governor estimates” so 
and so, and the committee accepts as their statement of facts 
the estimates of the governor. 

Now, see just how accurate that estimate of ‘the governor is. 
I notice in one place the governor estimates—I will read from 
the report: 

o su that the present flliteracy is an 
„ . eure cae, when it was estimated by the one 
ernor to be not more than 1 per eent. 

That same governor estimates the population as 69 per cent 
American, 13 per cent Mexican, 11 per cent Indians, and 6 per 
cent other foreign nationalities. Do vou think, out of this 11 
per cent of Indians, only 1 per cent is illiterate? And yet if 
we admit that only 1 per cent of this 11 per cent are illiterate, 
then by the governor's estimate, ‘if it is correct, every one of 
the 69 per cent of the Americans, 13 per cent of the Mexicans, 
and 6 per cent of other nationalities must be literate. 

It is ridiculous on its face that there is only 1 per cent of 
illiteracy. That is the gentleman upon whose authority the 
chairman of the committee now says he bases his estimate and 
information. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman will yield I want to call 
attention to the statement made in the governor's report that 
the school census taken in August, 190S—— 

Mr. GILLETT. I have read your report. 

Mr. HAMILTON. But this is the governor’s report. He says 
there were 93,894 children of school age. Does the gentleman 
deny the probability that they have a population of 450,000? 

Mr. GILLETT. I am talking about the possibility that the 
governor upon whom you base your statement is a reliable 
authority as to illiteracy. 

Mr. HAMILTON. This is the school census report. 

Mr. GILLETT. But the gentleman from Michigan is trying 
to divert me from the other discussion, and I do not blame him. 
The governor’s statement is preposterous. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would the gentleman accept the 
record of the General Land Office of the Government to be cor- 
rect where it says that about 17,900 settlers have actually taken 
homesteads in New Mexico since these reports were written? 

Mr. GILLETT. That seems reasonable. That is very differ- 
ent from this statement of the governor upon which the com- 
mittee bases its statement. ‘Suppose other committees of ‘this 
House took as the basis of their statement of facts the state- 


ments of the claimants that come before them. What sort of 
legislation would we have? Suppose it is a fact; suppose the 
governor's estimates are true; suppose there are 200,000 people 
in Arizona and 400,000 in New Mexico to-day, of which we have 
no authentic evidence. Even if it is trne I think it is prepos- 
terous to give statehood to these two Territories. That means 
in one State two persons to the square mile and in the other 
three persons to the square mile. I do not think we ought 
to admit any. State into the Union which gives a larger repre- 
sentation in the United States Senate than it gives in the House 
of Representatives. 

Theres no great urgency why these people should have citi- 
zenship in the United States. They have local self-government, 
and the only reason, I suppose, that anybody would advocate 
giving it to them now is because they think these Territories are 
going to rapidly develop. We have been told for the last twenty 
years that they were going to rapidly develop. Every time they 
have come before Congress asking for statehood—and it has 
been often—it has been stated with the voice of prophecy that 
they were rapidly growing Territories, and that they would 
soon show such a population that they would be entitled to be 
States. They have not shown it yet, and I think, inasmuch as 
there is no immediate pressure, it is well to wait until they do 
show that growth. The other States to-day average over a 
million and a half of population each, and I do not think it is 
fair to the other States to let in two States, one of which on 
the greatest claim they make has a population of only 400,000 
people, and the other of 200,000. It is not fair to let them in on 
an equality with the other States, and give to each of them two 
seats in the United States Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman referred to illiteracy. I 
want to ask him if he is aware that, according to the last na- 
tional census, Arizona was given the lowest percentage of 
illiteracy of any State or Territory in the Union? A great 
many, a large percentage, of the population come from your 
New England States, where you take some pride, as I under- 
stand it, in the fact that you are able to read and write and 
speak the English language correctly. 

Mr. GILLETT. But we do not have any condition such as has 
been just outlined by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS], 
as shown by the fact that he wants to put in the bill a pro- 
vision which will say that the jurors must be able to under- 
stand the English language. He stated that the lawyers’ argu- 
ments have ‘to be translated to the juries, and that it is very 
embarrassing for a lawyer in a case, because they have always 
to ‘have interpreters. We do not have any ‘such condition as 
that. I do not think a State ought to have such a condition 
when it comes into the Union. Now, as to the future proba- 
bilities of the State, Arizona is said in this report to depend 
largely upon its mining wealth. That, to my mind, is some- 
thing of an objection. 

I do not think that mining camps are the very best basis out 
of which to form a State. They do not contain the most orderly 
citizens, as a general rule, and, moreover, the future prospects 
of mines are very uncertain. You can not be sure ‘that ‘that is 
going to develop. There is no such basis as there was for 
the great agricultural States which were admitted, of course, 
so many times, because it was expected that their population 
was going to increase. To be sure, ‘the report of the committee 
does say ‘that Arizona has a great agricultural future, ‘but 
that all depends upon irrigation. We do not know whether there 
is water enough for that irrigation. That has still to be 
proved. Inasmuch as there is no haste, I think we had better 
wait until we know, and not let them in on the assumption 
and presumption that they are going to develop, as we have 
been told year after-year that they would, and as they have not. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT, Yes. 7 

Mr. HAMILTON. In relation to irrigation projects, I desire 
to say that in every county of New Mexico except two irriga- 
tion projects are in progress or are proposed. 

I want further to call to the gentleman’s attention, on this 
question of foreign population, the fact that I think ‘he must 
have forgotten that Boston, for instance, has 35 per cent of 
foreign-born inhabitants, Salem 30.8 per cent, and -Gloucester 
88 per cent of foreign-born population. 3 

Mr. GIULETT. The gentleman's pronunciation of the last- 


named city would indicate that he had a little of the foreigner 
in him. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no man from the West can pronounce 
those names as vou gentlemen who are native to the soil can. 
Mr. GILLETT. I do not carry in my mind those ‘percentages 
of population, The capacity for self-government of the city of 
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Boston I do not feel very proud of—this week, atleast. [Laugh- 
ter.] I notice the gentleman’s report speaks of the great re- 
sources of New Mexico, and mentions the 9,000,000,000 tons of 
coal in the Territory. We do not know how valuable that coal 
is. You might as well say that there are 9,000,000,000 tons of 
ice in Alaska. 

Mr. HAMILTON. But the Geological Survey states that. 

Mr. GILLETT. There are 9,000,000,000 tons of ice in Alaska, 
and a ton of ice is sometimes as valuable as a ton of coal. You 
must get it to the market, and it has to be good, and we do not 
know whether this is or not. The gentleman has put forward 
in his repert facts which do not to my mind justify the cer- 
tainty of the development that we ought to demand in either of 
these two States. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yet, in the conservation of the coal re- 
sources of Alaska and the West, it is pretty generally under- 
stood that the returns of value of coal in the ground are fairly 
accurate and that they can be depended upon. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is wise enough not to try to 
estimate the value of them in his report. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I supposed every intelligent gentleman 
would be able to estimate the value, having been given the 
amount. 

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose it depends on the quality and ac- 
cessibility of the coal. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman familiar with 
the fact that in the government report they say that they have 
surveyed reservoirs in both New Mexico and Arizona, running 
into an expenditure of $12,000,000, and that these officers are 
under bend and oath, which when completed will furnish 
homes for a great many thousands of the people of the United 
States? 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am not familiar with it, ex- 
cept what the committee report on that subject. That is prob- 
lematical. We do not know, until these projects have devel- 
oped, whether we will have water or not; and the point to my 
mind is, we had better wait until we have tried them, and find 
out whether they are really going to be successful, as claimed. 

Mr. MANN. May I say to the gentleman that if we are no 
more fortunate about the admission of States than about recla- 
mation schemes the promises will not be fulfilled, because we 
were told they would need no more money than the money pro- 
vided in the original reclamation aet. Now, before any project 
is finished, they want $30,000,000 more and break the original 
contract. 

Mr. REEDER. They do not need any more money. 

Mr. GILLETT. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of consuming 
this time. To me the fundamental objection is this, that one 
of these States, even upon the most favorable statement, has 
only 200,000 people, which makes it less than two persons to 
the square mile. That puts two Senators in the United States 
Senate and one Member in the House of Representatives. I do 
not think any State ought to have more Senators than Repre- 
sentatives—— 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
for a short statement? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not for a statement. 

Mr. FERRIS. It is pertinent to this point. 

Mr. GILLETT. I would yield for a question, but not a state- 
ment. That is one of the fundamental objections I have to the 
bill that they have not at present the requisite population. Nor 
pave they the certainty of development which they ought to 

ve. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has my friend from Massachusetts ever 
visited these Territories? 

Mr. GILLETT. I have not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He seems to me to be a doubting 
Thomas as to whether they ought to be taken in or not and 

Mr. GILLETT. There is a difference of opinion among 
those who have visited them, but the fundamental objection. 1 1 
was saying, is the lack of population; secondly, there is no 
such certainty of development as shown by their recent past 
development, and shown by the nature of the lines along whieh 
they are expected to grow that insures that they will even grow 
in population with the rest of the country. The other States 
average 1,500,000 population, and we ought not to let in States 
averaging only 300,000. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I am not surprised at all at the 
remarkable opposition that has asserted itself here to-day. The 
general supposition was in the Committee on Territories that 
every Republican especially would be voting for this bill, be- 
cause it was understood that the President of the United 
States was for it. The last Republican platform made the 
positive declaration in favor of it, and I do not understand 
how a genuine regular Republican should rise on his feet in 
opposition to this very important bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question, and that is if President Taft in his tour 
through the South did not promise these people statehood? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. But, Mr. Speaker, the matter is made 
perfectly plain after the gentleman has asserted himself on 
his feet. He says he has not visited these Territories and 
knows nothing about the situation. That is the only excuse 
that can be made—— 

Mr. GILLETT. I wish to correct the last part of the gentle- 
man's statement. I made no such statement that I knew nothing 
about the question. 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, perhaps that was 
inferential. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT. I simply took it from the committee’s re- 
port, that is all. 

Mr. LLOYD. Now, Mr. Speaker, there can be no question of 
this fact, if the gentleman wishes to inform himself, that in 
banking interests alone the Territories both of Arizona and 
New Mexico have trebled in ten years; and you do not have to 
go back ten years to find out that. I think I may safely in- 
quire whether it be true that the banking interests of Mas- 
sachusetts have trebled in the last ten years? If you will in- 
form yourself with reference to the population you will find that 
in the vote for 1908 for Delegate there were more than twice as 
many votes cast as in the election of 1900 for Delegate; so 
that the voting population had more than doubled in eight years 
instead of ten years. 

You can follow this up in any direction and you will ascertain 
the faet that these Territories have increased marvelously, and 
there is no reason for refusing to admit them to statehood be- 
cause they have not advanced. If any individual will go down 
and yisit those Territeries, he will be astonished at their de- 
velopment, and he will not come back and make any such state- 
ment as the gentleman from Massachusetts has made as an 
excuse for denying them statehood. I concede the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has a perfect right to make the statement 
he has, because he does not know. I wish now to yield to other 
parties. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I just wish to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. LLOYD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I notice in the report that you fix 
the capital of New Mexico as Santa Fe until 1915? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER of Hlinois. Is it a fact that the citizens of 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., built the present state capitol and paid for 
it themselves, or largely so? 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not know about that; I have no knowledge 
on that subject. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, 


[Mr. HOUSTON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LLOYD. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
GUERNSEY}. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Speaker, the arguments presented by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] are strikingly 
similar to the arguments advanced by a distinguished citizen 
and Senator from his State in 1848, when the acquisition of 
New Mexico and California, through the treaty between this 
eountry and Mexico, was being discussed before the United 
States Senate, 

The distinguished and brilliant Senator from Massachusetts 
opposed the acquisition of that Territory on the ground that it 
meant additional United States Senators. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GILŁETT] raises that question here to-day 
in opposition to the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico 
being admitted as States. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
raises the question as to whether these Territories are desirable 
to take into the Union. He questions the resources of the Ter- 
ritories and the desirability of their citizens, 

Mr. Webster, in his speech in 1848, raised the same objec- 
tions that the gentleman from Massachusetts presents to us 
now. It was charged at the time, that while Mr. Webster op- 
posed the acquisition of the country generally, on the ground 
that it was undesirable to acquire, still he. favored the acqui- 
sition of a harbor or two on the coast of California for the 
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accommodation of some two hundred whalers from Massachu- 
setts that were pursuing their occupation in the Pacific Ocean. 
Mr. Webster declared that the resources of the country were 


worthless; that it was not worth a dollar. Yet later, in 1848, 
and after his opposition, gold in large quantities in California 
was discovered; and with the population that afterwards 
poured into that country, if we had not taken it then, we would 
forever have been prevented from acquiring the great Pacific 
slope. [Loud applause.] 

In the United States Senate, on March 23, 1848, Mr. Webster 
said: 

I am against all accession of territory to form new States. We ad- 
mitted Texas—one State for the present—bnut, sir, if you refer to the 
resolution providing for the annexation of Texas, you find a provision 
that it shall be in the power of Congress hereafter to make four new 
States out of Texan territory. Present and pros ively, five new 
States, with ten Senators, may come into the Union out of Texas. 
Three years ago we did this; we now propose to make two States. 
Undoubtedly, if we take, as the President recommends, New Mexico and 
California, there must then be four new Senators. We shall then have 

rovided, in these Territories out of the United States, enough to send 
ourteen Senators into this Chamber. 

But then, sir, sup Texas to remain a unit and but one State for 
the present, still we shall have three States, Texas, New Mexico, and 
ee We shall have six Senators, then, for less than 300,000 
people. 

As to the desirability of the people of the country, Mr. Web- 
ster in his speech said: 

As to New Mexico, its Poros is not likely to increase. It is a 
settled country; the ple living along in the bottom of the valley 
on the sides of a little stream, a garter of land only on one side and 
the other, filled by coarse landholders and miserable peons. It can 
sustain, not only under this cultivation, but under any cultivation that 
our American race would ever submit to, no more ple are there 
now. There will, then, be two Senators for 60, inhabitants in New 
— fd to the end of our lives and to the end of the lives of our 

ren. 

Forty-nine fiftieths at least of the whole of New Mexico are a bar- 
ren waste, a desert plain or mountain, with no wood or timber. Little 
fagots for lighting a fire are carried 30 or 40 miles on mules. 

And how it with California? We propose to take California from 
the forty-second degree of north latitude down to the thirty-second. 
We Repose to take 10 degrees along the coast of the Pacific. Scat- 
te along the coast for that great distance are settlements and vil- 
lages and ports, and in the rear all is wilderness and barrenness and 
Indian country. 

I have never heard of anything, I can not conceive of on iene 
more ridiculous in itself, more absurd, and more affrontive to all sober 
judgment than the cry that we are getti indemnity by the acquisi- 
tion of New Mexico and California. hold they are not worth a dol- 
lar, and we pay for them vast sums of money. 


It is fortunate that the views of Mr. Webster did not pre- 
vail. Had they prevailed the history of our country would 
have been far different. We would not have been able to refer 
to our great domain extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 
Instead, the Republic of Mexico, larger in territory, more popu- 
lous, and more powerful than now, would have looked down on us 
from the west and would have cut us off from the Pacific Ocean. 

The great Senator from Massachusetts was wrong in his 
views. Every thinking man must concede that to-day, and they 
did not prevail. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Gitterr], I respectfully submit, is wrong in his views in op- 
posing the admission of these Territories into the Union, and 
I do not believe they will prevail in the House. 

Now, let us look at these applicants for membership to the 
family of States—possibly the last applicants that will ever be 
admitted into the Union—and see what they have to offer and 
what they have to bring with them. From the best information 
obtainable there is probably a population of 400,000 people in 
the Territory of New Mexico to-day, as against the 60,000 that 
Mr. Webster predicted as the limit, or 600,000 people as against 
the limit of 60,000, if we include Arizona, which, at the time 
of Mr. Webster's remarks, was largely included in what was 
then New Mexico, and they are a thrifty and progressive peo- 
ple that are rapidly Increasing in number. 

The hearings before the Committee on Territories offered an 
opportunity to learn much about the people, their condition and 
industries. 

The Territory of New Mexico is 360 miles north and south 
by 346 miles east and west, and contains 122,580 square miles, 
or 78,451,200 acres, within its bounds. Hon. Francis W. Clem- 
ents, first assistant attorney in the office of the Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, testified there had been set apart for national for- 
ests 10,971,700 acres. That in addition to Indian reservations, 
representing 1,829,000 acres, while lands have been set apart for 
irrigable lands in reclamation projects to the extent of 260,000 
acres, 

The governor of the Territory estimated that an actual valu- 
ation of property within the Territory would represent more 
than $300,000,000. In addition to this actual yaluation of prop- 
erty subject to taxation there are many homesteads under cul- 
tivation and many. mining claims where patents have not yet 
been issued and which are still exempt from taxation. There 


are probably 400 miles of railroad recently constructed and ex- 
empt from taxation for six years. It is estimated that there 
are nine billions of tons of coal in the Territory. The value of 
these resources, not yet subject to taxation and of undeveloped 
resources, is estimated to be not less than $500,000,000. 

The school census taken in 1908 showed 93,894 school children 
of school age. The Territory has an excellent school system, 
the buildings alone being estimated to be worth $1,000,000. It 
is stated that there are over 50 sectarian schools conducted by 
the various religious denominations, with an enrollment of over 
6,000 pupils. . 

All the territorial institutions and the public school system of 
New Mexico haye been built and sustained by the Territory, 
without the aid of the Federal Government, except by the usual 
grant of sections of land for common school purposes and by 
grants of land for territorial institutions. . 

The university of the Territory has buildings and land valued 
at $117,000; an agricultural college valued at $240,000; mili- 
tary institute, $200,000; reform school, $25,000; penitentiary, 
$278,000; normal schools, $200,000; insane asylum, $189,000; 
deaf and dumb asylum, $35,000; miners’ hospital, 838,000; 
school of mines, $82,000; blind asylum, $38,000; capitol build- 
ings, $370,000. 

In New Mexico agriculture is mainly conducted by irrigation 
along the river valleys of the San Juan, Rio Grande, the Mim- 
bres, the Canadian, the Cimarron, the Gila, the Pecos, their 
tributaries, and some smaller valleys, although dry farming has 
developed extensively in the eastern counties of the Territory. 

Within the Territory there are probably 3,000 miles of rail- 
road in operation, of which about 2,600 miles are subject to 
taxation. There are maintained within the Territory 10 daily 
newspapers, and it is estimated there are in addition 100 
weekly newspapers. 

Within the Territory there is an excellent system of banks, 41 
of which are national, 26 territorial, and 4 stock savings 
banks, which, according to the reports to the National Mone- 
tary Commission, on April 28, 1909, had a total capitalization of 
$3,077,102, a surplus of $716,600.26, and undivided profits 
of $552,420.41, making a total of $4,346,122, while the aggregate 
resources of the 71 banks was $23,007,348.79. E 

All the evidence seems to warrant the admission of these 
people to the Union. 

Let us take a look at Arizona. Arizona was a part of the 
territory that was acquired from the Republic of Mexico by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo February 2, 1848, and by the 
Gadsden purchase of December 30, 1853, and was a part of the 
Territory of New Mexico, from which it was separated and 
organized into a Territory in 1863, and formed a very large part 
of that territory that Mr. Webster condemned in his speech 
March 23, 1848. 

It is 878 miles long by 339 miles wide and contains 112,920 
square miles, or 73,000,000 acres, and it is believed that the 
census of 1910 will show that it contains a population of not 
less than 200,000. It has grown rapidly since the census of 
1800, as indicated somewhat by the receipts of the ‘first and 
second class post-offices in the Territory. 

In 1900 the agg. gate was $35,417, while in 1908 the total 
receipts amounted to $229,642, an increase of 168.8 per cent. 
Former Governor Kibbey estimated the population to be 69 per 
cent American, 13 per cent Mexican, 11 per cent Indians, and 
6 per cent other foreign nationalities. The percentage of Ameri- 
can population certainly would bear a very favorable compari- 
son with American cities. 

The governor of the Territory last year estimated the actual 
value of the property in the Territory to be more than 
$450,000,000, and he stated that it was a conservative estimate 
of the value. Items of the valuation were as follows: 


Mining peoperty in the Territory, at- onn 250, 000, 000 
The railroads, I think, are wort 60, 000, 
Agricultural lands and improvements 40, 000, 000 
Town lots and improvements 30, 000, 000 
S 18. 000, 000 
Banks 3. 000, 000 
All other property—— . 4«„%9 50, 000, 000 
e e ae 451, 000, 000 


And in making this valuation he stated that he had left out 
all the undeveloped and nonproductive mines, of which there 
were many of great value. 

The producing mines in the Territory are not confined within 
any one district, but are scattered over a large extent of the 
Territory. New country is being developed wherever facilities 
for transportation are afforded. Within the Territory are vast 
extents of forests, which will be a source of great wealth, 

Quoting the Hon. Francis W. Clements again in his testi- 
mony before the committee, it appears that within the Terri- 
tory of Arizona there are national forests covering 15,250,130 
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aeres, Indian reservations extending over 19,671,000 acres, 
irrigable lands in reclamation projects to the extent of 300,000 
acres; total irrigation projects now in construction on the Colo- 
rado, near the Yuma, and on the Salt at Roosevelt will cost in 
the aggregate about $9,000,000, which will reclaim lands that 
will be very valuable for agricultural purposes and support a 
very large population. : 

That the forest reserves are capable of producing large re- 
turns to the Government under proper system of forest manage- 
ment, and afford a strong argument for national forest reserves 
elsewhere, is indicated by the testimony of Hon. George W. 
Woodruff, Assistant Attorney-General, who testified as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you give us ag idea of the value per annum of 
the proceeds of the forests in Arizona 

Mr, Wooprorr, I have that here. The proceeds from all the national 
forests, in round numbers, were $73,000 in the fiseal year 1905, $760,000 
for 1906. and $1,570,000 for 1907, and $1,842,000 for 1908. The reason 
TTT 
ave $3,000,000, —— for the panic, which stopped timber sales. 

Undoubtedly agricultural development within the Territory 
will be dependent very largely on successful irrigation, yet it is 
believed that the methods of dry farming employed in other 
parts of the country may be employed in Arizona. 

The Territory has two normal schools, with buildings and 
property valued at $800,000; it has a university in connection 
with which are various other schools, such as a military insti- 
tute, college of mines, and agricultural and mechanical college, 
with buildings and other property valued at $245,000; an insane 
asylum, with buildings and other property valued at $222,000; 
a territorial prison, with buildings and other property valued at 
$136,000; and an industrial school, with buildings and other 
property valued at $35,000. The capitol building, with the land 
upon which it stands, is valued at $160,000. 

There are approximately 1,900 miles of railroad in operation 
at the present time, as against 1,400 miles three years ago. 

The Territory has an excellent banking system, there being 
48 national, territorial, and private banks, with an aggregate 
capital of $2,013,200; surplus, $1,130,886.92; and an undivided 
profit of $519,081.93, making a total of $3,663,117, with aggre- 
gate resources amounting to $20,970,392.03. 

In view of all the evidence as to the population, business, and 
thrift of the people of these Territories there seems to be no 
valid objection to their now being admitted into the Union as 
States after the long struggle that they have maintained to 
this end. Both of the great political parties in the last cam- 
paign respectively pledged themselves to the admission into 
the Union of New Mexico and Arizona. President Roosevelt 
during his term of office repeatedly urged their admission. 
President Taft in his recent annual message urged upon this 
Congress the. enactment of the necessary legislation to adinit 
these Territories into the Union as States. 

The party pledges should be fulfilled.. The Territories should 
be admitted. 

I for one hope to see this legislation go through and the 
President’s signature affixed as its final approval. 

Mr. LLOYD. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RUSSELL]. 


[Mr. RUSSELL addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LLOYD. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reply 
briefly to what the gentleman from Massachusetts has stated 
in opposition to this bill. I believe the gentleman was here in 
this House a few years ago—— 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have ten minutes’ 
time to speak on this bill. 

1 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has 

e floor. 

Mr. STHPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker; I understood the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Griterr] to say that he 
was present when this bill was before the House several years 
ago.. I presume that he voted for the bill joining the two 
Territories and making one State of them. I do not wish to 
misrepresent the gentleman about his position at that time, 
and if I am wrong he can correct me, as he is present now. I 
believe that the records will show that he was one of the gen- 
tlemen who voted for the bill to make a single State of the 
two Territories, so that the two Territories would have but two 
Senators—one for each Territory. 

Now I will ask him if he did not think that was an injustice 
to the western portion of the United States? Mr. Speaker, let 
us count the States from the mouth of the Mississippi River 
across the continent and up to British America, Texas is one 
State; and if Arizona and New Mexico had been made another 


State, as the gentleman by his vote endeavored, we would have 
had but two States across the south end of this continent; Cali- 
fornia, three; Oregon, four; and Washington, five States. From 
British Columbia down to Mexico on the south and around to 
the mouth of the Mississippi River is more than two-thirds of 
the circle from Maine to Washington. These five States would 
ha ve been represented by only 10 United States Senators. From 
the mouth of the Mississippi River around to Maine we have 
bordering the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic Ocean 16 States, 
thus giving this border 32 United States Senators. Again, Mr. 
Speaker, more than two-thirds of the territory of the country 
is: west of the Mississippi River, while more than one-half the 
States: are east of it. Does not the gentleman think that it 
would be fair to the West to give us these two States while we 
are building States that will stand forever, so as to equalize to 
some extent the power the Hast has over the West in the United 
States Senate? 

The population is always changing from the East to the 
western country, so that before many decades we will outvote 
the Bast. We do not presume that we will always have political 
parties divided along the same line that we now find in this 
country. We are making history in creating these new States, 
and we should have the political power of the United States 
Senate better distributed. It is unfair to the West for New 
England—with a territory much less than either of the pro- 
posed States—to try to defeat this statehood bill. New Eng- 
land has 6 States and 12 Senators. Why should she not be 
just and broad enough to give 4 Senators to all this great 
territory? The people of the South and West only ask for what 
they honestly conceive to be right and just from the rest of this 
country when they ask this Congress to give statehood to New 
Mexico and Arizona. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to again vote for their admission into 
the sisterhood of States, and I am proud to state that every 
Democrat on this floor will enthusiastically and earnestly— 
as they have always heretofore done—support this bill. I am 
glad that the party in power has been reluctantly driven by the 
overwhelming sentiment of the American people to give state- 
hood separately to New Mexico and Arizona, instead of making 
but one State of the two Territories, as they for political rea- 
sons tried to do in the last Congress. The people of the great 
West owe a debt of gratitude to Mark Smith, then the Demo- 
cratic Delegate from Arizona, and the voters of that whole 
Territory for overwhelmingly voting down that iniquitous singl 
statehood proposition. j 

Mr. GILLETT. Do the Senators represent territory or do 
they represent men? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Under the Constitution of the 
United States they are to represent States, and they will rep- 
resent these Territories that are to be created into States. Had 
the gentleman been here when the Territory of Dakota was 
divided, I presume he would have voted for the creation of the 
States. of North and South Dakota and the sending of four 
United States Senators from the States made out of this one 
Territory; but coming on the south side of the United States, 
along the Mexican border, he would put two Territories together 
as one State and only have two United States Senators to repre- 
sent two Territories.. Is that fair? Is that just? If he would 
treat New Mexico and Arizona as his party treated Dakota Ter- 
ritory, and divide each of them and make two States out of each, 
then we would have four States along the Mexican border, with 
eight United States Senators. The entire West demands more 
representation in the Senate of the United States; because of 
its fast settlement and development we are in need of a great 
amount of legislation in that part of the country, and we—the 
representatives of the West in Congress—will and should stand 
together there in order to get justice at the hands of our Gov- 
ernment in the way of a just distribution of political power and 
the benefits that flow therefrom. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, if the contention of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], namely, that States 
should not be admitted into the Union and given two Senators 
when. they have only one Representative were followed out, you 
would not only have to change the Constitution of the United 
States, but you would haye to change the whole scheme of 
Federal Government as planned and intended by our fore- 
fathers, and which has assisted to balance the two powers— 
state rights and centralization—for more than a hundred years. 
Now, I am for the admission of Arizona and New Mexico as 
States, and I am going to vote for this bill, as I would any bill 
giving self-government to a competent people, but I want to say 
to the gentlemen who have reported this bill that you make a 
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strong draft on my patriotism as a citizen of the United States 
when you expect me to vote for a bill which excludes Indians 
from the privilege of suffrage simply because they are not taxed. 
The fact of not taxing an Indian is no test of his ability to ex- 


ercise the privilege of suffrage. Why, in my State none of the 
Indians were taxed on their allotted lands when the statehood 
bill was passed, yet you permitted them all to vote. The same 
statement applies to the States of Idaho and Wyoming, but now 
you are harking back to the days of the warpath, when the 
Indian was wont to wage cruel and relentless warfare, just as 
his civilized pale-faced brother is in the habit of doing to-day. 

The time was when the plan was to separate the Indian from 
the white man, to build a Chinese wall around him, as it were, 
excluding him from the privileges of the white man and keep- 
ing him tied down to the reservation. The very purpose of 
the Indian Department of this Government is to make compe- 
tent and self-reliant citizens of the Indians. Now, how are 
you going to make him a citizen unless you make him one? 
How can you make a citizen of a man and still hold from him 
the privilege of voting, the privilege of expressing his choice 
upon men and measures, which is the dearest of all privileges 
to the civilized, liberty-loving citizen? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma un- 
derstand that all Indians become citizens as soon as they can 
conform to certain requirements? They do not even have to 
sever their tribal relations. 

Mr. CARTER. Oh, yes; I understand that’ perfectly well; 
but that does not get to the point covered by your bill. You 
deprive the Indian of the privilege of voting simply because he 
is not taxed, when the mere fact of giving him suffrage, mak- 
ing him a citizen to all intents and purposes, would be one of 
the strongest influences to induce him to rise and meet the 
responsibilities of such citizenship. 

Mr. HAMILTON. He has the power in his own hands to 
become a citizen under existing law. 

Mr. CARTER. That, of course, is true; but I have found 
out that when you make an individual Indian a citizen, by per- 
mitting him to stand out alone and take the oath of allegiance 
to the United States, a certain amount of prejudice is created 
against him by all those who do not take such oath. This 
prejudice is eliminated when they are all made citizens at one 
and the same time. Furthermore, the Indian is the original in- 
habitant of this country; he is the aborigine. Out of his vast 
domain has been carved one of the greatest republics that this 
world has ever seen. Is there any sane reason why this man 
who has contributed so much to this great Republic should be 
required to make an individual application and swear allegiance 
before he is made a citizen of that great Republic? How long, 
Mr. Speaker, will this thing continue? How long shall we place 
ourselves in this false attitude of preparing them for citizen- 
ship, of promising them citizenship, of continually holding out 
a prize to them, and yet continually keeping the goal just out of 
their reach? As I said before, Mr. Speaker, I expect to sup- 
port this bill, but I expect to support it because I have been 
given to understand that it will be amended so as to give the 
Indian full and complete citizenship in Arizona and New Mex- 
ico, so as to deal squarely and frankly, and not withhold the 
right of suffrage from any citizen who is competent to exer- 
cise it. z 

Mr. LLOYD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I take this time for the pur- 
pose of asking the chairman of the Committee on the Territories 
a question in regard to the provision on page 11 and a pro- 
vision on page 32. Those two provisions make permanent 
annual appropriations. For the purpose of having the record 
show the necessity for those permanent appropriations and the 
extent of them, I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan to 
make an explanation of them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘In practice they would not constitute a 
draft upon the Treasury. The bill provides for the granting 
to the proposed State of four sections in each township—sec- 
tions 2, 16, 32, and 36. Where those sections fall within forest 
reservations permission is given to the State to take lands in 
lien of those sections outside the forest reservations, if they 
desire so to do; but if they do not take lieu lands, but retain 
the four sections within the forest reservations, then it is pro- 
vided that the Federal Government, in the administration of 
the forest reservations, shall administer also those sections 
which fall within the reservations; and because they constitute 
one-ninth of each township, it is provided that the States may 
hare one-ninth of the income for the administration of the forest 
reservations, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then, if I understand the gentleman, the 
proceeds from the administration of the forest reservation in 
each township are all paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the general fund? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And one-ninth of those proceeds is appropri- 
aal for the benefit of the State, to be credited to their school 

nds. 

Mr. HAMILTON. For the use of their own lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. So there can be no appropriation of any 
fund in the Treasury of the United States except one-ninth of 
the proceeds derived by the Government from the administra- 
tion of the Forestry Service in each township where the States 
accept the direct appropriation from the revenues instead of 
accepting the lieu lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I stated that it was their own land, but 
it would not be their own land until the reservation is de- 
clared off. 

Mr. TAWNEY. After they make their election. If they 
selected the revenue instead of the lieu land, they would get 
one-ninth from the proceeds. 

Mr. MANN. Can they keep the forest reservation until the 
timber is cut off and then get one-ninth and get the lieu land 
afterwards? 

Mr. HAMILTON. By whom does the gentleman mean that 
the timber may be cut off? The State would have the pro- 
ceeds of the forest and would have the land when the reserya- 
tion was abandoned. 

Mr. MANN. They may cut off all the timber on a place. 

oe HAMILTON. It would have to give them the income 
of it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 
. Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote for this bill, 
although it creates two new States out of territory that is not 
very thickly populated. The regions of territory that will com- 
prise these two States has waited about sixty-two years for 
admission after they were expected to be brought into state- 
hood. Senator Thomas Hart Benton says that the war with 
Mexico was to acquire this territory to make into slave States 
at once. He says that those who got up that war did not want 
to have war only large enough for a treaty of peace to acquire 
territories from poor Mexico, but not large enough to make 
aspirants for the Presidency of the United States. If his state- 
ment is true, there was great disappointment. No part of any 
territory acquired from Mexico at the end of that war ever 
became slave, and Gen. Zachary Taylor was elected President 
in 1848, and Franklin Pierce in 1852, the latter defeating Gen. 
Winfield Scott the same year. Scott and Taylor were distin- 
guished commanders in the Mexican war. 

On February 2, 1848, the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo was 
concluded. By that treaty the United States acquired Upper 
California and New Mexico Territories. The latter then in- 
cluded substantially all the present Territory of Arizona. Then 
it was expected that immediately New Mexico would be ad- 
mitted as a State in the Union, where slavery would exist. 

The representative of the United States at that treaty, Mr. 
N. B. Trist, in reporting what took place at the treaty, stated 
to the Secretary of State in a letter that the commissioners on 
the part of Mexico asked that there should be a proviso in the 
treaty that the territory ceded to the United States should be 
forever free, alleging as a reason that it was dedicated to free- 
dom by Mexican authority. He said he responded to that in 
scorn by saying to the Mexican commissioners that rather than 
put that provision in the treaty he would decline to take any 
territory whatever; that he would not agree to it if the terri- 
tory of Upper California and New Mexico were covered over 1 
foot thick in solid gold; that it was to be dedicated to slavery. 
By the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo we acquired these Terri- 
tories, paying $15,000,000 therefor, in addition to the cost of 
the war, and by the Gadsden purchase, paying $10,000,000 
more, we acquired, December 20, 1853, further territory from 
Mexico. The new States are made up mainly of the original 
Territory of New Mexico, but each will include some part of 
the Gadsden purchase. 

Now, sixty-two years almost have elapsed, and we have come 
to dedicate it under the Stars and Stripes of this country, under 
new constitutional conditions, to eternal liberty. [Applause.] 
Not one foot of the Territories acquired from Mexico by treaty 
ever became slave. There is only one invidious thing in this 
bill, as I read it, and I do not know which way to apply it. 
That is the provision in section 3, applying to New Mexico, and 
likewise in section 20, applicable to Arizona, that prohibits in- 
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toxicating liquors being taken into Indian country or introduced 
there in any manner. This is the language used in both sec- 
tions: ‘ 


The sale, barter, or giving of intoxicating liquors to Indians and the 
introduction of liquors into Indian country are forever prohibited. 


If this provision is not unjust to the Indians, why not make 
it applicable to the States to be created? Why not treat In- 
dians and the citizens alike? [Laughter.] 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
talk ten minutes in relation to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that he may address the House for ten 
minutes on this bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
for general debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes remaining all 
told. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. A 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I have always been in favor of 
separate statehood for Arizona and New Mexico, and I am now 
in favor of admitting them as States. Yet I would prefer to 
see this bill in its present form defeated. I presume, as has 
been suggested by several Members about me, we are now up 
against a stone wall as to being able to get any changes made 
in the bill. I desire to protest against the passage of a bill of 
this importance under such conditions. I have marked a num- 
ber of places in the copy of the bill before me that clearly 
should be amended. I voted for separate statehood for Arizona 
and New Mexico when the bill was up for consideration before, 
because I know that the arguments used against this bill to-day 
are not well founded, I have been over these Territories and 
know them quite well. 

The arable land of these Territories will support a much more 
dense population than eyen the most fertile of the older States. 
The soil in the great fertile State of Illinois will not sell for 
one-fourth the price per acre for its crop-producing value as 
much of the soil in these Territories. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman refers to irrigation projects. 

Mr. REEDER. I do; and by reason of irrigation the argu- 
ments of my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] are not 
well founded, in my judgment. I expect to see in these Terri- 
tories settlements much more dense than any in Massachusetts 
of those who obtain their sustenance directly from the soil, and 
in the not very distant future. From such settlements come a 
very valuable citizenship. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then could we not wait until we find out 
whether the gentleman is correct or not? 

_Mr. REEDER. We have been waiting a good many years 
now. 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes; and they have not yet developed. 

Mr. REEDER. These conditions have developed in many 
places in the West. Among them I would cite the gentleman 
to Twin Falls, Idaho; North Yakima, Wash.; Grand Junction, 
Colo.; and many other sections of the West. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is not in New Mexico, 

Mr. REEDER. No; and the cases cited are not in as good a 
climate as New Mexico or Arizona affords for dense rural settle- 
ments. I desired to object to the minimum price of $3 per acre, 
because in the States of North and South Dakota, Montana, 
Wyoming, Idaho, and Washington the minimum is $10 per acre, 
and the climate of New Mexico and Arizona makes these lands 
more valuable than those, where but one-half as much of a 
growing season is had. 

Mr, HAMILTON. That does not include the irrigable land. 
There is a provision in relation to irrigable land, 

Mr. REEDER. I understand that lands under. irrigation 
projects are put at $25. No one can tell at present which of 
these lands are irrigable. The Delegate from New Mexico 
[Mr. ANDREWS], who knows the Territories well, gave me an 
instance recently of land at Portales, in eastern New Mexico, 
where seemingly nonirrigable land, and of little value, suddenly 
became very valuable by means of the discovery of flowing wells. 
No one knows what is irrigable and what is nonirrigable Jand. 
The result is that speculators will get thousands of acres of land 
for this low price, and when its value becomes generally known 
they will sell it to settlers at great profit. The new States can 
well afford to hold lands when they are of little value and sell 
to settlers at a fair price when they are fit for homes for 
settlers. 

Mr, HAMILTON, 
tion? 

Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir, 


How much time is there left 


Will the gentleman yield for an explana- 
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Mr. HAMILTON. I doubt if the gentleman fully understands 
the purposes animating the committee in that respect. I want 
to say this—first, that we went over with great care with the 
officials of the department this provision, and finally we came 
to the conclusion that that land might be sold for much less 
than it is actually worth. It was testified that some of it is 
not worth 10 cents an acre. They say it takes 5 or 6 acres to 
feed a sheep and 25 acres to feed a cow, and that was land 
that would not lease for more than 2 cents an acre. Of the 
lands lying east of the one hundred and fifth meridian—that is, 
the east third of New Mexico—where this dry climate pre- 
yails, we provided they should not be sold for less than $5 an 
acre; then the lands west of that should not be sold for less 
than $3 an acre; and that they should be sold at public sale, 
so that everybody would have an opportunity to bid. We did 
that after most careful advice. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan 
seems almost as badly mistaken in regard to this country as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no; I am not. 

Mr. REEDER. Some of that land that is not worth 2 cents 
an acre may become very valuable because of some opportunity 
for irrigation that is not now known, as was the case at Por- 
tales. Speculators will not purchase these lands at any price 
until by some means they become valuable. Speculators evi- 
dently arranged this bill so that they can secure thousands of 
acres of these lands at a nominal price whenever they come to 
be valuable, and dispose of them to the settlers at a large profit. 
I would like to see that part of the bill amended so that while 
the new States can not realize on the lands of no yalue, that 
when they become valuable they can get a fair price for them, 
and I believe the States would be more likely to hold them 
until needed for homes. I believe it would be well to amend 
it, though I realize that the House is determined to pass 
this bill now, and its status on the floor will not permit of 
amendment. The Presidents of the United States for the last 
ten years, Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Taft, have been endeavoring 
to repeal the timber and stone laws. A year ago we succeeded 
in getting a ruling from the Interior Department that minimum 
really means minimum in this law, and does not mean maxi- 
mum, as was held by the department previous to that time, so 
that timber lands are now being sold under the timber and stone 
law for something near their value. But we have lieu-land 
scrip afloat that will take any of the timber land not in the 
forest reserves. 

I know personally some land that will cut from thirty to 
forty thousand feet board measure, which has been sold at 
$2.50 an acre under this law and since Secretary Garfield's 
ruling on the minimum feature of the timber and stone act. 
Lieu-land scrip is the most available method of securing the 
most valuable of our remaining public domain, and this bill sets 
afloat a few million acres more of this lieu-land scrip. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Where is the lieu scrip? 

Mr. REEDER. I will show the gentleman. Look on page 10, 
line 16. The bill says that sections 275 and 276 are hereby 
made applicable, and so forth. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Does the gentleman know that the timber 
lands of Arizona and New Mexico are now in reservations? 

Mr. REEDER. Not all of them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. They are. 

Mr. REEDER. The President in his recent conservation 
message urges the repeal of this timber and stone act, which 
indicates that he thinks there is yet sufficient timber open to 
entry under this law to make its repeal advisable. 

Mr, HAMILTON. I think they have got all the timber and 
something besides. 

Mr. REEDER. No doubt some reserves contain land which 
should be returned to the public domain. I think this is true. 
I expect some of the land in our forest reserves ought to be 
segregated and opened for settlement. Though this does not 
prove that much valuable timber is not yet subject to entry 
under this iniquitous law. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I want to say further that the Secretary 
of the Interior declared that these lands 

Mr. REEDER. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I will have to ask the 
gentleman to come and see me privately and talk this question 
over; I desire to occupy a few moments now in talking to the 
Members of the House. 

The State may relinquish lands previously disposed of in any 
way that would have come under these immense grants, and 
with the scrip herein provided a purchaser of the scrip may 
select nonmineral lands of equal area in lieu thereof. Lieu- 
land scrip, the medium by which so much of the public domain 
is to-day going into the hands of speculators, is augmented by 
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this bill to the tune of seyeral million acres, and we ought not 
to pass this bill without the privilege of amending it by striking 
out this proposition, at least. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REEDER. I really have not time to yield further. 
There are quite a number of proyisions in this bill in regard 
to the public lands which ought to be stricken out, for the 
reason that they are arranged for disposing of the land in such 
a way that the speculators will get the land, and the people 
who want to make homes in that country will pay the specula- 
tors high prices for the same when they need it for homes. 
We have not passed a law in recent years that will give the 
land grabbers as large an opportunity as this bill. 

The history of the older nations of the world in their bitter 
experience resulting from forest destruction should teach us 
the importance of following the lead of President Roosevelt, 
President Taft, and Gifford Pinchot and other earnest, far- 
seeing men, who are and have been laboring so incessantly to 
prevent this Nation from making the deplorable mistake of for- 
est destruction, which has cursed many of the earlier peoples. 

We should see to it that all of our land, east and west, north 
and south, not fit for agriculture because of the roughness of 
its surface be occupied by valuable varieties of trees and pro- 
tected from fires. 

From our experience in this House since the passage of the 
national irrigation law, in 1902, we will require a good deal of 
energy and shrewdness to prevent speculators from bringing 
the curse of alternate droughts and floods upon us, which have 
always followed the denuding of forests. 

President Roosevelt did much to prevent this vandalism by 
the creation of great forest reserves. And many and loud are 
the curses heaped on this policy by those who desire to loot this 
timber supply regardless of the deprivation it would bring to 
future generations. Our forests cared for as Germany, France, 
or Switzerland have been caring for theirs for the past fifty 
years will insure us ample forest products for all time, and at 
the same time protect our stream flow, prevent erosions of the 
soil, and thus preserve our water powers. 

These water powers are the source of our heat, light, and 
power for the future. The destruction of our forest cover of 
the hills and mountains is to a large extent the destruction of 
the water powers. 

Occupying the position we do, we should scrupulously guard 
so valuable an asset of those we represent as are our forests. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gen- 
tleman desire? 

Mr. HAMILTON. About two minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent to speak for two minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention 
of the House to the provision in regard to taking lieu lands 
where they fall within reservations. That is existing law and 
applies to all the States. Now, it is a fair provision and simply 
gives the proposed State an opportunity where it does not de- 
sire to take lands which fall within a reservation to take other 
lands outside if they see fit. 

Mr. REEDER. I desire to suggest that, as the House seems 
determined to pass this bill, and it can not be amended, we 
should in the near future pass a bill whereby all lieu-land scrip 
shall become invalid if not used within six months after it be- 
comes available. 

Mr. HAMILTON. As a matter of fact, they will want that 
land to continue in the forest reserves, because in the forest 
reserves are the best lands, and it is doubtful whether a time 
„ought to be fixed within six months, say, in which they are re- 
quired to take lieu lands. It could not be surveyed in that time. 

Mr. REEDER. This scrip should thus be restricted as to its 
use instead of being available at any time when a speculator 
may discover that a certain tract has become available for 
homes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
land grabber at all. 

Mr. REEDER. The State gets the scrip and sells to the spec- 
ulator at $3 per acre. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think it is one of the best provisions in 
the bill. It gives the States the right to retain these sections in 
the forest reserves and receive the income from them; or if it 
wants to take lieu lands, it may do so. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


The State gets the lieu lands; it is not the 


extend my remarks in the Rrcorp and to make a very brief 


statement. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrecorp 
and also to make a statement. How much time does the gen- 
tleman desire? 

Mr. REEDER. Only one minute, and the statement is, I 
was not talking in regard to the land in the forest reserves, 
but was speaking of other lands which had been taken up or 
reserved for any purpose, for which lands they could take scrip 
at once. If I had opportunity, I would also oppose the Govern- 
ment engaging in the timber business for the benefit of States. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
criticised my lack of knowledge of the situation because I had 
not been out there, as I certainly have not, but I remember 
when a committee of Congress did go out there many of them 
came back convinced that statehood should not be granted. I 
did not know the bill was coming up to-day as the report was 
only made Saturday, and I have made no investigation, but my 
opinion on the subject was formed years ago, and all the facts 
on which I have based my argument to-day are set forth in the 
report of the committee recommending this bill, and upon the 
facts given in that report. I think the bill ought not to pass. 
The statement made by the gentleman from Kansas well illus- 
ee tte guesswork and prophecy on which this bill is based. 
He said: 

There may be tion from some source not now known, and these 
lands may prove uable. 

That is true; it is true of every desert in the world, but sane 
men should not be asked to establish a State on such doubtful 
and flimsy possibilities as that. 

I hope that irrigation will be successful and that rapid devel- 
opment will follow, but I am not sure, and we can wait. We are 
going to have a census next year. We will know the facts, 
and not have to base our action on the guesses of the sanguine 
governors. And I do hope, until sources for irrigation have 
been found and tested and until we know how those States 
will develop, we shall wait. There is no urgent reason for 
haste. On the contrary, there is every reason for caution and 
deliberation, for if this bill passes it is irrevocable. States 
are formed which must endure as long as the Union, and a 
mistake made is everlasting. We are experiencing now, and 
apparently always shall, the results of previous similar mistakes, 
and it ought to teach us the danger. If, on the contrary, we mis- 
takingly reject the bill and the Territories do develop as their 
sanguine citizens expect, we can at any time repair the mistake 
and admit them to the Union. Let us wait till they have 
proved their right and not act from hope and expectation or, 
if you please, from probability, when a mistake is irreparable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. Al time has expired; and the question is on suspend- 
ing the rules, discharging the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended, the committee was discharged, and the bill was passed. 
[Applause.] 

BUREAU OF MINES. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and make it in order to consider the bill (H. R. 13915) to’ es- 
tablish a bureau of mines, on Tuesday, January 25—to-morrow 

week—immediately after the reading of the Journal. I do this 
by direction of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, by direction of 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, moyes to suspend the rules 
and agree to the following order. 

35 Clerk read as follows: 

That Tuesday, January 25, immediately after the read- 
ing 22 the Journal Ani fie be in order to consider H. R. 13915, to es- 
lish a bureau of min 

Mr. MANN. I eee a second, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause,] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doucras] is 
entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, just a moment with reference 
to this motion. While I have no apology whatever to make 
for complying with the order given to me by the Committee on 
Mines and Mining to press this bill to a hearing, I think some 
misapprehension may be felt that the committee has been some- 
what too urgent in its insistency. The fact is that this is the 
bill in every respect, except as to one or two slight verbal 
changes, that was passed by the House by a very large ma- 
jority in the second session of the Sixtieth Congress. It is 
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a bill which I think is generallly admitted to be a wise meas- 
ure, and one that is urgently demanded by the enormous in- 
fluences represented by the mining interests of the country, as 
well as by the present condition of affairs in the mining indus- 
try. So I sincerely hope that the House will pass this order 
and fix a day, a week from to-morrow morning, when this bill 
may come up for consideration. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Unpberwoop], in support of this motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this 
motion because it brings before the House a bill that I believe 
is entitled to the attention of the House and its favorable con- 
sideration at an early day. We have passed bills organizing 
the different bureaus of the Government in order to help develop 
the great resources of this country in many different ways. Next 
to agriculture, mining is the greatest industry of this country, 
as it produces more wealth, it employs more men, and yet, so 
far as the National Government is concerned, it has never 
made any effort along consistent lines to develop the great 
mining industry of this country and carry to it the informa- 
tion that only the National Government can collect and pro- 
mulgate to the country. No man can deny that the Agricul- 
tural Department has been of great benefit to agriculture, and 
that it is doing a useful work for the people of the United 
States. This bill to create a bureau of mines does not in any 
way inyade the jurisdiction of the States. It merely attempts 
to cover the same field in mining that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment does in agriculture. There are a vast number of propo- 
sitions wherein the Government of the United States, through 
a bureau organized here in Washington, can be of great benefit 
to this industry. To begin with, there is no way in which you 
can stop the great mining disasters and explosions in mines as 
well as you can by standardizing explosives. 

Now, I do not contend that the Government of the United 
States has the power to standardize explosives and pass a law 
prescribing that only certain explosives can be used in mines; 
but I do say that if there is a bureau established in Washington, 
that experiments along these lines, and then recommends to the 
mining industries of the States explosives that will meet with 
the approval of that bureau, they will save thousands of lives 
in the future from mining disasters. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Wherein do you claim that the bureau of 
mines would do any more than is being done now under the 
appropriation of $150,000 to the Geological Survey for the pur- 
pose of investigating the causes of mine explosions and mining 
accidents, with the supervision over and the investigation into 
practically all equipment for the purpose of preventing mine 
accidents? In what way would the bureau of mines be able 
to give more information to mine operatives, mine owners, or 
to the States than they are now receiving from the investiga- 
tion that Congress authorized under an appropriation two years 
ago, which we repeated a year ago? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not contend for a moment that a 
bureau of mines to-day would do anything more than is being 
done by the Geological Survey in these investigations, but the 
present work is a temporary matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it is not 
temporary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will pass out. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It is not temporary at all. So long as in- 
vestigative research is necessary for the purpose of determining 
these causes, so long will the Government of the United States 
continue to make these appropriations. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It may in that one particular matter, 
but when those investigations are closed there may be other 
questions that need investigation, just as there are in the 
Agricultural Department. An answer to the gentleman’s propo- 
sition is that we might as well abolish the Agricultural De- 
partment, and that whenever Congress in its wisdom sees 
proper to investigate a matter relating to agriculture, it shall 
be done under a sundry civil bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not advocating the abolition of the 
Agricultural Department, nor am I adyocating the abolition of 
that branch of the service now engaged in the investigation of 
the causes of mine explosions. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, My time has expired, and I can not 
make the reply to the gentleman that I should like to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman from Illinois use some 
of his time? = 

Mr. NICHOLS. Will the gentleman from IIIinois allow me 
half a minute to answer the statement of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 
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I yield half a minute to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 


Mr. NICHOLS. The provision under which the Geological 
Survey is operated provides that it shall investigate as to the 
causes of mine explosions. This bill provides for an investi- 
gation as to the causes of mine accidents, a much more im- 
portant matter, as it embraces many other things. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The investigation under the existing law is 
much broader than the gentleman states it, and the work that 
is being done and has been done is not limited to the causes of 
mine explosions, but it takes in every branch of the service 
where information would be of value either to the operative, 
the owner, or the State. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Will not the gentleman admit that the pro- 
yision appropriating $150,000 was to look into the causes of 
mine explosions? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not. 

Mr. NICHOLS. That is my recollection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is much broader than that. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, my opposition to the resolution is 
one of order of procedure. We have already set apart Wednes- 
day of each week as calendar Wednesday. If it is the intention 
of the House to preserve calendar Wednesday, I think it is 
quite essential that we should not set aside certain days in the 
future, unless special reason is given, for. the consideration of 
special bills; because if we commence to set aside Tuesday for 
the consideration of bills which may be heard on Wednesday 
we will soon set aside Wednesday for the consideration of bills 
to be heard on that day, and dispense with calendar Wednesday. 

Now, this is a bill on the Union Calendar, and while it is 
true that the Committee on Mines and Mining did not, when we 
were on the call of committees before, have an opportunity to 
call up this bill, yet it is also true that the committee will 
have many opportunities during this session of Congress to call 
up this bill on calendar Wednesday and pass it, without break- 
ing in upon the order of procedure of the House. 

It seems to me that the House may well preserve calendar 
Wednesday for the consideration of bills called up by commit- 
tees, but there will soon be a tremendous pressure in the House 
on the part of appropriation committees to call up their appro- 
priation bills and dispense with calendar Wednesday. How 
often has this House seen District day set aside and pension 
day set aside to some future day in order to accommodate an 
appropriation bill? If there were any danger of this bill not 
being given a chance for consideration, then there might be an 
excuse for offering this resolution to set aside next Tuesday; 
but there is no question but that this committee will have a full 
and fair chance to call it up on Wednesday, when people are 
watching for bills called up from committees and not looking 
out for appropriation bills. 

We now have the agricultural appropriation bill on the cal- 
endar, the urgent deficiency bill on the calendar, and a lot of 
other appropriation bills coming along. If we give consider- 
ation to these bills, we ought to preserve, as far as possible, 
Tuesdays and Thursdays for the consideration of those bills. 
Mondays are set aside for other purposes; Fridays are set 
aside for other purposes; Saturday the House, as a rule, ought, 
if possible, to be in vacation, and yet it is proposed that a bill 
that can easily be called up before the end of the month on 
calendar Wednesday shall step in and set aside one of the ap- 
propriation bills, If that be done, the inevitable result will be 
that the appropriation bills will crowd upon the House until 
we set aside calendar Wednesday entirely by custom, and I do 
not believe we ought to enter upon it. The gentleman’s bill 
will be reached. 

I haye had a number of bills on this calendar reported on by 
my committee. I have not asked to take them up specially; I 
have been willing to take my chance on the call of committees. 
The gentleman’s committee, having but one bill on the calendar, 
ought to be willing to take the chance on the call of committees. 
He will have plenty of time for consideration of this bill with- 
out breaking in on the orderly procedure of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I shall not occupy three min- 


utes. I am very much in favor of the passage of this bill. It 
received a very large majority at the last session of Congress, 
but went over to the Senate too late to be passed upon. It is a 
bill the passage of which is pledged by the national Republican 
platform made in Chicago in 1908. It is a bill that ought to 
be considered promptly by this House and ought to be consid- 
ered under such circumstances as that there will be a full at- 
tendance of the House, abundant opportunity furnished for de- 
bate, and possibly for amendment. 
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Now, the objection of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] goes not to the fixing of the time, but goes to the 
merits of the bill. He will have abundant opportunity when the 
bill is under discussion to give his views upon that subject. So 
far as interfering with calendar Wednesday is concerned, 
I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is unduly 
alarmed. There is no possibility that the bill fixed for a hear- 
ing next week, as important a bill as this is, is likely to inter- 
fere with any appropriation bill, and it will be in the nature of 
a relief for calendar Wednesday. 

It is true the bill will be reached probably in time, but there 
is no certainty as to what time. The gentleman from Illinois 
has occupied two days in the discussion of bills of his committee 
and has a number of other bills that will necessarily be reached 
before this mining bill can be reached, and I think it only fair 
in the case of a bill of this great importance that the House 
should set aside a day for its discussion and furnish an oppor- 
tunity for a vote. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, the ranking member of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Mr. FOSTER of Dlinois. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly in favor 
of this motion to suspend the rules and fix this time, and I 
hope it will prevail. I do not believe that the consideration of 
this bill a week from to-morrow will interfere with any appro- 
priation bill in this House. As has been well said, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has occupied 
already two days of the time of the House, and the call of com- 
mittees on calendar Wednesday will give that committee an- 
other chance before we will be able to reach this important 
bill that has been reported from the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. With the industry that has been shown by the chair- 
man and the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
I believe that they will be able to oceupy two days more with 
bills from that committee. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that in view 
of the fact of the great and awful disasters that have occurred 
in mines all over this country, and the call that has come to 
this House and the members of our committee to pass some leg- 
islation that will permanently fix a bureau of this Government 
relating to these matters, and for the purpose of advancing this 
great industry, that is next to agriculture, that we ought at the 
earliest possible time to fix a date for the consideration of this 
bill, and I hope that the motion will prevail. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

.Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, in this short debate some 
facts very pertinent to this measure have developed. It is ap- 
parent there is a difference of opinion upon the merits of the 
bill. My colleague from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] has indicated 
that the work which it is proposed to have done by a mining 
bureau is already being performed by a bureau of the Govern- 
ment, so that there will be a discussion, and perhaps a discussion 
of some length, upon the value of the proposition itself. No 
one, it seems to me, can minimize the importance of the estab- 
lishment of this bureau, if the work is not being done else- 
where, and the members of the committee, who have made a 
careful and patient investigation of the matter, have come to 
the conclusion that that work is not being done now, or at least 
all the work is not being done, that the bureau would do if 
established. Again, the bill has already received the approval 
of this body, and only the shortness of time prevented its en- 
actment into law at a prior session of Congress. It does seem 
to me under these circumstances the measure is important 
enough to be given a hearing, and the committee to-day asks 
nothing further than that. After making some effort to be 
heard and having failed, it asks that a day be set aside when 
the arguments may be considered and full and free discussion 
of the merits of the bill had. Therefore I trust that this mo- 
tion will prevail and that we may have an opportunity to 
present the reasons we think make for the passage of the bill. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who is in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope the date 
provided for in this order will be set aside for the consideration 
of the bill for the establishment of a bureau of mines and min- 
ing. We have many bureaus in the Government now, and some 
at least that we might well get on without, but no bureau or 
department of the Government will be of more importance than 
that of mines and mining when established and in operation. 
The subjects to be considered are second only in importance to 
the great industry of agriculture, and the necessity for scientific 
inquiry and the application of scientific principles in mines and 
mining is as essential, if not more so, as in any other branch 
of the great industries of the country. I therefore sincerely 


hope that a day will be set aside giving the Members of the 
House notice that upon a particular day this bill will be under 
consideration, that they may come here prepared to intelli- 
gently vote upon it, and I sincerely hope that the result of that 
intelligent vote will be the establishment of a bureau of mines 
and mining. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Speaker, I do not represent a district in 
which there are mines or miners. I do not think, however, that 
this House is justified at this time in the session in breaking in 
upon the new rule of the House, established for the purpose of 
preventing the Committee on Appropriations, or the committees 
of this House that have jurisdiction over appropriation bills, 
crowding out the consideration of bills of this character. 

Mr. Speaker, if we establish a precedent here at this time of 
taking bills from the Wednesday calendar and making special 
orders for their consideration, that, together with the days that 
are specially set aside for the consideration of business other 
than that of appropriation bills, will be practically limiting and 
excluding from the House the opportunity of considering the 
appropriation bills, and this session will necessarily be very 
long before the House has transacted the business that it must 
transact, namely, pass the bills relating to and made for the 
maintenance of the life of the Government. There is no neces- 
sity at this time for this. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Dovuetas] will have an opportunity when calendar Wednesday 
is reached of considering or calling up this bill when his com- 
mittee is called; and when it is called up, the House will then 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, where practically unlimited time will be 
afforded for the discussion of the merits of the proposition. 
But if we take up next Tuesday and follow that with calendar 
Wednesday, and that day is consumed, we necessarily delay the 
consideration of one or the other of the two appropriation bills 
now upon the calendar waiting the consideration of the House. 

I submit that if we propose at this early moment of the 
session to get away from calendar Wednesday, and by suspend- 
ing the rules and adopting special orders crowd back the con- 
sideration of business that we must transact, then the House 
may be in session during this session of Congress a great deal 
longer than the Members of the House desire, or longer than is 
now anticipated, because we must necessarily have time not 
only for the consideration of the appropriation bills here in 
the first instance, but there will also have to be an oppor- 
tunity for the consideration of the conference reports on these 
bills when they come back from the Senate. I submit the 
Housé owes it to itself to consider and pass appropriation bills 
at the earliest possible time, to the end that the Senate may 
consider them and amend them, if they see fit to do so, and 
return them to this House, with a view of our finally settling 
the differences and getting the appropriation bills out of the 
way. 

Mr. DALZELL. What appropriation bills are now on the 
calendar? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The agricultural appropriation bill and the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill are both on the calendar. 
There are other appropriation bills now ready to be reported. 

Mr. DALZELL. When does the gentleman propose to call up 
the deficiency bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I propose to call it up just as soon to-day 
as possible. 

Mr. DALZELL. How long will it take? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. 

Mr. DALZELL. It will not take more than a day? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I hope not. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should hope not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But how mueh time will the agricultural bill 
take 

Mr. MXNN. It will take a week. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Usually more than a week. 

Mr. MANN. This bill could not pass for two weeks even 
commencing now. Friday is out, Monday is out, Wednesday is 
out, and you propose to take out Tuesday 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no proposition to take up the agri- 
cultural bill on Tuesday. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We do not propose to take out Tuesday. 
1 MANN. As far as the consideration of the agricultural 

concerned 

Mr. TAWNEY. If Tuesday is made the special order for the 
consideration of this particular bill it displaces every other bill 
on the calendar, even bills that have been previously considered. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me for a 
minute? I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not better to 
make it now than wait until a large number of bills are crowd- 
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ing for consideration, and if it does not do less harm to take 
it up now than it does to let it go over, as the gentleman sug- 
gested, toward the close of the session, when you are crowded 
so you could not possibly make the order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not suggest this bill to go until the 
end of the session. I suggest this ‘bill could take its place on 
Wednesday when we are considering the business that is on the 
Wednesday calendar or on suspension day. We have pro- 
vided this rule for the purpose of obviating the necessity of 
these special rules, and now when you have bills-on the calen- 
dar you propose to retard other ‘business that must necessarily 
occupy the time of this House on those days that are not set 
aside for the consideration of bills on special calendars. If 
this practice is pursued, it will not be long before the privileged 
business will have to wait the determination of bills taken from 
these special calendars and considered under special rules or 
orders. There will be ample time next week when the gentle- 
man's committee is called to consider this bill in the ‘Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. There is absolutely no necessity of 
setting aside another day next week for special consideration 
of this particular bill, and I hope the resolution will not be 
agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that all the 
mining interests of the United States are very much interested 
in, and they desire to have it considered. All that is now asked 
ds to set a time when this bill shall receive proper consideration. 
As to the call of committees on calendar Wednesday, we have 
had a call of committees on calendar Wednesday, on three cal- 
endar Wednesdays, but the Committee on Mines and Mining 
was never called on a calendar Wednesday, but on another day 
in the morning hour, and on a request to have the committee 
passed without prejudice objection was made. So the com- 
mittee takes advantage of suspension day to take the matter 
up properly under the rules, and this committee now asks to 
have a day set for the consideration of this bill, and I hope the 
House will grant the request. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 
use any more of his time now? 

Mr. MANN. So faras I now know, I do not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Speaker please say ‘how much time 
I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I fail wholly to grasp the im- 
portance of the suggestion that the passage of this order will in 
any way interfere with calendar Wednesday, or that it will in- 
terfere with the business of the House. On the contrary, it 
seems to me that setting a day for the consideration of this 
important measure will advance the business of the House. 
There is no question that the measure proposed is one that this 
House of Representatives wishes to pass. Whether they wish 
to amend it or not, I do not know; but practically they wish to 
pass it in the form the bill comes from the committee. The 
appropriations already made and administered through the 
Geological Survey have been of great importance. Some gen- 
tlemen, it seems to me, do not appreciate the extent, and the 
growing extent, of the mining industry of this country. This bill 
is not limited to coal mining; but since I happen to know more 
about that, it may surprise some Members of this body to know 
that our coal production in fifty years has grown from 15,000,000 
tons a year to over 415,000,000 tons annually. It is of the high- 
est importance to the comfort of the people; it is of the highest 
importance to the commercial success of the country, that every- 
thing possible should be done ‘to advance this great industry, 
especially is it important at a time when the world is being 
horrified by mining accidents, that the greatest care should be 
taken to protect the lives of the persons engaged in this great 
industry. 

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor to represent upon 
tthe floor of this House a-district that has more coal miners than 
any other district in the great mining State of Indiana. I do not 
know much about the rules of this House, but I do know that an 
appropriation bill represents money and this ‘bill seeks to save 
life; and when you have on the one hand the life of a man and 
on the other ‘the value of a dollar, I will vote to give preference 
to the rights of man over the value of money. Abraham Lin- 
coln said that he believed in protecting both the man and the 
dollar; but in case there came a conflict between the two, he 
would protect the man before the dollar. Now, if there is a 
conflict here between an appropriation bill and the protection of 
men, I should like to state that I will take my ‘position with 
‘Abraham Lincoln and yote to protect the man before I do the 
dollar, [Laughter and applause.] 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Just a word in reply to the suggestions of 
the gentleman from Illinois. This bill was reported by the 
Committee on Mines and Mining carly in the session, and the 
committee lost no opportunity to get it before the House in 
order that it might go to the Senate in time not to share the 
same fate that befell the same bill a year ago. You will please 
understand that, as this bill is upon the Union Calendar, it does 
not have the position in the ordinary morning-hour“ call as 
bills do upon the House Calendar. So we find the House Cal- 
endar is filling up with bills, 30 or 40, while oar bill is having 
Jess and less chance to be heard. The gentleman from Illinois 
says the bill will have consideration on the call of the commit- 
tees. And if this be true, the argument of the gentleman 
from Minnesota totally fails, for it will not take any more time 
to consider it to-morrow week than on the regular call. So we 
are not interfering with the consideration of appropriation 
bilis. Finally, in response to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, the provisions of this bill cover far more 
than the work now being done by the Geological Survey. In 
reference to the work done by the ‘Geological Survey, I under- 
take to say that it is wholly unwarranted by the law creating 
that survey. Therefore what we aim to do in this bill is to 
provide a place where, under the authority of the law, these 
investigations can be made. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWSON. In the event this resolution is passed, would 
the bill come up on Tuesday week in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, where it will be open to de- 
bate under the five-minute rule and amendment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is a Union Calendar ‘bill and will have to 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the order. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having yoted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended, 
and the order was passed. 


ICE GORGES IN THE OHIO RIVER, 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to present the following resolution (H. J. 
Res. 120) and report thereon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 120. 


Resolved, ctc., That to enable the 8 of War to take such none 
as he may deem necessary for the removal of the ice gorges in the 0 

River, which are threatening the 1 of life and ipro perty, there 
is app! ted out of any money Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated the sum of 810, or 80 seach thereof as may be necessary. 


The SPHAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the joint resolution just read. 

SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. COX of Indiana and Mr. BARTHOLDT demanded a 
second. 

The SPEAKER. Is anyene opposed to this resolution? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to have an opportunity to 
amend it. 

The SPEAKER. If anyone is opposed to the resolution, tke 
Chair will recognize him in opposition. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I suggest that the same conditions pre- 
yail in the Mississippi River as in the Ohio, and I should like 
to have ‘the Mississippi River included in that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] 
first addressed the Chair, demanding a second. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution practically 
states its purpose. There is n condition now existing in the 
Ohio River, about 60 miles below Louisville, that threatens ‘to 
cause the destruction of n great deal of property and a loss of 
life. It is a condition so serious that I have been in receipt of 
many telegrams from the business men of my city, and my cal- 
Jeagues in Kentucky and Indiana have received similar itele- 
grams, asking that the Federal Government be requested ‘to aid 
in blowing up the ice gorges, in order to free the water that is 
rising behind these ice dams. At present the depth of the river 
at Louisville is 33 feet at the foot of the canal, which is a flood 
stage, and as each hour goes by that height is being added to. 
With this ice gorge out of the way ‘the river would not ‘be as 
high by 20 to 30 feet as it is now. The matter is urgent, and 
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the Government's aid is asked in the hope of saving a large 
amount of property and preventing the loss of life, and to be 
effective this sum should be appropriated at once. 

Mr. MANN. Has the War Department now authority to do 
this blasting? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I took the matter up with the Secretary of 
War and with the Chief of Engineers, and they reported that 
they had neither authority nor funds under which to prosecute 
this work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. These gorges are also endangering dams 
taro have been constructed by the Government of the United 

ates. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. There is at Louisville a 
dam which has just been completed, but the wickets are not 
all in place, and there is no doubt whatever that this river 
condition endangers government property. But aside from that, 
this House, in matters of great emergency and catastrophe 
like this, has shown always a willingness to lend the aid of 
the Federal Government to the stricken community. The States 
of Kentucky and Indiana will themselves look after their un- 
fortunate people, and they only ask that the Government act 
in regard to the river itself. ; 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will $10,000 be ample? 

Mr. SHERLEY. As to that I can not state. I hope it will 
pai but it is the amount that the committee saw fit to appro- 
priate. 

The matter is so urgent that I desire to get it acted upon at 
the earliest possible moment and have not waited to ascertain 
the exact sum needed, but have provided in the resolution that 
only so much as may be necessary shall be expended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
this $10,000 is for the purchase of dynamite or explosives which 
are necessary for blowing out the gorges. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have a few 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have no objection to yielding time to the 
gentleman, if he is not opposed to the resolution. I will yield 
the gentleman five minutes, in any event. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky, I wish to call 
attention to the conditions prevailing on the Mississippi River. 
They are similar if not exactly the same as those described by 
the gentleman from Kentucky with respect to the Ohio River. 
A few days ago an ice gorge seriously damaged the new bridge 
which is being constructed across that river. It damaged that 
structure to the extent of $30,000. Great fears are entertained 
with respect to the other two bridges—the Eads Bridge as well 
as the Merchants’ Bridge. The ice blocks are piled 15 to 20 
feet high, and unless something is done by the War Department 
great damage will result. For that reason I want to ask unani- 
mous consent to amend the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky by inserting the same amount for the Missis- 
sippi River at St. Louis. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

` Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Are not the two bridges at St. Louis owned by 
private individuals, and can not they afford to protect their 
own property without the aid of the Government? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They have not the facilities. 

Mr. MANN. We have not the facilities unless we arrange for 
them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The newspapers are appealing for pub- 
lic aid. 

Mr. MANN. There are a lot of other bridges on the Missis- 
sippi River, and I suppose they are all in the same condition— 
upon the northern half of the river. Is the Government under 
any obligation to blow out the ice to prevent a railroad bridge 
from being injured? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does not the same objection apply to the 
Ohio River or to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; the gentleman can not be familiar 
with the facts that have been stated on the floor of the House. 
The situation on the Ohio River is entirely different from the 
situation on the Mississippi River and protecting these bridges. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to say that it is not only the 
protection of the bridges, but the protection of other property; 
for instance, the depot of the United States engineering depart- 
ment, which is government property. It is also to avert a pub- 
lic calamity and save human life. 

Mr. MANN. It is to protect bridges owned by private con- 


cerns. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will yield. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the appropriation avail- 
able for the improvement of the Mississippi River under the ad- 
ministration of the Mississippi River Commission provides for 
taking care of the property of the United States out of that 
appropriation ? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not at all. The appropriations made 
for the Mississippi River are being expended under the author- 
ity of the Chief of Engineers between St. Louis and Cairo, and 
from Cairo down the Mississippi River under the Mississippi 
River Commission, and these appropriations are merely for the 
purpose of improving the river for navigable purposes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield for a question? 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is there any provision by the 
municipalities along the Mississippi River for taking care of 
this ice—are there any ice boats? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not that I am aware of. I want to 
say that this is the first time in the history of St. Louis that 
such a condition has obtained, and consequently no provision 
has been made heretofore to meet it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There are no municipal ice 
boats and no means by which the ice can be cleared by the 
communities along the way? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 
oe SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 

e. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk sev- 
eral telegrams, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JEFFERSONVILLE, IND., January N, 1910. 


Hon. W. E. Cox, 
Washington, D. C. 

Ohio River at flood stage. Ice go holding. U: Seerctary of 
War to take prompt action to 8 ot aang loss and 8 8 
fering will follow. 

James T. BURKE, Mayor. 


New ALBANY, IND., Janu N, 1910. 
Hon. W. E. Cox, 5 3 “af Aas 


Third Indiana District, Washington, D. C.: 

River gorged with ice from Alton to New Albany. Loss of life and 
property imminent. Can you send men and explosives to relieve situ- 
ation immediately? Action important. Wire me. 
THOS. HANLON. 


New ALBANY, IND., January N, 1910. 
Hon. W. E. Cox, 
Representative Third Indiana District, Washington, D. C.: 

Wolf Creek ice gorge has become very serious. Government should 
act at once and continue to dynamite same until broken. Entire Ohio 
Valley between Louisville, Ky., and Evansville, Ind., in danger. 

E. T. SLIDER. 
JEFFERSONVILLE, IND., January E, 1910. 
Hon. W. E. Cox, : ese 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
Urge Secretary of War to take action concerning ice gorge in Ohio 


River. Great damage to lives and property. 
JEFFERSONVILLE COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
E. M. Frank, Secretary. 
New ALBANY, IND., January 17, 1910. 
Hon. W. E. Co 


x. 
Representative Third Indiana District, Washington, D. C. 
= Wait on Secretary of War. Get your work in. Great excitement 
ere. 


Tros. HAxttox. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, these telegrams that I 
have had read express the situation much better than I am able 
to express it myself. I desire to say that I know personally 
each and every one who has addressed these telegrams to me, 
and I know that they are all substantial business men. They 
are on the ground and know the situation as it now exists. For 
some days I have observed in the newspapers an account of 
these ice gorges in the Ohio River between Jeffersonville, 
Ind., and Louisville, Ky., and I desire to say that I am per- 
sonally acquainted with almost every foot of the territory 
west of the city of New Albany, on the Ohio River, and if this 
condition continues and is not destroyed, so as to relieve the 
congested condition, in my judgment when these gorges break 
loose great damage and devastation will follow not only to 
property, but to human life as well. I sincerely hope the motion 
to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution will be carried. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will. 

Mr. DAWSON. Is there any question here as to the pro- 
tection of government property? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I think there is, beyond doubt. The 
dams across the Ohio River near the city of Louisville are goy- 


ernment property. 
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Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman please tell 
us whether there is any precedent for an appropriation ef this 
kind? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Indiana 
will permit, I can not answer the gentleman as to whether 
there is a precedent for the removal of an ice gorge, but there 
are any number of precedents for the action of the Federal 
Government in lending its aid in matters of great catastrophe; 
but if there were none this case presents this situation, not only 
of a damage done to the people, but there is at Louisville a 
canal upon which there has been expended over $3,000,000, 
and there is a dam there upon which has been expended nearly 
a million of dollars. That property is being endangered by 
the condition of the flood there. The people of Kentucky and 
of Indiana are not asking the Federal Government to look 
after their sufferers. They will do that themselves. They are 
asking the army engineers, however, because of their efficiency 
as much as anything else, and because of the need of immediate 
action, to help in removing that ice gorge. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is the point I think the House is inter- 
ested in, whether or not there was any government property 
endangered by the situation, 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is a canal of several miles length 
and a dam at Louisville. 

Mr. DAWSON. Are there any dams on the Ohio River 
endangered? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Louisville dam is. There is at the foot 
of the canal now 53 feet and 7 inches of water, and it is rising 
rapidly. All of that property is being endangered by this 
situation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a few minutes? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to get some time, if I 
can, some three or four minutes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the Delaware 
River is in exactly the same situation with regard to ice 
gorges at this time in some of its coves and in some of its 
bends. ‘The ice is piled high, but commerce is still being con- 
veyed from point to point, because the ice boats provided by the 
city of Philadelphia are cutting the ice and clearing the chan- 
` nels. I rise for the purpose of bringing this question of the 
Delaware to the attention of the House, not because I want to 
oppose the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky. I un- 
derstand that his situation presents a crisis, and that he is 
asking for this appropriation in order that actual damage may 
be obviated. There are other rivers in the country that come 
to this House appealing for relief and appropriation, not always 
getting exactly what they want. We are able at this time to 
take care of the Delaware, so far as the ice is concerned, and 
I am willing to support the gentleman and to help him in the 
crisis that confronts him in the situation along the Ohio. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for the purpose of an amendment and to ask unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel warranted in 
yielding at this time for the purpose of an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. The ques- 
tion is on suspending the rules and passing the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the joint resolution was 
passed. 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on House joint resolution No. 103, authorizing the investigation 
of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry in the 
Department of Agriculture, with an accompanying statement, 
for printing under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will 
be printed under the rules. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing the investigation of the 
Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows; j 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by the Senate insert the following: 

“That a joint committee of both Houses of Congress is hereby 
created, to be composed of six members of the Senate, to be 
appointed by the President thereof, and six Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be elected by that body. Any 
vacancy occurring on the committee shall be filled in the same 
manner as the original appointment. The said committee is 
hereby empowered and directed to make a thorough and com- 
plete investigation of the administration, action, and conduct 
of the Department of the Interior and its several bureaus, offi- 
cers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the 
Department of Agriculture, and its officers and employees, touch- 
ing, relating to, or bearing upon the reclamation, conservation, 
management, and disposal of the lands of the United States, or 
any lands held in trust by the United States for any purpose, 
including all the resources and appurtenances of such lands, 
and said committee is authorized and empowered to make any 
further investigation touching said Interior Department, its 
bureaus, officers, and employees, and of said Bureau of Forestry, 
its officers and employees, as it may deem desirable. Said com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby empowered to sit 
and act during the session or recess of Congress, or of either 
House thereof; to require by subpœna, or otherwise, the attend- 
ance of witnesses and the production of books, documents, and 
papers; to take the testimony of witnesses under oath; to ob- 
tain documents, papers, and other information from the several 
departments of the Government, or any bureau thereof; to 
employ stenographers to take and make a record of all evidence 
taken and received by the committee, and to keep a record of 
its proceedings; to have such evidence, record, and other matter 
required by the committee printed and suitably bound; and to 
employ such assistance as may be deemed necessary. The 
chairman ef the committee, or any member thereof, may admin- 
ister oaths to witnesses. Subpmnas for witnesses shall be 
issued under the signature of the chairman of the committee 
or the chairman of any subcommittee thereof. And in case of 
disobedience to a subpeena this committee may inyoke the aid 
of any court of the United States or of any of the Territories 
thereof or of the District of Columbia or the district of Alaska, 
within the jurisdiction of which any inquiry may be carried on 
by said committee, in requiring the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and docu- 
ments under the provisions of this resolution. And any such 
court within the jurisdiction of which the inguiry under this 
resolution is being carried on may, in case of contumacy or 
refusal to obey a subpoena issued to any person under authority 
of this resolution, issue an order requiring such person to ap- 
pear before said committee and produce books and papers if so 
ordered and give evidence touching the matter in question, and 
any failure to obey such order of the court may be punished 
by such court as a contempt thereof. The claim that any such 
testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the person giving 
such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying, but 
such evidence or testimony shali not be used against such person 
on the trial of any criminal proceeding except in prosecution 
for perjury committed in giving such testimony, In addition te 
being subject to punishment for contempt, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, every person who, having been summoned as a witness 
by authority of said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, refuses to 
answer any question pertinent to the investigation herein au- 
thorized, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon 
conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than one 
thousand dollars nor less than one hundred dollars, and im- 
prisonment in a common jail for not more than one year nor 
less than one month. 

“Any official or ex-official of the Department of the Interior 
or of the Bureau of Forestry in the Department of Agricul- 
ture whose official conduct is in question may appear and be 
heard before the said joint committee or any subcommittee 
thereof, in person or by counsel. 

“All hearings by and before said joint committee or any sub- 
committee thereof shall be open to the public. The said joint 
committee shall conclude its investigation and report to this 
Congress all the evidence taken and received and their find- 
ings and conclusions thereon. The sum of twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the necessary expenses of said joint com- 
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mittee, the said sum to be disbursed by the Secretary of the 
Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the 
committee.” : 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
KNUTE NELSON, 
C. D. CLARK, 
S. D. McENery, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
WALTER I, SMITH, 
JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


STATEMENT. 


The House joint resolution was amended by the Senate by 
striking out all after the enacting clause and proposing a sub- 
stitute. 

In this substitute the following changes were made in the 
House resolution: 

1. The word “ public” before “lands” was stricken out. 

2. The following was inserted: 

“The provisions of sections 101, 102, 103, 104, and 859 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States shall also apply to all 
witnesses summoned by the said committee or any subcommit- 
tee thereof with the same force and effect as if the said com- 
mittee or any subcommittee thereof were a committee of only 
one House of Congress.” 

3. The word “this” before Congress was stricken out. 

4, Provision for payment of expenses out of the contingent 
fund of the two Houses was stricken out and an appropriation 
of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, was made 
for such payment, and provision was made that disbursement 
should be made by the Secretary of the Senate upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of the committee, and by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

5. The House provision for appearance in person and by 
counsel was stricken out. 

6. The title was amended. 

The report of the conferees agrees to the amendment of the 
title and agrees to the Senate substitute with an amendment the 
effect of which is: 

1. To agree to the striking out of the word “public” before 
lands.“ 

2. To strike out words inserted under item 2, hereinbefore 
recited, and insert the following: “In addition to being sub- 
ject to punishment for contempt, as hereinbefore provided, 
every person who, having been summoned as a witness by 
authority of said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, will- 
fully makes default, or who, having appeared, refuses to an- 
swer any question pertinent to the investigation herein author- 
ized, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 
nor less than $100 and imprisonment in a common jail for 
not more than one year and not less than one month.” 

3. To insert “The said joint committee shall conclude its 
investigation and report to this Congress all the evidence taken 
and received and their findings and conclusions thereon.” 

4, Senate provision under item 4 (hereinbefore referred to) 
was adopted, with a amendment. 

5. The House provision for appearance by counsel was re- 
stored in this amended form, viz: 

“Any official or ex-official of the Department of the Interior, 
or of the Bureau of Forestry, in the Department of Agriculture, 
whose official conduct is in question may appear and be heard 
before the said joint committee or any subcommittee thereof in 
person or by counsel.” 

6. The appropriation for expenses was agreed to, and the 
provision for action by the Audit Committee of the Senate 
stricken out, 

JOHN DALZELL, 8 

WALTER I. SMITH, 

JohN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNDY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18282) mak- 
ing appropriations for urgent deficiencies for the fiscal year 
1910. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time for general debate be limited to ten minutes, and that I 
may bave those ten minutes, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Minnesota has consulted with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] ? 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I will state that I have no ob- 
jection to that request. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears none. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota, that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, with Mr. 
Bovutett in the chair. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. General debate is limited to ten minutes, which 
is yielded to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in asking for 
ten minutes’ general debate was to call to the attention of the 
committee the report of the Committee on Appropriations with 
reference to the salaries of the judges of the court of customs 
appeal and the officers and employees of that court. The House 
will recall the fact that this court is created by the act ap- 
proved August 5, 1909, known as the “ Payne tariff law.” In 
creating that court, the act authorizes the salaries for the 
members of the court, officers, and employees. These salaries 
were submitted at this session of Congress by the Department 
of Justice in the form of an estimate. It is as follows: For 
presiding judge and 4 associate judges, at the rate of $10,000 
each per annum; marshal, at the rate of $3,500 per annum; 
clerk, at the rate of $4,000 per annum; assistant clerk, at 
the rate of $2,000 per annum; 5 stenographic clerks, at the rate 
of $2,400 each per annum; stenographic reporter, at the rate 
of $2,500 per annum; messenger, at the rate of $900 per an- 
num; in all, $37,450. ‘Then, in addition to that, provision is made 
for the salaries of 1 Assistant Attorney-General, at the rate of 
$10,000 per annum, and a deputy assistant, and so forth. Your 
committee, after carefully considering the question of salaries, 
concluded to report a change or a modification of the salaries 
thus provided in the recent tariff act. In the first place, when 
this proposition was being considered in the Senate last sum- 
mer, the Senate, by a very large majority, voted to fix the sal- 
aries of these judges at $7,000 per annum. 

The House did not have an opportunity to consider this 
proposition separate and alone from the tariff act. The ques- 
tion of compensation for the judges and the officers has not 
been voted upon by the House at all. When the general de- 
ficiency bill was before the House at the extra session of Con- 
gress a provision was inserted in the Senate providing for the 
salaries as fixed by the tariff act, but in conference that was 
disagreed to, and by common consent in the House it was un- 
derstood and agreed that the question of salaries for these 
judges, officers, and employees should be considered when the 
urgent deficiency bill was reported at this session. Your com- 
mittee therefore, instead of reporting the salaries for the judges 
as now authorized by the law and realizing fully that its pro- 
visions is subject to the point of order, reports, on page 22 of 
the bill, as follows: 

UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS. 


The salaries of the judges, officers, and employees of the United 
States court of customs appeals, authorized by the act approved 
August 5, 1909, entitled “An act to provide revenue, i branten duties, 
an e the industries of the United States, and for other pur- 

ses,” shall hereafter be at the rates as follows: For the — 
i, and four associate judges, $7,000 each 


Mr. DOUGLAS. What was that salary? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Seven thousand dollars, the same as the 
salary of United States circuit court judges. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the creation act. 

Mr. TAWNEY (reading). 

Marshal, $3,000. 

That is the salary fixed by law, the usual salary paid to 
marshals. ; 

Cierk, $3,500. 

That is also the salary of clerks now received generally, 

Assistant clerk, $2,000. 

That is the salary fixed by the act. 

Fiye stenographic clerks, $1,600 each, 


ing 
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These five stenographic clerks are clerks to the judges. The 
stenographic clerks to the justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States receive $1,600 a year, and we recommend the 
same salary to the stenographic clerks to the judges of the 
court of customs appeals. 

Stenographic reporters, $2,500. 

That is the salary fixed by law. 

Messengers, $840. 


That salary is the salary paid to messengers generally in the 

department service in the city of Washington, but not the salary 
‘fixed by the act creating this court. 

And for the payment of such compensation for the balance of the 
fiscal year 1910 at the rate herein fixed, there is appropriated $27,440, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The salary for the Assistant Attorney-General authorized 
under said act is hereby fixed at the rate of $8,000 per annum. 
The salary fixed by the act is $10,000. The salary of the So- 

. licitor-General to-day is $7,500, which, in my judgment, is not 
adequate for the service which that officer of the Government 
must render in the position that he occupies. The Solicitor- 
General of the United States has charge and control of all the 
Government business and litigation in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. He deals with a great variety of very important 
legal questions, and of course must necessarily come into con- 
tact with the brightest minds that the bar of the United States 
affords; but the Acting Assistant Attorney-General, in charge 
of the business before the court of customs appeals, is given 
$10,000 a year, while the Solicitor-General only gets $7,500, 
which seems to the committee altogether out of proportion. It 
is the purpose, I will say, so far as I am concerned, at this 
session of Congress, if possible, to increase the salary of the 
Solicitor-General, making it $10,000, and then there will be a 
logical proportion between the salary of the Attorney-General 
and the Solicitor-General and the Assistant Attorney-General in 
charge of the business of the court of customs appeals. The 
salary of the Solicitor-General was fixed at $7,500 when the 
salary of the Attorney-General was only $8,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired and general debate has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend the time and to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Time has been fixed by general debate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask for the reading of the first section of 
the bill. and then I will continue my statement. The Commit- 
tee of the Whole can not extend the time for general debate 
fixed by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and are hereby, a 
Liebe tego out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 
1919, and for other purposes, namely : 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

International conference on maritime law: For expenses necessary 
for the representation of the United States at the adjourned meeting 
of the Third International Conference on Maritime Law, at Brussels, 
Belgium, in April, 1910, for the purpose of considering conyentions 
and projects relating to collisions at sea, salvage, liability of ship- 
owners, and liens, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to- 
gether with the unexpended balance of the previous appropriation for 
representation of the United States at the Third International Confer- 
ence on Maritime Law, to meet at Brussels in 1909. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will conclude my statement. 

Mr. HARRISON. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not desire to interrupt the remarks 
of the gentleman from Minnesota, but I do desire to submit the 
point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman from 
Minnesota: answer a question now? I would like to ask if all 
the fees of clerks of the United States courts which have been 
audited are included in this urgent deficiency bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fees for what service? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. For all their services in 
connection with their courts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether they are audited or 
not, but all the audited claims certified are included in this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The question I asked was 
if the fees of the clerks of the United States courts which have 
been audited have been included im this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; if they have been certified. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. All the fees? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Everything certified as an audited claim is 
included. If the gentleman will turn to the back part of this 
bill, he will see all the audited claims, 


xXLY——46 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to examine. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will examine the rules, he 
will see where claims were certified to Congress under the 
laws they are referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and they are audited claims, adjudicated, and we have no power 
to change them, and we therefore put them in the bill as they 
come to us without any special examination, I do not know 
whether these audited claims are those of clerks of United 
States courts. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The clerk of the United 
States circuit and district court writes me that he has an 
audited claim for fees due in the last fiscal year—1909. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman possibly is referring 
to claims on account of service rendered in the administration 
of the naturalization act. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. No, sir; the fees referred 
to are fees actually earned in the discharge of the duties of 
the office, and they ought to be put in this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Perhaps the gentleman may ascertain 
whether they are not now in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. On pages 44 and 45 of this bill I find several 
paragraphs for fees of clerks of the United States courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York on the point of order. The point of order is to the 
first paragraph, made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HARRISON]. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. Chairman, I am quite prepared to be 
heard on that; but if the gentleman from Minnesota wishes to 
continue his remarks, I do not want to interfere with his speech. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I simply want to say with reference to the 
court of customs appeals, that the committee does not in sub- 
mitting this change of existing law seek to set up its judgment 
against the judgment of the committee that reported the salaries 
as now fixed by law; but we do think, because of the discrimi- 
nation in the salaries fíxed for the judges of the court of cus- 
toms appeals and the salaries for circuit judges of the United 
States, and also the fact that this House has not given any 
consideration or discussion whateyer to this subject, that it 
was our duty to report what we believe to be consistent and 
just under existing law and under existing circumstances, and 
then let the House finally dispose of the matter. 

We realize fully that it is not in order, that its presence in 
the bill is a violation of the rule, and if the point of order is 
made against the paragraph when it is reached it will have to 
go out. In that case we will then have to appropriate the 
amounts fixed by law or not appropriate at all. g 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the gentleman able to state about what the 
duties will be? I mean about how much time will be employed 
in the performance of those duties as compared with the duties 
of a circuit judge? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This court will have exclusive jurisdiction of 
all appeals from the Board of General Appraisers of the city 
of New York, and for the purpose of determining these ques- 
tions it is authorized to sit in the District of Columbia, in New 
York, or anywhere in the United States. I have a statement, 
published in the hearings, from the Department of Justice, 
giving the number of cases that have heretofore arisen in a 
certain length of time under the old law, from which I thought 
Members might gather some idea of the business which the 
court will have. In my own judgment, the court will not be 
required to labor a great deal or to sit long hours a day for the 
purpose of transacting the business it will have to attend to. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wants to discuss the 
point of order on that paragraph, I am perfectly willing to have 
him do so. I do not think it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that this paragraph is not authorized by existing law. 

As to the merits or possible demerits of the International Con- 
ference on Maritime Law, I have no very great information; but 
during my service on the Committee on Foreign Affairs I be- 
came impressed with the fact that the methods by which we 
pass these appropriations for international conferences of one 
sort and another are very slipshod and confusing and should be 
reduced to some sort of order. There were in the first estimates 
submitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs last year by the 
Department of State some 19 of these international conferences. 
At the time nobody, even on the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
itself, knew whether some of them were or were not authorized 
by existing law, and upon investigation we found that some of 
them had been carried from year to year in appropriation bills 
and had never been authorized by any fundamental law. It 
seems to me, therefore, that some reforin should be undertaken 
in the method of asking for appropriations for these various 
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international conferences and congresses. Some of them ap- 
pear in the sundry civil bill, some of them appear in the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, and some of them, it 
seems, must come up in an urgent deficiency bill. I intend, 
therefore, to make the point of order, whenever I am able, 
against all and any of these international bureaus and confer- 
ences, with the hope that it will bring the Department of State 
to some orderly system or method by which these appropria- 
tions may be asked. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, all I have to say in reply to 
the gentleman from New York is that, by convention entered 
into between the powers named in this paragraph, this congress 
has already held two meetings. At the last meeting they 
reached a formal conclusion, but before the conclusion could be 
ratified it had to be submitted to their respective governments, 
with the understanding—and the convention provided—that the 
ratification shall take place at a subsequent conference. Now, 
this is for the purpose of completing the work authorized by 
the conventions or treaties entered into with all these coun- 
tries, according to the terms and conditions of those conven- 
tions. It is to defray the expense of the delegates attending 
the third and last congress, when the final result of the pre- 
ceding congresses will be promulgated. It is clearly author- 
ized by law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido. 

Mr. HARRISON. Was the convention to which the gentle- 
man makes reference ratified by the Senate? That, I take it, 
is the deciding point in all these matters. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly; it was ratified by our Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. When? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have a document here which gives the date 
of it. Under the sundry civil act of March 4, 1909, the sum of 
$5,000 was appropriated to pay the expense necessary to repre- 
sentation of the United States at the conference called by the 
Government of Belgium to meet at Brussels for the purpose of 
considering draft conventions relating to collisions at sea, 
falvage, the liability of shipowners, and cognate subjects. 

rd the Assistant Secretary of State says: 


was fortunate in obtaining the consent of Hon. Walter C. No —— guage 
on. 


Mont e, ex-governor of Vir; r. Charles C. Burlingham, of New 
York City; and Mr. Edwin Smith, of Pittsburg, Pa., to serve as 


The conference met at 8 on September 28 last and was at- 
tended by ged representing, besides the United States, the 7 — 
ments of German Argentine Republic, Gro omg irel 
Brazil, Chile, Cuba, Denmark, § „France, Grea ain, Greece 
Italy, Japan, Mexico, Nicaragua, orway, Holland, Portugal, Ro: 

Russia, and Sweden. 

The object of the conference was to secure uniformity in certain 
branches of maritime law. Two conventions were submitted for con- 
sideration—one relating to the law of collisions, the other to the law of 
sal These conventions were by the conference and re- 
fe to the several Governments. 

lans for conventions were also submitted. One related to the 
law Nin in ting the liability of shipowners and the other to the law of 
liens. These projets were merely recommended by the conference for 
examination by the Governments. 

The conference adjourned on October 8 until next April, so that the 
Governments interested might examine the conventions and projets and 
determine whether or not, or upon what conditions, they would sign the 
son ogee and what recommendations they would make as to the 

rojets. 
2 As these subjects are of great consequence not only fay the interests of 
American shipowners, but to the owners of American cargoes as well, 
the Department of Commerce and Labor deems it highly important that 
the United States should not fail to be suitably represented at the 
apur session of the conference; and, as the unexpen balance ($200) 
the 8 eye made will not — of 1 I have the 
honor to uest that you submit to the Speaker of the House of 
— resentatives,. with a view to its inclusion in the urgent deficiency 
the following item: 

“For expenses necessary for the representation of the United States 
at the adjourned meeti of the Third International Conference on 
Maritime Law, at Brussels, Belgium, in lel ma 1910, for the purpose of 
considering conventions and projects re 25 Doc collisions at sea, 
salvage, liability of shipowners, and liens, $5, or so much thereof 
as may be nesessary, together with the unex, 


Third International Conference on Maritime eat: eq meet at B 
in 1909."—Sundry civil act, approved March 4. 

Now, in the first instance this congress was held as the result of 
the convention entered into between these countries whereby the 
congress was held and two drafts or forms of maritime interna- 
tional law were agreed upon, but before finally promulgated it had 
to be presented to the respective governments, and now it is for 
the purpose of meeting and finally settling these questions and 
promulgating the act which this original congress was com- 
missioned to perform. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota the 
sundry civil act of 1909? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think I have it at hand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to see the provision 
of the act of 1909, and also the original treaty under which the 
convention was first called. The Chair has the act of 1909, 
which has a provision as follows: 


International conference of maritime law. For ses necessary 
for the representation of the United States at the Third International 
Conference on Maritime Law to be held at Brussels, Belgium, during 
1909, for the varpas of considering draft conventions relating to 
sohision at sea, salvage, the liability of shipowners, and cognate sub- 


It does not appear to the Chair that there is anything in 
that provision which would authorize an additional appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I can only suggest that this 
work has been begun under the authority of Congress; that 
it is In progress, and in order to complete it the amount now 
asked for is necessary. It was originally authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota the 
original treaty? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I may say that not only was an appro- 
priation made, but it was authorized under a convention be- 
tween independent nations; and if that is not good law, I do 
not know what is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to see a copy of 
the treaty. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not have it at hand, but have sent for 
it. I would like to have the gentlemen on the other side show 
us that no such convention was ever entered into. The burden 
is not on me, but on them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would differ with the gentle- 
man from Minnesota on that proposition. The burden is on the 
gentleman from Minnesota to justify the provisions of his bill 
under the law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Minnesota that this is a continuation 
of an appropriation heretofore made, I venture to suggest that 
the rule clearly defines what is a continuing work and that this 
kind of a project does not fall within the rule. <A continuing 
work is the completion of a public building or the continuation 
of work upon a dam or a levee, or some physical work of that 
nature. The gentleman from Minnesota, upon whom the burden 
now rests to produce the fundamental law under which he 
asks for an appropriation, has failed to do it. It is an ex- 
cellent illustration of the confusion to which I made reference. 
I do not know of any gentleman in the House that is better 
informed about the course of legislation here than is the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, and not even he is able to produce 
any fundamental law justifying the appropriation for which 
he asks. I therefore submit that my point of order is well 
taken. The gentleman must show not only a treaty, but he 
must produce evidence of the ratification of the treaty by the 
Senate, because some of these international bureaus are cre- 
ated by executive order in compliance with the desires of the 
Department of State and are never submitted for ratification 
to the Senate of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from 
New York seems to the Chair to be an extremely important 
one, and one not often raised in this House. If there has been 
a treaty entered into in the regular form so that it comes under 
the Constitution—the law of the land—which would authorize 
this appropriation, then the point of order would not be well 
taken. If, however, there has been no such treaty the Chair 
would be inclined to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, in order to save the time of 
the committee, I suggest that this item be passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, this paragraph 
and the point of order made will be passed. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

International Bureau of Weights and Measures: For contribution to 
the maintenance of the International Bureau of Weights and Measures 
for the year ending June 30, 1910, in conformity with the terms of the 
convention of May 24, 1875, the same, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to paid, "under the direction of the any of State, to 
said bureau on its certificate of apportionment, 8588.0 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, to that 3 I make 
the same point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point t order against the second paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, under an international agree- 
ment the Government of the United States contributes annually 
so much for maintaining this International Bureau of Weights 
and Measures. Now, the balance of our contribution, due last 
July, has not been paid, and the appropriation is for the purpose 
of meeting this past-due obligation to this International Bu- 
reau on the part of the Government of the United States. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York in favor of his point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, at the risk of reiteration 
I beg to submit to the attention of the Chair once more that the 
rule permitting an appropriation in continuation of a public 
work authorized only by a previous appropriation does not 
apply to appropriations of this nature, but to public works simi- 
lar to the construction of public buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New York that the paragraph which has just been read 
refers to a definite treaty by date. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I still renew the point I 
made under the previous paragraph, that arose from my own 
investigation of this subject, that not all of these conventions 
were ratified by the Senate, and therefore they are not all fun- 
damental law warranting an appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask whether the gentle- 
man from New York has examined and has personal knowledge 
of this particular convention, as to whether or not it was rati- 
fied by the Senate? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I haye examined this par- 
ticular convention, along with 18 others, but I can not recall 
whether it was or was not ratified by the Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would say that 
our Committee on Foreign Affairs, which has just had in prep- 
aration the annual appropriation bill from that committee, in- 
vestigated this very subject within the last two or three days, 
and we had before us a government official to explain the reason 
for the continuance of the appropriation, and we found the 
facts to be just as stated here. This is a treaty obligation. 
The treaty was formally ratified by our Senate, and this is 
actually, as set forth in the paragraph, a treaty obligation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Vermont for his corroboration of my statement. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 18, insert: 

“The President is authorized to cause to be transferred to the Gov- 
ernment of Ecuador, as a gift, the building erected by the United 
States in Quito, in Ecuador, under and by virtue of the section of the 
act maki appropriations for sundry civil ex e May 27, 


1908, providing for participation by the Unit the exposition 
to be feta at Quito, Ecuador, in 1 Sii 


Mr. MACON. 
order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will ask the gentleman to reserve his point 
of order. 

Mr. MACON, I will reserve it for a while. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read a letter which 
I received this morning from the Secretary of State in regard 
to this matter. 

It is as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, upon that I make the point of 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January E, 1910. 
The Hon. James A. TAWNEY 


Chairman Committee on’ Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


In virtue of the authority conferred on the Secretary of State 
by the 5 of the sundry civil appropriation act, approved May 
27, 1908, for participation by the United States in an exposition at 
Quito, Ecuador, during the year 1909 (Stat. L., vol. 35, Part I, p. 380) 
the erection of a building at the exposition was directed by the Secre- 
tary of State, and the building was erected at a cost of $12,092. 

It having come to the knowledge of the Department of State that 
a desire existed on the part of the Government of Ecuador to purchase 
this building at the close of the exposition, with a view to its estab- 
lishment as the home of a national institute for the production of 
vaccine, and inquiry having been made whether the building might not 
be purchased by the Ecuadorian Government, the American commis- 
sioner to the exposition in question, Mr. Ernest H. Wands, recom- 
mended to the department that our government building should be 
presented to the Government of Ecuador as a gift. The Department 
of State, viewing this suggestion with favor, instructed the erican 
minister to Ecuador, on October 7 last, to explain to the Ecuadorian 
Government that the building was not for sale, but that it was hoped 
that upon recommendation to Congress at this session the Executive 
2 be duly authorized to present the building to the Government of 
scuador. 

The department's Information is that a public sale of the building 
would realize but a few hundred dollars; and I have the honor to 
submit whether, as an act of international comity and as an evidence 
of this Government's friendship for that of Ecuador, as well as of its 
appreciation of the courteous treatment accorded to American exhibits 
at the exposition, your committee may not be dis: to recommend to 
the House of Representatives the adoption in one of the general appro- 

riation bills of a provision authorizing the President to transfer the 
uilding to the Government of Ecuador as a gift. 

Should this suggestion meet, as I hope it will, with the favor of the 
committee, the provision might take the following form: 

“The President is hereby authorized to transfer to the Government 
of Ecuador as a gift the building erected by the United States in 
Quito, Ecuador, under and by virtue of the section of the act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses, approved May 27, 1908, pro- 


Sir: 


8 States in an expesition to be 


viding for participation 
held at Quito, Becka m1 
I have the honor to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


P. C. RNox. 

Mr. MANN. Is this an exposition building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is simply an exposition building we built 
for the purpose of making our exhibit. Now, it is only a ques- 
tion of Whether 

Mr. MACON. Is this customary? Have we heretofore made 
such presents to other countries? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is the only time a request of this kind 
has ever been made. 

Mr. MANN. Germany gave hers to us. 

Mr. MACON. What has been the course pursued heretofore 
in regard to the disposition of buildings of this kind? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. Foreign exhibitors at our expositions 
have donated the buildings in many instances to us rather than 
they should be torn down or sold at auction, Germany gaye us 
a very fine building at Chicago. 

Mr. MANN. The German building is still in Chicago at Jack- 
son Park. 

Mr. TAWNEX. I will say further that they have not only 
donated the buildings, but they have also donated to our Gov- 
ernment many very valuable exhibits which are now on exhibi- 
tion in the National Museum here at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and that inasmuch as we can not dispose of the 
building for anything that would approach its cost, and in 
view of the fact that this would be an act of international 
comity and an evidence of our appreciation of the treatment 
we received there, I trust the gentleman from Arkansas will 
not insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. MACON. I asked the gentleman if it was the custom 
upon the part of this Government to make donation of its build- 
ings constructed at expositions in foreign countries. If so, I 
of course, would not want to interfere with the custom or 
precedent. If we are to begin now to establish a precedent of 
this kind I shall object to it, but if the precedent has already 
been established I will not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say frankly to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that so far as my knowledge of foreign expositions 
is concerned that this is the first instance where any foreign 
government has expressed a desire to retain our building, and 
so far as foreign governments erecting buildings at expositions 
in our country is concerned, they have donated those buildings 
together with very valuable and important exhibits. That has 
been the custom, and in all of our great international exposi- 
tions foreign governments have donated buildings to us that 
cost very much more than this little bit of a building, and I 
trust the gentleman from Arkansas—— 

Mr. MACON. Just there I will say that we have had quite 
a number of buildings in Belgium, have we not, in Antwerp, 
Brussels, and other places? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; we have never had any buildings at 
Antwerp or Belgium at all. The only place we have ever ex- 
hibited in a building of our own was at Paris. 

Mr. MACON. What disposition was made of it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That building was sold. The Government 
of France did not express a desire to retain it, but it was-in a 
part of the city where the building was not desired, and we 
were required to remove it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think any European country 
would accept any building that we have yet constructed for 
exposition purposes? Does not the gentleman think we should 
feel rather proud when a South American country would accept 
such a building as we have usually constructed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will not admit, Mr. Chairman, that foreign 
governments would not accept such a building as we have 
usually erected at foreign expositions if they desire to retain 
them, because the buildings which we have erected at foreign 
expositions were not acceptable to them in architecture, cost, 
and everything else in comparison with the buildings erected 
there by any other nation, but I simply say this is the first time 
when our Government has ever been asked to donate a building, 
and the building is only a small one, 


Mr. MACON. Only a small one? 
Mr. TAWNEY. It would probably sell for a couple of hun- 


dred dollars; $12,000 is all it cost. 
Mr. MACON. The gentleman does not know what it would 
sell for, does he? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I think a couple of hundred dollars. 

The -CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust the gentleman from Arkansas will 
not insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Well, the building seems to be cheap, and I 
expect it is in the way down in Quinto and we ought to get rid 
of it, I suppose, and hence I will withdraw the point of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL haying as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Bourert, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 18282, the urgent deficiency bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that I will 
call up for consideration the agricultural appropriation bill as 
soon after the urgent deficiency bill has been passed as the busi- 
ness of the House will permit. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
1 minute p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows; 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, transmitting the report of Special Agent Arthur B. 
Butman on the shoe and leather trade in Cuba and Mexico 
(H. Doc. No. 553)—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

2. Aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
legislation to effect the sale of the old federal building at Provi- 
dence, R. I. (H. Doc. No. 547)—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
draft of proposed legislation for allotment of land in the Makah 
Indian Reservation (H. Doc. No. 546)—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for unveiling and dedicating 
a statue of General Baron von Steuben (H. Doc, No. 545)—to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for irrigation and 
drainage of the Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash. (H. Doc. 
No. 548) —to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of channel across Newport News Middle Ground bar 
(H. Doc. No. 550)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

7.-A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Norfolk Harbor, Virginia (H. Doc. No. 551)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. : 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
transmitting report of Special Agent W. A. Graham Clark, on 
cotton goods in Latin America (H. Doc. No. 552)—to the Com- 
mitteee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

9. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
transmitting a report of Capt. Godfrey L. Carden on the ma- 
chine-tool trade in Belgium (H. Doc. No. 554)—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

10. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a reply to the inquiry of the House as to the use of 
the Reyenue-Cutter Service to locate the yacht of John J. 
Astor (H. Doc. No. 549)—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13419) to 
grant right of way over the public domain in the State of 


Arkansas for òil and gas pipe lines, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 203), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15448) to authorize certain changes in the permanent system 
of highways plan, District of Columbia, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 199), which sai 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. , 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
3929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Kentucky Rail- 
way to construct a bridge across the Cumberland River at or 
near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 204), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Executive Papers, to which was referred the reports 
of the heads of the departments, submitted a report (No. 205), 
which said report was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WEBB, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17748) to change the 
times of holding the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States at Greensboro and at Charlotte, in 
the western district of North Carolina, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 209), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 1185, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 238) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs of Eliza Ann Ashcraft, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 161), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1191, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res, 
239) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of R. A. Crutcher, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 162), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 2378, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
240) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the Lutheran Church of the Ascension, of Savannah, Ga., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 163), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 2456, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
241) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the First Baptist Church of Springfield, Mo., accompanied by 
a report (No. 164), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 4728, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 242) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of Jacob J. Foreman, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 165), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5429, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res, 
248) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the trustees of Mount Olivet Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Nolensville, Tenn, accompanied by a report (No. 
166), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5487, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
244) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Missionary Baptist Church, of Franklin, Tenn., accompanied by, 
a report (No. 167), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5764, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
245) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
J. B. Chandler and D. B. Cox, accompanied by a report (No. 
168), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6155, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res 
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246) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of John S. Lupton, accompanied by a report (No, 169), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6157, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
247) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
James H. Hottel, accompanied by a report (No. 170), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6161, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
248) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of Branon Thatcher, deceased, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 171), which said resolution and repert were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6462, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res, 
249) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 

F. J. McCarthy, administrator of the estate of Martin F. Me- 
Carthy, accompanied by a report (No. 172), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6495, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (I. Res. 
250) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
William Nevin, accompanied by a report (No. 173), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred House bill 9734, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 251) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of James C. Connor, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 174), which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to whieh 
was referred House bill 9764, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 252) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Todd, accom- 

. panied by a report (No. 175), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 8803, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res, 253) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the Fykes Grove Primitive Baptist Church, 
Sulphur Fork, Robertson County, Tenn., accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 176), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10040, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
254) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of John Z. Hamel, Davidson County, Tenn., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 177), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 10238, reported in Heu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 255) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the ense of the estate of Nathan P. English, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 178), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10239, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
256) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs of Jesse Hollingshead, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 179), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10240, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 

7) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of Matthias Price, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 180), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 11851, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 258) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of W. J. Hughes, of Bossier Parish, La., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 181), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 12250, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 259) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the trustees of Unity Church, Giles County, Tenn., 
accompanied by a report (No. 182), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 14396, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 260) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the trustees of the Pleasant Hill Baptist 


Church, accompanied by a report (No, 183), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 15297, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
261) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of D. W. Bell, accompanied by a report (No. 184), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 15299, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
262) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of John H. Richardson, deceased, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 185), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 16854, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
263) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs of Moses McWaters, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 186), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 16859, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
264) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs or estate of H. Pierce, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 187), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 16861, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
265) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs or estate of George W. Hackett, deceased, late of East 
Baton Rouge Parish, La., accompanied by a report (No, 188). 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17334, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
266) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Sarah A. Borah and the heirs of George Harrison Borah, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 189), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 17487, reported in lien thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 267) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Louis L. Coleman, accompanied by a report (No. 
190), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 17731, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 268), referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs of James Ward, accompanied by 
a report (No. 191), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 17895, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 269) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of heirs or estate of Charles Jolivet, deceased, late 
of St. Mary Parish, La., accompanied by a report (No. 192), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17896, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
270) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of heirs or estate of Auguste Henry Mounier, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 193), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17898, reported in lien thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
271) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs or estate of Appoline Fournier Patout, deceased, late of 
Iberia Parish, La., accompanied by a report (No. 194), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred House bill 17995, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 272) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of E. A. Givens, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 195), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 18269, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 273) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Ambrose R. McPherson, accompanied by 
a report (No. 196), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18275, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
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274) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Arra M. Farnsworth, accompanied by a report (No. 197), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9570) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey certain lands 
to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street purposes, reported the 
sáme without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 198), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11421) for the relief of 
R. J. Warren, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 200), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TILSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5272) for the relief of the 
Bridgeport National Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 201), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6043) for the relief of 
registers and former registers of the United States land 
offices, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 202), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13145) for the relief of 
John W. Dula, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 208), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6330) for the relief of 
Jose Antonio Barreras, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 206), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18000) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Hodgsdon—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1862) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Houlihan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to Luther M. Southall— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5874) granting a pension to William L. Carl- 
ton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18363) to 
reduce the postal deficit and to provide a pension fund for the 
postal employees—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bíll (H. R. 18364) to amend sec- 
tion 8 of an act to provide for the thirteenth and subsequent 
decennial censuses, approved July 2, 1909—to the Committee on 
the Census. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18365) to confer 
upon the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the powers 
of a public-service commission—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18366) providing for the re- 
moval of vessels in danger of sinking in navigable waters—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18367) to amend the general bridge act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. NORRIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 18868) provid- 
ing for and regulating the issue directly by the Treasury De- 
partment of the United States of a new form of government 
currency to be called “ United States currency notes;” repeal- 
ing all laws authorizing the issue of gold certificates; repealing 
the act approved May 30, 1908, entitled “An act to amend the 
national banking laws; providing for the cancellation and 
retirement of gold certificates, United States notes, and Treas- 
ury notes; authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
change United States currency notes for gold certificates, United 
States notes, and Treasury notes; providing for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of a separate redemption fund for the 
redemption of United States currency notes; and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18369) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at the city of Lake City, 
in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18370) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Sanford, in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18371) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of De Land, in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18372) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Orlando, in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18373) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Live Oak, Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18874) to provide for the erection of a 


public building at the city of St. Augustine, Fla.—to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A Dill (H. R. 18375) to provide for the 
final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 18376) relating to home- 
stead entries in the former Siletz Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 18377) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
United States,” approved February 20, 1907—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 18378) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor to construct a water main and 
electric cable across Galveston Channel, to furnish water and 
light to the immigration station—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18379) 
making appropriations for the improvement of the Missouri 
River from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18380) to establish 
a subtreasury at Houston, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18381) to provide for the selection of a 
site for the establishment of a navy-yard, dry dock, and naval 
training station on or near Morgans Point, in San Jacinto Bay, 
in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 18882) appropriating $350,000 
for the construction of dredge boats for dredging on the Arkan- 
sas River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 18383) to extend the time of 
payments on certain homestead entries in the State of Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on the Public Lauds. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 18384) to amend the act of 
August 13, 1888, and to fix the jurisdiction of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States in certain cases, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 18385) to amend sec- 
tion 18 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the thirteenth 
and subsequent decennial censuses,” approved July 2, 1909— 
to the Committee on the Census, 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18386) providing 
for the erection of a public building in the town of Covington, 
Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18387) au- 
thorizing and empowering the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
at public or private sale the property belonging to the United 
States formerly used as a lazaretto and quarantine warehouse 
at Essington, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18388) authorizing 
the erection of a post-office building at Jefferson, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18389) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18390) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Winder, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18391) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Commerce, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18392) authorizing the erection of a post- 
eflice building at Toccoa, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18393) authorizing the erection of a 
post-office building at Buford, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18394) prohibiting the issuing of special- 
tax stamps to retail dealers in liquors in prohibition districts— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18395) to establish a fish hatchery and 
fish station in the Ninth Congressional District of Georgia—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18396) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a bureau to be known as the bureau of public 
Dig DTA and for other purposes—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MONDELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 18397) to 
authorize the assignment of homestead entries within reclama- 
tion projects, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18398) to aid in the reclamation of arid 
and semiarid Jands of the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 18399) to amend an act to 
reguiate the carriage of steerage passengers by sea, approved 
August 2, 1882, as amended by an act approved December 19, 
190S—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 18400) to amend an act, 
entitled An act to protect trade and commerce against unlaw- 
ful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890, and be- 
ing chapter 647, volume 26, United States Statutes at Large— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18401) for the relief 
of the State of Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18402) to 
provide for the distribution of the reports of the United States 
circuit courts of appeals and of circuit and district courts—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 18403) to repeal a portion 
of section 429 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 18404) to give the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction of claims for captured and abandoned prop- 
erty which was sold and the proceeds thereof placed in the 
8 of the United States—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18405) to establish a fish - cultural station 
in the State of Louisiana —to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18406) ta provide for the 
refunding to the rightful owners, their heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives, the proceeds of the cotton tax illegally collected by 
the United States from the people of the several Sates in the 
years 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868, and to provide for 
the disposition of such as may be unclaimed—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 18407) for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Xenia, in the State of Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 18408) for the relief of the 
State of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NYE (by request): A bill (H. R. 18409) 
wages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18410) to amend sec- 
tion 718 and section 725 ef the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the granting of injunctions and punishment 
for contempts of courts and providing for trial by juries in 
indirect contempt cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18411) to 
authorize the Thacker Coal Mining Company to Construct a 
footbridge across Tug River at Thacker, Mingo County, W. Va. — 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18581) to establish an agricultural experi- 
ment station in the Fifth Congressional District of West Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 238) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 1185—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 239) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1191—to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 240) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2378—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 241) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2456—to the 
Private Calendar, 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: Reso- 
lution (H. Res. 242) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 4728—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 243) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5429—to the 
Private Calendar. È 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 244) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bil H, R. 5437—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 245) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5764—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 246) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6155—to the 
Private Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 247) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6157—to the 
Private Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee, resolution 8 Res. 248) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6161—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 249) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6462—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 250) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6495—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 251) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 9734—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res. 252) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 9764—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res. 253) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 8803—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 254) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10040—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 255) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 10238S—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 256) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10239—to the 
Private Ca 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 257) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10240—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res. 258) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 1185i—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: Res- 
olution (H. Res. 259) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 12250—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 260) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 14896—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 261) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15297—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 262) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15299—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 263) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 16854—to the Pri- 
vate, Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 264) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10839 —fto the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 265) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 16861—+to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 
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Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 266) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17834—+to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, res- 
olution (H. Res. 267) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 17487—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims, resolution (H. Res, 268) referring-to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 17731—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, res- 
olution (H. Res. 269) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 17895—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, frum the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 270) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17896—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 271) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17898—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res,-272) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 17995—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: Res- 
olution (H. Res, 273) referring to the Court of Claims the Dill 
H. R. 18269—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 274) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18275—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Resolution (H. Res. 275) relat- 
ing to the compensation of the tally clerk of the House—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Resolution (H. Res. 276) re- 

_ questing information of the Secretary of the Interior as to the 
amount of money paid to the State of Arkansas under section 3 
of compact act—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. SMALL: Resolution (H. Res. 277) referring to the 

_ Court of Claims the bill H. R. 11839—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18412) 
granting a pension to Evanger Agee—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18413) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Shook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 18414) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Ward—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18415) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Stanz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 18416) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fred H. Wie the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18417) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hendricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 18418) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Epperson-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18419) granting an 
inerease of pension to Louisa M. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18420) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth E. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18421) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18422) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Barbour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18423) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18424) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Baird—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18425) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18426) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobery Mullinax—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 18427) granting an increase of Pension to 
Sosan M. Lampkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18428) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Evans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18429) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Malinda C. Clonts—to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18480) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Corn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18431) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton H. Wayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18432) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18433) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Whelchel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18434) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis A. Shipman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18435) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Evert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18436) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia A. Keith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18487) granting an increase of pension to 
Bright Evans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18438) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18439) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin K. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18440) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Whelchel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18441) granting a pension to William J. 
Shedd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18442) granting a pension to Swinfield 
Stanley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18443) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Woody—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18444) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18445) granting a pension to Arelia C. 
Pool—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18446) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Prator—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18447) granting a pension to Mary A. M. 
Pettyjohn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18448) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18449) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Mullins—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18450) granting a pension to John S. 
Dillard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18451) granting a pension to Mary Rog- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18452) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Howington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18453) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18454) granting a pension to Louisa E, 
Satterfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18455) granting a pension to William A, 
Senkbeil—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18456) granting a pension to Robert Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18457) granting a pension to Lula G. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18458) granting a pension to Jackson A, 
Watkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18459) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18460) for the relief of William Postell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18461) for the relief of James H. Hen- 
dricks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18462) for the relief of Julius Pickett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18463) for the relief of Steven Pittman 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18464) for the relief of William T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18465) for the relief of George W. Han- 
sard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18466) for the relief of John D. Lowry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18467) for the relief of Mary A. Elliott— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18468) for the relief of James B. Fowler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18469) for the relief of Hiram A. Dar- 
nell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18470) for the relief of Samuel Garner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18471) for the relief of Milton Holt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18472) for the relief of the First Georgia 
State Troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18473) for the relief of Soloman Taylor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18474) for the relief of Cicero H. Taylor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18475) for the relief of Abram Patton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18476) for the relief of Jeptha B. Harring- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18477) for the relief of George W. Bur- 
rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18478) for the relief of Thomas J. Ben- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18479) for the relief of G. A. Anderson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18480) for the relief of New Hope Baptist 
Church, of Bartow County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18481) for the relief of the heirs of John 
©. Addison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18482) for the relief of the heirs of Gilbert 
E. L. Falls—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18483) for the relief of heirs of William 
Fenn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18484) for the relief of the heirs of Hardy 
Pace, deceased—to the Committee.on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18485) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Woods—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18486) for relief of heirs of Jasper N. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18487) for the relief of the heirs of John 
B. Graham—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18488) to correct the relative rank of 
Lieut, Frederick S. L. Price, Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry, 
U. S. Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 18489) granting an increase 
of pension to William T. Kimsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18490) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Denton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18491) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander W. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18492) granting a pension to Axie M, 
McClendon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18493) granting a pension to Creasy Duf- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18494) granting a pen- 
sion to Pearl Halstead—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18495) granting a pension to Henry N. 
Wilks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 18496) granting an increase 
of pension to Benton Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18497) for the relief of William H. Talia- 
ferro, ‘administrator of James G. Taliaferro, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18498) to authorize and direct the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to place the name of Annie 
M. Matthews on the pension roll of the police and firemen’s 
pension fund—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 18499) ‘granting an increase 
of pension to Charles W. Gandy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18500) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18501) -for the relief of Sabini Jones—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18502) for the relief of Stephen Arnold 
Ritchey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18503) to reimburse F, N. Ellison, of Hugo, 
Okla., for property taken by General Sherman during the civil 
war near Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 18504) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry M. Hanson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Alsa, 3 bill (H. R. 18505) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar B. Lake—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18506) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Knitter—to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18507) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin Burton, alias Calvin Birg—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18508) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Travelstead—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 18509) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Long—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18510) for the relief 
of the estate of Hicks King, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18511) granting a pension to 
Eliza Wall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18512) for the relief of 
S. H. Robinson, of Allegheny County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 18513) granting an increase of 
pension to Appolos E. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18514) for 
the relief of Girard G. Butler—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18515) for the relief of Hugh M. Brown, 
executor of Andrew Brown, deceased, late of Natchez, Miss. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18516) for the relief of the heirs of John 
A. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18517) for the relief of heirs of Moses 
J. Ferguson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18518) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of John A. Regan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18519) for the relief of Sarah Elizabeth 
Watson, administratrix of the estate of David Buck, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 18520) granting an increase of 
pension to Anna Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 18521) granting an increase 
of pension to Seth Pierce to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18522) granting an increase 
of pension to Elbert F. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18523) granting an increase of pension to 
James Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18524) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Dunbar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 18525) granting a pension to 
John Prater—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 18526) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions., 

By Mr. JAMIESON: A bill (H. R. 18527) granting a pension 
to Adalaide L. Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18528) to carry 
into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of 
Isaiah L. Blair, administrator of the estate of John N. Curtis, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18529) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Isaiah L. Blair, adminis- 
trator of the estate of John N. Curtis, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 18530) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Prough—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18531) granting a pension to Allison F, 
Kohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18532) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. MeCurdy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18533) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli S. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 18534) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter C. Woodruff—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 18535) for the relief of 
George T. and Guy P. Vance, executors of William L. Vance, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 18536) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Guistwit—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18537) for the relief of 
George Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 18538) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Bowles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 18539) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward L. Riley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18540) to remove 
charge of desertion against John H. Willis—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 18541) 
to grant certain lands to the city of Seattle, Wash., for the pro- 
tection of the source of its water supply—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18542) for the relief of Thomas C. Clark— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18543) granting an 
increase of pension to David L. Saunders—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 18544) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 18545) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas McClure—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18546) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Nulph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 18547) granting an increase of 
pension to Fred Kropf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 18548) for the relief of the 
trustees of the German Lutheran Church of Orangeburg, S. C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 18549) granting a pension 
to Annie E. Osgood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18550) granting a pension to Kate Kirby— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 18551) granting a pension to 
Harry J. Peck—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 18552) for the relief of 
Elise Trigg Shields—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 18553) for the relief of 
George Stoll, the heirs of Charles P. Reagan, and the heirs of 
Marshall Turley; Edward Lannigan; the heirs of James Man- 
ley; and the heirs of John Hunter—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18554) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles R. Gentner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 18555) granting an increase 
of pension to D. B. Finnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 18556) to correct the military 
record of Charles Kehoe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 18557) for the relief of 
Floyd Wiggington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18558) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Osborne, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 18559) granting an 
increase of pension to Humphrey Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18560) granting an increase of pension to 
Hitam M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18561) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor A. MeCardell- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18562) granting a pension to James 
Gault—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18563) for the relief of the Bank of Free- 
burg, of Freeburg, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 18564) granting an increase 
of pension to Hermann W. Toepperwein—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 18565) for the relief of the 
estate of Peter H. Knight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18566) granting 
a pension to Rose Altha King—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Ey Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 18567) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Reithmaecir—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

- By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 18568) granting an increase of 
pension to Jimerson S. Tweed—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 18569) granting an increase 
of pension to William McFate—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18570) granting an increase of pension to 
“William A. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18571) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cumberlidge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18572) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Heise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18573) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18574) granting an increase of pension to 
John Grundke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18575) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Thorp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18576) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18577) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18578) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin H. Parmelee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18579) granting an increase of pension to 
John Phelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 18580) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Hobbs—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 3 


; PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause i of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of city council of Dawson, Ga., 
expressing sorrow for the death of Hon. James M. Gnidds, late 
a Member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Georgia—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Paper to accompany bill 
tar relief of Joseph Shoak—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ 
Association, against any appropriation in aid of George Wash- 
ington University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of estate of C. C. Beancit—previously referred to the 
Committee on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of National Irrigation Congress, 
in session at Spokane, Wash., favoring an annual appropriation 
of $10,000,000 for the Reclamation Service—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of United Commercial Travelers of America, 
favoring H. R. 1491, concerning sample and excess baggage— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York City, 
favoring the Cullom bill (S. 1053), consular improvement, and 
the Sterling bill (H. R. 6862), commercial enlargement—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Association, against 
any appropriation for the George Washington University—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of National Association of Box Manufacturers, 
against the corporation tax, publicity paragraph—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. È 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Louise B. McCon- 
nell (H. R. 14734)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Auto Pneumatic Action Com- 
pany, Milton Piano Company, and Auto Piano Company, against 
publicity paragraph of the corporation tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
post of Winona, Minn, against accepting statue of Robert E. 
Lee—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Minneapolis Wholesalers and Manufacturers’ 
Association, favoring repeal of the corporation-tax law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Sinslaw Dairy Association, 
against reduction of tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Portland and Beaverton, Oreg., 
against S. 404 and H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. s 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John H. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

‘By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford Drilling Machine 
Company, of Rockford, III., in favor of amending corporation- 
tax clause in Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. : ‘ 

Also, petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Association, against 
any appropriation in aid of George Washington University, a 
private institution in the city of Washington—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, in favor of Senate bill No. 2550, to grant pensions to 
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volunteer nurses of the civil war to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. L. V. Lewis—previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of citizens of Cooperstown and 
Fairview, N. Dak., favoring H. R. 17 and 1017 and the like, on 
subject of temperance reform—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stevens Point, Wis., protesting 
against passage of bill in reference to the proper observance of 
Sunday in the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 17; S. 404)—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Berrien Springs, 
Mich., praying Congress not to pass S. 404, entitled “A bill for 
the proper observance of Sunday as q day of rest in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” etc.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Abner Ogles (H. R. 18086)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Dave Campbell and 41 others 
of San Francisco; Mr. Robert Gamble and 33 other citizens of 
San Francisco; Anti-Jap Laundry League of San Francisco; 
and Cigar-Makers’ Union No. 291, of San Jose, all in the State 
of California, against the immigration and naturalization of 
Asiatics, except merchants, students, and travelers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of W. J. Gilday and 47 other citizens of San 
Francisco, Cal., against the immigration and naturalization of 
Asiatics, except merchants, students, and travelers—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Farmers’ Educational 
and Cooperative Union of America, of Texas, against gambling 
in agricultural products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizens of 
Port Orchard, Wash., for an amendment to the Constitution 
enfranchising women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Munroe, Wash., against a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Anti-Jap Laundry League, of San 
Francisco, Cal, against the immigration and naturalization of 
Asiatics, except merchants, students, and travelers—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Iowa, against a 
peur law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of veterans of Jeffersonville, Ohio, 
favoring the John McElroy pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Alexander Mitchell Post, No. 158, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, favoring the Na- 
tional Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Mitchell Post, No. 45, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Ohio, of Springfield, Ohio, favoring 
the National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. F 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: Paper to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of William Kelso—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of Outagamie County 
farmers, against any amendment of the oleomargarine law— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, against S. 
404, relative to Sunday observance in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Rodney D. Rightmire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Eliza Ann Ashcroft—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of City Council of Provi- 
dence, R. I., for appropriation for extension of the deep-water 
channel or anchorage area of Providence River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of D. J. Mahler & Co., of East Providence, R. I., 
against increase of rate on second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George S. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Antoine Laurent—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin over 
21 years of age for an amendment to the Constitution prohibit- 
ing removal of stamps on butterine—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


Tuespay, January 18, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 


EMPLOYEES AT GOVERNMENT MILL, PITTSFIELD, MASS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Division of Loans and Currency submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the continued employment at 
the government mill, Pittsfield, Mass., of one assistant register, 
one counter, and one laborer, in all $1,215 (S. Doc. No. 292), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


POLICE REGULATIONS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the President of the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation 
for printing and binding the police regulations of the District of 
Columbia, etc., $300 (S. Doc. No. 293), which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed with an amendment the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) 
authorizing the President of the United States to invite the 
States to participate in the Fifteenth International Congress on 
Hygiene and Demography, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution in which ite requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building 
of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,” approved September 30, 1890; 

H. R. 10106. An act authorizing the acceptance by the United 
States Government from the Woman’s Relief Corps, auxiliary 
to the Grand Army of the Republic, of a proposed gift of land 
contiguous to the Andersonville National Cemetery, in the State 
of Georgia; 

H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at 

time for Ashley County, 


Portland; 
H. R. 12139. An act to extend the 
Bayou Bartholomew, at 


Ark., to construct a bridge across 
Wilmot; 

II. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at a 
point near Morrell; 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River in said city; f 

H. R. 13872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to construct 
a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and Calhoun, 
in said counties; 

H. R. 14496. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River in said city; 

H. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a rail- 
road bridge across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., 
and Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico; ; 

H. R. 18166. An act to enable the people of New Mexico to 
form a constitution and state government and be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and to 
enable the people of Arizona to form a constitution and state 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; and 

H. J. Res. 120, Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. $ 

The message further announced that the House had passed, 
with an amendment, the bill (S. 4089) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River and to establish it as 
a post-road; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the East Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, remon- 
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strating against the permanent retention of railroad grade 
crossings and the garbage plant, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition from the bishops of the Colored 
Methodist Episcopal Church of the State of Georgia, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to reimburse the depositors of 
the Freedmen’s Savings and Trust Company, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the American Federation of 
Catholic Societies, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ white-slave traffic bill,” which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. CUMMINS presented a petition of Charles Payne Post, 
No. 141, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ National Tribune pen- 
sion bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Spokane, Wash., praying that a maintenance allowance of 
$300 per year be made to rural mail carriers, etc., which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STONE presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 1311) granting an increase in pension to David Far- 
quhar, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of J. A. Garfield Post, No. 6, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, of Jef- 
ferson City, Mo., and a petition of Liberty Post, No. 150, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, of Spickard, 
Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called “ National Tribune 
pension bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of Carthage Council, No. 281, 
United Commercial Trayelers, of Carthage, Mo., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law relative to the transportation of baggage by common 
carriers, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 8 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Clarks- 
dale, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to further enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of John V. Hoover Post, No. 429, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, of Elk- 
land, Mo., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the pension laws, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the state mine inspectors of 
Missouri, praying for the establishment of a bureau of mines 
and mining in the Interior Department, which was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation regulating 
the observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia, which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Louis Retail Grocers’ 
Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation, providing for the repeal of the 10-cent tax on colored 
oleomargarine, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the R. L. McDonald Manufac- 
turing Company, the Hundley Dry Goods Company, the Payne 
Hat Company, the J. S. Brittain Dry Goods Company, the 
Eastern Extension Land Company, the St. Joseph Street Con- 
struction Company, the Hundley Real Estate Company, the 
Englehart-Davison Merchandise Company, the Wheeler-Motter 
Dry Goods Company, the Buchanan Hotel Company, and sundry 
other business corporations, all of St. Joseph, in the State of 
Missouri, praying for the repeal of the so-called “ corporation- 
tax law,” which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 4660) granting an increase of pension to Samuel T, 
Warren, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 4865) granting an increase of pension to Henry Monahan, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 4864) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A, Dur- 
ham, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the North Platte Valley Water 
Users’ Association, of Scotts Bluff, Nebr., praying that an ap- 
propriation be made, either by bond issue or otherwise, for the 
early completion of the so-called “ Pathfinder project,” which 

- was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented resolutions adopted by 
the Board of Trade of Saginaw, Mich., which were read and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


SAGINAW BOARD or TRADE, 
Saginaw, Mich., December 17, 1909, 
Hon. WM. ALDEN SMITH 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I bave the honor of inclosing resolutions adopted by the 

Saginaw Board of Trade at a recent meeting. 
Yours, very truly, 

Resolved, That the Sa, w Board of Trade hereby indorse the reso- 
lutions as adopted at a joint meeting of the harbor committee and the 
Niagara River improvement committee of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Buffalo, together with representatives of Lake transportation companics 
and marine insurance companies, held in the Chamber of Commerce 
building, Buffalo, N. X. 21, 1909, and the recommendations 


F, F. KLEINFELD. 


F. F. KLEINFELD, Secretary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a memorial of sundry 
teachers and citizens of Decatur, Mich., which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as fol- 
lows: 


Hon. WM. ALDEN SMITH, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sin; We the undersigned 
Mich., believing that 


Decatur, MicH., January 10, 1910. 


teachers and citizens of Decatur, 
ublic funds should not be used for 8 insti- 


tutions, hereby protes inst the p: tion to aid the rge Wash- 
ington . Treasury of the United States. 
e! 
1 E. R. — C. J. Brown. 
M. C. WILLISON. A. C. Dwient. 


ELLA M. ECKENBERGER. 
Amy B. BAKER. i 


E. HUYCK, 
Man MCWILLIAMS. 
Ipa M. TROWBRIDGE. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a petition of the Men's 
Brotherhood Bible Class of Sparta, Mich., which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 
as follows: 

Hon. WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH. 
United States Senator, Washington, D, ©. 


ving 32 paga 
that you use your influence and vote to secure the pamase of the Sohn: 
if e McCumber-Tirrell 


Srohibit tele Sven Per die bets, believin 
pro egra. of ra E 
to be for better morals and for the t interests of society; and we, 


our petitioners, would ever pray. 
f Dated Sparta, Mich., Sennary 10. 1910. 
F. L. HILTON, 
Class President 
T. C. TEEPLE, 


Secretary. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the village council of Detour, Mich., which were read 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


Whereas the shoals and reefs now existing in the St. Marys River 
opposite this village are a material hindrance to navigation and dan- 
gerous to the vast shipping and vessel interests navigating said river; 


and 

Whereas said shoals and reefs lie in such places and positions as to 
make it unsafe and us for vessels to call at the various docks 
and wharves in this village; and 

Whereas the commercial and industrial prosperity of this village is 
so largely dependent upon navigation, there being no railroad service in 
or to sai : Now, therefore, 

Resolved, t it is the opinion of this council that said reefs and 
shoals are a material hindrance and menace to navigation generally 
and ly to the commercial and industrial welfare of this village, 
R V dle and luti 11 
esolved fu „ That a y o preamble and resolution sha 
be spread in full upon the minutes of the proceedi of this council 
and copies thereof, duly npma by the president and members of this 
council, be transmitted to tors BURROWS and Sur and Congress- 
man Youna with a request that proper action be taken by them to 
cause the removal of said shoals and reefs at as early a date as possible. 

The aboye preamble and resolutions were dhr and spread in 
full upon the minutes of the proceedings of village council of 
Detour, Mich, on April 12, 1909. 

M. S. McGuize, 


President. 
J. F. Gorrz, 
JOSEPH PAUL, 
WILLIAM OLMSTEAD, 
GOTTLIEB WAHL, 
R. MUNRO, 
H. B. HITCHCOCK, 
Trus 


Mr. CULLOM presented a joint resolution of the legislature 
of Illinois, which was referred to the Committee on the Library 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE or ILLINOIS, 
Department of State. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


I, James A. Rose, secretary of state of the State of Illinols, do hereby 
certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy of senate 
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joint resolution No. 3 of the special session of the fo 


-sixth general 
of the State of Hlinois, filed January 11, 1910, the original 
is now on file and a matter of record in this office. 

hand and cause to be affixed 
ty of Springfield this 12th day 


James A. Ros: 
Secretary of State. 
from the 
Congress to 
d col- 
cent 


and 
cs is at present 


assemb! 
of whic 
In testimony whereof I hereto set m 
the great seal of State. Done at the 
of January, A. D. 1910. 
LSEAL.] 


Whereas Hon. W. A. Roo: 


to the house in which the great President passed 

Whereas this wonderful aggregation of valuable 
wholly unprotected from the ravages of fire, and roof 
memorial surrounding this historical building in the naticnal capi is 
wise, and would permit of the assembling of many of the souvenirs 
clustering around the deathless name of raham coln: Therefore 


be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring 
therein), 'That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 
State of Illinois be requested to give their active support to said bill, 
so that the measure may me a law at an early date; and be it 

Provided Bing -reet That a certified copy of these resolutions be for- 
warded to the Senators and Representatives from Illinois, in Congress, 
by the secretary of state. 

Adopted by the senate January 5, 1910, 

Joun G. OGLESBY, 
President of the Benate. 

J. H. PADDOCK, 


Secretary of the Senate. o 
Concurred in by the house of representatives, ireti 5, 1910. 


Speaker of the H 7 R tatives. 
0 ouse o; resenta 
B. H. MCCANN _ 7 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14464) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1911, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and I submit a report (No, 89) thereon. I give notice 
that I shall call up the bill at the earliest practicable moment, 
possibly to-morrow morning, for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1025) to authorize commissions 
to issue in the cases of officers of the army retired with in- 
creased rank, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 90) thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4462) to amend section 5278 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 92) thereon. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Penrose, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 141. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to employ during the Sixty-first Con- 
gress a stenographer, from time to time as may be necessary, to report 
such hearings as may be had by the committee and subcommittees in 
connection with any matter that may be before the committee, and to 
have the same printed for its use, and that any expense in connection 
Seba eg foregoing shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

nate. 

SPECIAL CENSUS AGENTS. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am directed by the Committee on 
the Census to report a joint resolution, and I ask for its present 
consideration, 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 66) amending section 18 of 
the act of July 2, 1909, entitled “An act to provide for the 
Thirteenth and subsequent decennial censuses,” was read the 
first time by its title and second time at length, as follows : 

Senate joint resolution 66. 

Resolved, etc., That section 18 of the act of Congress approved July 
2, 1909, providing for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial cen- 
suses (36 Stat. L., p. T be amended by adding at the end of the 
section the words, “ which may include a minimum and maximum rate 
of per diem compensation to be fixed by him, the maximum rate in such 
eases not to exceed an average of $6 per diem for the period of em- 

loyment and actual necessary traveling expenses and an allowance in 
ieu of subsistence not exceeding $3 per diem during necessary al ce 
from their usual place of residence.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In this connection I ask to have printed 
in the Recorp a letter from the Director of the Census with 
respect to the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
pusin oF — — eee pen 
‘ashington, January . 
Hon. ROBERT M. La Fo K i 


LLETTE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR SENATUR LA FOLLETTE: I have the honor to transmit here- 
with a draft of a joint resolution to amend the Thirteenth Census act, 
pions in my judgment, should be introduced in Congress and. ected 
into law. 

This proposed resolution provides for the amendment of section 18 
of the act of Congress W July 2, 1909 (36 Stats., 7). The ex- 
isting section provides at the special agents appointed to collect 
statistics shall be paid not to exceed $6 per day, provided “that the 
Director of the Census may, in his discretion, fix the compensation of 
special agents on a piece-price basis.” 

As the section now stands either the one or the other of these two 
methods of ent must apparently be used, and there is no provision 
for a combination of the two methods. There is danger that if the 
special agents who collect the statistics of manufactures and mines 
and quarries are paid on a per diem basis they will unnecessarily pro- 
long the work. n the other hand, if they are paid on a plece-price 
basis—that is, at a given rate per schedule secured—there is grave 
danger that they will — — the quality of the work. The plan pro- 
posed in the joint resolution in a sense combines the per diem and the 
piece-price inciples providing that where the price system is 
applied a minimum and a maximum compensation for each day’s service 
may be established. This plan will put some — upon the special 
agents to work rapidly, but will limit the effect of that pressure by 
rendering it im ible for them to raise their compensation beyond a 
fixed maximum increasing the number of schedules which they turn 
in. It is believed that the adoption of this method of a will 
result in an economical canvass and will tend to expedite the work, 
without on the other hand endangering its accuracy and thoroughness, 
as might be true under a straight piece-price system. 

To illustrate the working of the pee method of payment: The 
Census Bureau contemplates that if this resolution is enacted cer- 
tain, at least, of its agents will be pe at the rate of $1 for each 

eed a minimum payment of $3 
for each da t 


of $4. In etermining the actual compensation per day when in excess 
3 by the 


pee day he would 
34 schedules per day he would 

an average of 4 schedules per Say 
Bee mela pes Pa W 

s only per 7 

The object of fixing a 2 as well as a maximum is to permit 
justice to be done to those agents who encounter unusual difficulties, so 
that the rate per schedule fixed in their districts would prove insufficient 
to compensate them fairly. Of course, if an agent failed to obtain what 
seemed to the Bureau of the Census to be a reasonable number 
schedules, he would be dis from the service; so that the estab- 
lishment of a minimum does not mean that slow and Inefficient agents 
would be paid more than their services were worth. It is im ible 
to fix In advance the piece rates for each district with absolute fair- 
ness, Inasmuch as conditions vary greatly in different districts, but it 
is the intention to fix the rates as as ble in such a way that 
the average agent, with due diligence, could earn somewhat more than 
the minimum rate per day and that the best agents could earn the 
ere —.— dment limits th im ti a 

e pro amendment lim e maximum compensation per day 
for agents paid on a piece-price basis to $6, which is the same as the 
maximum provided for those paid on the straight per diem basis, but 
it is not ‘ted that the actual maximum allowed for the majority 
of agents will exceed $4. 

Inasmuch as the special 14 are in some districts already enter - 
ing upon their work and will begin the work in most districts by Feb- 
ruary 1, it is highly desirable that this amendment should be a on 
immediately. It has received the approval of the Secretary of Com- 


merce and Labor. 
Very truly, yours, E. DANA DURAND, Director. 


KOOTENAI RIVER BRIDGE, IDAHO. 


Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5040) to authorize Bonners 
Ferry Bridge Commission to construct a bridge across the 
Kootenai River at Bonners Ferry, Idaho, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I submit a report (No. 88) thereon. 
I desire to call the attention of the senior Senator from Idaho 
[ Mr. HEYBURN] to the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. They are waiting to build the bridge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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USELESS PAPERS IN PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Joint Select Committee on the Dis- 
position of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, to 
whom was referrål a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitting a schedule of useless papers in the files of the 
Pension Office, submitted a report (No. 91) thereon, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC LANDS BILLS, 


Mr. NELSON. For the purpose of carrying out the recom- 
mendation of the President in his message, which was delivered 
yesterday, and at the instance of the Secretary of the Interior, 
I introduce nine bills, relating to the care, conservation, and 
disposal of our public lands. I ask that the bills be read the 
first and second times and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bills were read twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 

A bill (S. 5484) to provide for the classification of the pub- 
lic lands of the United States; 

A bill (S. 5485) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to make temporary withdrawals of areas of public land pend- 
ing report and recommendation to Congress or for examination 
and classification ; 

A bill (S. 5486) to provide for the conservation, development, 
use, and control of water power in the public domain; 

A bill (S. 5487) to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 
lands; 

A bill (S. 5488) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, oil, 
asphaltum, or natural gas; 

A bill (S. 5489) to provide for the sale of timber and tim- 
ber lands; 

A bill (S. 5490) for surveying lands in the district of Alaska; 

A bill (S. 5491) to authorize the assignment of homestead 
entries within reclamation projects, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (S. 5492) making an appropriation for the survey of 
public lands lying within the limits of land grants, to provide 
for the forfeiture to the United States of unsurveyed land 
grants to railroads, and for other purposes. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced. read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 5436) to create a legislative council in the district 
of Alaska, to confer legislative powers thereon, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Territories. 

A bill (S. 5487) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
Batson ; 

A bill (S. 5438) granting an increase of pension to William J. 

k . 


A bill (S. 5439) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Hanners (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5440) granting an increase of pension to Garrett P. 
Hannah (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5441) granting an increase of pension to Barnard 
Doyle ; 

A bill (S. 5442) granting an increase of pension to Amie M. 


lay ; 

A bill (S. 5443) granting an increase of pension to William I. 
Boyd; 

A bill (S. 5444) granting an increase of pension to Shadrach 
B. A. Conder (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5445) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wood (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S: 5446) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Lester; and 

A bill (S. 5447) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Edwards (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BULKELEY: 

A bill (S. 5448) granting a pension to Harriet A. Wheeler 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5449) granting an increase of pension to Mark S. 
-Nickerson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

A bill (S. 5450) granting an increase of pension to Fannie I. 
Cooper (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5451) to amend the act approved December 21, 
1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
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surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation 
ae State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian Af- 
‘airs. 

A bill (S. 5452) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Slocum; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 5453) to provide for the survey of Choctawhatchee 
Bay Harbor, Florida; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 5454) for the relief of Elise Trigg Shields; and 

A bill (S. 5455) for the relief of R. R. Robinson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 5456) for the relief of George T. and Guy P. Vance, 
executors of William L. Vance, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: 

A bill (S. 5457) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States (with an accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5458) providing for the appointment of William 
S. Biddle, late captain, Fourteenth Regiment U. S. Infantry, a 
captain of infantry, and for placing his name on the retired list 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5459) granting a pension to Eliza Scott Chandler 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5460) to authorize the President to reappoint 
Egil T. Olsen assistant surgeon in the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5461) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 5462) granting an increase of pension to Clemenza 
Corwin ; 

A bill (S. 5463) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Bosslet ; 

A bill (S. 5464) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Stotts; 

A bill (S. 5465) granting an increase of pension to T. C. 
Lyon; 

A bill (S. 5466) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Gold; 

A bill (S. 5467) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Lynde (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5468) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Searight (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5469) granting a pension to Margaret Huston; and 

A bill (S. 5470) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smallwood; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5471) to authorize the sale of land on the Isthmus 
of Panama; to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5472) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to set aside certain lands for street purposes, 
ete.; and 

A bill (S. 5473) to better regulate the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 5474) to amend the act of April 13, 1908, amending 
the interstate commerce act approved June 29, 1906; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5475) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Horton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 5476) for the relief of Elizabeth F, Irvin; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5477) granting an increase of pension to Wilson H. 
Dutton; 

A bill (S. 5478) granting an increase of pension to John 
Griffin ; 

A bill (S. 5479) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
Spurback ; 

A bill (S. 5480) granting an increase of pension to George S. 
Dugan; 

A bill (S. 5481) granting a pension to Maggie J. Carman; 
and 

A bill (S. 5482) granting a pension to Arthur C. Johnson, sr.; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (S. 5483) for a public building at the city of Decatur, 
Ala. (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMMONS 

A bill (S. 5493) to increase the salaries of the rural free- 
delivery carriers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 5494) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 8. 
Howard, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5495) for the relief of the heirs of William Parks, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5496) for the relief of the heirs of Felix B. Parks, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5497) granting an increase of pension to David 
Wilson (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5498) granting an increase of pension to Malinda 
Bradburn (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 5499) to grant certain lands to the city of Rawlins, 
Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 5500) to amend chapter 517 of the act approved 
March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to establish certain courts of 
appeal and define and regulate in certain cases jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 5501) to provide for the distribution of the reports 
of the United States circuit courts of appeals and of circuit and 
district courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5502) to provide for the sale of timber on allotted 
and unallotted Indian land, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 5503) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Tulsa, Okla. ; 

A bill (S. 5504) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Chickasha, Okla.; and 

A bill (S. 5505) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at McAlester, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to William 
Tripp (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5507) granting an increase of pension to William 
McClain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5508) granting a pension to Charles P. Harris (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5509) granting a pension to Esau Walker (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

A bill (S. 5510) for the relief of Ed. D. Steger and J. E. 
Labatt; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5511) for the relief of the estate of 
Elizabeth Riley, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: 

A bill (S. 5512) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Walker (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5513) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Richards (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5514) granting an increase of pension to Thomas C. 
Crocker (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5515) granting an increase of pension to Jennie F. 
Grosvenor (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5516) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Duffy 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5517) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Me- 
Gettrick (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5518) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Rockwell ; 

A bill (S. 5519) granting an increase of pension to James 
Watson; and 

A bill (S. 5520) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Spink; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 


Governm 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 67) providing for a more efficient | degree, 


prosecution of the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for dredging a channel from the government 
wharf at Winthrop, Mass., ta Apple Channel, Boston Harbor, 
Massachusetts, intended to be proposed by him to the fortifica- 
tions appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$250,000 for the construction of irrigation and drainage ditches 
on the Yakima Indian Reservation, State of Washington, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate not over $500,000 for the purchase for military and camp- 
site purposes of the Rancho del Encinal, known as the “ Henry. 
Ranch,” in the State of California, and so forth, intended to be 
proposed by him to the army appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 for mechanical devices and equipment for conveying 
and handling mails at the post-office and court-house at Los 
Angeles, Cal., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


OBSERVANCE OF JANUARY 19. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to submit a resolution and ask 
for its present consideration. In connection with it I send to 
the desk two clippings which I should like to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution for which the 
Senator from Idaho asks present consideration will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 145), as follows: 

Senate resolution 145. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to advise the Senate whether or Bot ax an order has been issued 
by the 5 of customs at Newport News, Va., . o 

osing of the office of the collector of customs or eny d 
thereof at Newport News, Va., on January 19, 1910, want 
purpose, if at 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clippings 
will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

UNITED STATES RECOGNIZES R. E. LEE'S BIRTHDAY. 
WASHINGTON, January 14, 1910. 

Official recognition in a limited way of the wt of Gen. Robert 
E. Laa le tobe EIVOR by the ent. The anniversary of 
the birth of the famous confederate soldier falls on Janu: Ne on 
the 8 of customs at Newport News, Va., has been au 
close his office on that 22 for as long a time as public basinan 8 will 
permit. The honor paid General Lee's memory is an unusual one. 


[From the New York Commercial.] 


THE LEE HOLIDAY—CURIOSITY AS TO EFFECT OF UNITED STATES TREASURY 
DEPARTMENT'S ORDER. 


The birthday of Gen. Robert E. Lee seving hon made a legal holi- 
in Virginia, the United States Treasury Department has issued an 
or to the collector of customs at ey News to; _ the custom- 
house at that port on January 19, n ednesday, “in so far as the 
public business will permit.” This is * to be è first time tan 
order of this sort has ever issued—and beyond all question the 
first order of the sort recognizing the birthday of an cer of the 
confederate army. Just why Newport News was out for = 
purpose from among all the seven customs districts in is n 


the order eE rI catabliabes. 5 
connection 5 


clear, is not mate in fact; but 
pr ecedent. It should be borne in int in this 


ia an 
rict of 


Now that the N 
pect to rf = 
owing with respect to these approaching 1 Or was there only 


Mr. HEYBURN. I eek for the present consideration of the 
resolution. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Idaho for present consideration? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator 
from Arkansas, and the resolution will go over. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Until to-morrow. 
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I simply objected for the purpose 
of showing the Senator from Idaho how easy it is to object. I 
now withdraw the objection to show him the senatorial courtesy 
that he denied me yesterday. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears no objection, 
and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I did not hear the resolution. 
What is the subject-matter of it? I should like to know. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, before I give assent to the 
consideration right now of the resolution—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Consent has been given, 

Mr. MONEY. However, I have no objection, I will say, 
personally. I would remind the Senator from Idaho that 
neither one of the Senators who represent the State of Virginia 
is in the Chamber. One of them, the senior Senator [Mr. 
Danrev], is detained at home by long-protracted illness, The 
other Senator was here yesterday, but he is not here this 
morning. 

If it would suit the convenience of the Senator from Idaho, 
I would be glad if he would wait at least the presence of 
one of those Senators before he makes any speech on the 
resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, no one could appreciate the 
request of the Senator from Mississippi more than I do, and 
were it not that the event about which the inquiry is made 
occurs to-morrow I would have deferred it. It is merely call- 
ing for information, and when the information comes in I 
sincerely hope that the Senators from the State of Virginia 
will be present. 

Mr. MONEY. In view of the fact that the Senator wants 
only information, I ask that his resolution be put to a vote, 
but that he withhold his remarks until one of the Senators from 
Virginia is present. Nobody on this side objects to any informa- 
tion that any Senator may desire from any executive depart- 
ment upon any subject whatever. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand unanimous consent has been 
given. ‘To-morrow is the day about which we are inquiring, 
and the inquiry should come the day before at least. That is 
the reason why I think the Senator will—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi does 
not object, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not object to the resolution, but I submit 
to the Senator the propriety of withholding any remarks on 
the subject until we get the information, or at least until one of 
the Senators from Virginia shall be present. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not going to discuss it. 

Mr. MONEY. That is a reasonable request. 

Mr. HEYBURN, It is not my intention to discuss the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator simply wants to have the resolu- 
tion passed for information? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

II. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building 
of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,” approved September 30, 1890. 

H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Port- 
land. 

H. R. 12139. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Wilmot. 

H. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell. 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River, in said city. 

H. R. 13872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and 
Calhoun, in said counties. 


H. R. 14496. An Ais to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River, in said city. 

H. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Rio Grande between Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo 
Laredo, Republic of Mexico, 

H. R. 18166. An act to enable the people of New Mexico to form 
a constitution and state government and be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, and to en- 
able the people of Arizona to form a constitution and state gov- 
ernment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

H. R. 10106. An act authorizing the acceptance by the United 
States Government from the Woman's Relief Corps, auxiliary 
to the Grand Army of the Republic, of a proposed gift of land 
contiguous to the Andersonville National Cemetery, in the State 
of Georgia, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REMOVAL OF ICE GORGES IN THE OHIO RIVER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 120) to remove ice gorges in 
the Ohio River was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have that measure passed, as it 
is very pressing. The Committee on Appropriations has con- 
sidered it and directs me to ask the Senate to pass it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

House joint resolution 120. 


Resolved, etc., That to enable the Secretary of War to take such 
stepa as he may deem to be necessary in the removal of ice gorges in 

the Ohio River, which are threatening the destruction of life and prop- 
erty, there is appropriated out of any money in the Treasur ry not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine if action of this kind has been heretofore taken in remov- 
ing ice gorges from rivers, or is this a new adventure? 

Mr. HALE. No; we have in several cases within my recol- 
lection, right at our own door, appropriated for removing dan- 
gerous accumulations and gorges of ice in the Potomac River. 
In cases of a sudden eruption of waters, when by floods a deluge 
of rivers was gathered together, we have taken money from the 
Treasury to remove the obstruction, sometimes by boats, some- 
times by explosives. Of course it was not originally supposed 
that the Government would intervene in any of these cases, but 
it has become so common that it is accepted now as within the 
province of the Government. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to say to the Senator from Maine 
that recently we had a very dangerous congestion of floating ice 
at St. Louis. It broke up instantly and entailed great damage 
upon the boat interests; it destroyed some and threw large num- 
bers upon the levees. If this is the rule, would it not be good 
policy to have an appropriation made from time to time, to be 
used by the War Department or some department, to take care 
of cases of that kind? 

Further, I understand from the remarks of the Senator from 
Maine that the work proposed to be done is not in the immediate 
interest, at least, of navigation, but it is to protect adjacent 
country from overflow and for the possible preservation of 
health and the prevention of other damage of a like general 
nature. 

Mr. HALE. Well, it is more than that. It is general. In 
the first place, the gorge imperils government structures, as 
bridges; it obstructs trade in the channels of the river; and 
what is essential, as was brought out in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, is that the joint resolution should be passed at once, 
so that the President may direct that this very day the engineer 
officers in the. neighborhood shall see to putting it in force. I 
think there is something in the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Missouri, but I do not want to have the joint resolution 
complicated with it. ; 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Maine will understand that 
I do not intend to object to the consideration of the joint reso- 
1 55 ' 

Mr, HALE. I understand. 
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Mr. STONE. I am not opposed to it; I favor its passage; 
but I want to say it is a little difficult for me to differentiate 
between the use of public money in relieving the Ohio River or 
any river from a gorged ice condition and the use of money to 
preserve the banks along the river from erosion and overflow 
from any cause, where an expenditure of public money would 
prevent it, whether in the interest of health or of navigation, or 
both. 

Mr. HALE. This is an immediate menace to government 
@ams and bridges, and in order to be of any effect the joint 
resolution ought to be passed at once. I agree with the Sen- 
ator. I think it would be a good plan on some appropriation 
bill to provide a fund for action in such cases in the discretion 
of the officers of the engineer department of the army. The 
8 ought not to be called upon to intervene in cases of 
this kind. isis 

Mr. SHIVELY. Will the Senator permit me a few words in 
answer to the inquiries from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
STONE]? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHIVELY. An ice gorge has rapidly formed at Wolf 
Creek on the Ohio River, some distance below Louisville. The 
waters have risen to a greatly abnormal height above this 
point and adjacent to the cities of New Albany and Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., and Louisville, Ky. The Government has a large 
inilitary supply depot at Jeffersonville. Then there are the 
dam and locks in the river. There is the canal. In these the 
Government has a vital interest. The dam, locks, and canal 
are threatened with destruction by the rising flood. This is 
ample legal basis for the joint resolution. 

On receipt of telegrams yesterday appealing for assistance, I 
at once went to the War Department. On investigation it was 
found that the department had neither authority nor funds to 
meet the emergency. The only recourse was to Congress. The 
House passed the joint resolution last evening, and it is here 
for action this morning. The menace to life and to both public 
and private property is too great for delay, and time too pre- 
cious for me to consume more of it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I think that the question 
which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] has raised is 
very properly raised, and the suggestions which have been 
made here ought to go out in no uncertain tones, that it is not 
the policy- of Congress to appropriate money to relieve all ice 
gorges and all dangers to property. 

When this matter came up before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee this morning, one of the things that was first inquired 
into—and I raised the question myself, I will say—was whether 
there was any public property involved or not; and upon the 
assurance that it was for the protection of public property the 
committee agreed to support the joint resolution passed by the 
House. 

But the country ought to know certainly, as I said, that Con- 
gress is not relieving every ice gorge that may be formed this 
year anywhere along the various rivers, for if we would start 
on that at one side of the country we would not stop until we 
got through to the other side, because there will be a good many 
ice gorges on account of the peculiar severity in most parts of 
the country all this winter. 

But as this matter was presented to the committee it ap- 
peared, as has been stated by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
SHIVELY], that this is a place where a large amount of govern- 
ment property is in great danger; that this ice gorge has 
formed, and unless it can be dynamited, probably more govern- 
ment property will be lost than the cost of the dynamiting process. 

On that ground, I will say to the Senator from Missouri, 
reiterating what the Senator from Maine has well said, the 
committee agreed to ask for the immediate consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I do not know that I care 
to say anything after the statement of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Burkert]. I might add, however, that, in the 
first place, the Government has large property there. - There is 
the quartermaster’s depot at Jeffersonville. In the second place, 
the canal at Louisville is also in danger by reason of this ice 
gorge. I understand the ice gorge has thrown the water up 20 
feet, and it extends on down 80 miles to the mouth of what is 
known as “ Wolf River” or “Wolf Creek.” The country is 
being inundated and the locks and dams of the Government are 
at the mercy of the gorge. The canal is liable to be injured and 
the property of the Government is liable to be injured. In 
addition to that, from the standpoint of humanity, many people 
are homeless and houseless on this account. If a way ean be 
cut through the gorge, so as to let the water flow, it will relieve 
this difficulty. If it is not done, the water will continue to rise. 
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It seems to me that under this remarkable state of affairs 
every member of the Senate would be willing to vote for the 
joint resolution and to give relief at once, not only to the Gov- 
ernment, but to the people who live along the river, the essen- 
tial idea, however, being the necessity for protecting the prop- 
erty of the Government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think it is too clear for 
any discussion whatever that this/ particular appropriation 
should be made instantly; but it points to the substance of 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, and I think the 
Senator from Maine will agree to it, that hereafter there should 
be an annual appropriation of some reasonable amount, so 
that the War Department might instantly act in cases of emer- 
gency like this. Nobody can anticipate what the weather is 
going to be in winter. The waters of some of the rivers con- 
necting with the Ohio rise on occasions of this kind with in- 
credible rapidity and with an equal amount of terror. 

So I assume everybody agrees that the joint resolution should 
be passed. In addition to that, it is a matter of the preservation 
of property hereafter and of care for human life itself that an 
annual appropriation should be made. This is one of those oc- 
casions and instances which brings to the attention of Congress 
such permanent legislation as an annual appropriation. The 
Wur Department, in cases of emergency, ought not to have to 
wait for an appropriation to be made by legislative procedure; 
it ought to be able instantly to wire its men to go to work, as 
the department could do, of course, if it had an annual appro- 
priation. à 3 

I take it for granted that this report of the committee will 
at once be adopted, and I express the hope sincerely to the 
Appropriations Committee that an annual provision for emer- 
gency of this kind will hereafter be made, the wisdom having 
been demonstrated by the event before us. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 56) authorizing the President of the United States 
to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth International 
Congress on Hygiene and Demography, which was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and requested to extend an invitation to the governor’ of 
each State to appoint a state committee of not more than five mem- 
bers to cooperate with the committee on organization in planning and 
reparing the exhibition of the Fifteenth International Congress on 
9 — and Demography. . 

And to strike out the preamble. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment. The House has simply stricken out the preamble of 
the joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM JOSLIN, DECEASED, 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 144), 

which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 
Senate resolution 144. 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 822) for the relief of the estate of 
William Joslin, deceased, now nding in the Senate, be, and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of 
suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 
3, 1887. And the sald court shall proceed with the same in accord- 
ance with the provisions of said act and report to the Senate in ac- 
cordance therewith. 


CHRISTIAN POPULATION OF OTTOMAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. PENROSE (by request) submitted the following resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 147), which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

Senate resolution 147. 


Resolred, That the President be requested to use the gocd offices 
of the United States to induce the signatory powers of the Berlin con- 
gress of 1878 to convene, to the end that the provisions of the said 
treaty which guaranteed protection and reforms to the Christian popu- 
lations of the Ottoman Empire may be faithfully carried out, because 
the interest and safety of the citizens of the United States are endan- 
gered by the internal transactions of the Government of Turkey. 


AMERICAN MISSIONARIES IN OTTOMAN kurz. 


Mr. PENROSE (by request) submitted the following resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 146), which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

Senate resolution 146. 


3 of State be. and he is hereby, re- 
ested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to transmit to the 

te all correspondence between the State Department and our am- 
bassador and consuls of the United States representing especially Con- 


Resolved, That the 
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stantinople, Adana Province, Kessab, Mersina, Osmanlyeh, Antioch 


showing the murder of American missionaries and 


the destruction o 
America . 


n property in the places aforesaid in the Ottoman Empire. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, that order is closed, and the Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate a resolution submitted by the Senator from 
aoe [Mr. Davis], coming over from yesterday, which will 

read. 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. 
Davis, as follows: 

Senate resolution 140. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
requested to furnish to the United States Senate at his earliest con- 
venience a statement showing the total amount of public land sold and 
disposed of under the various acts of Co in the State of Arkansas 
after the Ist day of 2 1836, together With the total amount of money 
recelved therefrom, and also a statement of the total amount of money 
paid to the State of Arkansas from the sale of said public lands, under 
section 3 of the compact act, by which said State was admitted to the 
Union, approved June 23, 1836. 

Mr. KEAN. I think the resolution needs to be amended. In 
the first part of the resolution the word “requested” should 
be changed to “directed.” I move that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The Srcrerary. In line 2 it is proposed to strike out the 
word requested“ and to insert in lieu thereof the word “ di- 
rected,” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish, ete. 

Mr. DAVIS. I accept the amendment, Mr. President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
‘resolution submitted on yesterday by Mr. BAILEY, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Senate resolution 142. 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of 1 rendered by the Court of Claims in favor 
of claimants in Indian depredation cases, not heretofore reported, re- 
quiring an appropriation by Congress. 


PRACTICE OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Routine morning business is closed, 
and the calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. The Secretary 
will state the first bill on the calendar. 

The bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States was an- 
nounced as first in order on the calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let it go over without prejudice, Mr. Presi- 


ent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill goes over. 
SURPLUS AND UNALLOTTED LANDS IN NORTH AND SOUTH- DAKOTA. 


The next bill on the calendar was the bill (S. 3286) to 
amend sections 7 and 8 of the act of May 29, 1908 (35 Stat. 
L., p. 460), entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposi- 
tion of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the 
Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian reservations, in the 
States of South Dakota and North Dakota, and making appro- 
priation and provision to carry the same into effect.” 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, the bill has already been read 
and was partially considered the last time the calendar was 
pending, when the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son] asked to have the bill passed over until he could examine 
the statute. As I understand, he is now entirely satisfied with 
it. The bill having already been once read, perhaps it will not 
be necessary to read it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and subject to amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, undoubtedly there will be dis- 
cussion about this bill. The last time it came up there was some 
information promised us as to the law. The Senator from Min- 
nesota raised a question in regard to it. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have examined the law. 
When the bill was previously pending I had supposed that lands 
within Indian reservations were not within the school-land 
grants of the State of Minnesota, but I found on examining the 


d 


law that, while the limitation applied to other permanent res- 


ervations, it did not apply to Indian reservations. The State, 
whenever those Indian reservations are opened, is entitled to 
sections 16 and 86 for schools in each township. This bill pro- 


poses to relinquish those lands, and to give the State other 
lands in lieu of them. The right of the Indian is adjusted and 
and was partially considered the last time the calendar was 
paid for at the rate of $2.50 an acre. We are simply buying 
that land and paying the Indians for it in order that the State 
can get its school-land grant; in other words, in order that the 
State may get sections 16 and 36 within the limits of the Indian 
reservation, we propose to pay the Indians for the land at the 
rate of $2.50 an acre, 

Mr. LODGE. Who gets the money? 

Mr. NELSON. It is supposed to go to the Indians. It be- 
longs to the Indians, 

Mr. LODGE. Who pays the money—the United States? 
18 NELSON. I suppose the Government of the United 

es, w 807 SIGA 

Mr. LODGE. That is, we pay the Indians for the land and 
then give the land to the State? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. How much does the bill involve? 

Mr. NELSON. I am unable to say. This bill was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and not from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The bill involves 166,000 acres of land. The 
enabling act, to which the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NEtsoNn] called the attention of the Senate when this bill was 
last under consideration, expressly conveys to the State sections 
16 and 36 for the benefit of the common schools, and if any of 
the lands are within Indian reservations, as soon as the Indian 
title is extinguished, then the title vests in and the lands be- 
come the property of the State. It has been the practice of 
Congress for many years to carry out the provisions of the en- 
abling act and to pay the Indians for such lands, so that they 
might be conveyed to the State and used for the benefit of the 
common schools. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will read the section of the enabling act, if 
the Senator cares to have me do so. 

Mr. LODGE. No land was given to the State of South Da- 
kota at the time of the enabling act. 

Mr. GAMBLE. ‘There were lands given, and those lands were 
donated to the State at the same time. $ 

Mr. LODGE. These very lands were given under the en- 
abling act? f 

Mr. GAMBLE. These very lands—sections 16 and 36—the 
same as in all the public-land States, were donated to the States, 
and the grant would become operative as a grant as soon as the 
Indian title was extinguished. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand that the Government of the 
United States is under obligation to pay four or five hundred 
thousand dollars to Indians, and then give the lands to the 
State of South Dakota? 

Mr. GAMBLE. The Government certainly is so obligated un- 
der the enabling act, and that was the direct proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. The provision of the enabling act was for the 
extinguishment of the Indian title? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr, LODGE, I should like to have that section of the act 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GAMBLE. x 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this is a proposition which 
involves an expenditure of $415,000. I have beard a great deal 
about the necessity for economy in governmental appropriations 
this year, and we have tried to guard the Treasury as well as 
we could. Now, it seems to me that this matter ought to have 
more censideration than it possibly can get under Rule VIII, in- 
volving so large an amount as it does. 

Another observation. A few days ago, when we undertook 
to get a resolution through here, we were met with the sug- 
gestion that it ought not to receive favorable consideration 
because there was an attorney in the case. I should like to 
ascertain, if I can, whether or not there is an attorney in this 
case. I recall the fact that since I have been a member of the 
Senate we passed a bill relating to the Indians in which there 
was an attorney fee of something like $750,000, which was 
paid to certain lawyers who looked after the matter before 
Congress. Perhaps the Senator from South Dakota can tell me 
whether there are any attorneys in this case who are going to 
oa up this money with the Indians, provided we appro- 
priate it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I can most confidently assure the Senator 
from New Hampshire that there are no attorneys or attorneys’ 
fees, directly or indirectly, connected with this matter. As I 
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stated when this bill was under consideration a few days since, 
I originally, some two years ago, introduced a bill for the open- 


ing of these lands to settlement. The price of the school lands 
in that bill was fixed at $1.25 an acre. It involved about 
3,000,000 acres in the northern part of my State. It has been 
the custom of the department to refer these matters to the 
Indian tribes to see if the propositions contained in the bills 
would be satisfactory. That was done in this case. 

The bill provides for an appraisement of the lands by a 
commission. These lands, I understand, have been appraised 
at prices from 50 cents to $6 per acre. The bill was submitted 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and had the approval of the 
department. It passed the Senate, fixing the price*to be paid 
for the land at $2.50 an acre. It went to the House, and by 
some mistake or misapprehension—and I think the mistake 
grew out of using the original bill which I introduced provid- 
ing for payment at the rate of $1.25 an acre—it was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House with an 
appropriation at the rate of $2 an acre; but by a misappre- 
hension it passed the House at $1.25, and afterwards was 
agreed to in conference. 

The department felt that as this matter had been referred to 
the Indians of the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock reserva- 
tions and a pledge as nearly as could be was honorably made to 
them, that a fair price should be paid, which was fixed at $2.50 
an acre, They so understood it, and Congress ought to meet 
that requirement. 

This bill was prepared by the department, and not by any 
attorney. It is an honorable effort to carry out what was the 
original fair understanding had with these Indian tribes. It is 
to correct an error, to make right a wrong, and to do justice to 
these Indian tribes. 

I will not take the time of the Senate to discuss the propo- 
sition in regard to the provisions of the enabling act. The 
pending bill adheres to the practice that has been followed in 
the opening of the reservations not only in South Dakota, but 
in North Dakota; and this has been the interpretation placed 
upon it by Congress and by the department. 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator from South Dakota will permit 
me to interrupt him, I should like to ask from what committee 
this bill comes? 

Mr. GAMBLE. This bill came from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, before the Senator finally con- 
cludes this little running debate, I should like to have read the 
statute to which he has referred. It is a very remarkable one, 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] has been recognized, and is entitled to the 
floor. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will make a single observation, and 
then yield the floor. I notice in the report a letter from the 
late Secretary of the Interior, who seems to approve of this 
grant, and yet there is one observation here that is worthy of 
consideration. The Secretary says: 

I have been unable to determine just when or by whom the amend- 
ment to this original bill was proposed su ting the substitution of 
$1.25 per acre for $2.50, as originally Er ed, and the appropriation 
of $225,000 instead of $415,000 to pay for the lands so granted. 

It seems to me, from that suggestion of the late Secretary of 
the Interior, that there is some doubt as to how the price for 
these lands was fixed, and I think it ought to be looked into. 

Mr. President, I know very little about this matter; but a 
very large amount is involved in the bill: and after the Senator 
from South Dakota puts in the Recorp the statute, I propose to 
object to the further consideration of the bill under Rule VIII, 
and ask that it go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects to the further consideration of the bill, except that he 
limits his objection so as to permit the Senator from South 
Dakota to read the statute. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I want to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question, if he will permit me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator from New 
Hampshire to say that the Secretary of the Interior had sug- 
gested a query in his communication as to why the price of these 
lands had been doubled. My understanding is that the query 
was exactly the other way, and was as to why the amount to 
be appropriated had been decreased. 


Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator is right on that point. I 
misinterpreted the suggestion of the Secretary. The Secretary 
of the Interior raised a question as to why the amount had been 
decreased rather than increased, but, nevertheless, the larger 
amount is in the bill we are considering. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I call attention to section 10 of 
the enabling act providing for the admission into the Union of 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington, ap- 
proved February 22, 1889, which reads: 

Src. 10. That upon the admission of each of said States into the 
Union sections Nos. 16 and 36 in every bang Sig said proposed States, 
and where such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or other- 
wise disposed of by or under the authority of any act of Congress, 
other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than 
8 section, and as contiguous as may be to the section in lieu 
of which the same is taken, are hereby granted to said States for the 
1 of common schools, such indemnity lands to be selected within 
said States in such manner as the legislature may provide, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for na- 
tional purposes shall not, at any time, be ry ie to the grants nor to 
the indemnity provisions of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in 
Indian, military, or other reservations of any character be subject to 
the grants or to the pian ht provisions of this act until the reserva- 
tion shall have been extinguished and such lands be restored to and 
become a part of the public domain, 2 


By the very act itself, Mr. President, the lands become a part 
of the public domain, and the original grant to the States at 
that time becomes operative. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay the bill 
going over. I merely wish to say, as I asked for the reading of 
the section of the statute, that it does not in the slightest degree 
bind the United States to buy the lands and extinguish the title 
of the Indians on these Indian reservations. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, on a proper interpretation of 
the section it certainly does bind the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. I am only interpreting the act as I heard it 
read. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It donates affirmatively sections 16 and 36, 
and then pledges the faith of the Government that when the 
Indian title becomes extinguished the grant will become oper- 
ative. It has been the uniform practice of the Government 
throughout its history in the public-land States to grant these 
lands, but in later years, as the land has appreciated in value, of 
course the price and the amount we pay has been increased. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand a Senator is entitled to speak once, 
and then for only five minutes, when considering the calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Perhaps I am occupying too much time, and 
I apologize to the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Dakota a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, Mr. President. This bill was referred to that com- 
mittee. It was introduced by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. GAMBLE], and by that committee was referred to the Sen- 
ator himself as a subcommittee. The Senator brought the bill 
before the committee, and insisted upon it being reported out 
the same morning. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I desire to correct the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. This bill was a department bill, which had 
been introduced by the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
CLAPP], the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, dur- 
ing the last Congress. It was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs by the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHER- 
LAND] in the Senate a year ago. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. GAMBLE. The Senator will permit me an additional 
word. Then, during the present session, this bill having been 
favorably reported heretofore, it was reported at the first meet- 
ing of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The bills to which the 
Senator from Arkansas refers, or the ones he now has in mind, 
are two other bills on which reports were directed to be made 
at the last sitting of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. Be that as it may, Mr. President, the Senator 
from South Dakota insisted in the committee upon an imme- 
diate report of this bill. I objected to the terms of the bill at 
the meeting of the committee, and it was expressly understood 
between the Senator from South Dakota and myself that he 
would satisfy me about this bill before he reported it to the 
Senate. I have had no conference with the Senator from South 
Dakota about it. I should like to have read that provision of 
the bill which relates to the disposition of the school lands. 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Of course I do not want to detain the Senate 
unduly in the consideration of this bill, but with the utmost 
courtesy, I want to say in reply to the Senator from Arkansas 
that he is entirely mistaken. As I clearly recall, this bill was 
authorized to be reported when the Senator from Arkansas 


was not present. I may be in error as to that; but it was a 
unanimous report. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs at its last meeting on last Thursday, when it 
was distinctly understood that the Senator from South Dakota 
should satisfy me about the bill before it was reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I desire to correct the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will ask unanimous consent to make the 
statement that the Senator from Arkansas—and I say it with 
the utmost respect—is entirely mistaken. He is referring to a 
matter that occurred in the committee at its last session. This 
bill was reported on January 6, 1910. The conversation to 
which he refers applies entirely to other bills, and not to this 
bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, if I may be indulged a 
moment, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] is mistaken 
in his statement. As I recall the facts, he evidently has refer- 
ence to some other bill. I do not know just how far we ought 
to discuss the proceedings in committee here, but the fact is 
that when this bill was authorized to be reported, I remember 
very distinctly that the Senator from Arkansas was not pres- 
ent. The matter was called up before the committee and the 
Senator from South Dakota was authorized to report the bill 
without discussion, because identically the same bill had been 
authorized to be reported by the committee at the preceding 
Congress, had been reported, and, as I recall, had been passed 
by the Senate. It then went to the House of Representatives, 
and the House amended the bill by fixing the smaller amount. 
It is only because of those circumstances that the bill is brought 
back again. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, on referring to the calendar, I 
find that I am mistaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has objected to the further consider- 
ation of the bill, and it goes to the calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the bill goes over I desire to 
have read a proposed amendment, which I shall offer to the 
bill when it is again up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the proposed amendment. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation herein made shall be 
allowed for fees or compensation of any kind to attorneys or agents. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will accept the amendment, and I trust 
that, as the bill is a matter of importance, the Senator from 
New Hampshire will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I must insist that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire adheres to his objection, and the bill goes over. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have no objection whatever to the proposed 
amendment. 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


The bill (H. R. 13831) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. The first amendment was, on page 2, after line 6, 
to strike out: 

The name of Michael J. Daly, alias George T. Smith, late of Com y 
H, Fifth R t New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 22, after the name 
William,“ to strike out Walford” and insert Waford,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

The name of William Waford, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 3, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ thirty,” so 
as to make the clause read: 


The name of Jonathan P. Bare, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Pennsylyania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out thirty and insert “twenty,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

The name of Martha M. del B. Cunningham, widow of John S. Cun- 

late purser, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, to strike out lines 21 to 
24, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Milo P. Parker, late of Company H, Ei 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four” and insert “ thirty,” so 
as to make the clause read: n 

The name of Edward W. Freeman, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, to strike out lines 1 to 3, 
inclusive, as follows: 

The name of William M. Hall, late of Capt. James Hankins’s com- 
pany, Alabama Scouts and Guides, and pay a pension at the rate 
of 912 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, to strike out lines 11 
to 14, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Nahum A. Kelton, late of Company D, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, to strike out lines 15 
to 19, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Fetner Sheeler, late of Company D, One hundred and 
sixty-third Regiment, and Company H, Seventy-third Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, to strike out lines 14 
to 17, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Frank H. Holding, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunter Heavy ar and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 4, after the word 
“receiving,” to strike out “said pension to commence from 
February 18, 1909,” so as to make the clause read: 

The name of Robert McGuire, alias Robert W. Smith, late of U. S. S. 
Vermont and A. D. Vance, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, to strike out lines 21 
to 24, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of John G. Lang, late of 3 D, Ninth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 19, to strike out 
the name “ Joel” and insert “ John,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

The name of John McEnany, late of 88 H, Ninth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and m a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, to strike out lines 9 
to 12, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Monroe Snow, late of Company H, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, to strike out lines 9 
to 12, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Daniel W. Edwards, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 67, to strike out lines 13 
to 16, inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Isaac E. Price, late of Company H, One hundred and 
twenty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $ per month im lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 11, after the word 
“receiving,” to strike out “said pension to commence February 
18, 1909,” so as to make the clause read: 

The name of William Reinhardt, alias John Herbe 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment, an 


th Regiment 
rate of $30 


„ late of Com- 
Company H, 
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Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, to strike out lines 14 
to 18, incisive, as follows: 


The name of Rollin A. Waters, late of Company F, One hundred and 

fifth Reziment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, One hundred and forty- 

agro Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Cerps, and pay him 
OM art AEEA EAE E AR ow oe, lieu of that he is now re- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 11, to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert thirty,“ so as to make the clause 
rend: 

The name bens, “fifth ment 
Indiana 2 S a cae aes oy che at tae 8 830 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 13832) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with an amendment, on page 3, to strike out lines 1 to 4, in- 
clusive, as follows: 

The name of George E. Crocker, ape of Company A, Second Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infan a pension at ru 
of $40 per month in lieu of that è is pb nner En spacers 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO. 

The bill (S. 1043) providing for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge in and for the northern judicial district of the 
State of Ohio was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REMISSION OF A PORTION OF CHINESE INDEMNITY. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) to amend the joint resolu- 
tion of May 25, 1908, entitled “ Joint resolution to provide for 
the remission of a portion of the Chinese indemnity,” was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend 
the joint resolution by adding thereto the following: 


and direction in 
in the Court of 


to 
d under his authori 
claims aga Chinese indemnity 
Claims of the United ‘saan exclusive of salaries. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
BERING SEA AWARDS. 


The bill (S. 3916) to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit court 
of the United States for the ninth circuit to determine in equity 
the rights of American citizens under the award of the Bering 
Sea arbitration of Paris and to render judgment thereon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PACIFIC PEARL MULLETT. 

The bill (S. 4251) for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Pacific Pearl Mullett, administratrix of the estate of the late 
Alfred B. Mullett, $2,062.06, in full for the balance due her 
husband on account of compensation and his actual expenses 
incurred as commissioner appointed from civil life on the navy- 
yard commission under the provisions of the act of August 5, 
1882. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


4 EXTENSION OF TIME FOR CERTAIN HOMESTEADERS. 

The bill (H. R. 16223} extenđing the time for certain home- 
steaders to establish residence upon their lands was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pubile 
Lands with amendments, 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 3, after the word 
“who,” to insert “ have heretofore;” in the same line, after the 
word“ homestead,” to strike out entry“ and insert entries; 
in line 7, after the word to,“ to strike out make entry under 
such declaratory statement or;” in line 11, after the word 
“to,” to strike out “make such entry or actual settlement 
and;” and on page 2, to add after the word “law,” in line 3, 
the following: 

Provided further, That this act shall not apply to an adverse claim 
established by en and residence after the expiration of the time 
allowed for establishing residence of the first entryman, and prior to 
the passage of this act. 

So as to make the section read: 


That all persons who have 8 made homestead entries in the 
States of North Dakota, Dakota, Idaho, Minnesota, Montana, 

Nebraska, Colorado, and Wroming and ‘the Territory of New Mexico, 
where the in which they were, or are, 8 by law to estab- 
lish residence expired or expires after December 1, 1909, are hereby 
granted until May 15. 1910.“ within an to establish residence u 
the lands so entered by them : That this extension of 
shall not shorten either the period of p pierima or of actual resi- 
dence under the homestead law: Provided further, That this act shall 
not apply to an adverse claim established by entry and residence after 
the expiration of the time allowed for establishing residence of the first 
entryman, and prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was te strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That homestead settlers u the public domain in the States 
above named are hereby granted a leave of absence from their land for 


a period of three months from the date of the approval of this act: 


Provided, That the er of actual absence wie os act shall not be 
deducted from the 1 time of residence required by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SNAKE RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IDAHO AND OREGON. 

The bill (S. 3318) to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
between the States of Idaho and Oregon was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

KANSAS RIVER BRIDGE, KANSAS CITY, KANS. 

The bill (S. 4891) to extend the time for the commencement 
and completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas River at 
or near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyandotte, State 
of Kansas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 


The bill (S. 5236) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with an amendment, on page 11, to strike out lines 20 to 23, 
inclusive, as follows: 

The name of Andrew G. Wylie, late of 8 B. Eighty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, im a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 5237) granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of wars other than the civil war and to certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

REVENUE CUTTER FOR ALASKAN COAST. 

The bill (S. 4640) to provide for the construction of a rere- 
nue cutter for service on the coast of Alaska to replace the 
revenue cutter Rush was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the construction, at a cost not to ex- 
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ceed $250,000, of a steam revenue cutter for service on the coast 
of Alaska to replace the revenue cutter Rush. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LAND OFFICE AT DES MOINES, IOWA. 


The bill (S. 5238) to abolish the United States land office at 
Des Moines, Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. NELSON. In connection with the bill just passed, I ask 
that the letter which I send to the desk, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, be printed in the Record. It is very short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota will be complied with. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 6, 1910. 

Sır: In 1907 my predecessor submitted to Congress a draft of pro- 
posed bill abolishing the land office at Des Moines, Iowa, which draft 
was printed as H. R. Document No. 606, Sixtieth Congress, but no 
further action appears to have been had in the matter. 

Practically all the public lands in the State of Iowa have been 
dis of. The returns from the Dest Moines office show that there 
were but two entries (one isolated tract of 4.04 acres and one com- 
muted homestead of 52.43 acres) made during the fiscal year ending 
June 30. 1909. The receipts in the office from all sources for the year 
were $354.10, while the expense of the office, including 
the compensation of the register and receiver, was $1,247.95. In my 
opinion the public interests and economical administration require 
the discontinuance of the office, and, following the precedent estab- 
lished by the act of Congress of July 31, 1876 0 70 Stat., 121), abolish- 
ing the land offices at Chillicothe, Indianapolis, and Springfield, I 
have the honor to inclose herewith draft of pro} bill for abolishing 
the Des Moines land office, which I recommend enacted into law. 

Should there be found any public lands within the limits of the 
States of Iowa, they can be entered and disposed of in accordance with 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1877 (19 Stat., 315). 

E Very respectfully, 

> R. A. BALLINGER, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 


A bill to abolish the United States land office at Des Moines, Iowa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the land office at Des Moines, Iowa, shall be, 
and is hereby, abolished from and after the 28th day of February, 1910, 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to transfer to 
the State of Iowa such of the transcripts, documents, and records of 
the office as are not required for the use of the United States and as 
the State may desire to preserve. 


INSPECTION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 4937) to amend section 4421 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, as amended by act approved June 11, 
1906, relating to inspection of steam vessels, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
“amended,” to strike out— 


by adding at the end thereof the following: “Provided, however, That 
any such vessel operated upon a 2 established line from a port 
of the United States to a port of a fore gn country not contiguous to 
the United States, whose certificate of inspection 5 at sea, or 
while said vessel is in a foreign port or a port of the Philippine Islands 
or Hawaii, may lawfully complete her voyage without the regular cer- 
tificate of ag BT or the temporary certificate required by this sec- 
tion, and no liability for penalties imposed by this title for want of 
such certificate shall be incurred until her voyage shall have been com- 
pleted,” so that said section when amended as above shall. 
And insert “so as to,” so as to make the section read: 


That section 4421 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by act approved June 11, 1906, be, and it is hereby, further 
amended so as to read as follows. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TONNAGE TAXES ON STEAMSHIP “ MONTARA,” 


The bill (S. 4108) to refund certain tonnage taxes and light 
dues levied on the steamship Montara, without register, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to refund 
$1,695, assessed and collected under sections 4219 and 4225, 
Revised Statutes, in the case of the steamship Montara, en- 
tered at Seattle on July 9, 1906, from Yokohama, without reg- 
ister, upon application by the Pacific Coast Steamship Com- 

ny. 
ag ir. KEAN. What does the bill propose? 

Mr. FRYE. To refund tonnage taxes levied by mistake. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, } 


REVENUE CUTTER ON THE PACIFIC COAST, 


The bill (S. 4912) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the Pacific coast, to replace the revenue 
cutter Perry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the construction, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of a steam revenue cutter for service on the 
Pacific coast, to replace the reyenue cutter Perry, at a cost not 
to exceed $225,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION IN ALASKAN WATERS. 


The bill (S. 4457) authorizing the establishment of aids to 
navigation in Alaskan waters and making an appropriation 
therefor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It em- 
powers the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to establish, under 
the direction and supervision of the Light-House Board, such 
aids to naytgation in Alaskan waters as may, in his opinion, be 
considered advisable and necessary, and appropriates for the 
purposes authorized by this act the sum of 880,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passe, 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE ON THE COAST OF MAINE. 


The bill (S. 4641) to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Maine, to replace the revenue 
cutter Woodbury, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the construction, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of a steam revenue cutter for service on the 
coast of Maine, to replace the revenue cutter Woodbury, at a 
cost not to exceed $225,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

TONNAGE DUTIES ON VESSELS, 


The bill (S. 4639) concerning tonnage duties on vessels enter- 
ing otherwise than by sea, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It provides that vessels entering otherwise than by 
sea from a foreign port at which tonnage or light-house dues 
or other equivalent tax or taxes are not imposed on vessels of 
the United States shall be exempt from the tonnage duty of 
2 cents per ton, not to exceed in the aggregate 10 cents per ton 
in any one year, prescribed by section 36 of the act approved 
August 5, 1909, entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 4769) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain the amount due William Johnson and pay the 
same out of the fund known as “ For the relief and civilization 
of the Chippewa Indians,” was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to ascer- 
tain the value of the timber heretofore and during the years of 
1896, 1897, and 1898 cut upon the allotment of William Joln- 
son, an allottee of the White Earth Diminished Reservation, 
covering the south half of the southwest quarter of section 5, 
township 142, range 39, and, after deducting from the value of 
the timber the amount heretofore paid William Johnson, to 
pay over to him the balance of the value of the timber, the 
payment to be made from the funds carried on the books of 
the office of the Secretary of the Interior under the head “ For 
the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
of Minnesota,” created by the act of January 14, 1889. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING MEDALS. 


The bill (S. 4272) granting life-saving medals to Edward 
Spencer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 5, after the name Charles H. Fowler,” 
to insert or his heirs,” so as to make the bill read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1910. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETER FLEMING. 


The bill (S. 2445) granting an honorable discharge to Peter 
Fleming was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That Peter Fleming, late a private in Battery E, Third United States 
Artillery, by reason of faithful services as a soldier for a od of 
nearly three years and his present mutilated and disabled condition be, 
and he is hereby, declared to be entitled to admission to the Soldiers 
Home for Disab Volunteer Soldiers and to any branch thereof, not- 
withstanding the charge of desertion against him, and he shall be so 
admitted at his request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill had better go over. 
of desertion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill 


goes over, 


It is a case 


REVENUE CUTTER ON COAST OF FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 5070) to provide for the construction of a reve- 
nue cutter, for service on the coast of Florida, to replace the 
revenue cutter Forward, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the construction, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, of a steam revenue cutter for 
service on the coast of Florida, to replace the revenue cutter 
Forward, at a cost not to exceed $225,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM KEYES. 

The bill (S. 4672) to correct the military record of William 
Keyes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to remove the charge of desertion now standing on the 
records of the War Department against the name of William 
Keyes, late private in Company B, One hundred and forty- 
second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge from that organization. But no 
pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable 
by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AARON CORNISH. 

The bill (S. 4671) to amend the military record of Aaron 
Cornish was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That Aaron Cornish, late assistant surgeon, Ninety-seventh Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered 
to have been honorably discharged from said organization on Septem- 
ber 8, 1862. And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant 
him a certificate of honorable discharge as of that date: Provided, 
That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable 
by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


The bill (S. 183) to authorize the sale and disposition of a 
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Rosebud In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. CLAPP. I notice the absence of the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. In his absence I will suggest 
that this and the next bill on the calendar (S. 2341) be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. LODGE. I will add that those two bills are not yet here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And some of the other bills are not here. 

Mr. KEAN. And none of the other reports. Some of the 
other bills are here, but the reports, I am informed by the Sec- 
retary, have not yet come from the Printing Office. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then we had better qnit. 

Mr. KEAN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. There are some bills left on the calendar that 
we can dispose of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The two bills referred to by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be passed over. 
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CLAIMS OF ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH IN PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The bill (S. 2863) to provide for payment of the claims of 
certain religious orders of the Roman Catholic Church in the 
Philippine Islands was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $49,372.50, to be paid by 
the Secretary of War to the properly accredited representatives 
of the following-named four religious orders of the Reman 
Catholic Church in the Philippine Islands, according to the 
amounts set forth: The Augustinians, $28,075; the Dominicans, 
$11,285; the Recoletos, $7,252.50; and the Franciscans, $2,750; 
and the acceptance by the properly accredited representatives 
of said respective religious orders of the separate amounts 
above specified shall be in full satisfaction of all claims for use 
and occupation of the property of the respective religious or- 
ders in the islands and for damages done thereto by the mili- 
tary forces of the United States prior to the date, to wit, Janu- 
ary 24, 1906, of the official report of the “board on church 
claims,” which board, composed of John A. Hull, lieutenant- 
colonel, judge- advocate; Alexander O. Brodie, lieutenant-colo- 
nel, military secretary; and J. W. Moore, first lieutenant, Sec- 
ond Cavalry, was duly convened August 1, 1905, at headquar- 
ters Philippine Division, in the city of Manila, in the islands, 
to consider and report upon the claims. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to the claim itself, but it 
seems to me a claim of this kind ought to be chargeable to the 
government of the Philippine Islands and not to the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. LODGE. This claim is against the Federal Government 
for the use of buildings belonging to these religious orders and 
damage inflicted on them by our troops during the war. - It 
has nothing to do with the Philippine government. 

I will say, as the Senator raises the question, that the bill 
was reported unanimously by the committee last year carrying 
$80,000, which was the amount recommended by the military 
beard, which went into all the claims. The House reported it 
favorably from their committee, but reduced it to $49,000. It 
was then too late in the session for the bill to pass as amended. 

This bill carries the amount recommended by the House, 
$49,000. In the opinion of the committee it is an absolutely 
just claim and ought to have been paid long ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not going to object to this bill, but 
I would like to inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he has any information as to how long we are to continue to 
pay for so-called “damages” to church property in the Philip- 
pine Islands? We are still paying for damage to church prop- 
erty during the civil war, and I would like to know if the Sen- 
ator has any information as to whether this is likely to come 
to an end soon? 

Mr. LODGE. So far as I know, this is the last and only 
claim there is. We paid all the claims known as the “ Catholic 
Chureh claims” some years ago. They have all been con- 
eluded, and there are no other claims of any kind that I am 
aware of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MANUFACTURE OF ICE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 1864) to facilitate the use for manufacturing 
purpese of square No. 328 in the city of Washington, as 
authorized in the act of Congress of February 1, 1907, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXTENSION OF KENYON STREET. 


The bill (S. 4621) to provide for the extension of Kenyon street 
from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street and for ihe 
extension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street to Irving 
street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXTENSION OF PABK PLACE NW. 

The bill (S. 4630) to authorize the extension of Park place 
NW. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOME FOR FEEBLE-MINDED, IMBECILE, AND IDIOTIC CHILDREN. 

The bill (S. 5134) to establish a home for feeble-minded, im- 
becile, and idiotice children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BOUNDARY LINE OF ROCK CREEK PARK, 


The bill (S. 4632) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park was announced as next in order. : 

Mr. NELSON. I object to the consideration of the bill under 
Rule VIII. I ask that it may go under Rule IX, because I de- 
sire to discuss it when it comes up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. NELSON. Let it be put under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the order 
is entered, and the bill will go to the calendar under Rule IX. 


WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 4932) to make uniform the law of warehouse re- 
ceipts in the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. KEAN. That is a pretty important bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A similar bill, I will say, passed the Sen- 
ate in the last Congress. But of course it can go over, if the 
Senator wishes. 

Mr. KEAN. It is a pretty important bill. I was going to ask 
the Senator whether these receipts are in conformity with the 
uniform legislation we are trying to get. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the purpose of it, so far as this 
one particular thing is concerned, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. KEAN. Is this the matter agreed upon by the commis- 
sion for uniform legislation, and so on? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is, by the conference of the commis- 
sioners on uniform state laws, and so forth. 

Mr. KEAN. They are now in session here, I am somewhat 
interested in it. I want to have it uniform with all that is 
going to be reported by the commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator need not have any 
trouble in his mind about that. 

; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, under ob- 
ection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Jersey does not 
object. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the 
Senator objected. The objection is withdrawn. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the report be printed in the Rxconb follow- 
ing the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


Senate Report No. 78, Sixty-first Congress, second session. 


UNIFORM LAW OF WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. PILONEN I from the Committee on the 

3 of Columbia, submitted the following report, to accompany 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 

the bill (S. 4932) to make uniform the law of warehouse receipts in 

the District of Columbia, having considered the same, report thereon 
th a recommendation that it pass. 

A similar bill (S. 1474) was introduced in the Senate during the 
Sixtieth Congress, report favorably, and passed by the Senate. 

The report, which your committee adopt, was as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1474) to make uniform the law of warehouse receipts in 
the District of Columbia, beg leave to report the same with the récom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

“The committee are informed that this bill was before the conference 
of commissioners on uniform state laws, for whom it was drafted by 
Professor Williston, of Harvard Law School, for three years, and had 
the most careful consideration of that body before its adoption. After 
its adoption and recommendation by the conference in August, 1906, 
it was favorably passed upon by the American Bar tion, the 
American Bankers’ Association, and the American Warehouseman’s As- 
sociation, by a large number of chambers of commerce and boards of 
trade, and it has also been enacted into law in six important commer- 
cial States, namely, New York, Illinois, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
Connecticut, and Iowa. As indicating the importance of the measure, 
it was stated that warehoused 8 consisting of the products of 
farms, mines, and manufactories, to the estimated value of $300,000,000, 
are constantly in the warehouses of the srg and that this measure 
will make the warehouse receipts issued for these values an excellent 
medium of exchange, and that the legislation will thus become an 
important factor in the commerce of the oun: 

The passage of this measure is recommended by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, in a letter of which the following is a copy : 
„ OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

“* Washington, December 6, 1907. 

„Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia haye the 
‘honor to transmit herewith drafts of “A bill to make uniform the law 
of warehouse receipts in the District of Columbia,” and of “A bill to 


make uniform the law of sales in the District of Columbia,” and recom- 
mend their enactment. 
The drafts of these bills were prepared under the supervision cf 


the conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws, which is 
composed of commissioners from seyeral States and three from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

„The commissioners also transmit herewith printed copies of the 
drafts of these bills, as submitted by the Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws, which contain the text of the bills as transmitted, and 
annotations appurtenant thereto. 


Very respectfully, 
„ Henry B. F. MACFAREAND, 
“ ‘President Board of Commissioner District of Columbia. 


„Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
“‘Ohairman Senate Committee on District of Columbia’ " 


PROBATION AND PAROLE SYSTEM FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 1942) for the ‘establishment, of a probation and 
parole system for the district of Columbia was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] made a most interesting report on this bill last 
year. It has been reproduced this year, and I ask that it be 
printed in the Recorp, in connection with the passage of the 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request will 
be granted. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

Senate Report No. 79, Sixty-first Congress, second session, 
PROBATION AND PAROLE SYSTEM, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. Gavurncer (for Mr. DILLINGHAM), from the Committee on the 
8 of Columbia, submitted the following report to accompany 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1942) “for the establishment of a probation and parole 
system for the District of Columbia,” having considered the same, 
report thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 

A similar bill (S. 6242) was introduced in the Senate during the 
Sixtleth Congress, reported favorably, and passed by the Senate. 

The report, which your committee adopt, was as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
Senate bill 6242, beg leave to report that they have considered the same, 
and recommend that it be amended by striking out everything after the 
enacting clause and inserting the following: 

“*That a commission is hereby constituted to be known as the proba- 
tion commission, which shall consist ex officio of the justices of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia for the time being holding 
the criminal court, the judges of the lice court, the judge of the 
juvenile court, as well as of two bona fide residents of the District of 
Columbia who have resided there for at least five years immediately 
5 their appointment, to be appointed by the Commissioners of 

he District of Columbia for a term of three years or until the appoint- 
ment of their successors; except that the first appointment shall be one 
for a term of two years, and one for a term of three years, and all 
vacancies in said Gay hint is erg except by the expiration of the term of 
appointment, shall filled for the unexpired term only. 

** Sec. 2. That said probation commission shall serve without com- 
pensation except as hereinafter provided. 

“*Suc, 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to supervise 
and direct the enforcement of this act and all other laws relating to the 
8 of probation and parole in the District of Columbia; and they 
shall have power to make and enforce suitable rules and regulations for 
carrying them into effect and may suspend or discharge any officers or 
Aer Seen by them whenever in their judgment it may be expe- 

dient to do so. It shall make and preserve a record of its investigations 
and official acts and shall render an annual report to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia showing the work done by them. 

“*Spec. 4. That said commission shall annually elect a chairman and 

secretary from its members, and may fix a salary for the secretary not 
to exceed $100 r annum. It may also appoint a chief probation 
guardian at a salary of nae per annum, and three probation guar- 
dians, one of whom shall a woman, at a salary of $1,200 per annum 
each, and three assistant probation guardians, one of whom shall be a 
9272 at a salary of $900 per annum each, and a clerk at a salary 
0 ‘ . 
„Spe. 5. That volunteer probation guardians, either male or female, 
any be appointed by said commission, who shall serve without compen- 
sation and shall have such powers and perform such duties as may be 
assigned to them by said commission or chief prona non putraan. 

“* Sec, 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
provide such office accommodations, furniture, appliances, stationery, 
postage stamps, and the amount necessary to cover all other incidental 
expenses, including books and books of reference as may be necessary 
and proper for the prosecution of the work intrusted to said commis- 
sion, and for the car fare and traveling expenses of either of said 
probation 1 when on official business. 

“*Sec. 7. That the chief probation guardian shall have general 
cha under the directions of the probation commission, of all the 
details of the probation and parole work, and be held responsible by the 
commission for the pronar rformance by the probation guardians and 
their assistants of the duties intrusted to them. shall be the duty 
of probation guardians to attend the sessions of the court to which they 
may from time to time be assigned by the probation commission or 
the chief probation guardian, and they and the assistant probation 
guardian shall perform such duties as may be required of them by the 
chief probation guardian, the orders and regulations of the probation 
commission, or by the several courts. 

“Sec. 8. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the 
olice courts of the District of Columbia, and the juvenile court of the 
District of Columbia shall have power in any case, except those involv- 

ing treason, murder, rape, arson, or kidnaping, after conviction or the 

y of a plea of guilty to a felony or misdemeanor and the imposition 
of a sentence thereon either of a fine or imprisonment or both, to place 
the defendant or defendants upon probation when it shall appear to the 
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satisfaction of the court that the ends of justice and the best interests 
of the District will be subserved thereby, and may suspend the execution 
of the sentence for such time and upon such terms as in its discretion 
may seem best, and place the person or persons under the charge and 
supervision of the probation commission during such suspension. Every 
person placed on probation shall observe all rules p: for his 
conduct by the court or by the probation commission and ropot to the 
commission or guardians as directed. He shall be furnished bi the 
clerk of the court with a written statement of the terms and conditions 
of his probation at the time when he is placed thereunder. 

“Sc. 9. That it shall be the duty of the chief probation guardian 
from time to time to visit the jail and workhouse and all the reforma- 
tory institutions in the District of Columbia, as-well as the penal in- 
stitutions to which United States prisoners from the District of Colum- 
bia are sent, for the purpose of ascertaining the character and habits of 
the prisoners thus committed to those institutions from said District, 
and whenever it shall seem to him that a prisoner or inmate, excepting 


when convicted of treason, murder, rape, arson, or kidnaping, has so 
reformed that he wil me a citizen and may with propriety 
and safety to the ‘community and with benefit to himself be released 

that fact to the probation 


from custody 7 parole, he shall certi 
commission. The probation commission shall carefully investigate all 
cases presented to it either by the chief probation guardian or by any 
other person or by the prisoner himself, and if it is satisfied that the 
risoner ought to be released on parole, it shall recommend such parole 
o the court which imposed the sentence. If after consideration of said 
recommendation and the investigation by the court of the prisoner's 
record, and after conference with the prosecuting officer, and in United 
States cases obtaining the consent of the Attorney-General, the court 
shall be satisfied that the interests of the 5 and the good of 
the prisoner or such inmate would be best promoted by releasing him 
upon parole, the court may pass the necessary order upon such terms 
and conditions as it may prescribe; and if such person shall at any 
time thereafter be convicted of any crime or misdemeanor, he may be 
recommitted by the court to serve the remainder of his original sen- 
tence not served at the time of his parole, in addition to the sentence 
imposed for such subsequent offense. And for the purposes of this act 
the court shall have control of the sentence 8 the entire time coy- 
ered by it, wherever the prisoner may be confined, but no person shall 
be put on probation or parole except with his own consent. 

“*Spec,10. That upon the termination of the term fixed for such 
probation or peters the probation guardian shall report that fact to 
the court, with a statement of the conduct of the person while on pro- 
bation or parole, and the court may thereupon discharge the person on 
probation or parole from further supervision, or it may extend the 

robation or parole term, as it shall seem proper to the court. At any 

rine during the probationary or role term the court by which the 
person wus released may in its discretion revoke and terminate such 
probation or parole or modify the terms and conditions thereof, and, 
whenever the ends of justice shall be best subserved thereby, may ter- 
minate the period of probation or parole and discharge the prisoner so 
held from serving out the unexpired sentence. If the order of proba- 
tion or parole shall be revoked and terminated by the court pr or to 
the expiration of the term of probation or parole, the court shall cause 
the rearrest of the person on probation or arole and require him to 
serve the sentence as originally imposed, and the time of probation or 

role shall not be taken into account to diminish the time for which 

e was originally sentenced; but he shall serve the full sentence not 
theretofore served, without taking into account the time he was out on 
probation or parole. 

“Spc, 11. That as used in this act the term probation shall mean 
the state of a person the execution of whose sentence has been sus- 
pended, and Taras shall mean the release of a person from further 
serving a sentence imposed. 

“*Sec.12. That the following sums named, respectively, for the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, are hereby appropri- 
ated, one half out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise . 

riated and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
umbia, to be disbursed by the disbursing officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia on vouchers audited and approved by the auditor of the said 
District, pursuant to existing law: Chief probation guar „ $1,200; 
three probation R ipep esi at $1,200 each; three assistant probation 

rdians, at $ each; one clerk, at $720; compensation of secre- 

ry to the commission not to exceed $100; rent of offices, $1,000; 

furniture and equipment of office, $500; contingent expenses, including 

postage, traveling expenses, purchase of law books, books of reference 

and riodicals, supplies, and all other necessary incidental items, 
$1,500; amounting in all to $11,920. 

“*Sec. 13. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed.’ 

“and that when so amended it do pass. 
“The committee further reports that this measure is not only ap- 


“From evidence presented to the committee it appears that— 

“Probation and parole for offenders against the law who are under 
16 years of age have been provided through the juvenile branch of the 
District police court (now discontinued) and the juvenile court of the 
District for about six years. There the system has been administered, 
worked easily and profitably, and has diminished the risk of further 
wrongdoing instead of increasing it. 

“But this is the only modern correctional method which the present 
law of the District permits. As to all adult persons convicted of mis- 
demeanor or crime the courts of every grade must either suspend sen- 
tence—without satisfactory bond, pledge of good conduct, system of 
reports, or other cents ibing influence—or commit the offenders to the 
workhouse, jail, or penitentiary. There is no present form of proba- 
tion, and the District neither has a reformatory nor has any arrange- 
ment to send its less-confirmed lawbreakers to the reformatory of any 
other jurisdiction. 

“The system of adult probation and parole covered by this Dill is 
not an experiment. Seven States now make use of methods corre- 
nding in all essentials to those provided in this measure—Califor- 
nja, Connecticut (for offenses not punishable by imprisonment in the 
state prison), Maine (as to Cumberland County, including the city of 
Portland), Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Vermont. 

“Three other States maintain a oo system as a feature of the 
indeterminate sentence. They are Ohio, Illinois, Indiana. 


13 system for 
n New York this 
method of dealing with criminals ha 


in 1900 the court of special city of New York, first 
division (the old city of New KORRA, organized it on the basis generally 
adopted by the legislature in 1 . In Maryland, the co ion on 


of le. After volcan the irements of the commission 
during a . of supervision flxed by that body the offender may be 
given full freedom 


In the States named many thousands of prisoners have been freed 
according to this process. In no case which has come to the knowledge 
of the committee have more than 16 per cent of those set free failed 
to fulfill the conditions of conduct laid down by the probation or 

role commission. In most cases the 1 has been much lower, 

hat for the a of New York being less than 6. Of the number thus 
reported not all have been guilty of new offenses, rearrest or recom- 
tment being ordered in many cases solely because the subject gives 


no indication of programi 

“A report on the operation of the plan in New York City has been 
submitted to the justices of the court of special sessions, first division, 
under date of rch 6, 1908, by Justices Willard H. Olmsted and 
Joseph M. Deuel. After noting that 84 per cent of all juvenile prisoners 
haye been su probation officers since 1902 and that in 


rvised by 
5,545 cases out of a total of 6,579 the system has worked with appar- 


ently complete success, the report says: 
ut s ears 4.8806 cases (adult) were investigated 


Durak tae past seven 
by the probation officers of this court and 2,231 offenders placed on 

role. Less than 6 per cent of this number violated their parole. 

he percentage of salvage in the case of women probationers was even 
greater. Two hundred and eighty-eight convicted women had their 
cases investigated. Of these, 140 were placed on probation, with un- 
satisfactory results in but 6 cases. Thus have 2,050 persons convicted 
of crime, instead of being sent to penal institutions, been reclaimed to 
useful dagen and pu , and instead of being a burden on the tax- 
payers haye become useful members of the community, producers, a help 
to society instead of a burden and a future menace. What this may 
mean in mere dollars it would be hard to estimate—the figures would 
be enormous.’ 7 

“The probation and parole commission proyided in this bill has a 
counterpart in all its essentials in each of the States named. In Massa- 
chusetts the commission has been practically a feature of the executive 
branch of the state government. But the tendency is everywhere to 
make such boards a part of the judicial branch, and Massachusetts is 
now about to commit its boards wholly to the courts, where it naturally 
and logically belongs. A bill provid for that change, having Gov- 
ernor Guild's approval, is now before the legislature. 

“ By this bill the probation commission is a servant of the courts hav- 
ing criminal jurisdiction; a ority of its personnel consists of the 
ju sitting in those courts; it deprives the courts of none of their 
authority over persons convicted of crime; the measure is wholly per- 
missive In terms, not mandatory, and its functions are limited to an 
investigation, which the courts have neither time nor opportunity to 
make, into the offender’s character and environment, his previous record, 
the likelihood that if released under supervision he can be trusted to 
obey the law, and whether or not the punitive objects of his arraign- 
ment, trial, and sentence have been satisfied. 

“As far as such information is now obtained at all, it is obtained by 
study of the prisoner on the part of the Judge, during a period of a 
few hours or eyen a few minutes only while the sub; labors under 
abnormal strain. If, in the light of the information obtained by the 
commission, it is deemed wise to trust the prisoner to work of his 
disgrace, either before commitment or afterwards, the commission so 
orders. In other jurisdictions the parole or probation boards have fre- 
quently found their charges work, so that the offender goes free to prove 
his sincere purpose to earn his own respect and that of his fellows, 
often finds immediate employment, and by frequent visits from the pro- 
bation officers of the commission always keeps in constant touch with 
it. Should occasion require, the probationer or parole is brought before 
the commission or the court which sentenced him and there warned or 
commended. 

“The number of adult persons likely to be affected by this law in the 
District is of course problematical. 

“ Elsewhere the average would seem to be about one-fifth of all adult 
pesons convicted. The judges of the police court believe that average 
og to hold good as to their dockets, which would mean that of the 
16,200 persons convicted there At year about 3.000 would have op- 
portunity to save themselves from the stigma of the prison. The same 
average applied to the number of persons committed to prison from the 
District saprene court would give a total of about 35. The total of 

ersons which would possibly be put upon probation in a year is there- 
ore somewhat over 3,000. 

“The number likely to be paroled is considerably smaller, There are 
now in the District jail, where there are accommodations for 320, 554 
prisoners. In the course of the past several weeks the total has risen 
as high as 617. The warden believes that if the probation officers 
exercise care, particularly to keep from these convicts intoxicating 
drinks, not less than 200 can be released without danger and with every 
prospect of lasting good. In the workhouse there are now 480 prison- 
ers, of whom the superintendent believes 96 could be released accordin 
to the same conditions. Finally, there is an unestimated number o 
the District prisoners now at certain of the state penitentiaries. In 
the 5 court there were on probation in the calendar year 1907 a 
total of 401 children. 

“The whole number whom it is possible this law will reach is there- 
fore not less than 3,700, and after the first 92 85 the same calculation 
would indicate that it would reach about 3,400 persons every year. 

“The chief purpose for which this probation and parole system is 
proposed is to save the characters of these citizens, whether 3,000 or 
more or less. It is a commonplace of morals that, in the path of evil, 
it is the first step that counts the most.“ With every repetition the 
habit of wrongdoing gtows stronger. In taking his first lawless step 
the unfortunate may very easily have only responded to had external 
influences, to surroundings which are little more than temptations ta 
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arraignment, trial, and conviction are in the ashi ex- 
courts often punishment enough. If the mer can 
taken in hand at the moment sentence is pronounced, it is entircly 
reasonable to expect that In many cases the e and degradation of 
his position may be made a lever to turn him Peeper ened away from 
5 — crime. Probation provides the means for taking advantage of 
this opening. Parole comes into use in those cases where a period of 
confinement behind bars is thought to be needed in addition to the ex- 
perience of the trial. In either case healthful, free employment where 
self- is not im ible and good associations re ogo well 
is substituted for the drudgery of the prison, the y humilia- 
tion of a cell, and the undermining company of fellow-creatures hard- 
ened in crime. Letters from scores of men and women, boys and Is, 
are read to every prison conference to prove that this is no empty hope, 
but a workable, lasting, every-day t in other jurisdictions and can 
reasonably be expected to prove so in the District of Columbia. 
“This saving of character is the great object of any probation or 
parole system. Eaa hee it is attained or lost, the system stands 
or Taa. But there are incidental benefits which can properly be con- 
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It is of opinion 


ed to fail. 
mself can be sure of ht i tha 


bation and parole tems have proven 

ts, and that for the 86 per cent, or more, 
ut on probation or a t 

3,000 or more or less—this bill sho pass without delay.” 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 
The bill (S. 1630) to Hrovide for the construction of a memo- 
rial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the 
Arlington property was announced as next in order. 
Mr. SMOOT and Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 
OBSERVANCE OF SUNDAY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 404) for the proper observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia was announced as next 
in order. a 

Mr. KEAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like that bill to go over; and in ask- 
ing that it do so, I will state that I have received a number of 
letters this morning touching the matter, which I have not even 
had time to read. I simply ask that the bill go over until I can 
examine the letters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Utah, regarding these requests, that I have myself received 
nine of them. They ask for a hearing on this bill. This is iden- 
tical with a bill which was reported at the last session of Con- 
gress and passed the Senate unanimously. We then had a hear- 
ing, and all these questions were thrashed out. The Senator 
from Utah will find that a report was made in which the facts 
are fully set forth. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no particular reason for pressing the 
matter at this time, and I should like to have the bill go over 
until I can examine the letters to which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

BRANCH LIBRARY AT TAKOMA- PARK, 


The bill (S. 4624) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for 


the establishment of a branch library in the District of Colum- 
bia, to establish a commission to supervise the erection of a 
branch library building in said District, and to provide for the 
suitable maintenance of said branch, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to accept from Andrew Car- 
negie a donation not exceeding $30,000 for the purpose of erect- 
ing a suitable branch library building in Takoma Park, subject 
to the approval of the commissioners and the public library 
trustees, and to accept conveyance of unencumbered land con- 
sidered suitable by the commissioners and library trustees as 
a site for a branch library for Takoma Park; and confers au- 
thority upon a commission, to consist of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, the cliairman of the ittee on 
branch libraries of the library trustees, and the librarian of 
the public library of the District of Columbia, to supervise the 
erection of the branch library building. It also provides that 
the branch library building shall not be opened for public use 
until Congress shall hereafter provide for the necessary ex- 
penses of its maintenance when it shall be completed and ready 
for such use. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


CORRECTION OF RANK OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


The bill (S. 579) to correct the lineal and relative rank of 
certain officers of the United States Army, and to prevent the 
recurrence of like cases, by amending the act approved October 
1, 1890, entitled “An act to provide for the examination of cer- 
tain officers of the army and to regulate promotion therein,” 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ` 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That hereafter officers suspended from promotion under the 

0 
Ram act to provide or fhe examinata of certain oldir GE Ua aria 
and to ate promotion therein,” shall no 
pension, suffer a loss in numbers on the lin Ust of their arm, corps, 
ocourting im such atm corpo oc department during’ the period of sas 
pension among the officers senior to the officer suspended: : 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to correct the lineal and relative 
rank of the officers of the United States Arm 
name of Granville Sevier, captain, Coast ‘Artill 
ype above the name of Robert F. 
shall appea 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to correct the 
lineal and relative rank of certain officers of the United States 
Army.” 

FEARON, DANIEL & CO. 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) for the relief of the firm 
of Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New York and Shanghai, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the firm of Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New 
York and Shanghai, shall be regarded and treated as an Ameri- 
can firm in respect of the so-called “Boxer indemnity fund,” 
and that there shall be paid to the firm out of such funds the 
amount held by the United States commissioners at Peking “to 
constitute a valid claim for indemnification” for the losses and 
damages suffered by such firm by reason of the so-called Boxer 
uprising,” to wit, $10,544.64, less $1,977.44, heretofore awarded 
and paid to J. R. Patterson, a partner in such firm and a citizen 
of the United States, for his share of three-sixteenths in such 
firm, leaving $8,567.17 to be paid such firm, together with inter- 
est at the same rate and from the same date as heretofore al- 
lowed and paid by the Department of State on the other awards 
or allowances of the commissioners, until paid, such payment to 
be made to such firm out of the $2,000,000 reserved in and by 
the joint resolution providing for the remission of a portion of 
the Chinese indemnity, approved May 25, 1908, on proof satis- 
factory to the Secretary of State that James S. Fearon, senior 
partner of such firm, has been duly naturalized as a citizen of 
the United States, and that no claim has been paid or allowed 
for the losses and damages of such firm in whole or part through 
the British Government or otherwise than hereinbefore stated. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF SARAH EDWARDS. 


The bill (S. 834.) for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor 
of the estate of Sarah Edwards, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not observe in his seat the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Carrer], who made the report on this bill. Is 
there anything in the report which will explain the bill? 

Mr, KEAN. Here is the report. [Exhibiting.] 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The amount involved is $200. It is a very 
small estate. The report states the amount. : 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I have no objection to the consideration 
of the bill, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the report on the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


Senate Report No. 85, Sixty-first Congress, second session. 
WALTER F. ROGERS, EXECUTOR, 


Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, submit- 
ted the following report, to accompany S. 834: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 834) for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor of the 
estate of Sarah Edwards, having considered the same, report thereon 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

A similar bill (S. 6852) was introduced in the Senate during the 
Sixtieth Congress, reported fayorably, and passed by the Senate. 

The bill was also passed by the House, but failed to reach the Presi- 
dent in time to receive his signature. The report of the House Com- 
ope ay on the District of Columbia, which your committee adopt, was 
as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred 
the bill (8. 6852) for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor of the 
estate of Sarah Edwards, late owner of lot No. 116, square No. 628, 
Washington, ID. C., with regard to assessment and payment of damages 
on account of changes of grade due to construction of the Union Sta- 
tion, District of Columbia, report the same back to the House with the 
recommendation that it do paus. . 

The claim for damages involved in the Senate bill herewith reported 
arises out of the changes of grade necessitated in the construction of 
the Union Station. 

“Sarah Edwards left a small estate, including a little property ad- 
ane to the ground taken for the station and plaza. Walter F. Rogers 
s the executor of that estate. He was necessarily absent for some time, 
but through some misunderstanding was under the impression that he 
would be notified by the corporation counsel when the adjustment of 
such claims was taken up. hen he returned the time limited for fil- 
ing petitions—sixty days—had expired. 

The claim is a smali one, and its adjustment is approved by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, as appears by their communi- 
cation indorsing House bill 21335, which is identical with the Senate 
bill herewith reported. The commissioners say: 


“* OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, May 8, 1908. 

„Sin: The commissioners have the honor to recommend favorable 
action upon House bill 21335. “ for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, exec- 
utor of the estate of Sarah Edwards, late owner of lot No. 116, square 
No. 628, Washington, D. C., with regard to assessment and payment of 
damages on account of changes of grade due to construction of the 
Union Station, District cf Columbia,” which was referred to them at 
your instance for examination and oy gale 

The property described in the bill was not considered by the grade- 
damage commission, because the executor of the estate of Sarah Ed- 
wards, late owner of the property, failed to file a petition for the allow- 
ance of damages resulting from changes of grade within the time (sixty 
days) allowed for the filing of petitions under the existing law. 

The failure of the executor to file the necessary petition was due 
to a misunderstanding. When the notice required by the law to be 
given by the commission to property owners was published the executor 
of this estate was out of the District and did not return until after the 
sixty days had expired, when it was too late to file the petition. 

„„The damages which have resulted to the property 1 — question wili 


probably not exceed $200. 
“* Very respectfully, Heyry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
“ ‘President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. S. W. Suirn. 
“ ‘Chairman of Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives.’ ? 


EXTENSION OF NINETEENTH STREET, 


The bill (S. 2781) to provide for the extension of Nineteenth 
street from Belmont road to Biltmore street, in the District of 
Columbia, with a uniform width of 50 feet, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill 
nad been reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia with an amendment; which was, in section 1, page 1, 
line 3, after the word “ within,” to strike out “ sixty days” and 
to insert “ six months,” so as to read: 


That within six months after the passage of this act the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized 
peor Er to institute in the supreme court of the District of Co- 
umbia, etc, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossd for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BOOKSELLERS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 5049) to amend paragraph 48 of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 
1902, was announced as next in order. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not see in the Chamber the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Burkett], who made the report in that case. I 
should like to ascertain why booksellers should be exempted. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well, let the bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill goes over. 

Mr. BURKETT subsequently said: Mr. President, a few mo- 
ments ago, while I was out of the Chamber, Calendar No. 81, 
being the bill (S. 5049) to amend paragraph 43 of an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, was reached and passed over. I ask the 
Senate now to go back and take up that bill for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KEAN. I asked that the bill be passed over, but I do 
not object to it. I merely asked for an explanation of why 
second-hand book dealers should be exempt from tax. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
paragraph 43 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1902, by adding the following: 

Provided, That such classification shall not be applied to booksellers. 

Mr. BURKETT. Has the bill been read? 

Mr. KEAN. Oh, yes; the bill has been read. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator, in explanation, 
that this bill was brought before the Committee on the District 
of Columbia at the last session by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict. We gave it a good deal of consideration at that time. 
There are about half a dozen little bookstores around town that 
handle secondhand schoolbooks and other books, upon whom 
evidently it never was intended to place a forty-dollar license 
tax. The commissioners recommend that this bill be passed so 
as to relieve such booksellers of that license tax as an unjust 
and an improper tax. 

Mr. KEAN. Why unjust and why improper? 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, the business is not very large. It is 
not a business like that of the ordinary secondhand dealer, 
which is the one that the law was intended to reach. I think 
the Senator will recognize a difference between a secondhand 
dealer in school and other books and a secondhand dealer in 
jewelry, old pistols, old secondhand clothing, and all that sort 
of junk. The law referred to in the bill was made to regulate 
those secondhand dealers, but evidently it was not intended to 
include men who are selling books. I do not think it ought to 
include them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DESCENDANTS OF THE SIGNERS. 

The bill (S. 1425) to incorporate the Descendants of the 
Signers was announced as next in order, and the Secretary 
read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ROOT. That bill had better go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On objection, the bill goes over. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ARTS AND LETTERS. 


The bill (S. 609) incorporating the National Institute of 
Arts and Letters was announced as next in order, and the 
Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. STONE. I ask that that bill go over and also the one 
following it on the calendar, being the bill (S. 610) incorpora- 
ting the American Academy of Arts and Letters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Missouri, the bills will go over. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
object to those bills. Nothing more harmless could possibly be 
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imagined. They propose to incorporate a number of gentlemen 
in this country as the Institute and Academy of Arts and Let- 
ters. I will read the names of the incorporators of the pro- 
posed Academy of Arts and Letters, beginning with William 
Dean Howells, of New York; John La Farge, of New York; 
Samuel Langhorne Clemens, of Connecticut; Henry James, of 
Massachusetts—men eminent in literature and art. This bill is 
simply to allow them to adopt a corporate form so that they 
may receive bequests. It gives them no powers of any kind, 
and I really can not see why any possible objection should be 
made to it. 

We incorporated the National Academy of Sciences, I think, 
about 1867 or 1868, and gave them a national charter. These bills 
propose to give merely District of Columbia charters. The Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences has been in existence for the last 
forty years and has done great and useful work. All the most 
eminent men of science belong to the National Academy of 
Sciences; and the bill now under consideration and the one 
which follows it on the calendar simply constitute an attempt to 
do for arts and letters what was done for science so many years 
ago. Anyone who will take the trouble to read the names will 
see that there is nothing in these bills except to allow the 
gentlemen named to incorporate in this form. They ask noth- 
ing of the Government whatsoever and do not want anything. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the names of the incorporators 
deserve the compliment paid to them by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. They are men distinguished in arts and litera- 
ture, It is a matter that I should like to look into, as we seem 
to be entering by these bills upon the practice of federal in- 
corporation, requiring an annual report of some kind to be 
made to Congress by those in charge of these corporations. I 
insist that the matter had better lie over until to-morrow, at 
least, without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, Senate bill 
609 and Senate bill 610 will lie over. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask that 
the Senate return to Calendar No. 83, being Senate bill 609, 
and Calendar No. 84, being Senate bill 610, and that these bills 
be considered in their order. I think there was a misunder- 
standing about these bills, as I believe the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Stone] understood that they granted federal 
charters. They do not, but simply provide for the incorpora- 
tion of the American Academy of Arts and Letters and the 
National Institute of Arts and Letters in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts for the consideration of the 
bills named by him? 

Mr. STONE. After conferring with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I do not object. My objection was that I understood 
the bills to grant national charters. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 609) incorporating the 
National Institute of Arts and Letters. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AMERICAN ACADEMY OF ARTS AND LETTERS, 


The bill (S. 610) incorporating the American Academy of 
Arts and Letters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN HAWAII. 

The resolution (S. Res. 135) was announced as next in order. 
The resolution was reported by Mr. Smoor, from the Committee 
on Printing, on the 17th instant, with an amendment, in line 1, 
before the word “ copies,” to strike out the word “ additional,” 
so as to make the resolution read: 

Senate resolution 135. 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the hearings held before the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico on the bill (S. 1862) to prohibit sell- 
ing of intoxicating beverages in the Territory of Hawaii be printed for 
the use of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PAPER ON COOPERATION IN AGRICULTURE. 


The resolution (S. Res. 143) reported by Mr. Smoor from 
the Committee on Printing on the 17th instant was announced 
as next in order, and was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 143. 


Resolved, That the panes entitled “C ration in agriculture,” read 
before the Southern States Association of Agriculture and other agri- 
cultural workers, October, zaoz. at Columbia, S. C. Hon. Willet M. 


by 
Hays, Assistant Agriculture, be printed as a ent. 


_ PROPOSED CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message (S. Doc. 291) from the President of the United 
States, which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 
Printed: 

To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of December 
21, 1909, with reference to certain charges in respect to the 
conduct of the Interior Department, I transmitted documents 
and records which were then supposed to constitute all the 
relevant matters on file. I now transmit a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, showing certain defects in 
the record already transmitted, and one letter which was in- 
advertently omitted and subsequently discovered on the files. 

Wa. H. Tart. 

THE WHITE House, January 18, 1910. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I understand, Mr. President, that the con- 
sideration of bills on the calendar has been concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the bills on 
the calendar, under Rule VIII, has been compieted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 19, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ececutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1910. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL CORPS. 
Capt. Carroll D. Buck to be major. 
Capt. George H. R. Gosman to be major. 
Capt. Courad E. Koerper to be major. 
Capt. John H. Allen to be major. 
Capt. Robert U. Patterson to be major. 
Capt. Roderic P. O'Connor to be major. 
Capt. Robert E. Noble to be major. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1910. 
COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS. 
wae D. Lowe to be collector of customs at Cape Vincent, 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Cuno H. Rudolph to be a Commissioner of the District of 
Columbia. 
John A. Johnston to be a Commissioner of the District of 
Columbia. 
Jupe MUNICIPAL COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Luke C. Strider to be a judge of the municipal court of the 
District of Columbia. 
- PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Commander Levi C. Bertolette to be a commander, 
Lieut. Pope Washington to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. Hilary Williams to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Medical Inspector Frank Anderson to be a medical director, 
Paymaster Joseph J. Cheatham to be a pay inspector. 
Midshipman Baxter H. Bruce to be an ensign. 
PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
William C. Starke, at Troy, Ala. 
FLORIDA, 
Andrew Green, at Arcadia, Fla. 
John C. Le Count, at High Springs, Fla. 
Walter F. Mickle, at Fort Myers, Fla. 
Hettie B. Spencer, at Dade City, Fla. 
J. Farley Warren, at Apalachicola, Fla. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
John C. Richardson, at Gorham, N. II. 
Carleton E. Sparhawk, at Walpole, N. H. 
Herbert P. Thompson, at Troy, N. H. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Wiliam D. Gerlach, at Hazleton; Pa. 
Johnson D. Neely, at Derry, Pa. 
W. Day Wilson, at Clarion, Pa. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
S. Coker King, at Darlington, 8. C. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, January 18, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 


INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT AND BUREAU OF FORESTRY. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on House joint resolution 103, authorizing an investigation of 
the Department of the Interior and the Bureau of Forestry in 
the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, from Pennsylvania calls 
up the conference report on House joint resolution 103. Does 
the gentleman desire the report read? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think we may as well; it is not very long. 
Members will find it on page 719 of the Recor, if they desire to 
follow it. 

[For conference report and statement of House conferees, see 
House proceedings of January 17.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know whether there is any dispo- 
sition to debate this conference report or not. If there is, I am 
muag a yield time; if not, let us have a yote. [Cries of 
“Vote!” 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
bill. 


The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
ee House on the state of the Union, Mr. Bovretx in the 

T. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the first section of the bil 
was passed and the point. of order offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Harrison] on yesterday to afford an op- 
portunity to inquire whether the language of the paragraph 
is in order. I find on examination that we had confounded 
the first paragraph with the second paragraph in so far as 
the international convention was agreed to, as I then stated. 
I find that the history of our participation in the two con- 
gresses heretofore held is this: Some ten years ago Belgium 
invited the United States and other maritime powers to par- 
ticipate in a conference, with a view to bring about the en- 
actment of uniform international maritime laws, and an agree- 
ment whereby conventions of the different nations would have 
a uniform maritime law. The State Department accepted the 
invitation and directed our minister to participate in that con- 
ference. The minister concluded that inasmuch as he was not 
qualified to sit as a lawyer, it would be better, in order that 
the United States should be represented by men who were 
learned on the subject the conference had to consider, that the 
Government of the United States be represented by some one 
else other than its minister. 

The conference adjourned to a later day. That day was 
during last year, or 1909. The President, by authority of an ap- 
propriation carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill for 
1909, appointed four men to represent the United States in this 
international congress. Congress appropriated the money to 
defray their expenses. Under the terms of their agreement the 
conference did not haye the power to finally promulgate their 
conclusions, and could not do so until their conclusions had 
previously been submitted to their respective governments. 
Therefore the congress adjourned to meet during the year 1910 
for the purpose of receiving the report from the representatives 
of all the maritime powers that participated in that conference. 
This appropriation is for the purpose of concluding the work 
first begun with the invitation of Belgium, then by the appoint- 
ment of the minister from the State Department to represent 
us; second, by the appointment of four representatives to attend 
the subsequent meeting of that congress, and by Congress ap- 
propriating the money for the purpose of defraying the ex- 
penses of our representatives to that congress. 

Now, this is an adjourned meeting of that congress to com- 
plete its work, and I maintain, therefore, that it is a work in 
progress and clearly authorized under the rules of this House. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, from the statement of the 
gentleman from Minnesota it clearly appears that there is no 


authority of law for this appropriation. The authority of law 
necessary for an appropriation for one of these international 
conferences must clearly rest upon treaty rights. It does not 
appear from the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota 
that any treaty on this subject was ever entered into between 
the respective Governments. He does not even show that a 
convention passed on the subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman not think that that 
proposition would have applied to the original act appropria- 
ting the money to begin this conference, and does it not apply 
to this appropriation—this work being a work now in prog- 
ress? Also, would not the failure of Congress to appropriate 
be, in effect, a repudiation by the Government of the United 
States of an obligation which it has already undertaken? 

Mr. HARRISON. In answer to the gentleman I will say that 
the point of order would have lain against the first appropria- 
tion, and it lies against every subsequent appropriation. The 
gentleman's argument as to the merits, or as to the question of 
repndiation, is not in order upon the discussion of a point of 
order lying against an appropriation bill. Even a convention 
between governments, which conyention has not assumed the 
dignity of law by ratification by the Senate, does not justify 
such an appropriation as this. The gentleman has shown not 
only no treaty, but not even a convention between the govern- 
ments. I therefore submit that my point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask whether the 
gentleman from Minnesota stated that this treaty referred to 
in this bill was provided for in the current appropriation act of 
this year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
as follows: 

International conference on maritime law: For necessary 
for the representation of the United States at the third international 
conference on maritime law, to be held at Brussels, Belgium, during 
the year 1909, for the of considering draft convention relat- 
ing to collisions, salvage, bility of ship owners, and cognate sub- 
jects, $5,000. 

Now, this meeting has been held and adjourned to a future 
time, for the purpose of receiving the ratification of the work 
that the congress did up to the time of the adjournment, In 
order to complete that work they must have a subsequent meet- 
ing, and they have adjourned this conference to a subsequent 
time for the purpose of receiving those ratifications before pro- 
mulgating the results of the several conferences that have been 
heretofore held. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Chair permit me again to call his 
attention to the rule as to a continuing work justifying an 
appropriation? The precedents, as quoted in Hinds’s Book of 
Precedents, clearly show that a continuing work means a 
physical work, such as the erection of a public building or the 
dredging of a river or the construction of a dam, and does not 
refer to appropriations to pay salaries of this nature. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I neglected to state one very 
important fact in this connection. It was the action of our 
Government and that of England that made the adjournment 
of the meeting necessary. All the other maritime powers par- 
ticipating in this congress had previously authorized their rep- 
resentatives to conclude their work. Our representatives and 
the representatives of England were not thus authorized, but 
were required, under their instructions from their parent Goy- 
ernments, to report before concluding or agreeing to any final 
conclusion. It is, therefore, the action of our own Government 
in restricting the authority of the representatives which makes 
this adjourned meeting necessary, and clearly proves, I think, 
that it is a work in progress. The decisions are very numerous, 
but I know the Chair is familiar with the construction of the 
rule invoked by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears that this convention was held 
pursuant to executive arrangement by correspondence, and not 
in accordance with the treaty or by law; by treaty I mean such 
a treaty as is contemplated in the Constitution and ratified by 
the Senate, and is therefore the law of the land. It therefore 
can not be held in order as authorized by existing law. 

The question therefore recurs as to whether it can be con- 
sidered a work in progress. If the appropriation in the current 
act, although originally subject to a point of order, had been 
agreed to and it was within the rules a work in progress, the 
Chair would be inclined to hold that this provision was in order. 
But under the decisions, which are very numerous, it does not 
appear to the Chair that this can be held to be work in progress. 
For example, it is held in volume 6 of Hinds’s Digest, page 110: 

An appropriation to continue the duties of a commission was held 
not to be the continuation of a public work. 

The continuation of scientific work by a department of the Govern- 

progress, and must 


ment does not constitute a work in an be appro; 
for under authorizations of prior Jaw. mane 


It is provided for, and I have the acti here, 
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The continuation of investigations of mineral, coal, and so forth, 
was held not a continuation of a public work. 

Under these rulings the Chair sustains the point of order. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Secretary of the Treasury, Division of Loans and Cur- 
rency: To continue the employment of the following during the last 
half of the fiscal year 1910, namely: One clerk of class 1; seven clerks 
and counters, at the rate of $720 each per annum; and two laborers, 
at the rate of $660 each per annum; in all, $3,780. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the purpose of interrogating the chairman of the 
committee. I desire to inquire how these employees came into 
the public service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, they were appointed under 
the emergency currency act. That act, as gentlemen will re- 
call, appropriates all the money in the Treasury of the United 
States, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the admin- 
istration of that law, but does not specifically authorize per- 
sonal services. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was there anything in that act which 
provided that persons employed under it should not be appointed 
in pursuance of the civil-service law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There was nothing in the act with respect 

to whether they should be appointed under the classified service 
or outside of it. The reason for the necessity of here providing 
for them is this: The act of 1882 prohibits the employment of 
personal services at the seat of government paid out of any 
general appropriation. In other words, unless specific authority 
for the employment of personal services is authorized in a lump- 
sum appropriation employment under such appropriation is not 
legal. 
It seems that this statute was overlooked in the employment 
of these people a year or more ago. Recently it has come to 
the attention of the officials of the department that they can not 
be continued, although their services are absolutely necessary, 
without specific appropriation, and for that reason the depart- 
ment estimated for them, and we have carried them in this bill 
for the remainder of the fiscal year. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. - 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
emergency that Congress had in mind, and for which these 
clerks were authorized, has ever arisen; and if the organiza- 
tion provided for in that act has been established and the act 
put in operation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The same conditions exist to-day necessitat- 
ing the employment of clerks that existed two years ago when 
they were first employed, only they are not so urgent. The 
emergency currency act has changed all of our currency, neces- 
sitating reissue and, of course, necessitating the employment of 
a great many additional clerks, and that work is going on now 
the same as it did two years ago, and will continue. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. ; 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is it not a fact that there was no emer- 
gency, and that the districts which that act authorized to be 
established have not been organized, and banks have not taken 
advantage of it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think it has something to do with the em- 
ployment of these clerks. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask a question. Is it 
not true that the law was so bunglingly drawn that banks 
have never been able to organize under it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. If the gentleman knows that 
that is true, he can answer his own question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did you ever hear of banks organ- 
izing under it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; one. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where was it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not recollect. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I saw a statement, I think, in a St. 
Louis paper, that the bankers of that district got together 
and tried to organize under that law and found it so defective 
that they could not take advantage of it. Now, if they can 
not organize under it, what will they want these clerks for? 
What do they do? 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
The gentleman inquired whether there had been any associa- 
tions formed under the Vreeland bill. One was partly formed 
in the city of Washington, but it was never completed, and I 
hope it never will be. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my time may be extended for fiye minutes, 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the reason they did not 
go on and perfect that arrangement? 

Mr. KEIFER. Because it was impractical, as I wanted to 
say; but, Mr. Chairman, let me further answer the question. 
The gentleman asks the reason why we shall have these clerks, 
The statute requires the printing of bank notes in anticipation 
of the formation of these associations all over the United 
States, and the department has simply been obeying the law in 
that respect up to the present time. The fact that the associa- 
tions were not organized did not excuse the department from 
doing the printing that the law requires and having an addi- 
tional force of clerks and others necessary to accomplish that, 
The printing has been very largely done, but it is not lost, be- 
cause the printing, which has been done much in advance of 
what would otherwise have been done, will be used in the fu- 
ture by banks for which it was printed in anticipation of their 
wanting a large supply of money in case of an emergency. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That money has all been printed 
and is down there in the Treasury now, is it not? 

Mr. KEIFER. The printing, as I recollect the testimony, is 
not quite completed, but very largely so. I think it is true 
that it has been printed, and yet it has to be cared for and 
classified, and all that, for all the banks of the country, as 
provided in the Vreeland bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It does not take 43 clerks to take 
care of $500,000,000 of paper money that is never going to be 


used. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is not altogether a matter of taking care. 
The printing has been going on. I think it is not entirely com- 
pleted, but is very largely so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One other question: If this law is 
as defective as it appears to be, what is the reason the Banking 
and Currency Committee does not bring in some kind of a 
measure repealing that law? 

Mr. KEIFER. Why does not the gentleman ask that com- 
mittee and not me? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thought the gentleman was on 
the committee. If it is necessary to have all the rest of the 
clerks, in the city of Washington and everywhere else in the 
United States, appointed under the civil-service law, what is 
the reason these fellows are not compelled to be appointed 
under the civil-service law also? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is going into another matter 
of legislation that has nothing to do with this at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We do not require that they shall not be. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know that, and you do not re- 
quire they shall be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is a general law that is applied. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How does this come to be an excep- 
tion to the general law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have stated once before that these clerks 
are now in the service of the Government. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How did they get in the service of 
the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. By appointment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who appointed them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With examination or without? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether they are classified 
men or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thought there was a law which 
required that everybody should be examined, except as to 
Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. So there is. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I mean not in the classified service. By 
exécutive order under the law all employees at the seat of 
government are in the classified service, and a great many more. 
There are 234,000 in the classified service, and there are 115,000 
outside of the classified service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. These men are not in the classified 
service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether they are or not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Minnesota knows, 
but he forgets, that he has before him a request that these 
particular employees be transferred to the classified service, in 
which they are not at present. In this paragraph and in the 
next paragraph provision is made for 32 employees. They and 
10 others were appointed under the act of May 30, 1908; by 
virtue of an executive order they were not required to be taken 
from the eligible lists in the classified service. It may or may 
not have been significant that they were appointed approaching 
a congressional campaign, I would not charge that they were 
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excepted from the requirements of a competitive examinatiou 
on that account unless I had conclusive proof of its accuracy, 
although the surrounding circumstances would induce less care- 
ful people than myself to believe that perhaps that was an 
inducing cause. There was no special reason why these men 
should have been excepted from competitive examination. La- 
borers, counters, and clerks were appointed, and the reason now 
given in the document submitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations that these men should be transferred to the permanent 
civil-service class is that they have become so expert in the per- 
formance of their duties that they are more valuable than other 
appointees would be. It is the best argument that has been so 
far advanced against the civil service by this administration or 
any other Republican administration that I have been able to 
obtain : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for another exten- 
sion of time for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent to continue for five minutes more. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. To assert that laborers appointed re- 
gardless of the civil service become so expert in the performance 
of their duties that they are more useful than if they were 
taken through the ordinary civil-service laws, Mr. Chairman, of 
course is merely to cover up the manner in which these persons 
were taken into the service. I haye always been a believer in 
civil-service reform. 

I think it is particularly essential in a Republican adminis- 
tration to insist upon the spirit as well as the letter of the 
civil-service law. Here were 48 trivial places; the highest 
compensation was $1,400 a year, and a majority of these per- 
sons received $720 a year, and yet so fearful was the last 
Republican administration that competent persons could not 
be obtained through the ordinary civil-service methods that 
the President issued an executive order permitting the appoint- 
ment of certain favored and designated persons to those places. 
I have no doubt that their services are required, but I believe 
they should be taken in and retained in the service as all 
other persons taken into the classified service. Mr. Chairman, 
I shall propose an amendment which will provide that no 
part of this appropriation shall be expended either for salaries 
or compensation except to persons who are appointed as a 
result of a competitive examination. In this way we will 
have not only competent persons, but we will haye them ap- 
pointed as my constituents and the constituents of all other 
Members on this side of the House can only go into the public 
service, and that is through the regular civil-service method. I 
now offer this amendment, confident that the gentleman from 
Minnesota, in his zeal to uphold the civil-service law and pro- 
tect the Treasury Department from inefficient employees, will 
give his hearty support, as I know it will receive the enthusi- 
astic and hearty support of every Democrat in this House. 
And if it be beaten, it will be defeated because a sufficient 
number of Republicans are interested in this petty patronage 
to prevent the civil-service laws being enforced as they should 
be. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ dol in line 2, page 3, insert “no part of this 
appropriation shall be used for salaries or com on except to per- 
sons appointed as a result of a competitive examination.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact the gen- 
tleman from New York has been just as zealous in supporting 
the ciyil-service law as I have been, and our efforts in that di- 
rection are about the same kind, I hope that this amendment 
will not prevail. I do not care how these people have been 
appointed. They are now in the service, and haye been for 
eighteen months. They are experienced and have become ex- 
perts in the work of counting, and it is the desire of Mr. Hunt- 
ington, the Chief of the Division of Loans and Currency, to 
continue the services of these people who haye thus by expe- 
rience qualified themselves for the highest and most efficient 
service. I do not know whether they have gone in under the 
classified service or not; I rather think they have not—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In just a minute, I rather think they have 
not, because when this item was referred to Congress the de- 
partment requested that we expressly provide that they be 
taken without reference to the classified service. That pro- 
vision was omitted in our report or in preparing the bill, and 


these people will now have to take their chance, and if they can 
be retained I hope they will be retained because of the efficiency 
which they have acquired as a result of their eighteen months’ 
experience in that work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman now yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This amendment would not prevent 
those particular persons being employed. If they are so expert, 
will they not have a very great advantage in the examination 
over other persons who might compete, and if they be inefficient 
they would not be able successfully to compete. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That depends upon the character of the ex- 
amination. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman one other 
question. Does he believe that the duties of these laborers are 
of such a peculiarly difficult and technical nature that unless 
a man has been eighteen or nineteen months in the service he 
can not become an efficient laborer, and therefore should not be 
put in a position to compete with some other man? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, in reply to the gentleman from 
New York, that he knows the chief of this division as well as 
I do, and many Members of Congress know him—Mr. Munt- 
ington. He is one of the most efficient officers in the public 
service. Mr. Huntington says that most of them have become 
so expert in the work assigned to them that their services are 
much more valuable to him than would be the services of new 
appointees. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask the gentleman one other 
question. Does not he know that appointing these men as the 
result of an executive order, without regard to the classified 
service, is to defeat the provisions of the Revised Statutes, 
which give veterans a preference when seeking positions as 
laborers in the classified service, and will he not join with me 
in preventing these veterans being thus deprived of their rights 
secured to them by the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can only say that I can not join with my 
colleague on the committee in his proposition. 

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield first to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota a question. Do the words “1 clerk of 
class 1,” in line 23, relate to a particular individual now in 
the employ of the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not know that they do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is an important question, to 
begin with; for, suppose that person should die, this law would 
permit the appointment of another person in the place of the 
dead clerk without a civil-service examination. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; the gentleman from Wisconsin is 
mistaken in that. This appropriation is made just as we appro- 
priate for all clerks. We do not appropriate for specific clerks. 
We appropriate for them by classes, the law fixing the salary 
of each class, The clerk of class 1 is provided for. They say 
“a clerk of class 1,” and they can, I suppose, continue the sery- 
ice of the person who is now filling the position. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had supposed from the dia- 
logue between the gentleman from New York and the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that this particular clerk, “1 clerk of 
class 1,” had been appointed without civil-service examina- 
tion and that it was proposed to continue that particular clerk 
in the employ of the Government because his eighteen months 
of experience had made him an expert, and he had wanted 
therefore to continue. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. That we refuse to do. They asked to have 
us do that, but we refused to do it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is this appropriation, then, to 
pay for clerks that have been examined under the civil-service 
law, or who have not been examined? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that I do not 
know, and no man in Congress can answer that question. I 
can only repeat what I said before, that the chief of this 
division now has in that division a certain number of clerks here- 
tofore appointed under the emergency-currency act. Now, their 
employment and payment is found to be in violation ef the act 
of 1882; and if Comptroller is ever called on to rule on that 
question, it will be found that they can not be appointed, and 
their compensation has been illegal. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not mistaken. That is the reason we 
are now asking to legalize their employment during the balance 
of the fiscal year—either legalize the employment of those now 
there or authorize the ‘Treasury Department to employ others 
in accordance with the law governing appointments, 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I understand it, this provi- 
sion is to continue the employment of the following clerks. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is right. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, if this particular clerk is 
to be retained, this one clerk, say, of class 1, because he has» 
become expert, although appointed in violation of the law 
originally, if that person should die the day after the enact- 
ment of this act, another clerk could be appointed to take his 
place without being examined? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think he could. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from Minnesota may be ex- 
tended so that he may answer a question. This paragraph 
looks to me like a desperate assault upon the spirit of the 
civil-service law.. I want to ‘ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota whether he is not aware that President Roosevelt, in 
spite of his prior zeal as a ciyil-service reformer, violated the 
spirit of civil-service regulations by executive order on more 
than 160 different occasions, ten times more than all his pred- 
ecessors in the presidential office? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I respectfully refer the gentleman to the, re- 
port of the Civil Service Commission covering the time that he 
refers to, and that will give him exact and reliable information 
as to the number of executive orders that haye been issued and 
the number of people that were admitted into the civil service 
under those executive orders, and the reason for the orders. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota a question. When you brought in 
the regular appropriation bill for the year 1910 that covered 
these particular clerks, what is the reason you did not appro- 
priate then for the entire year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The reason is because we did not bring in 
a bill covering these particular clerks. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How did they get their pay the 
last time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think I have explained that half a dozen 
times. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not hear you. How did they 
ever get any pay if they were paid out of a lump-sum appro- 
priation; how did they ever get any pay? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They were paid out of a lump-sum appropria- 
tion made in the emergency currency bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do they not get it out of 
that now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because, if the gentleman will familiarize 
himself with the law governing the employment of clerks at the 
seat of government, he will know that you can not employ clerks 
at the seat of government and pay them out of a lump-sum 
appropriation unless specific authority exists or is given in the 
appropriation bill for their employment and compensation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, how have they been paid up 
to this time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have been paid because the question 
was never raised; but recently they have been notified by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury that if the question was presented 
he would have to hold that they were not legally employed and 
paid. Now, this is to legalize their employment and compensate 
them for the balance of this year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You argued just a few minutes ago 
that these men had become experts by practice. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzcerap] replied to that, and said that 
therefore they would stand a better chance of passing the civil- 
service examination, and you agreed to that. Now, I want to 
ask you this question: Suppose it happened that a thousand 
clerks like these were appointed without standing the regular 
examination, with eighteen months’ practice, would not the 
gentleman acknowledge that they would be better qualified to 
pass the civil-service examination than ordinary clerks would, 
men who were just taken up? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Missouri can answer 
that as well as I can. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do you say? You are an 
expert. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I am not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Whether he claims that the employment of these 
clerks is invalid as the law now stands? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say their employment is not valid, 
but they can not be paid legally. 

Mr. MANN. Why not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because the act of 1882 expressly prohibits 
compensation for personal service at the seat of goyernment out 


of a lump-sum appropriation unless in the law or the appropria- 
tion specific authority is given for their employment. 

Mr. MANN. We make a great many lump-sum appropriations 
under which clerical assistance is paid at the seat of govern- 
ment without any specific authority. It is certainly done so in 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; the personal services 
there are paid for under a lump-sum appropriation and nothing 
said about specific authority. 

Mr. TAWNBY. They have specific authority for that. 

Mr. MANN. There is no specific authority that I know of. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They aré authorized in the act creating the 
commission to employ such services as may be necessary, and 
it is divided by the commission. That is the idea. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no reference to any specific authority. 
If there is no authority of law for the employment of these 
clerks, then they are employed without authority of law, but if 
there is authority of law to employ them, what is the good of 
putting in this provision? If they are not properly employed, 
and the purpose of this provision is to get around the civil- 
service law, when the civil-service law authorizes the President 
to issue an order withdrawing any clerks in the government 
employ from the provisions of the law or putting other em- 
ployees of the Government into the classified service, the 
clerks specified would be covered into the classified service under 
an order. The President issues an order to except these par- 
ticular clerks in the classified service. Now, it is proposed by 
the Treasury Department that the responsibility for this excep- 
tion shall be placed upon Congress instead of upon the Execu- 
tive. If for any reason the Executive shall except particular 
clerks from the classified service for reasons that are satis- 
factory, the Executive has that power, and properly exercised it 
in.this case. The President who issued the order, in my opinion, 
was as firm a friend of the civil-service law as anyone could 
be, and would not issue an order without he considered it proper. 

But I do not believe that the responsibility of taking people 
out of the classified service for the benefit of some one in the 
department who wishes to appoint particular clerks should be 
aecepted by Congress when the President has that power under 
existing law. l 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I submit that before the gen- 
tleman from Illinois accuses the Committee on Appropriations 
of bringing this provision in here in this form for the purpose 
of getting around the civil-service law he ought to inform him- 
self as to the facts. It is very easy for a man to get up here 
and make a loose, general statement regarding any man or any 
committee as to its purpose or motive. 2 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows perfectly well that I did 
not make any accusations against the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 3 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman would inform himself as to 
the facts he would know that there was no foundation for the 
statement made 

Mr. MANN. I have informed myself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the reason that the department expressly 
requested that we authorize the transfer of these clerks to the 
regular roll of that division without regard to the civil-service 
rules and regulations, which we struck out of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. That is the very reason the estimate was made. 
I made no accusation against the Committee on Appropriations. 
You struck out of the bill the very reasons why the department 
made the estimate to you. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is again mistaken. The very 
reason that we permitted this provision to come here is because 
the services of no clerks in this division now employed under 
the emergency act can be continued during the remainder of this 
fiscal year, for the reason that there is no legal authority for 
their compensation. That is the only reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the emend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Before the vote is taken I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to one important matter which 
the gentleman from Minnesota has evidently overlooked. The 
communication from the office of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on this subject is as follows, addressed to the Speaker of the 
House: 

Sin: I have the honor to request that the following employees, ap- 
pointed under executive order in the Division of Loans and Currency, 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the passage of the cmer- 
gency currency act approved May 30, 1908, for temporary dut, and 
now being paid under section 16 of said act, be provided for the bal- 
ance of the current fiscal year in the urgent deficiency bill, and au- 


thorized tò be transferred to the regular rolls of that division without 
regard to the civil-service rules and regulations, i 


And then are enumerated the employees. The committee had 
knowledge of the fact that these clerks and counters and labor- 
ers were appointed under executive order for temporary duty, 
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I wish to read what has been asserted by unquestioned author- 


ity to be proper under such circumstances. -I read from the 
special message of the President of the United States dated 
February 6, 1909: 

In view of the temporary character of the work, it would be well to 
waive the requirements of the civil-service law as regards geographical 
apportionment, but the bd ae heen should be chosen by competitive 
examination from lists provided by the Civil Service Commission. 

It seems to be a very remarkable shift in the attitude of the 
Executive that, subsequently to May 30, 1908, an order should 
be issued by him proyiding that certain employees should be 
appointed regardless of the rules governing the classified serv- 
ice for temporary duty, and under that order 43 counters, labor- 
ers, and clerks should be placed in the Treasury Department here 
in Washington, while in February, 1909, six or seven months 
later, the procedure to be followed should be so graphically 
and accurately stated in this message. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this message should have 
considerable weight in this House, and that these employees 
should not be placed under the protection of the civil-service 
Jaw without haying to run the gauntlet of the examination and 
requirements that all other persons are required to go through. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If I understand the gentleman’s 
amendment it is right in line with the recommendation of the 
President, just read. Is that correct? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not only in line with the recommenda- 
tion of the President, but it is in furtherance of what all those 
who desire to see an honestly administered civil-service law in 
this country have been advocating for a great many years. I 
can only repeat that in this committee the only excuse for the 
defeat of the amendment requiring the appointee to be ap- 
pointed as the result of competitive examination will be the 
special interest among Members on the Republican side in the 
particular individuals whom they desire to be taken out of the 
classified service so far as the appointment is concerned. I 
again appeal to this committee to adopt this amendment and 
to protect the civil service from these, raids made upon it 
by the men unfriendly to the civil-servyice system who occa- 
sionally get into office. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, before that question is taken, 
I want to be recognized a few minutes in opposition to the 
amendment, I have obtained a copy of the act of 1882, and will 
endeavor to enlighten the gentleman from Illinois and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri and several other gentlemen who seem 
to be unable to understand that it is impossible to legally em- 
ploy clerks at the seat of government unless expressly author- 
ized by law. 

The act of 1882 is as follows: 

Sec. 4. That no civil officer, clerk, draftsman, copyist, messenger, 
assistant messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employee 
shall, after the Ist day of October next, be employed in any of the 
executive departments or subordinate bureaus or offices thereof at the 
seat of government, except only at such rates and in such numbers, 
respectively, as may be specifically appropriated for by Congress for 
such clerical and other personal services for each fiscal year; and no 
civil officer, clerk, draftsman, copyist, messenger, assistant messenger, 
mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employee shall hereafter be em- 
ployed at the seat of government in any executive department or 
subordinate bureau or office thereof or be paid from any appropria- 
tion made for contingent expenses or for any specific or general pur- 
pose, unless such employment is authorized and payment therefor 
specifically provided in the law granting the appropriation, and then 
only for services actually rendered in connection with and for the 
purposes of the appropriation from which payment is made, and at the 
rate of compensation usual and proper for such service. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois referred to the lump-sum 
appropriation for clerks in the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, and claimed that my statement was incorrect because a 
lump-sum appropriation was made for all the clerks serving in 
that commission. That is true. But the difficulty about the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois is that the commis- 
sion is authorized by the act creating the commission to employ 
such clerks and services as are necessary. It reads as follows: 

The commission is authorized to employ and fix the compensation of 
employees as it may find necessary for the proper performance of its 
duties, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Now, in the act appropriating for the Interstate Commerce 
Commission we say: 

For all other authorized expenditures necessary in the execution of the 
laws to regulate commerce, $800,000. 

“Authorized expenditures.” The expenditure authorized in 
the original act is to employ such other persons and clerks as 
may be necessary to carry out the purposes of the act. Now, 
under the currency act there was no authority given the Treas- 
ury Department to employ clerks in the administration of the 
emergency currency law, 
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Hence their employment and compensation up to this time 
has not been legal. Now, the Comptroller has notified the 
office or the Secretary of that fact, and also that if the question 
comes to him he would have to hold that their compensation 
and employment was not legal. This is for the purpose of con- 
tinuing the service of these clerks during the remainder of the 
fiscal year. Otherwise other employees will have to be exam- 
ined and appointed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
how is it that these employees could be paid eighteen months 
in violation of law, and how long does it take somebody in a 
Republican administration to ascertain what the law is and 
how far it can go? $ 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think they find out the law as promptly 
under the Republican administration as they do under a Dem- 
ocratic administration. 7 peza 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can find no instances of 
violations of the law under a Democrati administration, while 
it is difficult to find anything that is done in accordance with 
law under the recent Republican administrations. ` 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair wishes to state that under the 
rules the debate on this amendment was long since exhausted 
and the present discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I hope that the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, my colleague, will prevail. This brief but illumi- 
nating debate discloses clearly a state of facts of which the 
country is not apprised. Through executive fulminations dur- 
ing the last two administrations it has been made to appear 
that the President was the special champion of the civil-service 
system and that this House was continually engaged in an 
effort to break down the civil-service rules for their own 
Selfish purpose. Just contrary to that is the fact. ; 

I asked the gentleman from Minnesota whether he was not 
aware that President Roosevelt, who was the special custodian 
of all the virtues in connection with the civil service, had not 
violated by executive order the spirit of the civil-service rules 
160 times? He referred me to the report of the Civil Service 
Commission for what he was pleased to characterize as more 
correct information. d 

Through the courtesy of the gentleman form Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT] I now have the twenty-fourth report of the Civil 
Service Commission, and in that appears a very large number- 
of violations or overridings of the civil-service laws by execu- 
tive order, and in a very large number of these overridings—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. HARRISON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that under the law the Presi- 
dent has the power to suspend the civil-service act? 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, unquestionably he has the power. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then is it illegal for him to do so? Is it a 
violation of the law? 
Mr. HARRISON, 

overriding of it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How is it an overriding if it is exercising the 
authority of law given him? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is an evidence of his complete contempt 
for the civil-service law, and every time he overrides it he is 
required by law to give his reason for doing so. Here it ap- 
pears on February 8, 1907, an overriding of the law was ac- 
complished, and it is stated in the report: 

The commission was not advi 
e ot advised of the reasons for the promulgation 

Again, on February 19, 1907, we find this in the report: 

n — 
% ee of the reasons for the promulga 

The same thing appears again on February 21, 1907: 

The commission was not advised of the reasons for the promulgation 
of this order, 

So I might go on for 15 or 20 pages of the report of the com- 
mission. This matter is summarized in the pamphlet containing 
the Twenty-fifth Annual Report of the United States Ciyil 
Service Commission, in which it is said on page 13—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. What year? 

Mr. HARRISON. Nineteen hundred and eight. 

During the year 52 individuals outside of the general exceptions were 


excepted by executive order as compared with 85 persons in the pre- 
vious year, and 28 persons from July 1 to November 13, 1908 5 


And 13 exceptions from Noyember 13, 1908, to February 4, 


It is not a violation of the law, but an 


1 


These exceptions waived either an examination or the year limit for 
„ or allowed temporary appointments to be made per- 
nt. 
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Mr. Chairman, there are 178 right there in two years and a 
half, and no figures are given for the first four years and a half 
of President Roosevelt's administration. This seems to me to 
disclose a state of affairs of which the country should be ap- 
prised. We in the House are the custodians of the civil-service 
laws, and the Executive, instead of supporting them, has over- 
ridden them upon every occasion when it was possible for him 
to do so, and upon many occasions without giving any explana- 
tion, and the Ciyil Service Commission appears to have ac- 
ceded to every one of the encroachments of the Executive. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What difference does it make whether any 
reason is given or not, when the law provides that the executive 
order shall be sufficient. 

Mr. HARRISON. The law requires him, as I understand it, 
to give his reasons as well, and that is why the commission bas 
stated in each one of these cases where the reason was given 
and where the reason was not given. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I want to ask the gentleman how could the 
commission have ayoided doing what they did do; what power 
had they under the law? 

Mr. HARRISON. The commission could not have avoided it. 
They haye just done as we have all learned during the time of 
the service of President Roosevelt, that we all had to do just as 
he wished, and the Civil Service Commission was no exception 
to the general custom prevailing here in Washington during 
those years. 

Mr. GOULDEN. In other words, there was no remedy for 
them at all. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not understand there was. 

j Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GILLETT. Does the gentleman know the merits of these 
cases; whether, in his opinion, they ought to have been excepted 
or not? 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman surely can not ask me that. 
I am reading from the report of the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. GILLETT. And that is all the gentleman knows? 

Mr. HARRISON. That is all I am required to know for the 
purpose of the statements that I have made. 

Mr. GILLETT. And that is where we differ. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is all the President lets us know, and 
we are very grateful for the bare statements he has made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] is recognized 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing about this 
particular case to which the gentleman from New York refers, 
but he is entirely wrong in his general statement of the theory 
of the law. The civil-service act particularly provides as a 
sort of escape valye—as a means of allowing a certain elasticity 
and preventing an absolute rigidity of the system—that the 
President of the United States may, whenever he thinks it wise, 
except an individual or a class from the operation of the law, 
and that has continually been done ever since the act passed; 
and the question of propriety or legality does not depend, as 
the gentleman seems to think, upon whether the President has 
made exceptions or not. That does not prove that he is not 
living up to the exact spirit of the civil-service law, but the 
question is in each case, Had he a good reason to make such 
exception? Now, I know nothing about this specific case, but I 
remember two or three years ago a gentleman on that side of 
the House made a speech somewhat similar to that made by 
the gentleman from New York, and I took occasion then to go 
and look up the exceptions which had been made, and which 
were criticised, and the reasons for them, and I remember I was 
satisfied the President had ample reason for making the ex- 
ceptions he did. For instance, in one case which I remember 
yaguely, I think one of the heads of the departments wanted a 
coachman to be excepted. The law provides that coachmen 
to heads of departments shall be under the civil service, and 
ordinarily that brings a good man; but if the head of a depart- 
ment was not satisfied that the man who was to drive his horses, 
and upon whom his safety depended, was competent, and wanted 
that case excepted, as he did, I think that it was right for the 
President to make such exception. And in the other cases 
which I investigated, and which I do not remember the details 
of at all, I remember there were exceptions along these lines, 
where, I think, any impartial person would be satisfied that the 
President did right to make the exceptions. President Cleve- 
land, in making exceptions, made exceptions to whole classes, so 
that a great number of men would be excepted. President 
Roosevelt stopped that, and made exceptions simply for indi- 
viduals, 


That being so, the number of cases where he made exceptions 
was greater than if he had excepted classes, but the number of 
individuals excepted was much less than had been made pre- 
viously. So it is not at all a question of overriding the law, 
as the gentleman says. The President was strictly within the 
law. The gentleman says he made exceptions wherever he 
could. That is absurd. He could have excepted the whole 
service if he wanted to do so, but he simply made exceptions in 
individual cases, and whether he was censurable depended upon 
the merit of each case. Now, I will yield to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman, who is well informed 
about this subject, tell me whether the statute does not make it 
mandatory for the President to give a reason for every one of 
those cases? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not think it does. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is mandatory. Now, will the 
gentleman answer a second question, and tell me why, if it was 
possible for him upon investigation to discover the reason for 
these executive orders exempting persons from the civil service, 
did not the President give the reasons and why did not the civil 
service print them in their report? 

Mr. GILLETT. My recollection is, the reasons were given. 

Mr. HARRISON. I read to the gentleman that a great num- 
ber of reasons were not given. 

Mr. GILLETT. And that is—— 

Mr. HARRISON. In 1907. 

Mr. GILLETT. I say, the time when I investigated this was 
several years ago, and it undoubtedly was not this time to which 
the gentleman refers; but it is quite possible, in this case, if the 
gentleman goes to the Civil Service Bureau, as I did then, he 
will find the reasons given. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the gentleman surely does not think 
ee the commission from giving the reasons in their 
repo! 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Be CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yie 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state whether he 
has any information as to the reasons which induced the Presi- 
3 except the 43 men employed in this and the next para- 
grap. 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I know nothing about it at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman think that the 
spirit of the civil-service law did not intend that the President 
should except places merely to gratify somebody’s caprice? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In peculiarly exceptional cases they 
should be excepted? 

Mr. GILLETT. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman really believe that 
because the head of a department did not like the looks of his 
coachman that the President would be justified in exercising 
this great power? 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman does not quote me correctly. 
Of course he would not, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman stated that there might 
be some danger of the head of a department being injured or 
losing his life because of the carelessness or inefficiency of his 
coachman, but knowing, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
and myself both do, the character of horses supplied by the 
Government to the heads of these departments, does he believe 
there was any rational fear that there was any danger of the 
head of the department being injured through any action by 
these horses? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think if the head of the department 
thought the coachman was not a safe man to trust himself 
with, he ought to be allowed to dismiss him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He might be dismissed; he is appointed 
on three months’ probation. 

Mr. GILLETT. He doubtless took him down from a previous 
administration. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows that the head of 
the department had some man he wanted to bring here, 

Mr. GILLETT. That is where I differ from the gentleman. 
I do not believe it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know it in some instances, and so I 
do not have to assert my belief. I know that some of the rea- 
sons that were not given for some of these exceptions would not 
appear well if they were put in print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GILLETT] has expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. This whole question of the civil service is 
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badly muddled by this discussion. The original act placed the 
entire subject under the control of the Executive of the Govern- 
ment—the President of the United States. He had the power 
to extend the civil service over every part of the service that he 
desired. He could restrict the service by removing it from any 
part of the service he desired, or he could suspend it in indi- 
vidual cases, and there is not anything, not a word or line, that 
compels him to give any reason whatever for his action in any 
exercise of his power. 

Now, each Executive, since the passage of the original act, 
has exercised his power as the conditions seemed to him to de- 
mand, and this whole question here seems to me to be out of 
place in this discussion, for the reason that in order to limit the 
power of the Executive over the civil service you have got to 
change the original act and put some additional provisions there 
before you could make him give reasons for it, unless he desires 
to give the reasons. I will venture this prophecy, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], who is familiar with 
the civil service, can correct me if I am wrong, that President 
Cleveland and every President we have had from his day to 
the present has extended this service over different branches 
without giving any reason except a mere extension of the sery- 
ice. It seems to me the challenge that is made here that one 
President or another has violated the law comes with bad grace 
if you will only read the law. The law gives him the power 
which he has exercised, and the question whether wisely or not 
is not for us to determine in this debate, unless action from im- 
proper motives is charged, and there has not been shown here 
to-day that the power has been improperly exercised or that 
any of the Presidents who have exercised this power have not 
exercised it wisely and for the best interest of the Government. 


IMr. BENNET of New York addressed the committee. See 
Appendix, } 


Mr. TAWNEY. I move that all debate on the paragraph and 
amendment terminate in five minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Are these employees those who were occasioned by the currency 
legislation authorizing new circulation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not altogether; but some of them. 

Mr. HILL. Is there any authority of law given in that act? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think there is; I do not think there 
is any authority of law for their employment. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think there is, either. This provision, 
then, is to provide for their payment for the last six months of 
the last fiscal year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; for the last six months of the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Appropriation Committee received from 
the Treasury Department any estimate for the continuance of 
their services for the coming fiscal year? i 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has. 

Mr. HILL. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that there ought to 
be some legal authority for the appointment of these officials in 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We propose to give authority right here in 
this act. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe in granting an 
appropriation to pay a man without authority to employ him. 
I believe that ought to be provided somewhere, by law, before 
the appropriation is made. There must be an authorization 
for the employment. In the last twenty or twenty-five years 
we have had too much, altogether too much, of employing peo- 
ple simply on the authorization of an appropriation-bill item, 
without previous investigation by the proper committee under 
whose jurisdiction such employment would naturally fall. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will permit me, I quite 
agree with him that there is no statute for it, and I do not 
believe that these people are needed. 

Mr. HILL. That is the question to which I was about to 
speak. I want to call the attention of the House to this fact: 
That the discussion of the question of whether these few 
clerks are under the civil-seryice law or not can perhaps be 
likened to Nero fiddling while Rome was burning. A couple of 
years ago the Aldrich currency bill was passed by Congress 
after much agony and tribulation. Not one human being in 
the United States has availed himself of it. No bank has ever 
availed itself of the privileges of that bill. It was purely 
surplus legislation from start to finish, and it stands to-day a 
brutum fulmen in the legislation of this country; and, Mr. 
Chairman, we have not only employed many clerks, but we 
have spent hundreds of thousands of dollars in useless changes 
of the currency. In the past two or three years we have 
changed the plates of thousands of national banks and printed 
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and reprinted twelve hundred millions of new notes; and, in 
addition to that, we have had a commission roaming around 
the world, at a cost of $60,000 thus far, and nothing as yet 
resulting from it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS and Mr. HARDWICK rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to anybody. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Whether it be true that no advantage has 
been taken of that act in the past 

Mr. HILL. It is absolutely true. There has never been but 
one association formed, and that was in Washington, where, of 
all places in the country, it is least needed, and the whole of 
the rest of the country has repudiated that legislation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman is answering something I 
have not asked. I say, taking that to be true, may it not never- 
theless be true that, under certain circumstances, that act may 
prove to be of the most tremendous benefit to the banks of the 
country ? 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely, no. The banks have refused even to 
organize themselyes under that legislation; and any bank that 
goes into it, in my judgment, would be acting very, very fool- 
ishly in assuming responsibilities of other banks out of their 
own neighborhood, and to a practically unlimited amount, and 
evidently the bankers of the country think so, too. 

Now, that is the situation. I do not know what they are 
going to do about it; but I want to serve notice now that when 
the appropriation bill comes in, providing for the continuance of 
these clerks for another calendar year, I for one shall endeayor 
to have a point of order against the provision sustained, and to 
see that there is some authorization of law for their employ- 
ment if they are needed. 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman move to strike out 
this provision? 

Mr. HILL. I will wait until the regular appropriation bill 
comes in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

The question being taken, on a division there were—ayes 33, 
noes 43, 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency: To continue the employ- 
ment of the following during the last half of the fiscal year 1910, viz: 


Fifteen clerk of class 1; 7 counters, at the rate of $840 each per an- 
num ; and 1 assistant messenger, at the rate of $720 per annum; in all, 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report—— 

Mr. MANN. I make a point of order against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
pan: of order comes too late, after an amendment has been 
offered. 

Mr. MANN. The amendment had not been offered. The 
gentleman rose to offer the amendment, and I rose to make the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the point of 
order of the gentleman from Illinois comes too late. The 
amendment had been offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the amendment had 
not been debated, and the Chair will consider the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. The amendment has not been reported yet. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York rose and 
offered his amendment, and after that no point of order will lie. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment had not been reported 
by the Clerk, and the gentleman from Illinois was on his feet 
when the amendment was offered. 

Mr. MANN. I made a point of order against the paragraph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman that he 
reserve it. 

Mr. MANN. I will reserve it. I simply wish to ask the gen- 
tleman whether this is in the same condition as the previous 
paragraph? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Except that this is for the service in connec- 
tion with the national-bank currency. 

Mr. MANN. Is the authority of law the same? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The point of law is the same. They have 
no authority for the employment of these people or the pay- 
ment of their compensation. The only difference is that it re- 
lates to the national-bank currency instead of the other. 

Mr. MANN. It has nothing to do with the emergency cur- 


rency? 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is for the nationa]-bank currency. 


The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
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3 I suppose that is a service that is absolutely 
req 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it is absolutely required, and not sub- 
ject to a point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it is subject to a point of order, if the 
statement of the gentleman is correct. The other paragraph 
was clearly subject to a point of order, although it took a long 
time to get that information, and then it was too late. But 
if this be for the national-bank currency, I will not make the 
point of order. 

ee of Indiana. I renew the point of order. I re- 
serve it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana reserves the 
point of order. { 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask to have my amendment reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

22 e . of they —— appropriated shall be expended f 

* no 
salaries or T —— as a result on 
competitive examination.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it was unfortunate that 
on the last paragraph the merits of the amendment were lost 
sight of in a discussion of the integrity of other administra- 
tions instead of the proposition contained in the amendment itself. 
I am quite convinced that the gentleman in charge of this bill 
does not wish to have persons employed not only illegally but 
in violation of the spirit of the civil-service law. 

It is well understood that under the civil-service law the 
President has the power to except any persons from the opera- 
tion of the classified service, but it was intended that this power 
should be exercised only in cases of extraordinary emergencies, 
and it was never contemplated that when a few clerks, laborers, 
and counters were to be appointed to carry out the recently 
enacted currency law, for which I have difficulty in finding a 
suitable name—— 

Mr. MANN. The emergency currency law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is supposed to be the epitome of the 
knowledge and wisdom of the Republican party on currency 
legislation. It was never contemplated that advantage would 
be taken of that situation to exempt new clerks and laborers 
so as to have them appointed and distributed as party spoils. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
has well called attention to the currency law. I think the most 
unfortunate thing about the action of Congress at that session 
was the passage of that law which was supposed to be a perfect 
scheme to protect our currency; yet the Republicans themselyes 
were so convinced of the absolute viciousness of the law that 
they provided that under no circumstances should it continue 
in force more than six years. 

Then there was a provision which was believed to be the 
most desirable of all—something that displayed the great and 
transcendent genius of the Republican party for legislation—a 
monetary commission created, by which men who had served 
in Congress from ten to thirty-five years were authorized to 
commence to study the financial systems of the various nations 
of the world, in order that they might obtrude their observa- 
tions at a later date on Congress. So, at a time when it was 
universally understood that some legislation was essential, the 
Republican party, under the great stress that the country was 
then in, passed a bill, which they confessed was so vicious that 
it should not stand longer than six years, and authorized a com- 
mission composed of the most experienced and capable legis- 
lators, who had studied great questions for a quarter of a 
century, to take a special course in finance for the benefit of 
the rest of us. 

It seems to me that, important as these questions are and as 
ridiculous as the Republican party is under all these conditions, 
it should not be permitted to befog the issue raised by this 
amendment, and that is whether the Republican party in this 
House intends to maintain in all its integrity the civil-service 
law, or whether it will permit a few paltry positions in the 
Treasury Department, in the office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, a few laborers receiving $720 a year, to be distributed 
among Members on that side of the House as party spoils, 
rather than to have the pérsons selected as the result of exami- 
nation provided by the civil-service law. 

Now, this is an opportunity for the Republican House to be 
frank and go on record, and let the people know exactly where 
they stand; and I am surprised that the chairman of the com- 
mittee should impugn my motives in urging this amendment. 
I have consistently insisted that if we are going to keep the 
civil-service law on the statute books, it should be enforced. 


There are some changes which I think could be made, and 
which, I believe, would be improvements. But to resort to this 
expedient of having the President turn aside from the trans- 
action of grave and important questions, affecting not only the 
people of this country, but perhaps the very comfort and hap- 
piness of the people of all the civilized nations on the face of 
the earth, to exempt a few of these places so that Tom, Dick, 
and Bill, and somebody else may have a laborer or clerk ap- 
pointed in the Treasury Department seems to me not only to be 
beneath the dignity of this House but to be an injustice to the 
President. 

I appeal to this Republican House to put aside the anger 
which seems to have arisen because some unfortunate circum- 
stances in the past have been brought to light here, and stand 
up now as defenders of the integrity of the letter and of the 
spirit of the civil-service law. 

I am sure that if this House will do this, it will be an en- 
couragement to every young man, and old man as well, who de- 
sires to enter the public service. Under the civil-service law the 
positions of laborer, had the law been enforced, would prob- 
ably have been obtained by some men who thirty or forty years 
ago gave the better part of their days in the service of their 
country. Now every door is shut to them; employment is re- 
fused wherever they turn. In many places in the government 
service as laborers they can be utilized, and in a small way 
the gratitude of the country to these men exemplified; and yet 
it appears that so keen is the desire for patronage on the other 
side of the House, so forgetful are men except at election times 
of the men who have served so faithfully the country in time of 
strife and peril, that they except from the operations of the 
civil-service law two or three positions of laborers and thus de- 
prive the honorably discharged soldier and sailor of the civil 
war of the opportunity to obtain these places by the preference 
accorded them by the Revised Statutes. Outside of the House, 
the other side professes frequently to be the friends of the 
veteran. 

Here is its opportunity to demonstrate, and this vote will dis- 
close whether it really desires to give this privilege or prefer- 
ence to the old soldier; or whether they are guilty of uttering 
merely honeyed words to attract votes at the time of the elec- 
tion, and to give the patronage they may have to others more 
active, and in their estimation more useful in the campaigns. 
mation of the committee that the matter was submitted to the 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say for the infor- 
mation of the committee that the matter was submitted to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I have here his reply contained 
in House Document No. 514. In that he says that these em- 
ployees provided for in this paragraph were appointed under the 
executive order in the office of the Comptroller of the Currency 
en the passage of the emergency currency act, approved May 
80, 1908, for temporary duty, and are now being paid under 
section 16 of that act. Then it goes on and says that the addi- 
tion of these employees to the regular force of the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency is necessary, because of the great 
increase in the regular work where these clerks and counters 
are employed. He further says: 


The hy N issue of currency has increased in round numbers from 
123,000, in 1901 to $413, „000 in 1909. During the year ended 


23, 

tober ’ currency law was en- 
acted, 5 8 "$386,000.00. 8 B1, 1907, to October 
31, 1908, which year included five months under the new law, $367-, 
000,000 was issued, while in 1909 $413,000,000 was issued, showing in- 
creases from 1901 to 1907 of 92 p cent, from 1907 to 1909 of 75 

r cent, or from 1901 to 1909 of 243 per cent, with only 23 per cent 
nerease in the regular force on this work. 

Thus an additional force is made necessary by reason of 
more frequent redemption of national-bank currency when it 
comes here for that purpose. Redemption and reissue must be 
made at some time. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. But is there no statute, the Chair would 
ask, providing for these appointees? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The general law authorizes the employment 
for clerical force in the office of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, and this is intended as a part of the regular force. We 
do not provide for these particular people that were temporarily 
employed, but we provide for a number of people being employed 
the remainder of this year. We do not increase the force at 
all. These people will belong to the regular force in the office 
of the Comptroller, where ample authority exists for appropri- 
ating for them. If the Chair has any doubt as to the authority 
of Congress to appropriate for the salaries in the office of the 
Comptroller, I can obtain the law and cite it to him. This is 
the regular force as stated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The addition of these employees is to the regular force; they 
are not temporary employees. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an observation 
in reference to this clvil-service proposition. For a good many 
years I have listened to very able and interesting speeches from 
the other side of the House concerning the number of executive 
orders issued by President Roosevelt suspending in particular 
cases the operation of the civil-service law, and it seems to me 
it is time to give the gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
who lack information in reference to the subject a little infor- 
mation which will probably, or ought to, at least, end these 
common or usual speeches in reference to the matter. The civil- 
service law, I may say, by the way, to my friend from New 
York [Mr. Firzcrratp], does not apply to laborers, concerning 
whom he talks quite at length. But the original act simply gave 
to the President of the United States authority to cover certain 
classes of people, or practically all classes of people, in the employ 
of the Government, except laborers, into what is known as the 
‘classified service.“ Congress did not itself undertake to cover 
these employees into the service. That act was made use of by 
different Presidents from time to time. When President Harri- 
son was going out of office he covered quite a large number of 
employees of the Government into the classified service, and yet 
when he went out of office two-thirds or three-quarters of the 
government employees now in the classified service had not then 
been covered into the classified service. President Cleveland 
found that condition. There was no occasion for him to issue 
many orders exempting particular places from the classified 
service, because the great bulk of the places had not been coy- 
ered into the classified service. He found those places yet sub- 
ject to appointment in the usual manner, and it was not until 
President Harrison had been elected President, and had not yet 
taken his seat, that President Cleveland, in the closing hours of 
his administration, covered a large additional number of gov- 
ernment employees into the classified service. 

Therefore President McKinley found it necessary to issue 
more executive orders excepting particular persons from the 
civil-service act than President Cleveland had, because there was 
such a vast number of employees more in the classified service 
than before, and yet President McKinley did not find all of the 
government employees in the classified service, and as he was 
going out at the end of his first term, or during his first term, 
he covered practically the rest of the government employees 
into the classified service. President Roosevelt, therefore, found 
a great mass of government employees outside of laborers in- 
side the classified service, and we all know that there are 
times when it is necessary or advisable to make an exception, 
and the reason that President Roosevelt issued a large num- 
ber of orders was not because he did not uphold the letter 
and spirit of the civil-service law as well as his predecessors 
had, but because of the greater number of employees in the 
classified service and the greater number of positions which 
were affected by the administration of the Civil Service Com- 
mission and the law. President Roosevelt went further. While 
the law did not authorize him to cover laborers into the classi- 
fied service, the law does authorize the Executive to determine 
in reference to appointments of laborers, and practically he 
coyered the laborers not into the classified service but into 
the competitive service, so called. There can be no proper 
charge made against President Roosevelt that he did not ob- 
serve either the letter or the spirit of the civil-service law 
when he made these few exceptions larger than his predecessors 
he made, because the number affected under him was so much 

rger. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Nothing further than to insist upon 
the point of order. I have not heard anyone say yet there is 
any law upon which to bottom this appropriation, and I there- 
fore insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, On the statement of the gentleman from 
Minnesota that these employees are authorized by the general 
statute, the Chair overrules the point of order. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Tawney) there were—ayes 
28, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

tingent expenses: For in 
to care better methods of administration, incloding necessary traveling 
— ia ering in connection with special work, or obtaini of better ad- 
nistrative methods in any branch of the service within or under the 
Treasury Department, including the temporary employment of 


stenographi accountants, or other expert services either within or 
without the District of Columbia, $25,000. _ 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order upon the paragraph for the purpose of getting some 
information. What is now wrong with the administrative 
methods of the Treasury? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman from Minnesota 
permit me? If so, I would like to answer that. ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Indiana wants me 
to explain the necessity for this appropriation, I will do so. 
If he wants to criticise the administration of the Treasury De- 
partment, he can proceed in his own time to do so; but I can 
not, by standing here and having gentlemen put hypothetical 
questions to me, be placed in a position of attempting to criti- 
cise the administration of the Treasury Department. If the 
gentleman desires to know the necessity for this appropriation, 
I will state it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The question I propound to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota is simply this: What is wrong with 
the administrative methods of the Treasury Department now, if 
anything? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That which has been wrong with the admin- 
istrative methods of the Treasury Department, and a number 
of other departments, for a great many years, and that, too, 
under different administrations politically. The methods are 
all antiquated. We have in very few of the departments mod- 
ern business methods. For example, when the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury entered upon the discharge of his duties of 
that office, or his assistant I should say, for it is the assistant 
who first made the inyestigation—Mr. Norton—he found on the 
top floor of that building a branch printing office which the 
Committee on Appropriations recommended four years ago 
should be removed to the Government Printing Office, and this 
House defeated it. Mr. Norton, on inquiry, ascertained that 
the Secretary of the Treasury had it within his power to move 
that branch printing office from the Treasury Department to the 
Government Printing Office, and it was removed without any 
interference with the business of the department and without 
interfering at all with the promptness with which the printing 
of the Treasury Department must be done. When that was re- 
moved he then discovered that they had a bindery there in the 
Treasury Department, and upon inquiry as to the necessity for 
maintaining a bindery in the Treasury Department he ascer- 
tained that they were binding the letters received by the Treas- 
urer, not by the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the Treas- 
urer; that after pasting these letters on fine linen paper the 
letters were then filed and bound in volumes just as had been 
done in the beginning of our Government, and has been contin- 
ned eyer since the days of Alexander Hamilton. 

Mr. Norton made this discovery. Thereupon he proposed to 
remove the bindery, and he was informed by the employees 
that that would be impossible; that they had to have a bindery 
there for the purpose of binding those letters and also for the 
purpose of binding bonds; that they could not hawk the govern- 
ment bonds back and forward between the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the Government Printing Office, whereupon Mr. Nor- 
ton gave instructions to give him a statement of the amount of 
time during the year used in the binding of bonds. Of course 
he could readily see there was a reason for binding the bonds 
in the Treasury building. When it was ascertained, or when 
the facts were laid before him, it was shown that the time con- 
sumed during the year in binding these bonds amounted to the 
time of one man for eight days. Whereupon Mr. Norton made 
an order requiring the letters in the office of the Treasurer to be 
filed according to modern methods and ordered the bindery out, 
with the remark that when they had bonds to bind they would 
get a small binding machine and borrow a binder from the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office. Now, there are a good many other re- 
forms in the methods of doing the business of the Treasury De- 
partment that have been adopted since the present Secretary and 
his assistants have taken charge of that office, and all of the 
changes thus far made and all proposed changes in method will be 
made under existing law. It is not proposed to change bureaus, 
as the Post-Office Department attempted to do some years ago, 
and the Interior Department. It is not proposed to attempt a 
reorganization, but it is to systematize and improve methods 
and make those methods more modern than they have been 
heretofore that this appropriation is asked for. This has been 
done largely by Mr. Norton himself, who has been ably assisted 
by Assistant Secretary Hilles. 

But when you come to include the outside bureaus, like the 
mint and the subtreasuries, under the control of the Treasury 
Department, wherein improved methods ought to be adopted 
just as much as in the Treasury Department, it requires the 
Services of an expert, and the desire of the department is to 
obtain the services of men who are expert in the organization 
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of large industrial organizations and therefore familiar with 
modern business methods. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say further that the Secretary of 
the Treasury spends $38,000,000 a year in the ordinary trans- 
action of the business of the department. That does not 
mean the appropriations that are paid out, but merely the 
expen#itures in the transaction of the business of that depart- 
ment. Twenty-five thousand for half a year, or $50,000 ex- 
pended in a year, for improved methods of administration I 
think will be well expended, especially when the department 
has to deal with these antiquated methods of doing business, 
I want to say further that if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cox] or any Member of this House has ever had any experience 
on an appropriation committee that has to deal with the ad- 
ministrative affairs of the Government he knows how difficult 
it is to induce those employed in the department to assist in 
formulating and adopting modern methods of administration. 
They have been working along these old lines for many years. 
They are not familiar with the modern methods of doing busi- 
ness, and they resent on the part even of a head of a depart- 
ment any attempt to interfere with the established methods of 
doing business in that department or in their particular bureau 
or in their particular division. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it the purpose of the Treasury De- 
partment to take persons from the outside in order to teach 
the Treasury Department how to put it on a good substantial 
business basis? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It is the purpose to employ just such men 
as Mr. Norton and Mr. Hilles were when they came into the 
department at the beginning of this administration. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it the purpose of the Treasury De- 
partment to bring about the reformation with the force it now 
has or employ an additional force from outside? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A force employed from the outside, of course. 
It would be an addition, but not permanent. It would not 
be a force that would be employed on clerical work in the de- 
partment or in bookkeeping, but merely consist of men who are 
familiar and who are expert by reason of long experience in 
the matter of formulating business methods in good industrial 
organizations. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The information I wished to elicit was 
whether or not the department was intending to go and hunt 
employees outside of the Treasury Department for this work, or 
to put the Treasury Department on a business basis by means 
of the employees now in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Some of the employees that are there now 
will be utilized as far as it is possible for the head of the 
department to take them from their regular duties, for the 
purpose of studying what improvement can be made in methods; 
but it is hoped or expected, I believe, and I should think it 
ought to be done, to bring men from the outside—a few expert 
men from the outside to make such suggestions along the line 
of modern business methods. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then it will not be the purpose of the 
Treasury Department, will it, to pay any part of the appro- 
priation to the employees now employed there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Therefore it would be the purpose of 
the Treasury Department to expend the $25,000 in the employ- 
ment of men who are not now in the Treasury Department for 
the purpose of putting the Treasury Department on a good 
business basis? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say further to the gentleman from 
Indiana that without any appropriation for outside help the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, who has this in charge 
and who is improving the methods of doing business to some 
extent in the Treasury Department since he entered that depart- 
ment last spring, has as the result of this change and improved 
methods reduced the estimate for the Treasury Department and 
its bureaus in the neighborhood of $300,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that if this 
appropriation obtains and becomes law, it will ultimately be a 
saving to the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I believe that if this appropriation is made 
and the appropriation is granted for the next fiscal year for 
this same service, and the men at the head of the department 


are retained and they will continue their work, it will result in 
the saving of ten times the amount which is asked for this 
service. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, is there any law at this time in 
existence authorizing this appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have a contingent-expense appropriation 
in the current law, and this language under which this appro- 
priation is carried is substantially the language of the current 
law. 

Of course this is a contingent-expense appropriation for the 
department. The matter of investigating and providing im- 
proved methods of doing business is an incident to the business 
of that department. It is, therefore, authorized by law, and 
the department submits this estimate in the language of the 
old paragraph. But we declined to make the appropriation in 
that language, for the reason that it would then include in the 
appropriation act itself an amount to be expended for any of 
the incidental expenses that are included in the old paragraph, 
and when the termination of the appropriation for the current 
fiscal year is reached we want to limit this to this specific pur- 
pose, so that hereafter when this specific purpose has been ac- 
complished they can not come in and say they need that amount 
for contingent expenses, upon the ground that they had had that 
amount before and therefore they should have it again. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota 
stated that he thought this amount would pay ten times the 
amount of the appropriation. The gentleman from Minnesota 
was too modest in his statement. I have no hesitation in saying 
that, in my judgment, based upon some investigation, the ap- 
propriation of $25,000 like this, possibly added to later to con- 
tinue the work, will save to the Government annually, after 
the results are put in practice, a hundred times this amount, 
or two and a half million dollars a year. A year or two ago 
it was demonstrated that in one of the departments all letters 
were written on typewriting machines and then copied in books 
to be kept in the department, because it had always been done 
that way, except they had not always written them on type- 
writing machines. There are a thousand ways in which the 
departments in Washington can be reformed. It is not a 
political proposition. All administrations have suffered these 
abuses, and most of them have found it a very difficult matter 
to overcome these abuses because they do not obtain the benefit 
of help from those who are in the departments. Persons who 
have been doing a particular thing jn a particular way for 
years are loath to change. But if the department could do as, 
for instance, my own city did not long ago, hire chartered ac- 
countants to examine the methods of bookkeeping and admin- 
istration and give advice to the departments, the department 
will find, as the city of Chicago has found, that it would save 
an immense sum of money in administrative methods. Methods 
that have grown up here in a century of time ought to be 
changed now, but they never will be changed except through 
some such method as this. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
does not believe if this kind of an investigation were carried on 
through all the departments it would not only save two, but 
three, four, or five millions a year instead of $25,000? 

Mr. MANN. I understand that the Treasury Department 
now spends close to $40,000,000 a year. 

Mr. BOWERS. Thirty-eight millions of dollars, according 
to the testimony. 

Mr. MANN. That is close to $40,000,000. I have no doubt 
that if these accounts in the Treasury Department could be 
properly gone over by a commission of accountants, it would 
bring about a condition that we might save two and a half mil- 
lion dollars a year out of that by changing the various admin- 
istrative methods. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MACON. Have we not a committee of this House duly 
charged with the duty of investigating the expenditures of the 
Treasury Department, and could it not bring about the re- 
forms that the gentleman speaks of if the members of that 
committee attended to their duties as the gentleman attends 
to the duties of the committee over which he presides? 

Mr. MANN. I should say not, to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
There is no man on this floor, so far as I know, who is an expe- 
rienced accountant and familiar with accountant methods down 
to date. 

Mr. MACON. Could not the committee get permission from 
the House to employ such help as might be necessary to inau- 
gurate this very system of reform that the gentleman contends 
for? ‘ 
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Mr. MANN. It is quite possible that the committee, by ex- 
pending twice as much money as the Treasury Department, 
could obtain half as much information as the Treasury De- 
partment would. Still I believe that the chairman of that com- 
mittee and the committee itself are disposed to do work. It 
is also true that Mr. Norton, now the Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, or one of them, is about the livest wire on ad- 
ministrative methods that any Member of this House from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific knows. He is a man of modern business 
methods. He has already, by instituting improvements in the 
various methods of the department, saved the Government large 
sums of money. It makes no difference to him. He knows, as 
many Members of this House know, that by following up the 
matter with experienced men who are familiar with the admin- 
istrative methods in large companies—he knows, as I know, 
that there can be great saving to the Government. I can give 
to the House one illustration of a simple matter, and I want to 
say to that side of the House that it is a case of a former Re- 
publican administration. 

We get, from day to day, daily statements of the condition 
of the money in the Treasury. It was discovered in the Treas- 
ury Department not long ago that these daily statements had 
been sent out to a list of subscribers, which list had not been 
revised in twenty-two years. It will not do to say that that 
is chargeable to this particular administration or that; it is 
one of those things that run along. The truth is, there is no 
occasion for sending that statement out to anyone that does 
not want it, and that is the present order of the department; 
and a saving there of several thousand dollars a year was 
quickly made. But neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor 
his assistants can discover these things unless they have some 
one to make an examination, and the men who have been do- 
ing the work in the Treasury Department for years do not 
seem disposed to aid very greatly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, for one I think this ap- 
propriation ought to be allowed. I happen to be in a position to 
know something of the way in which the Treasury Department 
is being conducted at this time. There are pending in this House 
now several bills to reimburse assistant treasurers in charge of 
subtreasuries in this country for many thousands of dollars 
of money that has been lost. There is one in Chicago, one in 
Boston, one in San Francisco, and one in St. Louis, and in 
no instance is the Treasury Department able to say what it 
thinks became of the money. In looking through the record 
of one of these cases I find that the President of the United 
States asked the Secretary of the Treasury for some informa- 
tion as to the methods under which that subtreasury was con- 
ducted, and he received the laconic reply from the Secretary 
of the Treasury that he had no knowledge whatever as to 
how that subtreasury was conducted. The evidence in that 
case showed that for several years in succession nobody from the 
Treasury Department at Washington ever entered the doors of 
that subtreasury. Neither the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Treasurer of the United States, nor any officer connected with 
either of those departments for a period of five years ever took 
occasion to go down there and see even whether the vault 
was there, much less the cash. 

It is shown in one of these cases that due bills of the sub- 
treasurer himself and due bills of the employees in that 
subtreasury were carried and reported as cash. They appeared 
to swell the total of the cash reported in the daily statements 
of which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] spoke. 
Whether they were reported as gold coin, silver coin, silver 
certificates, or what not, I do not know, but I do know the 
fact to be that that condition existed there for five years 
without anybody being called to account. The Treasury De- 
partment at Washington had no knowledge whatever. They 
did not know a thing about it. 

Now, I believe this appropriation ought to be allowed. I 
think the department ought to send employees and special ac- 
countants to all of these institutions, to see that they are prop- 
erly conducted. There is a custom-house at St. Louis. I have 
the positive knowledge, as far as I can have it without seeing 
it myself, that a shortage existed in that institution, and that 
the items of that shortage were carried in the form of due bills 
for two years in succession—the same identical due bills that 
went to make up the shortage. 

What is true there is true in other cases. In San Francisco 
somebody walked off bodily with bags of the bullion. It has 
never been heard of from that day to this. Nobody knew what 
became of it. Nobody knows how that institution was con- 
ducted. The Treasury officials themselves say that they know 
nothing about it. They say they never sent anybody there to 
investigate it. In none of these cases have they ever attempted 
to keep track of the manner in which those institutions were 


conducted. If we have such machinery as is provided for here, 
then this department may go to somebody besides a possible de- 
faulting employee to know what the conditions are that exist 
in a particular institution. Here is a case in Chicago, which 
comes from the district of the gentleman who now presides 
over this Committee of the Whole. In that institution $173,000 . 
took wings and flew away. What has become of it? The 
Treasury Department says that it does not know, and it has not 
sufficient information to form an opinion. i 

What sort of business management exists there? Nobody 
knows, except what we hear from the subtreasurer himself. 
The department at Washington never investigates it. They 
count up the cash and turn it over to the subtreasurer, and for 
four years they know nothing more about it. Just as we have 
bank examiners to investigate the condition of banks, so this 
department ought to investigate these institutions to which I 
have referred, and save the people’s money for the people. 

I notice in the Treasurer’s report he says that there are 
$29,800,000 carried to-day under the item of unavailable bal- 
ance. What is an “unavailable balance?” This $29,800,000 
that has been taken out of the vaults of the various treasuries 
of the United States by those in charge of them, and the Gov- 
ernment is not in a position to know anything about how it 
happens or how the business was conducted and the men who 
have taken the money have walked away without being prose- 
cuted or without even giving up the penalty of the bonds which 
they gave when they took it. e 

Mr. Chairman, if there is an abuse in this country that needs 
to be investigated, if there is an abuse in the country that 
needs to be corrected, if there is any place in this Government 
where more vigilance ought to exist than it does now, it is cer- 
tainly in the conduct of our fiscal institutions. These things 
have been growing. Why? Because in these various institu- 
tions the departments at Washington have taken no oversight of 


them. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, the clause 
which is now under consideration is the most important item 
to the Congress and the country that is contained in this ur- 
gent deficiency bill. I mean that the carrying of this item in 
the bill and the appropriation of this money will, in my judg- 
ment, bring more beneficial results than any other one item in 
this measure. There has been a knowledge on the part of 
Congress for years that it was costing more than it ought to 
cost for the expenses of the various departments of the city of 
Washington. Whatever may be all the causes that led to this 
state of things, certain it is that one of the causes, and one of 
the great causes, is antiquated methods of administration. 

We have heard here to-day the examples that have been 
cited by the gentleman from Minnesota and the gentleman 
from Illinois as to specific instances of antiquated methods 
that have been ascertained and disposed of and the benefit and 
saving resulting to the Government by the correction. 

Now, gentlemen, the investigations of the committee have led 


-them to believe that the surface has merely been scratched in 


this particular regard; that the instances cited are merely in- 
dices that point us to the great reforms and the great savings 
and benefit in administration that will result from the appro- 
priation for an exhaustive investigation into these administra- 
tive methods, 

The Treasury Department is a vast business organization. 
It carries on, among other things, a vast mercantile business. 
Out of the $84,000,000 that is expended annually by the de- 
partment, $38,000,000 is expended for the expenses of adminis- 
tration. Already, as stated by these gentlemen, specifie econo- 
mies haye been set up and specific saving is the result. I might 
go on and give other instances, It was found by the Assistant 
Secretary, to whom the gentleman from Illinois and the gentle- 
man from Minnesota alluded, that certain things were being 
handled and checked and counted five different times, with a 
view of adding to the safety of transactions, when, as a matter 
of fact, it added only to the expense of the transaction. It was 
ascertained that certain things that ought to be kept in one 
place, convenient to the purpose for which they were needed, 
were carried from place to place to be checked and counted, 
with a view of increasing the safety. It was ascertained that 
certain paper and other supplies were stored in one place and 
then moved to another, and to anofher, and to still another, and 
then carried upstairs, and then, like the King of France and 
his 40,000 men, marched down again to the same place from 
which they were taken. 

Now, I take it that it is admitted that these reforms should 
be accomplished, and the only question is, How is it to be most 
economically and most satisfactorily done? I submit that the 


760 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 18, 


answer is manifest, that the question answers itself. The 
people now in the service of the Government, the men who are 
‘mow the government employees, are men who have grown 
up with, are wedded to, and are, so to speak, built into these 
particular methods and grooves. 

What do the great business establishments of the country do, 
what does the large manufacturing establishment do, what 
does the large mercantile establishment do, when it finds its 
organization is unsatisfactory, when it finds that reorganization 
with a view to retrenchment and reduction of expenses is neces- 
sary? It sends out and gets the very best talent in that par- 
ticular line, and a reformation is wrought out by investigation 
by people from without who are not prejudiced, by reason of 
long use of a particular method, in favor of that method.. There 
is something more than that. It is, perhaps, asking more than 
we may expect of ordinary human nature to ask these men to 
do things which they know will in all probability result in the 
diminution of force and in the decapitation of those who are 
their companions, their friends, and with whom they are thrown 
in contact every day. In addition to this, let me call attention 
to the recent deyelopments in the customs service in New York. 
It is-thought that an investigation of the methods obtaining in 
all the customs houses and in all the mints of the country will 
result in a reformation of the methods of doing business in 
those various branches, so that not only no such frauds as have 
been perpetrated in the past and have just come to light will 
ever occur again, but that a more economical and satisfactory 
system may be installed and a great reduction of expense 
wrought out as well as a general betterment of the service. I 
very much hope that the provision will obtain. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Nye having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment joint resolution of the following 
title: 

II. J. Res. 120. Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 3658. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in 
the fourth judicial circuit; and 

S. 5197. An act to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Greensboro and at Charlotte, in the western district of North 
Carolina. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 


House concurrent resolution 33. 


Resolved by the House o Zep resentatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the statue of George Shoup, presented by the 3 of Idaho 
and now in place in Statuary Hall, s hereby accepted in the name of 
the United States, and the thanks of Congress tendered the State for 
this contribution of the statue of one of its most eminent citizens, illus- 
trious for his distinguished military and civil services. 

Second. That a copy of these resolutions, suitably engrossed a 
authenticated, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Idaho. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to occupy the 
time of the committee but for a moment 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to 
interrupt there, in order that I may make a motion to close 
debate in five minutes? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman may make the motion to 
close it in three minutes, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
make some remarks upon this subject for a very few minutes, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate 
in seven minutes, three minutes to be occupied by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Dovaras] and the remaining four minutes by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HUGHES]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to express my 
gratification that the question of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cox] his brought out from the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations and the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Bowers] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] the testimony that we have heard with reference to the 
present administration of the Treasury Department. I think it 
is well that occasionally we should pause to indulge in words 
of commendation of the men who are rendering such service 
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as are the young men, especially the assistant secretaries to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in that department. I be- 
lieve that the value of a strong, capable business man at the 
head of that department is being illustrated, especially in his 
capacity of choosing for himself such assistants as Charles D. 
Norton, of Illinois, and Charles D. Hilles, of New York. I be- 
lieve that the influence of such young men, the products of our 
most modern and intelligent methods of doing business, is like 
a good, strong wind blowing through that old department and 
taking with it much of the dust of ages that has accumulated 
there. I believe that not only should this appropriation be 
made, small, comparatively, as it is, but that if made it will 
result in great good, and that it will help to make effective the 
influence of these young men who, with the cordial cooperation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, are earnestly trying to mod- 
ernize and vitalize some of the antiquated methods and forms 
and bring about a reformation of that great department. It is 
to such young men as Mr. Norton and Mr. Hilles that the Con- 
gress and the country must and can look to make, as they are 
making, the Treasury Department a modern business institu- 
tion, where the Nation's financial business is conducted upon 
modern business lines, with due reference to economy and 
efficiency. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would ask, 
first, if an amendment is now pending or is a point of order 
reserved? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of 
order has been reserved against the pending paragraph. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Then, Mr. Chairman, address- 
ing myself to the paragraph in question, it strikes me that 
there should not be any objection on the part of any Member of 
this House for an expenditure of this sort. It simply enables 
the Government to do what nearly every large private concern 
throughout the country is doing, namely, to call in experts on 
administration. There is no question in the mind of anyone 
who has been brought into actual contact with the various 
departments of this Government of the need of such experts. 

I remember in 1898, during the Spanish-American war, I, be- 
ing a stenographer, was detailed from the ranks to work at 
corps headquarters in Jacksonville. There I became familiar 
with the way business is transacted through what they call 
“military channels.” Every letter that was written by anybody 
passed through the various officers—the captain of the company, 
the adjutant, the brigadier, the division commander, and finally 
it got to the corps commander—covered with various indorse- 
ments, and then it was entered in longhand in a book. After 
we had been doing that work, entering countless numbers of 
letters and petitions which were coming in typewriting and in 
longhand, in books, we found that we had been working only on 
the temporary books, and that the department had not yet got 
ready to furnish permanent books. When the permanent books 
came along we had to copy from the temporary books into the 
permanent books, and inasmuch as the daily work was all we 
could manage to attend to, the condition of affairs became abso- 
lutely chaotic at that headquarters. 

Now, every Member of Congress knows that he is requested 
to sign receipts far in advance of the time he receives his salary, 
and yet anybody who is an attorney knows that there is abso- 
lutely no virtue in a receipt of that kind. A receipt to be a 
receipt must pass at the time the money is paid. These receipts 
cost money to print, they cost money to have executed, they 
cost money to take care of afterwards to classify and store 
them. Soldiers are requested to sign three receipts, long before 
they receive their pay. They sign in triplicate. Paymasters 
carry around great rolls of parchments, and men are most 
solemnly required to certify and sign that they have received 
their money, when, as a matter of fact, they have not. These 
are not receipts, because the money does not pass. I think 
there are a great many departments of the Government where 
experts such as are provided for in this item would be of great 
benefit. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
how he proposes that these agents, accountants, and stenogra- 
phers here enumerated are to be appointed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. By the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. With or without competitive 
examination? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, without competitive examination. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Why, I will ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, should stenographers be appointed without 
competitive examination? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The stenographic force under this will be 
comparatively small. I do not imagine there will be any ste- 
nographers outside of the government service employed at all. 
I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey that the steno- 
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graphie work will be done by employees in the government 
service, and if taken off that work they would have to be com- 
pensated out of this appropriation. The particular thing, I will 
say to the gentleman from New Jersey, is to get ouside experts 
employed, and of course it will be ridiculous to attempt to em- 
ploy men of that class and of that kind for particular work as 
a result of a competitive examination. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I agree with the gentleman 
entirely there 

Mr. TAWNEY. But they are all temporary employees. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. But I can see no reason, in 
view of the somewhat acrid debate we have had on civil service 
this morning, why everybody lost interest when the preceding 
paragraphs were passed and this paragraph was taken up, 
which to that debate is much more applicable than to the others, 
There we were simply making legal that which had been il- 
legal before, but here is a new proposition. Some stenographers 
are to be employed; and is there any reason why, if these ste- 
nographers are to be employed, they should not be employed 
under a competitive examination? 

Mr. MANN. But these are only temporary employees. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Suppose a man goes to Boston for the pur- 
pose of making an examination, and has to employ the services 
of a stenographer temporarily, how could he do it? How could 
he pay for it unless we make an appropriation? It is for that 
class of stenographie service. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. If it is not the intention to 
appoint—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not the intention to appoint anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on this paragraph has 
expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana on the point of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I desire to be heard for two or three 
minutes. I reserved the point of order simply for the purpose 
of eliciting information on the phraseology embraced in the 
paragraph under consideration. The explanation made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and his comem- 
ber from the State of Mississippi, together with the gentleman 
from Illinois, reveals what I believe to be an earnest desire 
upon the part of all to do something in the way of economy 
in the administration of public affairs of this country. I have 
thought for some time that it was the odds and ends which 
were absolutely eating the very vitals out of our Government 
and purely a lack of business administration, and I have 
further thought that if a business administration was applied 
to the various departments of our Government, Congress would 
not be required to annually appropriate more than $1,000,000,000 
a year for the current expenses of the Government, and, with 
the assurances made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that this appropriation of $25,000 will ulti- 
mately save millions to our country, I am heartily in favor 
of the paragraph under consideration and withdraw the point 
of order. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
the point of order, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ice plant, Treasury building: To enable the Treasury Department to 
18,806. and install an ice-making plant in the Treasury building, 
„500. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph in order that I may get some information as to 
the necessity for its remaining in the bill. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for this item are explained in a note 
sent to the committee, in which he says: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 31, 1909. 

Year after year, upon advertisements for supplying ice to the Treas- 
ury and other departments, only two bids have been received, one from 
the American Ice Company and the other from a manufacturer of ice. 
Every year the price is advanced over the preceding year. Under an 
advertisement for ice published by the general supply committee to 
supply ice for the executive departments in the city of Washington 
during the present fiscal year, the price was considered excessive and 
the bids were rejected and readvertisement made. Only one proposal 
was received under the second advertisement, and that from the Ameri- 
can Ice Year et whose bid was the same as under the first advertise- 
ment, with the exception that for one class of ice (plate ice) the price 
was reduced 1 cent per 100 pounds. The board of awards, created 
under section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, recommended to the several 
executive departments that ice-making machines be installed in the 
permanent buildings occupied by the several d rtments. Two depart- 
ments (Post-Office and Interior) have already installed these machines, 
and it recommended that, in the Interest of economy, an appropria- 
tion be made to install a 5-ton plant in the Treasury building. is 
department pays 24 cents per 100 pounds for ice, and if authority is 
given for the installation of an ice plant ice can be manufactured for a 


pies not exceeding 14 per ton, and the 8 ordinarily made 
‘or two years would nearly pay for the plant. The 1 is 
asked for at this time so that the plant may be in operation by the 
first of the next fiscal year. The deliveries from the 1 Depart- 
ment to its annexes—Winder, Cox, Butler, Union, Small, and Evening 
Star buildings—will be made by the department without additional cost. 

It will be seen from the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that there will be a tremendous saving in the expenses if 
this plant is established at the present time. There is now, Mr. 
Chairman, no competition so far as furnishing ice to the various 
departments of the Government at Washington is concerned. It 
is practically a monopoly, and so monopolized and so handled 
that the price has increased from year to year owing to the help- 
lessness of the Government to provide for itself. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
before he takes his seat if his committee has carefully investi- 
gated this matter, and if it has been ascertained that it will be 
in the interest of economy to establish an ice plant in the Treas- 
ury Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that while the Government last year was paying $4.80 a ton, 
the Department of the Interior was manufacturing its own ice 
at less than $1 a ton, and so was the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. MACON. Why could not the Treasury Department get 
ice from the Post-Office and the Interior departments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Simply because the Interior Department and 
the Post-Office Department have a plant equal only to their de- 
mand. The capacity of their plant is intended only to supply 
the Interior Department and all of its bureaus. Not only the 
Interior Department proper, but Howard University, the St. 
Elizabeth Hospital, and all the bureaus that are under the In- 
terior Department are supplied from the plant in the Interior 
Department; and so with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. MACON. Would it not be better and in the interest of 
economy to enlarge the plants that have already been installed, 
so we will not have so many employees engaged in the manu- 
facture of ice? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say for the information of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas that last summer when this question first 
came up the Secretary of the Interior called on me, informing 
me as to what we were paying, or were required to pay, for ice, 
and what the Post-Office Department had already done, and 
what he could do if he could have the authority in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill passed at the extra session of this 
Congress, He wanted to put in a plant there. The same 
thought at that time occurred to me that has occurred to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon], that a central plant 
for all of the bureaus would be more economical, The engineer 
in the Department of the Interior, however, informed me that 
the only cost of manufacturing ice in the Department of the 
Interior and in any of the other departments would be the mate- 
rial and the machinery. The power was there, and the engi- 
neer and the fireman could look after the ice plant now, whereas 
if you have a central plant you will have to have more ex- 
tensive machinery, it will cost a great deal more for mainte- 
nance, and the help to manufacture the ice will be more ex- 
pensive than under this plan. 

Now, let me say further, on my suggestion the Department of 
the Interior permitted the manufacturer of ice plants to install 
a plant with this understanding, that if no appropriation was 
made by Congress for the expense of the plant, then they were 
to pay $1.50 a ton for the ice consumed and the plant would 
have to be taken out. The Interior Department had the appro- 
priation to buy the ice, but it had no appropriation to buy the 
plant, and on my suggestion the plant was installed with that 
understanding, no obligation being created to take the plant 
subsequently. But since that time the plant has been installed 
and operated, and while the chief clerk of the Interior Depart- 
ment said it was costing less than a dollar, as a matter of fact 
it is not costing over 65 cents a ton to manufacture all the ice 
needed for the department and its bureaus, and the same will 
be true with the plant in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MACON. Can the gentleman say that if this plant is 
installed it will not call for any additional employees in the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; I do not think it will. It has not in 
the Interior Department, and they do not anticipate any in the 
Treasury Department. Now, I will say further that this 
suggestion has been made with reference to the Interior Depart- 
ment plant. 

There are two vacant rooms adjoining the room where this 
plant is installed and operated. The Interior Department by 
utilizing these two rooms could increase the capacity so as to 
supply the Department of Justice or any other small depart- 
ment, but the capacity could not be increased so as to enable 


the Interior Department to provide for the Treasury Depart- 
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ment and all their outside buildings, and for that reason an 
independent plant is necessary in the Treasury Department, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota one question. Is this an instance where the Gov- 
ernment can manufacture more cheaply than it can purchase? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is an instance where the Government can 
manufacture ice for less than it can buy ice after public ad- 
vertisement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is one of many instances where the 
same thing is true. $ 

Mr. TAWNEY. I answered the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the gentle- 
man, two of the departments have ice plants? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. The Interior Department and the Post- 
Office Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The plant in the Interior Department is not 
a government plant, because it was put in there with the un- 
derstanding that if the Government did not appropriate the 
money to pay for it, they were to take it out; but we are to 
pay a dollar and a half a ton for the ice manufactured and 
consumed in the department while it is there. 

Mr. GARRETT. Let me ask the gentleman this: It would 
seem from the statement made that the committee are doing a 
yery sensible thing in putting in this appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It seemed to the committee it was a very 
sensible thing to do. 

Mr. GARRETT. And allow me to ask if it was in contempla- 
tion of the committee to provide for the other departments—to 
provide for the Department, for instance, of Justice, and the 
other departments, and if they are considering the proposition 
as set forth by the letter read by the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are; but there is no estimate for any 
other department except the Interior Department and the Treas- 
ury Department, and it is not necessary. I think that before 
we get through with this session of Congress—and one reason 
why it was not acted upon was because the matter came to my 
attention after the chief clerk of the Interior Department had 
left the committee room—we can increase the plant in the Inte- 
rior Department sufficiently to manufacture the ice required for 
the Department of Justice and the Department of Commerce 
and Labor. 

Mr. GARRETT. There is the State, War, and Navy building. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They might have a plant of their own. They 
have not yet estimated for it. They may estimate for it before 
the session is over. 

Mr. GARRETT. Just this further observation: It seems this 
condition, so far as disclosed by the letter read by the gentle- 
man from New York is concerned, would justify the Depart- 
ment of Justice in taking some cognizance of the situation 
which exists. If it be true that a monopoly exists which is 
holding up the Government, I presume it is holding up the cit- 
izens of the District as well. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I will say to the gentleman right 
there that the monopoly, if there is one, compelling the different 
departments of the District of Columbia to pay $8 a ton for its 
ice furnishes ice to the citizens of the District of Columbia who 
run gin mills for $3 a ton. 

Mr. GARRETT. I think that strengthens the proposition 
that the Department of Justice might very well look into this 
situation and see if there is not here some violation of the anti- 
trust law. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York if 
they have done anything in that direction? 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, no. The committee did not 
make any legal or judicial inquiry into this matter. The com- 
mittee simply, when the subject was presented to it, considered 
as to whether the appropriation was or was not advisable for 
the establishment of this plant. We found these conditions ex- 
isted, and we thought they justified our committee in accepting 
the proposition for the plant at the Treasury Department. My 
own idea is that if there is any other department left out they 
might very well come in. 

Mr. GARRETT. I trust this debate will not fail to come 
under the eye of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think there can be no question 
as to the advisability of putting in this provision; but this talk 
about making ice for 60 cents a ton does not go with me. That 
statement rather queers the whole proposition. 

Mr. MALBY. A dollar a ton. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
said they were making ice for the Interior Department for 60 
cents a ton. A 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the Post-Office Department, and that is 
what the man in charge of the plant informed me, 


Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that was the information which 
was furnished to the gentleman from Minnesota. But how do 
they reach that result? In the first place they charge nothing 
for delivering the ice. In the second place they charge nothing 
for the time of the employees who make the ice. It is not very 
— in that way to get up a very interesting statement of 
cost. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no reason why they should, because 
they use the men and the teams that otherwise would be idle 
during the time they are delivering ice in these different 
bureaus, and they are utilizing the time of the engineer and 
his assistants in the department without any additional com- 
pensation. I am talking about the actual cost to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. I am saying this, that there is nothing done by 
the Government without employees, and there is no additional 
burden put upon a set of employees of the Government anywhere 
that there is not sooner or later an increase in the number of 
employees. And to say that you manufacture ice for 60 cents a 
ton and deliver it, and charge nothing for delivering and noth- 
ing for the employees, shows that the statement fs entirely 
erroneous. That is not the way to get at the cost of manufac- 
turing ice at all. Now, that may be a sufficient reason for es- 
tablishing this plant, but it is not a sufficient reason for estab- 
lishing a plant for every department of the Government without 
more careful consideration and attention. And if there be any- 
thing which one of these distinguished committees on expendi- 
tures in the different departments can properly examine, it will 
be for the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
to find out what is the cost of making ice in the Interior Depart- 
ment, and for the other committees on expenditures in the other 
departments to find out what it costs to make ice in the other 
departments. I dare say that when the committees do that, they 
will not assume that it takes no labor to make the ice or to de- 
liver it. Those who are familiar with the manufacture of ice 
know that it costs more to deliver it than it does to manufacture 
it; and yet we are told that the reason for this item is that it 
costs so little to make ice, based upon the assumption that there 
is no charge either for the manufacture or delivery, so far as the 
employees are concerned. I do not know how they get at the 
60 cents. I suppose they arrive at it by estimating the cost of 
the water. There is nothing left to pay for except the water. 
Of course on the reasoning of these gentlemen it takes no more 
steam and no more coal, and I suppose the 60 cent cost of manu- 
facture is for the water, and that is nearly like saying how 
much it costs to manufacture hot air. 

ue: MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of 


order? 

Mr. MACON. I am going to talk on the point of order just 
a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, of course this appropriation 
is not authorized by existing law. This is an attempt to enter 
upon an experiment by the Treasury Department to make ice, 
and it is not authorized by existing law. 

A good deal has been said here about the ice trust, and that 
that was the reason why the department could not get lower 
bids from one ice concern than from another. I undertake to 
say that in my judgment there is no greater ice trust in this 
city than there is a beef trust, a bread trust, or a hotel and 
boarding-house trust, or any other kind of trust. You could 
hardly get any concern in this city to underbid another, if you 
were to advertise for a month for that purpose. I am hardly 
able to believe all that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAwNeEY], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, has 
said about the cheapness of the manufacture of ice by the 
Government. I have never seen anything done by the Govern- 
ment cheaper than it could be done by other concerns. If the 
Government can manufacture ice cheaper than others can manu- 
facture it, it is the first thing I ever heard of that could be 
done cheaper by the Government than by private institutions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if, after being held up in 
the purchase of ice, Congress refuses to afford the department 
the opportunity to obtain it at a very much less cost than these 
dealers charge, does the gentleman think we will be justified 
in doing that? 

Mr. MACON. I was preparing to say that I could not accept 
the statement of the gentleman fully, as much as I believe in 
his sincerity and intelligence, when he states that we can manu- 
facture ice in a number of places as cheaply as we could if we 
were to have one ice plant operated by the Government. All 
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the departments, it seems, could have one ice plant, and they 
could operate it cheaper than they could independent branches. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me say that I am satisfied that if the 
gentleman from Arkansas will investigate the question and 
inquire into it, he will be convinced that it would not be econ- 
omy to establish a central plant, as compared with the economy 
effected in the manner proposed by separate plants in the 
departments, because the central plant would involve an en- 
tirely new organization—a new building, a great deal more 
extensive and more expensive machinery—and therefore the 
cost of maintenance and depreciation would be correspondingly 
larger. It would require the employment of men especially 
employed to run it, and we would have to provide wagons and 
teams for the delivery of the ice. 

Now, the delivery of the ice by the departments and bureaus 
is a different proposition from delivering ice from house to 
house. They deliver enough ice there to fill up the large re- 
frigerators, so that they do not have to deliver from day to day. 
If we had a central plant, all that equipment would have to be 
purchased and maintained, in addition to the employment of the 
additional clerks, : 

Now, the plant for the Post-Office Department has been in 
operation for a year. They have not had any additional em- 
ployees; they are manufacturing ice with the employees they 
had before and have now. They do not hire or have not bought 
ice wagons for the delivery of ice. The delivery is in wagons 
and teams which the department had before and have now. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, that is one thing, if the gentle- 
man will allow me, that strikes me as being very strange. I 
have never heard of an additional service being required in a 
single branch of this Government that did not require from one 
to half a dozen more employees to perform it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is very familiar with the 
public service, but I am satisfied that if he should investigate 
the matter he will find that it is done repeatedly, notwithstand- 
ing the statement of the gentleman from Illinois. Additional 
services are put upon bureaus of the departments without addi- 
tional compensation and without additional force. This fre- 
quently happens. Here the ice plant is located in the Interior 
Department alongside of or near to the engine and boiler. 

Mr. MACON. And the employees were already there to dis- 
charge the duties required by its establishment—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. They simply have one more machine to at- 
tend to. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, with the understanding that 
this is not to build up or to add to the great horde of em- 
ployees that already crowd the various departments of the 
Government, I am going to withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Unveiling statue of Gen. Thaddeus Kosciuszko: For preparing site 
selected for the statue of Gen. Thaddeus Kosciuszko, . for unvelling 
the statue, including all necessary expenses of inspection and superin- 
tendence, as follows: Granite coping around the monument, 5700; 
granite coping in ote for park coping, $300; asphalt walks, $300; 
grading, soiling, a sodding, $700; unveiling monument, inspection, 
etc., $1,500; in all, $3,500, 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of ascertaining from the chairman of the 
committee the necessity for this appropriation in an urgent 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The necessity for it is this 

Mr. MACON. Why could it not wait until the general de- 
ficiency bill is brought into the House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The statues are ready to be placed and dedi- 
cated. The associations that have presented the statues have 
arrangements made and have notified the government commis- 
sion that they would be ready to unveil them some time in the 
forepart of May, and it is necessary to make the appropriation 
now in order to have it available in time for the unveiling 
ceremonies. 

Mr. MACON. Was there not an appropriation carried in the 
last appropriation bill for that purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that there was an appropriation 
for that purpose, but it was turned back into the Treasury 
under the act of March 4, 1909, the general act turning all un- 
expended balances of appropriations on the Ist of July, 1909, 
back into the Treasury. Under that act the amount necessary 
for the unveiling of both of these monuments was turned back 
into the Treasury. We are simply reappropriating what has 
heretofore been appropriated, only the appropriation now is less 
than it was originally. 

Mr. MACON. It seems to me that this is not a matter for 
an urgent deficiency bill. I think it is contrary to the pur- 
pose of the deficiency bill to make appropriations that could 
wait for the regular appropriation bills, 
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Mr. TAWNET. On the general proposition the gentleman 
is right, as he usually is; but here is a great national organ- 
ization of Polish-Americans that has charge of the construc- 


tion and dedication of these statues. This organization has 
charge and control of the dedication and unveiling, and they 
have made their plans fixing the date for the ceremony; invi- 
tations have been extended for the unveiling ceremonies; and 
this is the only bill that the item can be placed in so as to 
make it available for that time. There is no money ayailable 
to make the necessary preparations, and this is the first op- 
portunity we have had. They will need the money very soon. 
I hope, therefore, the gentleman will not further oppose this 
appropriation. 

Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman permit me to say that the 
other day in the House some one criticised the fact that these 
statues had not yet been set up and unveiled, having been pro- 
vided for several years ago? There was criticism about the 
delay. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, that kind of delay was one of 
the reasons I had in mind a while ago when I said that I did 
not believe the Government could manufacture ice cheaper 
than private concerns could. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman and I agree about that. 

Mr. MACON. The Government never executes its business 
like others do. 

Mr. MANN. This is done by a commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that by 
public resolution No. 24, approved April 18, 1904, Congress ac- 
cepted the offer of the Polish-American organizations and the 
Polish-American people of the United States to furnish and 
erect at their expense, on one of the corners of Lafayette 
square, in the city of Washington, a statue of Gen. Thaddeus 
Kosciuszko, the selection of the site, approval of the statue of- 
fered, and manner of its erection to be under the control and 
direction of a commission consisting of the Secretary of War 
and the chairmen of the Committees on the Library of the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives of the Fifty-eighth Con- 


gress, 

Mr. MACON. Why is the Government doing this, then? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘These statues were presented to the Govern- 
ment by the Polish-American people, and the statues have been 
completed and will be ready to be unveiled next May. This is 
the proper and only appropriation bill in which the amount 
could be provided. l 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Minne- 
sota will permit me, I would call attention to the fact that only 
one of these statues was presented. The other was appropriated 
for by act of Congress. The Pulaski statue was appropriated 
for by Congress and paid for, but the Kosciuszko statue was pre- 
sented to the American people by the Polish-American organiza- 
tions. Now, if the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] will 
remember that fact, remember that this is a statue which is 
paid for and erected by the patriotic Polish-American citizens 
of the United States, and that Congress has already turned over 
to them the matter of making the arrangements and providing 
for the time and ceremonies of its acceptance, I think he will 
see that it would be a very ungracious thing for Congress to-day 
to say that because technically this sort of appropriation ought 
not to be carried on an urgent deficiency appropriation bill they 
must wait and reset their date until we can carry the item in 
the sundry civil or some other appropriate appropriation bill, 
which will take effect only on the 1st day of July of this year, 
While this is not, in the strict sense of the term, perhaps, an 
urgent deficiency, it is an urgent case for making an tmmediate 
appropriation, and it has been the custom in the past to carry 
all such cases as this in the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Mississippi will under- 
stand that I have not reserved a point of order against this 
paragraph, nor made one. 

Mr. BOWERS. I understand that. 

Mr. MACON. I moved to strike out the last word so as to 
get some information as to why an appropriation of this kind 
was carried in an urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOWERS. The gentleman will readily see the reason 
for doing this—that the ceremonies have been set by this com- 
mittee, to whom Congress has turned over the control of the 
matter, for May 10. Unless this is carried in this urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, we will be unable to do our part 
by the date fixed for the acceptance of the statues, because the 
general appropriation bills take effect only on the first day of 
the next fiscal year, the Ist of July, and the money will not be 
available, and, as suggested to me by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], a point that I have been trying to make 
clear, they had a right to make these arrangements. They 
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fixed this date and arranged for these ceremonies by virtue of 
the express authority of an act of Congress. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest 
to the gentleman from Mississippi that the real cause for the 
necessity of immediate action is found in the fact that Congress 
has already appropriated the necessary funds, but those funds 
were turned into the Treasury last July by virtue of the general 
act which was passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. BOWERS. The gentleman is correct about that. The 
funds went back into the Treasury under the general law, and 
they have to be reappropriated. 

Mr. SABATH. This amount of $3,500 and the $5,000 does not 
exceed the amount originally appropriated, namely, $15,000, for 
the erection of the monuments. 

Mr. BOWERS. It is very much less, 

Mr. TAWNEY. My recollection is that it is $7,000 less. 

Mr. SABATH. And this amount has already been appro- 
priated and turned back to the Treasury? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is my understanding about it. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, as I have already stated, my 
purpose in moving to strike out the last word was to get some 
idea as to the necessity for carrying this kind of a provision in 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. I think it was the 
purpose of Congress when it inaugurated the policy of passing 
urgent deficiency appropriation bills to make only such appro- 
priations as projects of a pressing character called for, and I 
think we ought to adhere to that policy, and when pressing 
bring in appropriations of this kind on urgent deficiency bills, 
7 if not pressing let them go on some general appropriation 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACON. Yes; I will yield the floor. > 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentle- 
man that the Polish people, who, through their various societies 
and organizations, donated the Kosciuszko statue to the United 
States, have made preparations and arrangements for the un- 
veiling and dedication of the monument erected in honor of 
their gallant warrior, Gen. Thaddeus Kosciuszko, on the 15th 
day of next May. Polish citizens from all over the country 
have contributed money toward this statue, which is to be pre- 
sented to our Government. I think it no more than right and 
proper that we should appropriate, at this time, these few thou- 
sand dollars necessary for the completion of the gift. From 
the sum originally appropriated there remained an unexpended 
balance, which reverted to the Treasury, and this appropriation 
calls for less than the amount which reverted. The statue of 
Count Pulaski will be in readiness to be unveiled and dedicated 
within a few months, and it is the desire of the Polish citizens 
of this country to honor their distinguished countrymen, who 
have rendered such valiant and heroic service in the American 
cause, on the same day. Mr. Chairman, the Polish citizens are 
entitled to some consideration here, and I hope that the gentle- 
nan will not press his point of order against these items in the 

ill. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has satisfied me 
with his very clear and interesting statement about this matter, 
and hence I have no objection to its remaining in the bill. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to revise 
and extend the remarks which I made a short time ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrcorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Without 
objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as with- 

vn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT—SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


For subsistence of the army, including all objects mentioned under 
this head in the army be oni irene act for the fiscal year 1910, in- 
cluding cost of actual subsistence of military convicts, $1,250,000. 


Mr. MACON, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting some information from the 
chairman of the committee for the necessity of this enormous 
appropriation for the military establishment on an urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill. I thought we appropriated enough 
for the support of the army for the current year in the last mili- 
tary appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The army ration since the last appropria- 
tion was made, or during the last year, has increased from 19 
to about 22 cents, and that increase in the cost of the ration, 
together with the increase in the army, is what necessitates the 
appropriation to make up the deficiency. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It was allowed for by the Committee on 
Military Affairs at the time that bill was considered. 


Mr. TAWNEY. This amount is $250,000 less than was esti- 
mated. The deduction was not made because we discovered 
their estimate was too high, but because it was only an esti- 
mate, and we concluded possibly they would be better able to 
make a more accurate estimate when we came to consider the 
general deficiency bill than at this time, while this amount is am- 
ple to carry them over until the general deficiency bill is taken up, 
together with the current appropriation for the support of the 


army. 

Mr. MACON. It is necessary, then, to have this amount 
carried in this bill to tide the army over until the gentleman 
brings in the general deficiency bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For example, the gentleman will discover 
there is another deficiency item for the fiscal year 1909, which 
is an ascertained deficiency. That is allowed in full, and it is 
due entirely to the increase in the army and the increased cost 
of the ration and the cost of other material that enters into the 
subsistence of the army. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I think it is well for us to in- 
vestigate these matters as we go along. The country is of the 
opinion that when we passed the regular army and navy bills 
for the support of the army and navy that we were extraya- 
gant in what we did then, and when we are called upon in an 
urgent deficiency bill to appropriate more than a million dollars 
for the military establishment in addition to the amount origi- 
nally appropriated for that purpose, it looks as if somebody has 
been extravagant, indeed. It looks like somebody had fallen 
down on their estimates if the department has not been ex- 
trayagant in its expenditures. There ought to be some investi- 
gations along that line, and I hope the committee charged with 
the duty of investigating expenditures in the War Department 
will get busy and make some inquiry as to whether these 
deficiencies are correct. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment is considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill whether the deficiency of $1,250,000 for subsistence is due 
to the fact that a large increase in the armed forces of the 
United States is contemplated during the balance of this fiscal 
year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not. It is due to the increase that 
has taken place during the fiscal year 1909 and 1910, and also 
due to the increased cost of the rations, the increased amount of 
the ration also, and the increased cost of clothing and other 
things that enter into the subsistence of the army. 

1 A How much is the increased cost of the 
ration 

Mr. BOWERS. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, I was about to give him some specific figures on that par- 
ticular point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will be glad to have the gentleman 
from Mississippi supply the information. 

Mr. BOWERS. I hold in my hand a table furnished by the 
Commissary-General, which went into the hearings on this bill. 
It shows that the increased cost of chicken per pound during 
July was 17.75 to 19.44; turkey, pound, 22.90 to 23.83; hard 
bread, pound, 6.18 to 6.39; white beans, pound, from 4.63 to 
4.96; baked beans, 3-pound cans, from 9.59 to 11.79; tomatoes, 
3-pound cans, from 8.75 to 7.45. There seems to be a slight 
reduction in the price of tomatoes. 

Mr. MANN. Does that say 3-pound cans? 

Mr. BOWERS. Three-pound cans. 

Mr. MANN. There are no such cans made. 

Mr. BOWERS. I am glad to have that information. I refer 
the gentleman to the Co -General, who furnished the 
table. I am not familiar with the price or method of canning 
tomatoes, and am unable to reply to him on that. I am per- 
fectly willing that he and the Commissary-General may thrash 
it out. 

Mr. MANN. There are no 3-pound cans that anything is put 


up in. 
Mr. BOWERS. I will quote further from the statement: 
, green, nd, .5 to 416; 5- da X 
67 r butter nd, 24.28 to 88.486! four S Pad W j 5 227 to 
3.805; bacon, 11.18 to 14.75; potatoes, 1.91 fo 2.03. 

The gentleman will find this table, if he is interested, on page 
45 of the hearings on the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the object of my inquiry 
was to elicit the information given by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Bowers]; also to call attention to some very perti- 
nent facts at this time. 
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It is Interesting to notice how differently the Republican 
party operates immediately before and immediately after a 
national campaign. In 1903 there was a universal belief out- 
side of administration circies that the cost of living had in- 
creased very materially. The assertion was vigorously de- 
nied by the Republicans in authority and an investigation was 
conducted by the Commissioner of Labor, and I have here a 
copy of a document, No. 747, Fifty-eighth Congress, second 
session, the Eighteenth Annual Report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, devoted entirely to the cost of living and the retail price 
of food. My recollection of this report and its conclusions is 
that at that time it was demonstrated to the satisfaction, at 
least of those interested in the investigation, that there had 
been no substantial increase in the cost of living whatever. 
That was one year prior to a Republican national campaign. 
Now we are in that period which is one year subsequent to a 
Republican national campaign. 

There has been a material increase in the cost of living during 
recent years, 

There is no national campaign in the immediate future, and 
instead of denying the truth, as is the practice of the Repub- 
lican party under such circumstances, it seems to be admitted. 
At any rate the officials of the War Department conclusively 
showed to the Committee on Appropriations that there had 
been an increase of 11 per cent in the cost of the ration issued 
to the enlisted men in the army. Every intelligent man of 
course is aware of the fact that this increased cost of living 
is due very largely to the maladministration of the party now in 
power. Even the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union would concede that. And so 
anxious are the Republicans to find some excuse to relieve them- 
selves of the responsibility for this condition that they are re- 
sorting to all kinds of devices to investigate and to ascertain 
if something or other can not be found other than the Repub- 
lican party upon which the blame can be placed. 

Mr. Chairman, there is unusual activity on the part of Re- 
publicans in their anxiety to have these investigations show 
that the blame may be placed upon something other than their 
own party before the first of November. Of course I under- 
stand their solicitude for the people, and I know their anxiety 
to continue to represent them in this body. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it be pertinent to this discussion, 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of the statement made a moment ago, 
that the difference between the rations issued to the prisoners 
in the government prisons and the rations issued to the army 
and the cost of that difference, which I understand you attrib- 
ute to maladministration of the army or of the Republican 
party 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Minnesota thinks that the people of the United States 
would be content to exist upon the ration that is issued to the 
military convicts in federal prisons, he is very greatly mistaken. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is not the question at all, The gentle- 
man is trying to evade the issue. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I may have misunderstood the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to know whether you make a com- 
parison between the difference of the ration or whether the 
ratio is of the sanie cost to the one kind as to the other. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, if it be necessary, I shall read 
from the testimony taken before the committee. The same 
ration of 19 and a fraction cents last year is costing 22 cents 
this year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So it is a comparison of the cost of the 
ration, which I say is about 11 per cent higher, which is the 
particular thing I am discussing. Now, as to whether the 
Government has been enabled to save a penny or two on the 
ration issued to military convicts is of no interest to me or to 
the people of the United States at this time. It is a notorious 
fact, and everyone who has a family to provide for is well 
aware, that the increase in the cost of living during the past 
few years has been very extraordinary. I know the cost of 
maintaining my family, and I do not live, either, in the luxury 
without which some gentlemen think we can not properly enjoy 
life, nor do I live in a niggardly fashion, but live as an ordinary, 
modest citizen of the country; and I know that within the past 
five or six years the cost of living in my family has increased, 
I suppose, 40 per cent, and it is not unusual! 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I ask that my time may be extended for 
five minutes, 


Mr. TAWNEY. I shall object to any further extension unless 
the gentleman discusses the merits of the proposition before 
the committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think, Mr. Chairman, on a question 
involving $1,250,000—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has used ten minutes in 
making a political speech, and if he has not concluded his 
speech he can take some other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On that motion I move that all debate be 
now closed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object to that. The gentleman can 
not take me off my feet to make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves 
that debate on the paragraph be now closed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman can not make that motion at this time. He has not the 
floor. The rule provides that the mover of an amendment is 

to debate it for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has not been recognized on 
the amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has not been recognized 
to make the motion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am in charge of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He will make more progress 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to be fair to everybody. 

Of course it is not permitted that one gentleman shall occupy 
the floor continuously by making successive amendments; but 
the other amendment was a pro forma one, and if the gen- 
tleman makes this amendment in good faith, the Chair is in- 
clined to treat him as having been recognized to do so and as 
entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the dis- 
cussion of such an important question as the increased cost 
of living should excite the ire of anybody in this House. It 
has not angered me very much. I suppose there are 15 reso- 
lutions pending in this House, most ef them introduced by 
Republicans, to conduct investigations as to the cause of the 
increased cost of living. The Committee on the District of Co- 
Imubia has arranged to conduct an independent investigation 
to ascertain why in this District the cost of living has so much 
increased, and it seems to me it is one of the live questions 
now before the American people, and it should be discussed 
with freedom and without attempting to apply gag rule in this 
House. Simply because, instead of trying to be offensive, I en- 
deavor to discuss these matters in a good-natured manner is 
no reason why gentlemen should become irritated. During 
the past fifteen or sixteen years, under Republican administra- 
tions, the cost of living has increased to the people of this 
country more than 50 per cent, and no adequate reason is given 
for it, except its own actions. on the other side 
of the House is trying to find some excuse to shift the blame 
from the Republican party. It is a well-known fact that enor- 
mous combinations have organized and thrived under Repub- 
lican administrations, and it is a notorious fact that the beef 
trust and its allies have so put up the cost of beef that there 
is universal complaint among all the people about the prices 
that are now paid. The gentleman from Mississippi read the 
cost of chickens and turkeys at this time. I have here a re- 
port of the Commissioner of Labor, made in 1903, and I will 
put the figures in the Recorp, in which he showed that the 
average price per pound for chickens at that time was less 
than 7 cents. 

Vegetables have increased at an enormous rate. All kinds of 
food products haye increased. The cost of clothing has in- 
creased, and although the Republicans had an opportunity to 
revise the tariff in the interest of the people, the fact is that, 
after they completed their revision, prices instead of going down 
have steadily gone up. If these be disagreeable truths for Re- 
publicans to listen to, they might just as well listen to them at 
this time and prepare, if they can, satisfactory answers, rather 
than have the people in a short time give the most emphatic 
answer that the history of this country will ever have known. 
If it be impossible for Republicans to conduct the affairs of this 
Government in a manner that will bring relief to the people, 
you had better confess it at once and be turned out on that 
confession, rather than attempt to continue under all kinds of 
false pretenses and hypocrisy. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Does the gentleman from New 
York believe that the steady increase in the price of shoes since 
the passage of the tariff bill is due to the fact that the Repub- 
licans placed hides on the free list? 
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~ Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there has been no de- 
crease in the cost of shoes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Increase, I say. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know what the gentleman said, and I 
am giving an answer to it. There has been no decrease. 
Whether shoes have increased, I do not know. I have not been 
able to buy any more shoes since the tariff went into effect. 
{Langhter.] But I do know that there is in my district one of 
the largest shoe factories in the United States, and the price of 
the shoes made there is exactly the same in Brooklyn as it is 
in Honolulu, after the freight on them for 6,000 miles had been 
paid. Perhaps you can explain how that is possible under your 
legislation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I moye that all debate on this paragraph be 
now closed. 

The motion was Sera to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the army ration shall not be issued or allowed to any mili- 
tary convict serving under sentence in the mili prison at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., or elsewhere, and such military convicts shall here- 
after be entitled to and receive actual subsistence only. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the paragraph beginning on line 1 and ending with line 
5 on page 15. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, will not insist 
on the point of order. 

In the first place, I want to call attention to the fact that if 
this paragraph goes out and no provision is made for the sub- 
sistence of prisoners in military prisons there will be some 
difficulty in subsisting those prisoners, because the paragraph 
which we have just passed and which can not be returned to, 
says: 

Including cost of actual subsistence of military convicts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a very good reason for this pro- 
vision. The effect of the provision is or will be to save to the 
Government of the United States 896,320 a year. That saving 
is accomplished in this way: In the investigation of this item 
for subsistence by the subcommittee we learned that it had been 
for many years and is now the practice to issue the same 
rations to a military prisoner that is issued to an enlisted man 
in the army. The difference between the actual cost of the 
ration to the men and which the prisoner would be entitled to 
being paid to him in cash. 

The cost of maintaining our prisoners at Fort Leavenworth 
and at Atlanta, Ga., is an average of 11 cents per ration, while 
the military prisoner receives 22 cents per ration. As I said 
before, if he is subsisted at actual cost on the basis of the cost 
of subsisting the United States prisoner in the United States 
penitentiaries, we will save 11 cents a ration, or 11 cents a day 
on every prisoner, and there are 2,400 prisoners in the military 
prisons. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has he been drawing that heretofore? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has; and the difference between the ac- 
tual cost of the ration and the value of the ration goes to the 
prison. When before the committee, in charge of this bill, Gen- 
eral Sharpe said: 


The CHAIRMAN. Do te allow the same ration for the military pris- 
oner that you do for the man actively in the service? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two cents? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir; the same companta are in “ase? ration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do they get credit for what they do not use 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketrer. The same as a private soldier? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What becomes of that surplus? 

General SHARPE. That is kept at the military prisons. 

The CHatrMAN. Do the prisoners get it at the expiration of their 
terms? 

General SHARPE. No, sir. 

Mr. Keirer. What is done with it ultimately? 

General Sarre. They use it in buying . — artleles. 

The CHAIRMAN. What becomes of the surplus? 

General SHARPR. It stays there and they use it the same as a com- 
pany in During a articles of diet. 

Mr. Magy. The prisoner does not have any control of that? 

General SHARPE. No, sir; $17,574.92 was paid as savings last year 
at the Fort Leavenworth military prison. 


No account of that money is made to anybody, and this has 
been going on for years, and your committee felt that inasmuch 
as no other committee of the House had either investigated or 
brought these facts to light or had legislated to stop it, it was 
our duty in view of his testimony to present the facts to the 
House, together with the remedy which is found in the para- 


graph which the gentleman from Iowa proposes to take out of 
the bill on the point of order. That paragraph is: 

Hereafter the army ration shall not be issued or allowed to any 
military convict serving under sentence in the military prison at Fort 


Leavenworth, Kans., or elsewhere, and such military convicts shall here- 
after be entitled to and receive actual subsistence only. 


If there is anybody that can justify continuing the practice 
that has obtained for many years a moment longer after it 
is discovered, then I fail to understand or he must fail to under- 
stand the duties of a Representative in Congress. 

I can not, Mr. Chairman, believe that we can sit down here 
and allow a practice of this kind to continue without attempt- 
ing to stop it. 

No man will pretend to say that a military prisoner is en- 
titled to the same ration that is a man in the service out in 
the field, or that a military prisoner should have the right to 
accumulate the surplus and receive it at the expiration of his 
term of service. Certainly no man can justify the payment of 
this surplus, which amounted last year to over $17,000 to Fort 
Leavenworth prison alone, to the prison officials, without any 
accounting thereof, leaving them to expend it as they see fit, 
and I trust the gentleman from Iowa will not insist on his 
point of order. If it is insisted upon and this paragraph 
goes out, there is no provision for subsistence to the convicts, 
because in the paragraph we have just passed the language is 
“including cost of actual subsistence to the military convict.” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to cordially 
indorse everything the gentleman from Minnesota has said so 
far as reducing the ration of prisoners is concerned, but I 
think he has proceeded on a false basis, The law now gives a 
remedy for this, and has for a great many years placed in the 
hands of the President of the United States the power to fix 
and alter rations. 

Under that law the President of the United States has a 
ration for the Philippines differing from that in the United 
States, and one for Alaska differing from that in Florida. 
When his attention is called to this provision it is unfair to 
assume that he will not fix the ration for the prisoners on a 
reasonable basis in place of giving the ration allowed to the 
army at large. For the army at large the ration is an allow- 
ance. It is not only subsistence; it is an allowance, made so by 
law. Now, in this provision here, they provide that the prisoner 
shall hereafter be entitled to receive actual subsistence. Who 
determines that? What is actual subsistence? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not necessarily. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary of War administers this 
appropriation. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not necessarily. Suppose one man in 
charge of a military prison would establish one ration and he 
is superseded, and another officer came in and would establish 
another. The question might come before the comptroller as 
to what is necessary for actual existence only. That is what 
it says. I raised no point of order to the other proposition in 
the appropriation, for I am willing that should be the rule; 
but it seems to me that the present law makes ample provision 
for the way to reach what is a proper ration for these pris- 
oners, namely, the President of the United States is clothed 
with the power now to change it, even if you do not put the 
provision in the section preceding this; and it does seem to 
me that when this matter has been called to the attention of 
the public, when for the first time, probably, it has ever been 
brought before the President of the United States, for Con- 
gress to go on and legislate is tantamount to the expression of 
a sentiment that we have no faith that the President of the 
United States will correct any evil that we find to exist when in 
his power to correct it. 

I blame the officers in the actual discharge of the duties, in 
disbursing these funds, for not before this time calling this to 
the attention of the officer who has the power to vary the ration 
in any particular that is necessary for the support of the army. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Right there, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
permit me, General Sharpe informed our committee that he had 
brought the matter to the attention of the officer who has the 
power to change it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say that General Sharpe in his 
talk with me indicated that there was no question but what the 
President would correct this at once, and this is the first time 
it has been brought to the attention of the President. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say that General Sharpe requested 
the President, but the Secretary of War has been requested 
in the past by General Sharpe to amend the regulations, so as 
to put a stop to this thing, and it has not been done, 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if 
you are going to establish a prison ration, you ought to estab- 
lish it in some way that will give the country a knowledge of 
what it is to be, if you are going to take it ont of the hands of 
the President, as you do by this provision 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why should we establish a prison ration? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Because it should be established in some 
way, even if varied from time to time. There ought to be 
something on which the Comptroller of the Currency can base 
the payment of his accounts, and on which the disbursing officers 
can base the payment of their accounts. The ration is changed 
frequently for the army. Why not for the prisoners? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that a military prisoner 
ceases to be a member of the army the moment he is convicted? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That depends upon what he is con- 
victed of. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that there are a great many 
people in prisons all over this country, and I will ask the 
gentleman if there is a state prison anywhere where there is a 
fixed ration? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I suppose the same law does not apply 
to all the States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are fed what it is thought they need 
to live upon. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But not the same in each State. The 
gentleman says they all cease to be members of the army when 
they are convicted, That is not true. A man may be sent to a 
military prison for six months and then return to his command. 
He may be sentenced for a year and then return to his com- 
mand, or he may be sentenced for such a crime that he will stay 
in prison until the end of his enlistment and then be drummed 
out of the service, but four-fifths of the men in these prisons 
are serving only a short time and then they return to their 
commands, 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman makes a dis- 
tinction between subsistence and rations. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. A ration is not only a subsistence, but 
it is an allowance. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is the point. The bill 
here provides for actual subsistence—what a man eats while he 
is a prisoner. That is his subsistence, assuming that all of his 
physical necessities are met. Now, the army provides a ration, 
which is subsistence plus, All this seeks to do is to care for a 
man while he is in prison, and not put a premium upon the 
crime that incarcerates him by giving him pay ration for the 
time that he is incarcerated. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am willing to give him, as the gentle- 
man says, his subsistence there. The difference between the 

- gentleman and myself is that you provide here a law for sub- 
sistence only, without providing a proper method of arriving at 
it. I think that the President of the United States can have 
all the information that is possible to be obtained from his sub- 
ordinates as to the character of that, and under the present 
law, without any change whatever, he can fix the ration for 
these people at whatever he sees proper. As subsistence only, 
you make it subject to the whim of the officer in charge of the 
prison from time to time. I would invoke the discretion of the 
President. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Towa will not insist upon his point of order. Much that he 
said was instructive about the army ration. It never was con- 
templated that the ration should be so large as to be in any sense 
a compensation to condemned private soldiers in prison. It 
seems that the same ration is issued for the soldier when in a 
military prison as when he is on duty. The ration is now high, 
and costs very much more than is required under ordinary cir- 
cumstances in times of peace, unless it is used, as it is customary 
to do it, in the way of allowing the private soldiers through 
their messes to sell the ration and receive pay therefor in money 
which goes in the company fund or in the camp fund, money 
which they expend to buy other and different rations, luxuries 
in a certain sense. There are a number of items in the army 
ration now that are seldom drawn at all. I have before me, 
and I am not going to undertake to go at length into that sub- 
ject now, a most interesting statement made up by direction 
of Maj. Gen. Fred B. Grant, of Chicago, in which he had his 
chief commissary go over the whole subject, and it is all set 
forth, but as I have not the schedules and there is no occasion 
for it, I think now it is not necessary to go further than to 
say that the time has come when there ought to be a general 
reformation of the estimates for these rations. If the private 
soldier should have more pay, give it to him, but not in this 
indirect way. It does not work out—— 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does the gentleman undertake to in- 
form this House that the private soldier gets any money out 
of this ration? 

Mr. KEIFER. Not at all; but he gets some benefit through 
the company fund, through things that are purchased, through 
varieties, and in various ways. Codfish is part of the ration 
that may be issued, and it is never issued in most of the posts, 
and so on; but it is sold and the money value paid into the 
fund. So of other parts of the regulation ration. And we get 
through this method of feeding our soldiers a great deal of 
absurdity in the matter. I do not say that it may not be proper 
to have a company fund, but this is off the question and I do 
not care to pursue it further now. But when it comes to the 
military prison, where soldiers have been condemned and sen- 
tenced to be imprisoned for a term of days, months, or years, 
there is no occasion for commuting rations, and I do not think 
the convicts there get even the benefit of it, according to the tes- 
timony we have here. It seems unconsumed rations are sold, 
but it does not clearly appear that other rations are bought 
with the money, or what becomes of it. There are several 
military prisons in the United States. In one of them we have 
ascertained that in one year there was over $17,000 sayed from 
unissued rations to convicts. Now, the only purpose of this 
provision in the bill is to cut the ration down to what is 
actually needed for subsistence, and thus save the money to 
the Government in these military prisons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to have five minutes’ more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes longer. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KEIFER. I was going to say that on the testimony 
that was brought before us we found that in the federal pris- 
ons in this country the cost per day of each prisoner is about 
one-half the cost of the army ration. An army ration is what is 
allowed a soldier for one day. The ration at other prisons for 
federal prisoners for the daily subsistence is about equal to 
one-half of one army ration. An army ration means a day's 
ration. I think, on the statement of the distinguished member 
of the committee [Mr. LIvI Nas rox], who framed this bill, we 
ascertained that the cost of maintaining the prisoners at At- 
lanta, Ga., was about 11 cents a day, and I think in the same 
testimony it is made to appear that they have as good provi- 
sions and as ample supply of good and wholesome food as are 
required. The army ration now costs about 22 cents, and it 
is certain that we can cut down the subsistence in these 
military prisons from 22 cents. It costs the Government for 
ordinary civil prisoners from 11 to 15 cents per day, and the 
food supplied seems to be satisfactory, according to the testi- 
mony. I understand, at the Soldiers’ Home here, the ration 
costs about 14 cents 

Mr. MALBY. Thirteen cents. 

Mr. KHIFER. Thirteen cents, so the gentleman says, and at 
the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton about 14 cents, according to my 
recollection of the testimony and the information that was 
brought to us. The gentleman from Iowa seems to think that 
only the President of the United States can determine what 
ration should be provided for these military prisons. ‘The 
ration that would have to be fixed by him would be more diffi- 
cult, certainly on his part, to fix than it would be by the 
superintendent of the prison, who would be required to make a 
report and show how much he had expended and what con- 
stitutes a proper ration for prisoners, and beyond that he should 
not go. The ration of the army grew up here, because in this 
country it costs very much more than it would in any other 
country in the world. We have a habit, at regular periods, of 
moving commands from one part of this continent to another, 
and to and from our far-off island possessions, and in distances 
all the way off to Hawaii and the Philippines—thousands of 
miles by rail and steamship. 

In the course of transportation by land or sea the cost of 
the ration is higher. There is a great deal of wastage. So 
that I am not complaining of the regular ration of the soldier 
when on duty, but in prison, and we should not measure that 
cost by the ration of the soldier in the field. If there is to be 
any additional pay to the soldier on account of the ration, I 
think it ought to be put in a different form, so that the private 
soldier would get the pecuniary benefit of it direct. I do not 
care to pursue this subject further, but to appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa and to other Members that this provision 
might be allowed to go in the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would like one or two words further 
on the subject before it is closed. ` 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Before tlie Chair rules, I just desire to 
call attention to the fact that nobody seems to care how much 
time is taken up in a discussion as to how much a soldier who 
is in prison obtains to eat, while the rigid gag rule is applied 
p 8 who discusses the reason for the increased cost of 

v . 

Mr. MANN. It has never been applied to the gentleman from 


New York or to me. 
Does the gentleman insist upon the point 


The CHAIRMAN, 
of order? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would like five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that he 
may be recognized for five minutes to discuss this question. -Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will undoubtedly create an impression in the 
minds of Members of this House, and possibly some people in 
the country, that the ration is a source of profit to the soldier. 
While he admitted that the soldier can only expend it for other 
articles of food, yet the general argument of the gentleman is 
to create the impression that the soldier received direct pecu- 
niary benefit from this ration. Now, the part of the ration 
which is sold is kept as a company fund and reinvested in arti- 
cles not comprised in the ration, and through that means they 
have a larger variety of food than they otherwise would have 
if they used simply the fixed ration without any power to dis- 
pose of any part of it and reinvest the proceeds. The soldier 
himself has nothing to do with this business. His company 
commander has charge of it. The soldier himself can deter- 
mine whether any part of his ration shall be sold or not; but 
there are men in the ranks who are not satisfied with the rations 
and desire some other articles of food more palatable to them, 
and they have the power under the present system to dispose 
of the regulation ration, to be reinvested in food products and 
nothing else. $ 

Mr. EIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
one suggestion? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The inmates of the Soldiers’ Home near 
this city live on 13 cents a day. Now, why should you insist 
that the military prisoners should have 22 cents a day? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am not insisting on that. The gen- 
tleman misapprehends my entire proposition. I want to say 
to him that the cost of the rations at the Soldiers’ Home has 
nothing to do with the army rations. The inmates of the 
Soldiers’ Home are all of them old men, without any exercise 
except as they may desire to take it, spending most of their time 
playing cards or amusing themselves with different games, 
properly. I am not criticizing that. But they have no violent 
exercise or legitimate work to do. The soldiers in the army 
are young, vigorous men, who haye the work to do which men 
of the army are required to do in the discharge of their duties. 
So that you can not make a comparison as to the cost of the 
rations for men 65, 70, or 80 years of age, with nothing to do 
but sleep, with young, vigorous men, compelled to get up early 
in the morning and having something to do in the way of vig- 
orous exercise until taps sound at night. The conditions are 
not the same; the requirements are not the same, 

So far as the prisoners are concerned, I agree with the com- 
mittee that this ration ought to be reduced. As to the present 
prison ration, my own judgment is that the way to do that is to 
leave the power where it is now properly lodged and where it 
can be properly exercised and where it should be permitted to 
remain—in the President. He will be the person better able to 
know what it should be and better to adapt it to the climate 
where they are serving. 

I say to my friend from Ohio and my friend from Pennsyl- 
yania, that I have some knowledge of the humanitarian side of 
prisons. I know it will be advocated by some people that the 
proper way to keep persons in prison would be to feed them all 
the luxuries, so as to lead them to reformation. Some humani- 
tarians would suggest that they be furnished rocking chairs, 
and all that sort of thing. Taking it from a humanitarian 
standpoint, if such a man were in charge of a prison, he could 
make the ration anything he pleases. Then another man might 
believe in feeding prisoners on bread and water, and he could 
reduce it to bread and water, if he desired to do so. The law 
now lodges the responsibility in the Chief Magistrate, and there 
it should remain. 

The President of the United States, with all the facts before 
him, is the best man to fix what this prison ration shall be. 
The law places it in his hands to-day, and the preceding para- 
graph that the gentleman has referred to, and which has al- 
ready been passed, provides for the appropriation for sub- 
sistence. Congress has left it to the President to fix that. If 


he abuses that power, we can easily fix it in the future; but let 
us not assume that he will not discharge his proper duty, at 
least until he has had an opportunity to pass upon it, I make 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman state his point of 
order? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmstep). The paragraph against 
which the point of order is made does not itself provide any 
appropriation at all, but is in the nature of legislation, and it 
appears to change existing law, and is accordingly a violation 
of Rule XXI of this House, which provides that no provision 
changing existing law shall be in order on a general appropria- 
tion bill. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. I offer the following amendment, to come 
oe after the word “ dollars,” in line 25, on page 14 of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 14, in line 25, after the word “ dollars,” insert: 

“Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended in 
payment for more than actual subsistence to miry convicts serving 
ee in the military prison at Fort Leayenworth, Kans., or else- 

Mr. MANN, 
that. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I make the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that the committee 
has passed that paragraph and can only return to it by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that he say that “ no part of the foregoing sum,” and so forth. 

Mr. BOWERS. Anticipating the point of order, I have an- 
other amendment prepared to meet it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi 
in offering his amendment stated that it was to come in after 
the word “dollars” in line 25, page 14. 

Mr. BOWERS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. As a part of that paragraph? 

Mr. BOWERS. I did not say that it was as a part of that 
paragraph. I said following immediately after the word “ dol- 
lars” at the end of line 25, on page 14. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why can it not be put in as a new paragraph? 

Mr. BOWERS. I will, if the point of order is sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
MANN] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. It is the gentleman from Iowa who is interested 
in the matter. As far as I am concerned, I will withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I renew the point of order. We have 
passed beyond page 14. We have read another section of the 
bill and debated it. It went out on a point of order. That does 
not give the committee the power to go back to a section preced- 
ing, which has been concluded and passed beyond. This is an 
amendment to the section at the bottom of page 14 and a limita- 
tion on the amount of money that can be expended for subsist- 
ence of these prisoners. It is impossible without unanimous 
consent to go back to it. I think that is enough for that point 
of order. If the gentleman offers another amendment, I shall 
make another point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule except as to 
one point, concerning which he desires to see if there is any 
precedent. If there be no objection, let this be passed for the 
present. 

Mr. BOWERS. I withdraw that amendment, then, and offer 
the following in place of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that amendment 
will be withdrawn. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

Provided, That no part of the last foregoing appropriation carried 
in this act for subsistence for the army, including all objects men- 
tioned under that head, shall be eh nga in payment for more than 
actual subsistence of military convicts serving sentence in the military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., or elsewhere, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. BOWERS. I offer it as an independent paragraph, to 
follow the one preceding the paragraph stricken out. I want 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the language 
contained in that amendment identifying the appropriation is 
taken, in express terms, from the language of the appropriation 
which has just been passed by the committee, and the para- 
graph which follows it, 


That it is new legislation and changes 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this proposed amend- 
ment is another attempt to amend what has already been passed 
over under the consideration of the bill. This proposition is to 
change existing law in the nature of a limitation. There are 
two objections which I have to it. One is that we have passed 
over the proposition proposed to be amended as an independent 
section, and it would hardly be in order, because it would be a 
change in existing law, only ostensibly in the nature of a re- 
striction on the appropriation. This is not in order, because 
the committee has passed that provision. 

Mr. BOWERS. So far as the gentleman’s point of order as 
to this being a limitation, I take it that it requires no ex- 
tended discussion. If there is anything well settled in the 
precedents it is that it is competent by way of limitation to 
restrict the use of money appropriated by any bill. 

Now, coming to the proposition that we have passed over, 
the provision to which this is an amendment, or to which the 
gentleman from Iowa seems to treat this as an amendment, 
there Is no legislation, no provision, nothing done by way of 
enactment that has been done since that provision was passed. 
Manifestly it is just as competent to limit and restrict the 
uses to which an appropriation may be put by subsequent para- 
graphs as it is to incorporate it in the paragraph itself.. What 
logical reason is there to the contrary? What objection can 
there be? If it is competent to limit the uses to which money 
may be put by an addendum to the paragraph itself, is it not 
competent to do it by a paragraph immediately following? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not at all interested in 
the controversy over the amendment, but it is not always true 
that an amendment in the form of a limitation is in fact a 
limitation. While this amendment is in the form of a limita- 
tion on the expenditure of the money, it is in fact a change in 
existing law. I take it, from the statement which has been 
made, that under existing law the law confers on the President 
the authority to fix rations, 

Mr. BOWERS. For whom? 

Mr. MANN, And would confer on the President the authority 
to fix the rations for these prisoners. i 

Mr. BOWERS. Does the gentleman from Illinois or the gen- 
tleman from Iowa assert that there is any law now authorizing 
the President to fix rations for military convicts? ` 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; he can fix them for all persons in 
or under the military power. 7 

Mr. BOWERS. I did not understand the gentleman so. I 
confess I have not examined it critically, but my understanding 
about the matter is that the limitation of his right is to fix 
rations for the army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. These prisoners are not discharged 
until they are discharged from the prison. The sentence carries 
them there and on conclusion of the sentence they are returned 
to the service or they are dismissed disgracefully from the 


army. 

Mr. BOWERS. My understanding of the colloquy between 
the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Minnesota 
was that the prisoners on their conviction were separated 
from the army. Separated automatically by the fact of con- 
viction. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It does not follow automatically. A 
man convicted in civil life would be separated, but as long as 
he is in the military prison he is subject to military law. It 
is a part of the military establishment. To that extent. the 
President has the absolute power to fix these rations. If that 
were not true I would not have any objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. I am not aware of what the facts may be, but 
I took the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that the 
President had the power to fix rations in this case under ex- 
isting law, and while it may be that it would be considered a 
limitation, a limitation of this sort would for the remainder 
of the fiscal year be a change of that law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The amend- 
ment which was just offered and withdrawn was an amendment 
to the paragraph which concludes at the bottom of page 14. 
Objection was made to that that it was an amendment to a 
paragraph that had already been passed, and that it was too 
late to go back to it. The Chair was in some doubt, but was 
inclined to rule that the paragraph immediately following, hav- 
ing gone out on a point of order, must be treated as though 
it had never been in the bill. The paragraph immediately 
following the one that was ruled out has not yet been read. 
It has been frequently ruled that a paragraph is not to be 
treated as passed beyond the power of amendment until the 
next succeeding paragraph has been read. Looking upon it in 
that light, the umendment which was first offered and with- 


xLV——49 


That was withdrawn, how- 
ever, and this amendment now pending is offered as an inde- 
pendent paragraph. 

It seems to the Chair to be clearly a limitation upon an 


drawn would have been in order. 


appropriation. It is suggested that to that extent, at least, 
it may change the existing law which provides for or permits 
the army ration or its equivalent to be allowed to military con- 
yicts and that, it is said, may be more than is needed for actual 
subsistence. This amendment expressly provides that nothing 
except for actual subsistence of military convicts shall be 
paid. While it may be true that there is a law requiring or 
permitting full army rations to be issued to military convicts, 
there is no law compelling Congress to appropriate for that 
purpose. Congress might withhold all appropriations and still 
the existing law would not be changed. There would simply 
be no appropriation for it to act upon. So Congress may with- 
hold the appropriation and yet not change existing law. This 
amendment applies clearly to money appropriated in this bill. 
The Chair thinks it is within the power of the House, under 
the rules, to so confine or limit that appropriation as to be 
expended only for the purpose indicated. The Chair, therefore, 
overrules the point of order. 

The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For subsistence of the army, including all objects mentioned under 
this head in army appropriation act for the fi year 1909, $290,490. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if this 
is also due to the increased cost of the army rations? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this deficiency is due to the 
increased number of men in the army over the number that was 
estimated at the time the appropriation was made, If the gen- 
tleman had read the note accompanying the estimate, he would 
have found that statement is made by the officer in charge, Com- 
missary-General Sharpe. In support of my statement in answer 
to the gentleman, I will read what General Sharpe says in the 
note I refer to: 

The deficiency estimate of $290,490 is based on the increase in the 
army authorized by General Orders, Nos. 131 and 179, W. D., 1908, 
and Nos. 61 and 93, W. D., 1909, under the operation of which there 
was an average increase in the number of men over that estimated for 
in the fiscal goar 1909 of about 4,600 men for 300 days, a total of 
8 rations at an average price of 21.05 cents each, equaling 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I made the inquiry be- 
cause it was so difficult to ascertain from the letter or the note 
which accompanied the estimate whether that deficiency is due 
to an increase in the number of men or an increase in the cost 
of the ration for 1909. I found that Commissary-General 
Sharpe stated in the letter submitting this estimate that on 
February 17, 1909, it became necessary, owing to the increase in 
the army from the number of men on which the estimate of 
1909 was based, and to the advance in the price of rations, to 
ask for an increased amount. So it appears, Mr. Chairman, 
that we have an official record to the effect that not only in this 
fiscal year, but in the last fiscal year there has been so sub- 
stantial an increase in the cost of living that a deficiency ex- 
isted in the appropriation made for subsistence of the army. 
The total appropriation for the subsistence of the army for the 
fiscal year 1909 was $7,382,951. Evidently Congress was liberal 
in its appropriations for this purpose, and yet under the opera- 
tion of the laws enacted by a Republican Congress, and under 
the conditions created in this country because of a Republican 
administration, it was impossible so to curtail the expendi- 
tures during the fiscal year 1909 as to conceal the fact that the 
great increase in the cost of food products would result in a 
substantial deficit in the appropriation for subsistence in the 
army. I wish to emphasize this fact at this time, because later 
in the session a number of eloquent and distinguished gentlemen 
on the Republican side of the House will endeavor to enlighten 
the House and the country with reasons for the increase in the 
cost of living, and from my experience here, so uncertain is their 
logic, so inaccurate are their facts, so preposterous are their 
conclusions, that I know it is not only desirable, but highly 
essential, that the exact facts should be in the records that 
these Republican orators may be confronted with them at the 
proper time. 

The country desires to know the truth, and it is as apparent 
as anything can be that under the legislation which has been 
inflicted upon the country during the past ten years, by which 
the trusts have grown and increased in power, by which the 
cost of all the necessaries of life have been forced up to an 
outrageous and unjustifiable extent, the people have been 
suffering and will continue to suffer so long as the country is 


770 


afflicted with a Republican administration. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is well that light be shed on these facts. 
It is necessary that the country have an opportunity to under- 
stand the situation, and I am glad that this paragraph per- 
mits me to add to what I said before. I think it proper I 
should call attention again at this time to the fact that when 
I endeavored to present some official records—and I have here 
three bulletins of the Bureau of Labor and one report of the 
Commissioner of Labor, all containing valuable information 
as to the reasons for the increased cost of living—a Repub- 
lican majority, in its arbitrary control of this House, should 
at once shut off debate, while no effort whatever was made 
to prevent unlimited discussion as to the amount of food that 
should be given to military convicts. I am glad that there is 
some solicitude in a Republican House even as to the amount 
of food that convicts in military prisons of the Federal Goy- 
ernment should receive, and I wish the same solicitude existed 
as to the rest of the people of the United States who have been 
suffering so grievously under the unjust, unfair, and outrageous 
legislation which has been inflicted upon them during Repub- 
lican control. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not again risk the exercise of this arbi- 
trary power in its control of this bill by endeavoring to obtain 
additional time; but I shall take occasion as the opportunity 
affords and as these items appear in these appropriation bills to 
reiterate and bring home to the country the truth regarding 
the situation. On every hand we find that prices haye been 
increasing, and on every occasion we find some glib gentleman 
ready to rise on that side of the House with some preposterous 
explanation as to the reasons for that increased cost of living; 
and yet never a word in condemnation of those great aggrega- 
tions of wealth which have so well prospered under your rule 
and which have so successfully looted the people; and lest 
perchance, Mr. Chairman, in the enforcement of the law these 
great aggregations should be properly curtailed the adminis- 
tration now proposes to come to their relief by extending a 
sheltering hand by extending the cover of this beneficent Fed- 
eral Government to those aggregations which are about to be 
suppressed, and give them a new lease of life, a new oppor- 
tunity to encroach upon the public. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Western Branch, Leavenworth, Kans.: For 5 the 
same objects ed under this head for the Central neh in the 
sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1910, $10,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16, in line 20, strike out the word “ten” where it last oc- 
curs and insert in lieu thereof the word “ six.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
of officers and employees, Canal Zone, Isthmian Canal: For 

e member of the commission in charge of officers and em- 
loyees, other than skilled and unskilled labor, including foremen, sub- 
oremen, watchmen, messen and storekeepers of the department of 
civil administration, including those necessarily and temporarily de- 
tailed for duty away from the Isthmus, $76,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, against that paragraph I 
make the point of order that it is not authorized by existing 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order that the paragraph last read is not authorized 
by existing law. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, the acts upon which this 
appropriation is based to which reference is made in the body 
of this bill commence with the act commonly known as the 
“ Spooner Act” of June 28, 1902. That act after proceeding to 
describe the limits of the proposed Panama Canal Zone author- 
ized the President to acquire on behalf of the United States— 

Jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at the ends thereof to 
make such police and sanitary rules and re tions as shall be neces- 
sary to preserve order and to preserve = lic health thereon, and to 


establish such judicial tribunals as ma upon thereon as may 
be necessary to enforce such rules an tions. 


The other acts referred to as being supplemental are with one 
exception appropriation acts, and do not furnish any justifica- 
tion for the payment of these salaries. 

The exception referred to, though not named in the body of 
this bill, is the act passed April 28, 1904, giving to the Presi- 
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dent power to make the laws for the Panama Canal Zone during 
the life of the Fifty-eighth Congress, and in the second section 
of that law this right expired by express limitation with the life 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress. No form of government has since 
been provided by Congress for the Panama Canal Zone. I 
therefore make the point of order that there is no authority of 
law for the payment of the officials named in this paragraph, 
and of the salaries contained therein. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the Spooner Act authorized the 
President to construct the canal. The gentleman's argument 
against government and civil administration on the Canal Zone, 
which it is admitted we own, would lie against all sanitary 
administraton of the Canal Zone. It would be just as strong 
to say that the Government ought to construct the canal and 
confine itself to throwing dirt and building locks, without en- 
deavoring to preserve the life of the employees there, as it is 
to say the Government shall construct the canal without en- 
deavoring to preserve order there. There can be no question 
that it is a part of the work of constructing the canal. While it 
is true that this may be no part of merely digging the ditch, it 
is as much a part of constructing the canal as is the work of 
digging the ditch itself. Not only is it authorized by law, but 
it is also carrying on a project that is authorized by law within 
the limit of cost which has been fixed by Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAJRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio wish to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first hear the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that the point of order is made 
to the provision in the bill on the ground that it changes exist- 
ing law. Am I right about that? 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. The point of order-is that there is no authority 
of law authorizing it. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman's attention has probably not 
been called to the fact that this language used here is precisely 
the language of the present law under which we are engaged in 
appropriating the money for the Isthmian Canal for the present 
fiscal year. 

Mr. HARRISON. To what law does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. KEIFER. .I refer to the provision in the appropriation 
act making appropriations for the fiscal year 1910, and I will 
read it. It is a part of the appropriation act appropriating 
the money for the construction of the Isthmian Canal for this 
fiscal year. I read: 


To continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended 


under the direction of the President, in accordance with the act en- 


titled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,” approved June 28, 1902, and 
acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto. 


That is the provision of law under which we are expending 
the appropriation for this year. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. In a moment. The provision against which 
the point of order is made is simply a repetition of the same 
language in the urgent deficiency bill making this very appro- 
priation for the year, and it would come necessarily under the 
provision of the law which I have just read for the year. 

Mr. HARRISON, The gentleman, as a distinguished ex- 
Speaker of this House, surely does not maintain that a provision 
of a prior appropriation law is authority for the appropriation 
in this bill? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is the appropriation law for this year 
that I read from, for this fiscal year, and this provision that 
is sought to be attacked by the point of order is an urgent 
deficiency for that same year under which we are acting, and 
for the same purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the gentleman must admit that it is 
obnoxious to the second paragraph of Rule XXI. It does not 
provide for the continuation of a work in terms which permit 
of an appropriation for salaries of that nature. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is not obnoxious to that paragraph in any 
sense whatever. The act under which we are proceeding was 
an act that was made effective in the language I have just 
read, contained in the appropriation bill appropriating the 
money for the Isthmian Canal for the fiscal year 1910, not yet ex- 
pired; and we are now appropriating for the same purpose, the 
same object, to cover a mere deficiency, and it is exactly in 
accord with existing law. 

Will the Chair hear me for a moment 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
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As I understood the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, in response to my remarks, he main- 
tained that this appropriation was justified because it was 
necessary to maintain the sanitary officials upon the Canal 


Mr. HARRISON. 


Zone. Now, it is perfectly clear from the terms of the Spooner 
Act that we obtained jurisdiction to make these sanitary and 
police rules and regulations, but the Republican majority in 
Congress has neglected for several long years to bring in an 
intelligent and comprehensive scheme of laws for the govern- 
ment of the Canal Zone, and on account of that reprehensible 
neglect of their plain duty there is no authority of law for this 
appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Bourret). The Chair is ready to 
rule. This same point has been passed upon twice during the 
last two years. The Chair calls the attention of the gentleman 
from New York to the first decision, on May 7, 1908. The sun- 
dry civil bill being under consideration in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, the paragraph relating 
to the Isthmian Canal was as follows: 

Eighth. For. the pay of officers and employees other than skilled and 
unskilled labor in the service of the government of the Canal Zone, 
$225,000; and the unexpended balances of appropriations for these 
objects available June 30, 1908, 

Mr. Henry T. Rarney, of Illinois, made the point of order 
that there was no authority of law for this appropriation. 
There was considerable debate, and the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED], in a long opinion, found on page 5896 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, first session, Sixtieth Congress, overruled 
the point of order. 

Again, on February 26, 1909, the sundry civil appropriation 
bill being under consideration, a similar paragraph having been 
read, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], who 
makes this point of order, made the point of order at that time. 

Again, after debate, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] being in the chair, overruled the point of order. That 
debate and the decision thereunder are reported at page 3306 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, second session Sixtieth Congress. 

Under these rulings the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I beg to call the-attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the ruling, based upon that of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], is in direct conflict with the ruling 
of the Chair made this morning upon another point of order, in 
which he applied strictly the second paragraph of Rule XXI. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] based his de- 
cision in each one of the cases to which the Chair makes refer- 
ence, upon the fact that, as he thought, this was a continuation 
of a public work. 

Mr. MANN. The trouble is not with the ruling of the Chair, 
but with the understanding of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he was not 
present when the rulings were made, but the decisions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], quoted by the 
present occupant of the Chair, were based upon the fact that 
there was existing law under the act of 1904 and the act of 1905. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, is it still in or- 
der to move an amendment to this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments to this section will be in 
order until the next section has been read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr, BOUTELL, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18282, 
the urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN ITASCA COUNTY, MINN. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the House yesterday passed a 
bill (H. R. 15387) permitting the building of a public highway 
bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, Minn. 
On my motion a motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
I ask unanimous consent to take the motion to reconsider from 
the table, so that the title may be corrected. There is an 
error in printing the title. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. The title was amended so as to read: “A bill 
authorizing the town of Bass Rock to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River in Itasca County, Minn.” It should be 
“Bass Brook.” I ask unanimous consent that that change 
may be made in the title. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection it will be so or- 
dered, and the bill will be considered as passed. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
joint resolution of the following title, when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. J. Res. 120. Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 5197. An act to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Greensboro and Charlotte, in the western district of North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 3658. An act providing for an additional circuit judge in 
the fourth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 


cation: 
STILLWATER, R. I., December 9, 1909. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: I have the honor to offer herewith and resignation of 
membership upon the Committee on the Territories of the present House 
of Representatives, with the request that early consideration may be 
accorded to the same. 

Very truly, yours, ADIN B. Capron, 


RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following com- 
munication : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, January 16, 1910. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Deag Sin: At the close of the extra session of Congress you did me 
the honor to appoint me a member cf the Pensions Committee. After 
mature deliberation I have decided that on account of my views on the 
question of prea pension bills I can not be of service to the com- 
mittee, the Congress, or the country by remaining on the committee, 
I therefore respectfully tender you my resignation as a member of the 
Pensions Committee. 

Very respectfully, MARTIN DIES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has had read that portion of the 
communication referring to the resignation. If there be no 
objection, Mr. Dres will be excused from serving on the com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 
The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 
Mr. BRANTLEY to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. Moxtxx to the Committee on the Territories. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for salary of the gov- 
ernor of Alaska (H. Doc. No. 559)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation for irrigation 
work on Indian reservations (H. Doc. No. 555)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an amended estimate of appropriation for irrigation 
on Indian reservations (H. Doc. No. 556)—to the Committee on 
Indan Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
draft of a bill for sale of timber on Indian lands (H. Doc. No. 
oo the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of the names, com- 
pensation, etc., of civilian engineers employed on river and hbar- 
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bor works during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 558) —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6) 
providing for the reorganization of the police force of the Con- 
gressional Library, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 228), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. McLACHLAN of California, from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, to which was referred the resolution of the 
House (H. J. Res. 110) directing the Secretary of War to deepen 
the entrance to Wilmington Harbor, California, to 24 feet, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
229), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R." 
17487) providing for a bureau of light-houses in-the Department 
of Commerce and Labor, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 224), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18364) to 
amend section 8 of an act to provide for the thirteenth and 
subsequent decennial censuses, approved July 2, 1909, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 227), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12353) authorizing the Lone Star Canal Company, of 
Anahuac, Chambers County, Tex., to erect a dam across the 
mouth of Turtle Bay, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 225), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GOEBEL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15665) providing for 
the appointment of deputy clerks to the United States circuit 
court of appeals, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 226), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 4748, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 278) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the estate of Samuel Caldwell, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 211), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5236, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
279) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of Lewis Shumate, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 212), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5240, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
280) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of Alexander F. Dulin, deceased, accompanied by a 
report (No. 213), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5245, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
281) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of John D. Rawlings, deceased, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 214), which snid resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was- referred 
House bill 5263, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
282) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 


Bosler H. Pullin, of McDowell, Highland County, Va., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 215), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5264, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
283) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Virgil A. Fitzgerald, of Montebello, Nelson County, Va., accom- 
panied by a report (No. 216), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5265, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
284) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of John Gibson, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 217), which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 6868, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
285) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
R. Smith Bailey, accompanied by a report (No. 218), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 100386, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
286) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of Jeremiah Looper, accompanied by a report (No. 219), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 11608, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
287) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
W. F. Parker, accompanied by a report (No. 220), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 14377, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
288) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of Abel Welton, accompanied by a report (No. 221), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17052, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
289) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Sampson Kinnea, accompanied by a report (No. 222), which 
mie resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill 17061, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 290) 
referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Jacob 
Poss, accompanied by a report (No. 223), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 506) authorizing a credit 
in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United States, re- 
ported the same with amendment, together with the views of 
the minority, accompanied by a report (No. 239), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5551) for the relief of 
Felip de Jesus Cantee, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 230), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6328) for the relief of Pedro Sala- 
zar y Garcia, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 231), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14933) for the relief of Walter Barbee, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 232), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14934) for the relief of Tennessee J. 
Spiller, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 233), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14935) for the relief of William F. 
McGee, reported the same adversely, acconipanied by a report 
(No. 234), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14936) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Holcomb, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 235), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 
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He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14937) for the relief of Thomas C. 
Capell, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 236), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

_ He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14945) for the relief of Seletha J. 
Powers, widow, and the heirs of John Powers, deceased, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 237), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14946) for the relief of the heirs of 
M. O. Coker, deceased, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 238), which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11322) granting a pension to George S. Mc- 
Guire—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13149) granting a pension to Walter P. Chat- 
ham—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5026) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Benjamin—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5030) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Herman Kneofler—Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Napoleon B. Giddings—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 17494) granting a pension to Myrta E. Par- 
tridge—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

5 ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 18582) for placing certain 
general officers of volunteers in the civil war on the retired list 
of the army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18583) to amend section 1 
of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of 
the United States, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: A bill (H. R. 18584) making appro- 
priation for the enlargement of the United States post-office 
building at Reidsville, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
Ings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 18585) providing for the pro- 
tection of Antwerp or homing pigeons when in an interstate 
flight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 18586) amending sections 
246 and 247, Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 18587) to purchase cer- 
tain property adjacent to the National Military Home, Kansas— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 18588) to correct the title 
to certain lands in the Creek Nation, Oklahoma, sold under 
Ao of the United States court—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18589) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to pay certain tribal indebtedness of the 
Creek Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 18590) granting pensions to 
army teamsters of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 18591) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Little Falls, Minn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 18592) to amend an act 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at Kansas City, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 18593) to authorize the trans- 
fer of the government highway known as the Alter road to 
the city of Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18594) to detach the counties of Genesea 
and Shiawassee from the northern division of the eastern 
judicial district of Michigan and attach them to the southern 
division of the eastern judicial district of Michigan—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18595) to in- 
crease the compensation of rural carriers to $95 per month— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18674) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to authorize entry of the public lands by 
incorporated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes,” 
approved September 30, 1890 (26 Stats., 502)—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 18675) to 
create an interstate commerce court, to define its jurisdiction 
and procedure, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 18676) for the improvement 
of the Illinois River between Hurricane Island and Calhoun 
County, III.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18677) authorizing a survey of the Illinois 
River between Hurricane Island and Calhoun County, Ill.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18678) authorizing a survey of the Missis- 
sippi River at Thomas Landing, Calhoun County, III.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18679) to improve the channel of the Mis- 
sissippi River at Thomas Landing, in Calhoun County, III.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18680) to grant 
certain public lands to the State of Colorado for the use of the 
state agricultural college of said State for agriculture, forestry, 
and other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 278) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4748—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 279) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5286—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 280) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5240—to the Private 
Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 281) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5245—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 282) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5263—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 283) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5264— to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 284) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5265—to the Pri 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 285) re 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6868—to the Pri 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 286) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10036—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 287) re 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 11608—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 288) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14877—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 289) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17052—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 290) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17061—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

My Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
121) to secure information relative to private irrigation enter- 
prises in the Thirteenth Decennial Census—to the Committee 
on the Census. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 18596) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary C. Richards—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18597) granting a pension to Clara E. 
Rhodes—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18598) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick M. Fleming—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 18599) granting an increase of 
pension to Madison White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 18600) granting a pension to 
Walter J. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 18601) granting a pension to 
John W. Southard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 18602) for the relief of Miss 
L. E. Bowen—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18603) for the relief of James Downs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18604) for the relief of the estate of 
Catharine R. Moore, deceased, late of Fauquier County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18605) for the relief of the estate of 
William A. Bowen, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18606) for the relief of Rachel Dyer, of 
Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 18607) granting an increase of 
pension to David Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18608) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza M. Mullin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18609) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18610) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Perrin-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18611) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward St. John—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18612) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Larver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18613) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18614) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Crisman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18615) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18616) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18617) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cournane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 18618) for the relief of 
heirs of Thomas H. Lacy, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18619) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William E. Carter, admin- 
istrator of estate of Melvina A. Carter, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18620) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore W. Pepoon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18621) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Smallwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 18622) granting a pension to George W. 
Pack—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18623) to re- 
imburse the city of Savannah, Ga., $1,169.13 for paving charges, 
expended for paving streets around government buildings in 
Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 18624) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Goodsell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18625) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin Albertson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 18626) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis N. Fisher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18627) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 18628) appropriating the sum of $20,000 
as payment in full for patents of John W. Stockett, covering 
features of firing and breech mechanisms for breech-loading 
ordnance, which are now in use by the United States Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 18629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. French—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18630) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Gott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 18631) for the relief of Frederic 
William Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18632) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Southworth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 18633) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank A. Sandland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 18634) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 18635) for the relief of Henry 
Shemp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18636) for the 
relief of Tillman Giles, of Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREHBAD: A bill (H. R. 18637) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry W. Reed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18638) granting an increase of pension te 
Thomas H. Patten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 18639) granting an increase 
of pension to John Rivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 18640) granting an increase 
bef pension to Phineas Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18641) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Carleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18642) granting an increase of pension to 
Dexter M. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 18643) granting a pension to 
Garrett Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18644) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Jane Bacus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18645) granting an increase of pension to 
William Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 18646) granting an increase 
of pension to Nelson Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 18647) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. W. Howett, ad- 
ministrator of William Howett, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 18648) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses Frazar—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18649) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Fawcett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18650) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18651) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos D. De Long—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18652) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Carroll—*o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 18653) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18654) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18655) granting a pension to Nancy E. 
Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 18656) granting an increase 
of pension to Varnum H. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 18657) granting an increase 
of pension to Antonette Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 18658) for the relief of 
Sanford & Brooks Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18659) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam H. Rimmey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 18660) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis W. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18661) granting an increase of pension to 
William Rigsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18662) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18663)- granting a pension to Stephen 
Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18664) granting a pension to Lawrence Z. 
Hoffman—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18665) to complete the military record of 
John Yelton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 18666) granting an increase 
of pension to John Bahm—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 18667) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick F. Morey—to the Committee o 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 18668) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen G. Schelton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18669) granting an increase of pension to 
D. W. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18670) for the relief of Capt. Richard 
Hulett, of Beardstown, Hl.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18671) for the relief of Ensign W. C. 
Nixon, U. S. Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 18672) granting an increase 
of pension to Amanda Richardson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18673) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles F. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Branch 
No. 11, United National Association of Post-Office Clerks, of 
Buffalo, N. V., favoring H. R. 3680, relative to working hours of 
post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALEEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief o 
Charles. Khoe—te the Committee on Military Affairs. 8 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of George Harrison, of Ohio, 
favoring H. R. 13915, for establishing a bureau ef mines—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania : Petition of eitizens of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring exclusion of all Asiatics save merchants, stu- 
dents, and travelers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Madi- 
son White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to aceompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Abraham Lydecker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition ef Liscum Camp, No. T, De- 
partment of Ohio, Spanish War Veterans, urging the raising 
of the battle sbip Maine—te the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of the estate of Thomas H. Lacy—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Illinois State Teachers” Asso- 
ciation, against an appropriation for the George Washington 
University—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Wisconsin Consumers’ League, 
favoring the children’s bureau bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Jacob Prough and Allison F. Kohler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Terry Simmons, editor of the 
Marseilles Plaindealer, of Marseilles, III., in favor ef Tou Velle 
bill (H. R. 5075) concerning printed matter on stamped en- 
velopes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Keystone Steel and Wire Company, of Peoria, 
III., and C. E. Sovereign Company, of Rockford, III., favoring 
the repeal of the corporation-tax clause of the Payne tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, against an appropriation for the George Washington 
University—to. the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of National Association of Box Manufacturers, 
for amendment of the corporation-tax law regarding the pub- 
licity clause—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Walla Walla Art Club, of Walla Walla, 
Wash., against the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a water 
tank for San Franeisco—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, petition of Woman's Club of Brookfield, III., against the 
use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a water tank for San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Garden City Lodge, No. 504, 
of San Jose; A. G. Planer and 27 other citizens of San Fran- 
cisco; Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, San Francisco; and P. J. 
O’Shea and 33 other citizens of San Francisco, all in the State 
of California, against the immigration and naturalization of 


Asiatics, except merchants, students, and trayelers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Jacob Stid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Tri-City Metal Trades Coun- 
cil of Rock Island and Moline, III., and Davenport, Iowa, favor- 
ing a national eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MALBY : Petition of Gouverneur’s A. and M. Society, 
against any amendment to the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. < 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Tillman Giles—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petitions of F. M. Mytinger and 6 other 
merchants, of White Hall; Jacobs Brothers and 14 other mer- 
chants, of Jerseyville; and ©. A. Sebert and 9 other merchants, 
of Winchester, all in the State of Illinois, against a parcels-post 
law—to. the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAUCH: Petition of William H. Sunday and others, 
of Peru; Mrs. Bertha Bradford and others and Mr. S. A. Conn 
and others, of Marion; and Enoch I, Thomas and others, of 
Markle, all in the State of Indiana, against S. 404, Sunday 
observance in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 
against any increase of rate on second-class mail matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Rivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Dexter M. Jones, Charles F. Carlton, and Phineas Allen—+to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Hon. Frank PLUMLEY, of Vermont, favoring a 
retired list for national general officers of the civil war over SO 
years of age, to be retired with rank of brigadier-general—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
Thomas Warfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against 
any amendment to the oleomargarine law to the Committee on 
Agriculture. r 

Also, petition of Eggleston Post, No. 199, Grand Army of the 
Republic, department of Wisconsin, against placing statue of 
Robert E. Lee in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: Petition of citizens of Sault Ste, 
Marie, against a postal savings-bank law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Wrorrspar, January 19, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Seeretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, en request of Mr. Kean and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour- 
nal was approved. . 

FINDINGS. OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate commu- 
nications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

Edward M. Mrs. Ursula Ragland, Erskine and Ed- 
ward M. Ragland, administrators of John D. Ragland, deceased, 
v. United States (S. Doc. No. 299) ; 

John Fitz, executor of Samuel Fitz, deceased, v. United States 
(S. Doe, No. 298) ; 

The St. Helena Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, S. C., v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 297); and 

The Trustees of the First Baptist Church of Mansfield, La., v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 296). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 15387) authorizing the town of Bass Brook to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River, at Itasca 
County, Minn., in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference om the disagreeing 
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votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of 
the Department of Agriculture. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. J. Res. 103. Authorizing an investigation of the Depart- 

` ment of the Interior and the Bureau of Forestry of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; and 

H. J. Res. 120. Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Rhode Island, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Territory of Hawaii, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the telegraphing of race-gambling bets, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in ships 
and buildings used by the United States Government, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Bellingham, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the improvement of the Skagit River, in that State, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of Kenesaw Post, No. 106, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of California, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Na- 
tional Tribune pension bill,” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the North Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association, praying that an increase be made in 
the police force of the District of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Guiseppe Mazinne 
Branch, No. 235, Foresters of America, of Worcester, Mass., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation tending to 
restrict immigration into the United States, which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment: 

A bill. (H. R. 15815) authorizing the construction of a rail- 
road bridge across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., 
and Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 12288) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

A bill (H. R. 12140) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell; 

A bill (H. R. 12139) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
‘Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Wilmot; 

A bill (H. R. 12138) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
‘Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Port- 
Jand; : ) t 

A bill (H. R. 5463) to provide for a change in the bridge 
authorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building 
of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,” approved September 30, 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 13872) to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and 
Calhoun, in said counties; and 

A bill (H. R. 14496) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city. 

Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3905) for the relief of the Merritt & Chap- 
man Derrick and Wrecking Company, reported it with an 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 93) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3906) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, de- 
ceased, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 94) thereon. 


CIVIL-SERVICE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boran], July 9, 1909, to report favorably a substitute for 
the resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate by unanimous consent proceeded to consider the 
resolution, and the proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, 
and it is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to 


time, as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on 


bills or other matters ding before the said committee dur 
Sixty-first Con Pio 


and to have the same printed for its use, — hat 
such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported as a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BALMON M. ALLEN. z 


Mr. JONES. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4460) permitting 
Salmon M. Allen to make a second homestead entry, to report 
it favorably without amendment. I call the attention of the 
senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Pires] to the report. 

Mr, PILES. A similar bill has already once passed the Sen- 
ate, and I should like very much to have this bill considered 
and passed now. I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to permit 
Salmon M. Allen, who made homestead entry No. 1833 at the 
Olympia, Wash., land office, on October 15, 1896, for lot No. 2 
and the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter and the 
south half of the southwest quarter of section 24, and lot 3 of 
section 25, township 24 north, range 12 west, to make a second 
homestead entry, if otherwise properly qualified, as though the 
former entry had not been made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 5521) defining the manner in which deposits of 
borax, borate of lime, borate of soda, and borate material may 
be acquired; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas: 

A bill (S. 5522) to authorize the reconstruction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of a bridge across the Black River near 
Paroquet, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 5523) to authorize the reconstruction, maintenance, 
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River near 
Parkin, Ark.; and 

A bill (S. 5524) to authorize the reconstruction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of a bridge across the White River at 
Augusta, Ark.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 5525) for the relief of the estate of Elias N. Con- 
way, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5526) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Dr. W. D. Barnett, deceased, late of Cleveland County, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 5527) for the relief of the estate of E. A. Mays, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S. 5528) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Dr. W. D. Barnett, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 5529) granting a pension to Parkman S. Warren; 

A bill (S. 5530) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Guthrie; and 

A bill (S. 5581) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Johnson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. OLIVER: : 

A bill (S. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Morris B. 
McKeever; and 

A bill (S. 5533) granting an increase of pension to George 
J. Bond; to the Cemmittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 5534) granting an increase of pension to Jane C. 
Stingley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee ozi 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5535) authorizing the appointment of Maj. W. R. 
Parnell, brevet colonel, U. S. Army, retired, to the razx and 
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grade of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: ? 

A bill (S. 5536) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Kline (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. KEAN: 

A bill (S. 5537) for the relief of Durham W. Stevens; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 5 

A bill (S. 5538) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit, by railroad or other means 
of transportation, from one State or Territory or the District 
of Columbia into or through another State or Territory or the 
District of Columbia, and repealing sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 
4389, and 4390 of the United States Revised Statutes;” to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 5539) granting a pension to Caroline F, Pettingell 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5540) granting a pension to Harriet V. Wheeler 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5541) granting a pension to Margaret Gately (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5542) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
F. Rowley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 5543) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Darr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALIAFERRO: 

A bill (S. 5544) making an appropriation to compensate Key 
West, Fla., for lands of the city taken for the use of the Gov- 
ernment; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MARTIN: 

A bill (S. 5545) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
Palmer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5546) to reimburse William Van Derveer, of Mill- 
boro, Va., for excess revenue taxes assessed against and col- 
lected from him (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5547) for the relief of the estate of Peter McEnery, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 

A bill (S. 5548) providing for an increase of salary for the 
appraiser of merchandise at the port of New Orleans; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5549) providing for an increase of salary for the 
United States marshal for the eastern district of Louisiana; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5550) for the relief of the commissioned officers on 
the roll of the field staff and band of the Second Regiment 
U. S. Infantry, war with Spain; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5551) for the relief of Leonise Gonzales, adminis- 
tra trix of the estate of Lawrence Montero, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5552) for the relief of the estate of E. W. Sewell, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5558) for the relief of the heirs at law of Etienne 
Chappuis, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5554) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Barron: 

A bill (S. 5555) for the relief of Mrs. Octave Simoneaux; 

A bill (S. 5556) for the relief of Louisa Dornier; 

A bill (S. 5557) for the relief of the estates of Gustay May- 
ronne, Alfred Mayronne, and Fergus Mayronne; 

A bill (S. 5558) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. T. H. Mad- 
dox, deceased ; = 

A bill (S. 5559) for the relief of John M. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 5560) for the relief of the heirs or legal represent- 
atives of Eugene Senette, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5561) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of Joseph Ezernack, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5562) for the relief of Thomas Kennedy, executor 
of the estate of Margaret Kennedy, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5563) for the relief of the estate of Numa Vives, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5564) for the relief of Leonidas P. Hebart; 

A bill (S. 5565) for the relief of John R, Bisland; 

A bill (S. 5566) for the relief of the estate of Henry Ware, 
deceased ; 
A bill 

Tauzin ; 

A bill (S. 5568) for the relief of Mrs. Katherine Smith; and 

A bill (S. 5569) for the relief of the estate of Thomas W. 
Abney, deceased; to the Committee on Claims, . 


(S. 5567) for the relief of the heirs of Marcelin 


By Mr. TALIAFERRO: 

A bill (S. 5570) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Roberts (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5571) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Carthy (with accompanying papers); and i 

A bill (S. 5572) granting an increase of pension to Leaston 
Simms (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment relative to the settle- 
ment of the so-called Paul Bentalou cases,“ intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment authorizing the Presi- 
dent to nominate, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and to appoint any official whose name is borne on the 
Official Register of the Army as having been retired, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation bill, 
which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for expenses necessary for the representation of the 
United States at the adjourned meeting of the Third Interna- 
tional Conference on Maritime Law at Brussels, Belgium, in 
April, 1910, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. 4680) for the allowance of certain claims 
for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 
1801, as reported by the Court of Claims. It is a bil! which I 
introduced, and this proviso, which has appeared on all other 
bills, was omitted by an inadvertence. I move that the amend- 
ment be printed and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS OF EX-PRESIDENTS. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 5180) granting a pension to 
Frances F. Cleveland, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEN. LEW WALLACE. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I submit a concurrent resolution, and 
respectfully ask for its present consideration. 
The concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 22 ) was read, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 22. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound the proceedings in Congress, to 2 
with the proceedings at the unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the ac- 
ceptance of the statue of Gen. Lewis Wallace, presented by the State 
of Indiana, 16,500 copies, of which 5.000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the 
remaining 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Indiana. 

The Joint Committee on Printing is apt authorized to have the 
copy prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper- 
process plates to be bound with these proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. Is it a report from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; certainly it is not. It is a con- 
current resolution for which I ask present consideration. 

Mr. KEAN. Is it not usual to refer all such resolutions to 
the Committee on Printing? I call the attention of the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoor], the chairman of the committee, to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw my request for present con- 
sideration and ask that the concurrent resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, if that is the usual course. 

.The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The concurrent resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
ree eB pond GORDON be assigned to the following committees: 


Civil ce Retrenchment. 
tures in the Department of State. 
Immigration. y 


Indian Depredations. 

Joint Committee on Revision of the Laws of the United States. 
Public tures, 

That Mr: HEAD be assigned to the following committee : 
Committee on Commerce. 

And that Mr. HUGHES be assigned to the following committee: 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS. 


Mr. GORE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 148), 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
Senate resolution 148, 
ee That . on ss eo re Affairs be authorized hye 
direc to inves reco.: expenditures 
Union Indian paai rir eee ae — — 
of Indians and the emplo ayers thereof in Oklahoma, and the a 


acts, con- 
tracts, and affairs generally of a Five Civil ss 


Tribes of 8 


their legislative councils. the committee is further directed 
os toal eir findings to the — with recommendations as to necutul 
Og sare That the committee or subcommittee thereof be author- 
ized to si t during vacation, here or 
elsewhere, te summon witnesses, compel the production of and 
do all other ae earry this on into 
effect. The e. in P 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the bill (S. 2846) to prevent the 
sale of intoxicating Hquors in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and 
parks, and other premises owned or used by the United States 
Government, be recommitted to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. It is on the calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania te recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OH NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. WETMORE. I present the annual report of the National 
Academy of Sciences for the year 1909, as required by the stat- 
ute. The same statute provides for the printing of the report, 
so that no action by the Senate is necessary. 

e eee eee ee nee The report will lie on the 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 15887. An act authorizing the town of Bass Brook to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca 
County, Minn., was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14464) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1911, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be read for amend- 
ment, and that the committee amendments be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and 
that the committee amendments shall first receive considera- 
tion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Secre- 
tary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of General Executive Office,” 
on page 2, line 18, after the word “dollars,” to insert “clerk, 
$840,” and in line 19, after the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“two clerks, at $600 each,” and insert “clerk, $600,” so as to 


read: 
Clerk, who shall be a stenographer and typewriter, $1,000; clerk, 
8840; clerk, $720; 8 $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the property division, 
on page 3, line 9, after the word “dollars,” to strike out “ two 
messengers, at $600 each,” and insert “storekeeper, $1,000 
messenger, $600,” so as to read: 

Assistant in of fuel, $1,100; storekeeper, $1,000; messenger, 
$600; driver, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 21, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “ one thousand six hundred“ and insert 
“two thousand; ” and on page 4, line 1, before the word 
“clerk,” to insert.“ chief clerk, $1,800,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

— 750; 

Ballätng tne division : Inspector of 3 brs fiw 


or of buildings, $2,000 
— — at 285 00 each; fire-escape 1 — wine. $1,400; temporary 


employment of additional assistant inspectors for such time as their 

services may be necessary, $3,000; 2 civil engineers or computers, at 
FF.. 
assistant inspector, $1,500. = : sigi 4 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the executive office 
from $107,636 to $110,476. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 1, before the word 
“firemen,” to strike out “three” and insert “four;” and on 
line 14, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty-eight 
thousand seven hundred and thirty” and insert “thirty-nine 
thousand four hundred and fifty,” so as to read: 


Care 1 — N her, $1,800; chief 
engineer, $1,400; 3 S1000 15 


t en 
2 dynamo tenders, at 88 ea 2 eS firemen, at suo each > 
coal at $600 each; electrician’s helper, 5 8 elevator 
conductors, at $600 each; 2 layers at $660 each; 2 ‘laborers, at 
s sit each; 2 chief peenes, who shall also have charge of the lava- 
8 at each; ebiet watchman, 
$1, ; assistant chief watehman,, $660; 8 watchmen, at $600 each > 
employees herein autho: for the 
ioner, with 


The amendment 5 agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, before the 
word “mechanics,” to insert laundry,“ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For fuel, ligh wer, repairs, laundry, mechanies, and labor not to 
exceed $3, 600 ana e a er supplies, $28,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 7, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out “two” and insert “three;” in line 8. 
after the word “each,” to strike out “2 clerks, at 1,200 each,” 
and insert “1 clerk, 81.200; ” in line 12, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert “two hundred: and in line 13, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert “nine,” so as 
to make the clause read: 


Collect office: 000 
$1,800 ‘800 + — cas cashier E gA 8 
and “bank 2 See 115 00; clerk, 00 me 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 15, before the 
word “other,” to insert this and,” so as to make the clause 
read: 


=e oe 
au o employ cler 
$800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the maintenance 
of the auditor's office, on page 7, line 25, to increase the number 
of clerks at $1,000 each from five to six. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 8, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the auditor’s office 
from $38,836 to $39,836. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 25, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert “hostler and janitor, $360;° and, on page 
9, line 2, before the word “dollars,” to insert “$360,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


3 office: Coroner, $1,800; morgue master, $720; 
morgue master and janitor, $480; hostler and janitor, $360; i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 1, before the word 
assistant,“ to insert “first;” and in line 2, before the word 
“assistant,” to insert “ second,” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of sealer of weights and measures: Sealer of weights and 
measures, $2,500; first assistant. aoe second assistant, 8 ; clerk, 
$1,000; laborer, $480; in all, $6,080 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 4, to insert: 

For extra services in the sealer’s office, which are necessary to per 
form the additional Ma te the District mar 
public hay scales, inspectors ef wood, lumber, Fad and the fish wha 


and wharfage privileges, with author to employ clerks of this 
or other offices after Bice hours, $300. ty = 


The amendment was agreed t 0. 

The next amendment was in the items for the engineer com- 
missioner’s office, on page 12, line 18, after the word “ dollars,” 
to insert messenger, $600; in lime 19, before the word mes- 
sengers,” to strike out seren“ and insert six;“ on page 13, 
line 8, after the word “dollars,” to strike out “assistant in- 
spector of gas and meters, $900,” and insert “ two assistant in- 


aes Leer- 
9982800 ks, at 
$900 each: clerk 

> in all, 


tion of tax-sale certificates, with 
Lapp pay and other offices after office hours, 


—— 
in all, 
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spectors of gas and meters, at $900 each;” and in line 13, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ seventy-eight thousand 
four hundred and fifty,” and insert “ seyenty-nine thousand 
four hundred and ten,” so as to read: 


meters, $2,000 
sistant ri ice of gas and meters, at 
all, $179,410. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 15, to strike 
out: 

Street-sweepin, 
tendent and Gerk, 
10 inspectors, at $1,100 


office: Superintendent, $2,500; assistant superin- 
$1,600; clerk, $1,000; 8 inspectors, at $1,200 each; 
each; 3 assistant inspectors, at $900 each; 
messenger and driver, $600; clerk, $1,200; blacksmith, $900; mechanic, 
$780; 2 mechanic's helpers, at $540 each; in all, $32,960. 


And to insert: 


Street-sweeping office: Superintendent, 


$2,500; 
tendent and clerk, $1,600; clerk, $1,000; E 7120 chief inspector, 


assistant superin- 


1,300; chief inspector of machine wor inspectors, at 
1,200 each; 10 inspectors, at $1,100 each; 3 assistant ins ors, at 
900 each ; inspector, $1,000; messenger and driver, $600; 1 ar 

er an 


repairs, 81.200; chief clerk, "$1,400; clerk, $1,200; ste 
clerk, $1,000; blacksmith, $900 ; —— $780; blacksmith’s helper, 
$720; 7 dumpmen, at $540 each; 2 mechanic's helpers, at $540 each; in 
all, $45,560, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 2, to insert: 

The act of Congress 8 July 1. 1902, entitled An act making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for 
other purposes,” be, and the same hereby 185 amended by adding to sec- 
tion 7.of the said act, at the end thereof, the following: 

That hereafter there shall be assessed and collected an annual wheel 
tax on all automobiles, or other motor vehicles, owned or operated in 
the District of Columbia, having seats for only two persons, the sum 
of $3; and on all such vehicles having seats for more than two per- 
sons, an additional tax of $2 for each additional seat. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the department of 
insurance, on page 16, line 22, after the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the annual reports of the superintendent of 
insurance shall be printed and bound in one volume. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 4, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “five hundred” and insert “two hun- 
dred and twenty-five; ” in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “nine hundred and seventy-five” and insert “one 
thousand two hundred;” in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “nine hundred and seventy-five” and insert “one 
thousand two hundred and twenty-five; ” and in line 18, before 
the word “hundred,” to strike out “four” and insert “ six,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Surveyor's office: Surveyor, $3,000; assistant surveyor, $1,800; clerk, 
81.225; 3 assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; computer, $1,200; record 
clerk, 81.050; inspector, $1,200; draftsman, $1,225; clerk, $975; drafts- 
man, $900; assistant computer, $825; 2 rodmen, at 25 each; 3 
chainmen, at $700 each; 2 chainmen, at $650 each; clerk, $675; com- 
puter and transitman, $1,200; rodman, $825; in all, $25,650. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 2 on page 18. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The total for surveyor's office ought to 
be changed. I move to change the total so as to read $30,650, 
striking out “four” and inserting “ six,” in line 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Free Public 
Library, on page 18, line 8, after the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“chief of order department, $1,200;” and in line 14, after the 
word “dollars,” to insert “chief of catalogue department, 
$1,500,” so as to read: 

Reference librarian, $1,000; chief of order department, $1,200; as- 
sistant, $1,000; 4 assistants, at $720 each; 4 assistants, at $600 each ; 
3 assistants, at $540 each; copyist, $480; chief of catalogue depart- 
ment, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Free Public 
Library, on page 18, line 23, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “three hundred and sixty” and insert “four hundred and 
eighty,” so as to read: 

Five attendants, at $480 each; collator, $480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 7, to increase the 
total appropriation for the salaries of the librarian and other 
employees in the free public library from $39,320 to $42,140. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The reading was continued to line 3 on page 21. 

Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “affairs,” in line 3, page 
21, I move to insert the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That hereafter no illustrations shali be used in the 
annual report of any department of the government of the District of 
Columbia without express authority of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Mr. President, I offer this amendment for the reason that I 
have in my hand the report of the superintendent of the street 
cleaning department of the city of Washington, in which there 
are four pages of illustrations showing the wonderful work he 
has done in cleaning the alleys, in repairing rotten fences, and 
that sort of thing. I think it is an abuse which ought to be 
stopped. If it is allowed in this department of course it will 
soon run through all the departments. I think the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing will agree with me that the Com- 
mittee on Printing ought at least to have an opportunity of 
examining the matter. 

Mr. SMOOT. And passing upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And passing upon it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Contingent 
and Miscellaneous Expenses,” on page 21, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses of stables of the engineer 
department, etc., from $5,000 to $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 18, to insert: 

For the 1 and maintenance of one motor vehicle for the offi- 
clal use only of the engluer commissioner and of the assistants to the 
engineer commissioner inspection work, $2,400, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 17, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “nine,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the office of the 1 of wills: For furnishing to the office of 
the assessor copies of s, petitions, and all necessary papers wherein 
title to real estate is involved, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 20, after the word 
“necessary,” to insert “to be immediately available,” so as to 
make the clause read: 2 

For the purchase of enamel metal or leather identification number 
tags for motor vehicles in the District of Columbia, $300, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 2, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For extra services necessary to complete classification, arrangement, 
and rebinding of the old records of the District of Columbia, including 
the corporations of Washington, Georgetown, and the levy court, with 
authority to employ clerks of the auditor's and other offices after office 
hours, $1,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 17, to insert: 

That hereafter section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States shall not be construed to apply to any purchase or service ren- 
dered for the District of Columbia when the aggregate amount involved 
does not exceed the sum of $25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the item relative to the control 
and jurisdiction over reservation 185, on page 26, line 9, after 
the word “ yard,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That when in the guapas of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army the use of said reservation for park purposes is de- 
sirable, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, upon his re- 
goat art iat and directed to retransfer said reservation to his 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 4, before the 
word “sanitary,” to strike out “first class and,” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For repairs to the Western and Geo 
markets and the old part of the Eastern 
namely: Replacing old benches with sanitary stands, installing modern 

lumbing, new floors, and repairing cement floors, new meat blocks and 
ce boxes, painting, tinning, repairs to pavements, and such other 
repairs as are deemed necessary to place these markets in a sanitary 
condition, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Improvements 
and repairs,” on page 31, line 9, after the word “yard,” to 
insert the following further proviso: 


Provided further, That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia are hereby directed to have paved three blocks upon which there 
is heavy traffic with the so-called “ bitulithic pavement,” at a coet not 
exceeding $2 per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


town District of Columbia 
istrict of Columbia Market, 
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‘The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to insert: 


For repli with asphalt the granite block pavement on Nine- 
teenth street NW. between L and N streets, 30 Test wide, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for grading and improving Monroe street NE. 
from Thirteenth to Fifteenth streets, from $3,000 to $3,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 24, before the 
word “place,” to strike out “Marlboro” and insert “ Karl- 
boro,” so as to make the clause read: 


Northwest: Third street and Kariboro place, north of Shepherd 
street, grade and improve, $2,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 19, to insert: 


Northwest: Macomb street, between Ross place and Thirty-third 
street, $11,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 21, to insert: 


Northeast: Fourth street, from end of present pavement to Rhode 
Island avenue, eee $1,400. z 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 84, to insert: 


Northeast: South Dakota avenue, Carlton street to Rhode Island 
avenue, grade and improve, $2,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 3, to insert: 

Northeast : Girard street, Twelfth to Fourteenth streets, grade and 
improve, $3,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 6, to insert: 


Northeast: Irvi street, Twenty-fourth street to South Dakota 
avenue, grade and improve, $2,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 9, to insert: 


Northwest: Longfellow street, Georgia avenue to Colorado a 
grade, $2,800. tee 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 11, to insert: 
Northeast: Twenty-fourth Rhode Island 

street, grade and re Fasc $1,900." : eee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 14, to insert: 


Northeast: Seventeenth street, from Newton to Hamlin streets, grade 
and improve, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 18, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “fifty thousand five hundred” and in- 
sert “ eighty-three thousand,” so as to make the total read: 

In all, $83,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 22, to strike 
out: 


The authority given the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 

the act ap riations for the expenses of the District of 

pope ergo 98 a 2, 1907, to make such changes in the lines 
e cur 


Pennsylvania avenue and its intersecting streets in con- 
ani 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 8, before the word 
„ municipal,” to insert government and; “ and in line 9, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out “seven” and insert 
“twelve,” so as to make the clause read: 


For replacing and iring sidewalks and curbs around public reser- 
vations and government and municipal buildings, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 19, to insert: 


For the stren ing and stiffening, and all work incidental thereto, 
of bridge No. 30 across Rock on the line of Calvert street, 
$12,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That the street railway 
company occupying this bridge shall contribute an equal sum under the 
provisions of exist law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 12, to insert: 


Authority is hereby given to purchase or condemn, in accordance with 
existing law, any land necessary to widen Cedar street to conform to 
the plans for constructing this subway, the cost of said purchase or 
condemnation to be paid out of this e and the said com- 
missioners are hereby authorized to make the necessary expenditures 
for the construction of said subway and bridges and approaches under 
the conditions p for the expenditures of appropriations for the 
elimination of grade crossings in the act appro a, — 190 

roviding for a union railroad station in the District of Columbia, an 
Por other pur, ; and of the a punann for approaches, — 
27. 1906 ki . t vide for the 
June 27, making appropriations to provide for expen: 
District’ of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for 
otber purposes: Provided, That such portion this cost shall be borne 


Sr the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company as is provided in section 
10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for a union railroad station in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved February 
1903, and said sum shall be paid by said company to the Treasurer 
of the United States, one half to the credit of the District of Columbia 
and the other half to the credit of the United States, and the same 
shall be a valid and 5 lien against the franchises and 38 
of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, and shall be a | 
indebtedness of said company in favor of the rict of Columb a 
jointly for its use and the use of the United States as aforesaid, an 
the said Hen — be enforced in the name of the District of Columbia 
brought by the Commissioners of the said District 


by a bill in eq 

of Columbia in the supreme court of said District, or by any other 
lawful proceed a st the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany: vided er, That no street railway company shall use the 


subway herein authorized for its tracks until such company shall have 
paid to the Treasurer of the United States a sum equal to one-fourth 
of the total cost of said subway and bridge, one half thereof to be credited 
to the United States and the other half to the credit of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Sewers,” on 
page 39, line 17, to increase the appropriation for suburban 
sewers from $100,000 to $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 6, to insert: 

Rock Creek main intercepter; For beginning the extension of the 
Rock Creek main intercepter from P street to Military road (estimated 
cost, $298,000), $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Streets,” on 
page 41, line 13, after the word therein,“ to insert the follow- 
ing additional proviso: 
rther, That not exceeding $4,000 of this appropriation 
able, when ordered in writing by the Commissioners of the 

jumbia, for the purchase of horse pro led street-wash- 
ing machines to be used in connection with hand-cleaning work per- 
formed under the te direction of said commissioners. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out, on page 41, commenc- 
ing in line 20 and including line 2, on page 42, the text of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 41, beginning 
out the remainder of the bill down to and 
page 42, in the following words: 

For cleaning snow and ice from streets, sidewalks, cross walks, and 
gutters, in the discretion of the commissioners, including services, not 
exceeding $5,000 of the existing 6 tor this service, is hereby 
reappropriated for the service o e fiscal year 1911, and any addi- 
tional balance of said appropriation unexpended June 30, 1910, is 
hereby covered into the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 10, to insert: 

Hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are author- 
ized to enter into contract or contracts for the collection and disposal 
of garbage, miscellaneous refuse, ashes, night soil, and dead animals, 
for gerode not 8 five years, sub to annual appropriations 
by Congress, under such conditions and specifications as they may 
prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 22, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “thirty-five thousand” and insert 
“ thirty-seven thousand five hundred,” so as to make the clause 
rend: 

Parking commission: For contingent expenses, including laborers, 
trimmers, nurserymen, repairmen, and teamsters, cart hire, trees, tree 
boxes, tree stakes, tree straps, tree labels, planting and care of trees 
on city and suburban streets, care of trees, tree spaces, and miscellane- 
ous items, $37,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 11, after the word 
“equipment,” to insert “ supervision; ” and in line 12, after 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “which sum shall be paid 
wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Playgrounds: For maintenance, repairs, equipment, supervision, and 
supplies, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 16, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two thousand five” and insert 
“three thousand seven,” so as to make the clause read: 

44280 toilet facilities and shelter house for Rosedale playground, 

700. 


Provided 
shall be av: 
District of 


with line 20, strike 
including line 2, on 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 19, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two thousand five” and insert 
“three thousand seven,” so as to make the clause read: 

For toilet facilities and shelter house for Georgetown playground, 


„700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 23, to insert: 

For one underground public convenience station at the intersection 
of Th -second and M streets NW., $22,500; said public convenience 
station to be located on public space under the j ction of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Electrical de- 
partment,” on page 44, line 25, after the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “draftsman, $1,000,” and to insert “two draftsmen, 
at $1,000 each,” so as to read: 

In f lam 000; electrician, $1,200; 2 draftsmen, at 
toe ake e x 

Tke amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 23, to increase the 
total apprópriation for the salaries of the electrical engineer 
and other employees in the electrical department from $45,295 
to $46,295. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 24, after the word 
“ sunrise,” to insert “for which purpose the sum of $480 is 
hereby appropriated,” so as to make the clause read: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their dis- 
cretion, maintain electric are lamps of higher candlepower on posts 
already erected in the Union Station Plaza at a rate not to exceed $100 
per ee | r annum for lamps burning from fifteen minutes after sun- 
set until forty-five minutes before sunrise, for which purpose the sum 
of $480 is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Washington 
Aqueduct,” on page 50, after line 3, to strike out: 

For the constguction of works to provide for the preliminary treat- 
ment of Potomac water by means of a coagulant, and for each and every 
purpose connected therewith, $23,000 ; 

And insert: 

For the construction of works to provide for the preliminary treat- 
ment of Potomac water by means of a coagulant, for purchase o 
lant, and for each and ever PE op connected with the construction 
and operation of the plant, 1 £ i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 12, to insert: 

Toward the purchase, installation, and maintenance of water meters 
to be 3 on all services to United States buildings, reservations, or 
grounds, said meters to be purchased, Installed, maintained, and re- 
main under the observations of the officer in charge of the Washington 
Aqueduct, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Rock Creek 
Park,” on page 50, line 25, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifteen thousand” and insert “seventeen thousand five 
hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For care and improvement of Rock Creek Park, and of the Pin 
Branch parkway entrance to said park from Sixteenth street extend 
exclusive of building for superintendent's residence, to be expended 
under the direction of the board of control of said park, $17,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 51, to insert: 

That the board of control of Rock Creek Park be, and is, empowered 
to authorize the Capital Traction 8 construct and operate a 
connecting line, unde und conduit ction, from its Fourteenth 
street line at or near its northern terminus to and into Kennedy street, 
and thence west on said Kennedy street across Sixteenth street ex- 
tended and to and into said park for a distance of not more than 300 
feet from the eastern boundary line of said park, and to erect in said 
park at or near the western end or terminus of the connection now 
authorized a passenger shed or shelter, the location and arrangement 
or 8 8 of said line, and the location, reo ag aan 
design of such shelter to be a m by and between the said rd 
of control and the Capital Traction pany, and that the said Capital 
Traction Company shall have over and said connection the 
same rights, powers, and privileges as it or hereafter may have 
by law over and respecting its other lines and routes, and shall be 
subject in respect thereto to all other provisions of its charter and laws. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire whether this provision con- 
templates giving the railway company the right to acquire any 
holding in Rock Creek Park? A 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Michigan 
that it does not. It simply enables the railway company to ex- 
tend a spur line 1,350 feet in length, at the end of their present 
Fourteenth street extension, at their own cost, and to build 
shelters for the people who wish to go into the park at that 
point. As it is now, it is inconvenient. The proposed extension 
is over public grounds. It gives the railway company no hold- 
ing beyond the fact that they shall operate the line without 
added cost to the people of the District. The railway company 
does not propose to charge any additional fare, but will simply 
give transfers to the people who go to the point where the line 
ends at the present time. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then it does not contemplate that 
as to this depot or shed, the railway company shall have the 
right to vend or lease or otherwise attract business there? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Absolutely not. As I understand the 
matter, it will all be, of course, under the control of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. I should not suppose 
that anything of that kind would be allowed. Certainly this 
provision gives no such right, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should dislike very much to see 
any such right given to the railway company. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no idea that it will be done, I will 
say to the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 51, after line 
19, to insert: 

That the time for completion of the extensions of the lines of the 


Washington, Spa and Gretta Railroad witbin the District of 
1 ia is hereby extended for a period of six months from March 3, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 7, before the word 
“ dollars,” where it occurs the second time, to insert “ two hun- 
dred; and in line 18, before the word “hundred,” to strike 
out “seven” and insert “nine,” so as to make the clause read: 

Officers: Superintendent of public schools, $5,000; 2 assistant super- 
supervising Principals, and supervisor of mangai training” 10 inal, at 
a minimum care of $2,200 Fly, secretary, $2,200; clark $1,400; 2 
clerks, at $1,000 each; clerk to carry out the provisions of the child- 
labor law, $900; 2 stenographers, at $840 each; messenger, $720; in 
all, $52,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 18, before the 
word “teachers,” to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert “ sixty- 
nine,” so as to make the clause read: 

Teachers: For 1,769 teachers, to be assigned as follows, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 17, before the 
word “longevity,” to strike out “only such” and insert 
“their;” in line 18, before the word “number,” to strike out 
“for such” and insert “according to their;” and in line 20, 
after the word “schools,” to strike out “as the board of edu- 
cation may in its discretion determine: And provided further, 
That the foregoing shall not be construed to apply to any 
teachers except such as have been or may hereafter be em- 
ployed from without the District of Columbia and who shall 
be specifically designated by the board of education.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. At that point I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, striking out a proviso which 
will be found in the bill, on the next page. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 53, line 15, it is proposed to amend 
the amendment of the committee by striking out all after the 
words “ Group A,” down to an including the word “ education,” 
in line 25, as follows: 


Provided ee That teachers hereafter 


in normal, high 
and manual — v 


and 


schools as the board of education may in its discretion determine : 
And provided further, That the foregoing shall not be construed to 


n t such as have been or may hereafter be 
emp from without the trict of Columbia and who shall be spe- 
cifically designated by the board of education. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
ee in line 25, before the word “Provided,” to strike out 

also.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 3, after the word 
“ six,” to insert: 

And provided further, That all | gee ge and teachers in normal, 
high, and manual-training, and = e schools, and teachers of kinder- 

and special studies, now in the service of the public schools or 

their VVV — high, — 
manual training schools or in thelr respective grades. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 11, before the 
word “in,” to strike out “eleven” and insert“ seventy-nine; ” 
and, in line 12, after the word “ each,” to insert: 


Provided, That all teachers of manual training, drawing, 
culture, music, domestic science, domestic art in the normal, high, and 
manual-training schools, and the assistants to the directors of primary 
instruction shall be placed in Group A, class 6: Provided, That hereaZter 
no teacher of these subjects shall be appointed without like or equiva- 
lent requiremen bjects, 


ical 


its as for academic or scientific su 
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So as to make the clause read: 
Teachers in Group A of class 6, 279 in all, at a minimum salary of 
$1,000 each: Pr led, That all teachers of manual training, drawing, 
hysical culture, music, domestic science, domestic art in the normal, 
igh, and manual-training schools, and the assistants to the directors 
of primary instruction shall be placed in greon a class 6: Provided, 
That hereafter no teactgr of these subjects sh be appointed without 
like or equivalent requl- ments as for academic or scientific subjects. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 20, to decrease the 
pumber of teachers in class 5 from 159 to 128 in all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 23, to reduce the 
number of teachers in class 4 from 435 to 427 in all. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 1, to increase the 
number of teachers in class 3 from 486 to 488 in all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 6, to increase the number 
of teachers in class 1 from 64 to 68 in all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for the salaries of teachers of the public 
schools from $1,334,550 to $1,370,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 21, before the word 
“librarians,” to strike out “ Twenty-two” and insert“ Twenty- 
three; and in line 21, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“librarians and clerks,” so as to make the clause read: 

Librarians and clerks: Twenty-three librarians and clerks to be 
assigned as follows, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 1, before the word 
“and,” to strike out “librarians,” and in the same line, before 
the word “in,” to strike out “and clerks,” so as to make the 
clause read: 7 

Librarians and clerks in class 3, 12 in all, at a minimum salary of 
$650 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 4, before the word 
“and,” to strike out “ librarians,” and in the same line, before 
the word “in,” to strike out “and clerks,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Librarians and clerks in class 2, 5 in all, at a minimum salary of 
$600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 7, before the word 
“and,” to strike out “librarians;” in the same line, before 
the word “in,” to strike out “and clerks;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “in,” to strike out “four” and insert “five,” so 
as to make the clause read: 


Librarians and clerks in class 1, 5 in all, at a minimum salary of 
$500 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 10, to increase the 
total appropriation for librarians and clerks from $13,600 to 
$14,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for longevity pay for director of intermediate in- 
struction, supervising principals, teachers, clerks, librarians, 
etc., from $280,000 to $403,230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 23, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out seventeen“ and insert “ eight- 
een,” so as to make the clause read: 


ls: Salaries of teachers and janitors of night schools, in- 
cesta: earners of industrial, commercial, and trade instruction, and 
teachers and janitors of night schools may also be teachers and janitors 
of day schools, $18,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 9, after the word 
“ School,” to strike out “ one thousand six hundred” and insert 
“two thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 

Of the Business High School, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 21, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “one thousand four hundred” and in- 
sert “ two thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 

Of the McKinley Manual-Training School, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 15, before the word 
“ Wilson,” to strike out Wheatly” and insert Wheatley ; ” 
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and in line 16, before the word “ buildings,” to strike out 
“Wormly ” and insert Wormley,” so as to read: 


Thomson, Toner, Towers, Twining, ler, Van Ness, Webb, Weight- 
man, Wheatley, Wilson, Woodburn, and Wormley buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 4, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “nine” and insert “ten,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For care of smaller buildings and rented rooms, including owning 
and manual-training schools, Wherever located, at a rate not to exc 
$72 per annum for the care of each schoolroom, $10,000. s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 5, to increase the 
total appropriation for janitors and care of buildings and 
grounds from $112,860 to $114,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 17, to insert: 

Nu A -i 
ue $900 cach 800. 0 nurses, who shall act as public-school nurses, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 23, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “fifteen thousand” and insert 
st 5 thousand five hundred,“ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Miscell: - 

„ 7.800. rent of school buildings, repair shop, storage and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 6, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ twelve thousand ” and insert “ thirteen 
thousand five hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For amount required to rent, equip, and care for temporary rooms 
for classes above the second grade, now on half time, and to provide 
for the estimated increased enrollment that may be caused by the 
operation of the 6 law and for the purchase of all 
necessary articles and supplies to be used in the course of instruction 
which may be provided for atypical and ungraded classes, $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ fifty” and insert “ seventy-five,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For repairs and improvements to school buildings and unds and 
for repairing and renewing heating and ventilating appears tas, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 25, before the word 
“manual-training,” to insert “and also tools and furnishings 
for;” on page 63, line 11, before the word “dollars,” to insert 
“and fifty ;” in line 12, before the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “two” and insert“ three;“ and in line 13, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “four hundred” and insert “ five hun- 
dred and fifty,” so as to make the clause read: 


For furniture, including also clocks, pianos; and window shades for 
new school buildings, additions to buildings, kindergartens, and also 
tools and furnishing for manual-training, cooking, and sewing schools, 
as follows: One eight-room building to take the place of the Potomac 
School, $2,000; 1 eight-room building in or near Cleveland Park, $2,000; 
1 four-room addition to the Benning School, 81.000; 1 four-room addi- 
tion adjacent to gt Chase School, $1,000; 1 four-room addition to 
Lovejoy School, $1, ; 1 two-room rea in or near Brookland, 
$500; 6 kindergartens, $2, ; 2 manual-training shops, $600; 
sewing school, $150; 1 cooking school, $300; in all, $10,550, to be imme- 
diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 20, after the word 
„schools,“ to insert “two assistant superintendents of schools; ” 
and in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty- 
seven thousand five hundred” and insert “forty-eight thou- 
sand,” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses, including furniture and repairs of same, 
stationery, printing, ice, purchase and repair of equipment for high- 
school cadets, and other necessary items not otherwise provided for, in- 
cluding an allowance of each for livery of horse or garage of an 
automobile for the superintendent of schools, two assistant superintend- 
ents of schools, and for the superintendent of janitors, and including 
not exceeding $1,000 for books, books of reference, and periodicals, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 13, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “sixty-five” and insert “‘ seventy,” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For text-books and school supplies for use of pupils of the first eight 
grades, who at the time are not sapien with the same, to be distrib- 
uted by the superintendent of public schools under regulations to be 
made by the board of education of the District of Columbia, and for 
the necessa expenses of the purchase, distribution, and preservation 
of said text-books and ees, including one bookkeeper and custodian 
of text-books and supplies, at $1,200, and one assistant, at $600, 

70,000 : Prorided, That the board of education, in its discretion, Is au- 
thorized to make exchanges of such books and other educational publi- 
eations now on hand as may not be desirable for use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The 


next amendment was, on page 65, line 10, after the word 
equipment,“ to insert and for the maintenance; and in line 
12, before the word “thousand,” to strike out one“ and in- 
sert two,“ so as to make the clause read: 


For purchase of ap nei and for ee ie — —.— 
the maintenance of ap ysics department in 
Western, and M Street dich schools, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 12, to insert: 


For the purchase of fixtures, 9 and materials for 
the — — of the departments of chemistry and biol in the 
Central, Eastern, Western, Business, and M Street schools, Normal 
School No. and the lation of the 


1, and Normal School No. 2, 
same, including extra labor, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, “eee e 18, to insert: 

Any unexpended balances in the Sons — ropriations to pro- 
—_ ‘or the expenses of the government Niet ict of Columbia for 

the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, ng mg other p ” to rent, 
equip, and care for temporary Tooms for classes above the second grade 
now on half time, and to provide for the estimated enroll- 
ment that may be caused by the ete of the compulsory-education 
law, is hereby reappropriated and made immediately av: le for the 
perena erection, equipment, and maintenance of portable school- 

ouses for temporary use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “three” and insert “eight,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For purchase of additional ground in the immediate vicinity of the 
Orr School, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 17, to strike 
out: 

For the construction of a four-room extensible maam for Randall 

table site to be 


Highlands, District of Columbia, to be erected on a sui 
donated to the District of Columbia, $32,000. 

And insert: 

For the construction of an eight-room bi for Randle ds, 
Distriet of Columbia, to be erected on suitable site to be dona’ of not 


less than 1 acre of ground, District of Columbia, $64,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the words “ District of Co- 
lumbia,” where they occur the second time in the amendment, 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 67, line 24, after the word “ ground,” 
it is proposed to amend the amendment of the committee by 
striking out the words “ District of Columbia.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 68, after line 15, to insert: 

For purchase of 7,500 are feet of 
3 pan a ground adjoining the Brookland 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ae ee eee on page 68, after line 18, to insert: 
:: ern PN peated Oa ekoe hw 

Sol berg Home Pe venue and New Ham 
avenue, south of Rock S road; and north of Girard street, approxi- 
mately 40,000 square feet, $20. 

Tho amendment was 3 5 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 23, to in- 
sert: 


Any un 


she amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire, in charge of the bill, whether 
he prefers now to go on with the committee amendments? I 
have an amendment that would be appropriate just at this 
place, which I wish to offer, but if the Senator desires to first 
complete the committee amendments I will withhold it until he 
has done so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we shall have the bill completed 
in a yery little while, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. BURKETT. I am merely asking the Senator the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will allow the committee 
amendments to be completed, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. BURKETT. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 69, line 12, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 


For additional amount for “Repairs and improvements to school 
buildings and grounds” for the — ay of providing additional fire 
otection, such as roofing hea’ ap SERUAN, fireprooi corri- 
altera to heat and vent flues, and construction of fireproof 

and the purchase and erection of 7 ex- 


fire alarms, to be immediately — $45,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 10, to insert: 
ropriations for sites for school buildings and for the construc- 
tise f pawe dullaingn a in this act are hereby made immedi- 
ately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “eight” and insert “ten,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Columbia Institution expenses attend- 
ing the — hes of aeri foe ane prele A AA to the Columbia 

ace tana A for the Deaf and Dumb from the District of Columbia, under 
section 4864 of aie Revised Statutes, and as provided for in the act 
— March 1, 1 wag ia and under a contract to be entered into with 
said institution b Co ers of the District of Columbia, 
$10,000, or so much chicos as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Metropolitan 
police,” on page 71, line 25, to increase the number of lieutenants 
from 12 to 16. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 2, to increase the 
number of sergeants from 45 to 51. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 8, to increase the 
number of privates of class 1, at $900 each, from 73 to 98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 19, before the 
word “captains,” to strike out “ fifty-five” and insert sixty; 
and in line 21, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ forty ” 
and insert seventy,” so as Bi read: 

1 240; ca! lieutenan „ an 
pein 28 at e ee ee wen, and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 25, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Metropolitan police from $934,589.99 
to $972,869.99. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 7, to insert: 


To 1 — expended un of the National Bureau of Criminal Identifica- 
0 


vided the departmen 

Government may be entitled to like information from time to time as is 
accorded the 9 —.— pona ats of various municipalities privileged to 
membership 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Fire depart- 
ment,” on page 75, line 19, to increase the number of battalion 
chief engineers, at $2,000 each, from three to four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 1, after the word 
“each,” to insert “ superintendent of machinery, $1,800.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 18, to increase the- 
total appropriation for the salaries of the chief engineers and 
other employees of the fire department from $520,430 to $522,630, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 23, after the word 
“appliances,” to insert “including motor vehicles and other 
motor-driven apparatus;” and in line 24, befere the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twelve” and insert “thirteen,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For . to apparatus and AA new apparatus 


motor vehicles 
713,650 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77. line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty-seven” and insert “ twenty- 
eight,” so as to make the clause read: 

For forage, $28,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 10, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four thousand five hundred” 
and insert “twenty-five thousand,“ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For contingent expenses, horseshocing, furniture, fixtures, oil, medical 
and — A eeg harness, blacksmi „ gas and electric Hghtise, 
flags and halyards, and other necessary items, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


and new appli- 
other motor-driven apparatus, 
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The next amendment was, on page 77, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for miscellaneous expenses of the fire de- 
partment from $119,000 to $121,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 18, to insert: 

For house, site, and furniture for an engine company, to be located 
in the northwest section of the city, in the vicinity bounded by Ninth 
and Fourteenth and K and N streets, including cost of 
struments for 3 alarms and connecting said 
alarm headquarters, $55,000. 
` The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 3, to increase the 
total appropriation for “Increase, fire department,” from 
$41,100 to $96,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Health de- 
partment,” on page 78, line 22, after the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert “inspector of dairies and dairy farms, $1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 2, after the word 
“ thereto,” to insert “ bacteriologist, $2,000; ” in line 6, after the 
word “dollars,” to insert “skilled laborer, 8600; in line 7, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “five hundred and 
forty” and insert “six hundred;” and in line 11, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “sixty-two thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty” and insert “sixty-six thousand five hundred 
and twenty,” so as to read: 

Five sanitary and food inspectors, who shall be veterinary surgeons, 
at $1,000 each, and 5 sanitary and food 3 at $ each, to 
assist in the enforcement of the milk and 7 — food laws and the regu- 
lations relating thereto; bacteriologist, $2,000; sanitary and food in- 

‘or, who shall also inspect dairy 
e t, $1,800. messenger and janitor, $600; skilled laborer, $600; 
driver, $600; pound master, $1, 7 and for laborers, at not exceeding 
$50 per month, $3,600; in all, $66,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ six ” and insert “ ten,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the enforcement of the provisions of an act to prevent the spread 
of contagious diseases in the District of Columbia, nig March 3, 
1897, and an act for the prevention of scarlet fever, Ld perl 
measles, whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerebro-spinal menin- 
gitis, and typhoid fever in the District of Columbia, approved Febru- 

9, 1907, and an act to provide for registration of all cases of 
tuberculosis in the District of Columbia, for free examination of 
sputum in ed cases, and for aber d the spread of tubercu- 
losis in said District, 8 May 13, 1 under the direction of 
the health officer of said District, including salaries or compensation 
for personal services not exceeding $10,000 when ordered in writing by 
the commissioners and necessary for the enforcement and execution of 
TTT 
55 of quarantine station and smallpox hospital, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 81, to insert: 
t and maintenance of the bacteriological laboratory, 
. reference books and 2 — $500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 81, line 16, after the word 
“ six,” to insert and for the purchase and maintenance of a 
package motorcycle;” and in line 18, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “ five hundred“ and insert “one thousand,” 
so as to make the clause read: 
tingent incident to the enforcement of an act to 
3 Sale ok milk in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, approved March 2, 1895; an act relating to the adulteration 
of foods and drugs in the District of Columbia, approved February 17 
1898; an act to prevent the adulteration of candy in the District ot 
Columbia, approved May 5, 1898; an act preventing the manufacture, 
sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or 
deleterious 8 araga medicines; and liquors, ane 21508 And 10 
r pu appro une $ 0 
ü toy pins p ea of a 8 motorcycle, $1,000. < 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 82, in 
the clause providing for the juvenile court. 
Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “ officer,” in line 24, on 
page 82, I move to insert the words “ clerk, $1,000.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 
The Secrerary. On page 82, line 24, after the word “ officer,” 
it is proposed to insert “clerk, $1,000,” so as to read: 

: Fo „ $3,000 ; clerk, $2,000; d lerk, $1,200, 
atin — . — tee 5 — in the a ce ‘of Br Officer ; clerk, 
$1,000, . etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 83, line 2, after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ bailiff, 


$700 ;” and in line 4, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ten 
thousand four“ and insert “eleyen thousand one,” so as to read: 
Chief probation officer, $1,500; probation officer, $1,200; probation 
officer, $1,000 ; bailiff, $700; janitor, $540; in all, $11,140. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I move that the total be changed to 
8 to conform to the amendment providing an additional 

er 

The -PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 83, line 3, it is proposed to amend 
the amendment of the committee by striking out eleven“ and 
inserting “ twelve,” so as to read: 

In all, $12,140. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 83, after line 16, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafter all moneys paid by order of the juvenile 
court under the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 23, 
1906, entitled “An act making it a misdemeanor in the District of Co- 
lumbia to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the support and 
maintenance by any person of his wife or of his or her minor children 
in destitute or n tous circumstances,” and acts amendatory thereto, 
which are now collected and disbursed by the clerk of said court, shall 
be deposited weekly by said clerk with the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the 
appropriated trust fund account denominated Miscellaneous trust 
fund deposits, District of Columbia,” and all expenditures therefrom 
shall be made and accounted for in the manner now required by law 
for other expenditures of the government of the District of Columbia, 
and the said expenditures shall be made weekly on pay rolls approved 
and certified by the juvenile court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 23, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “five hundred” and insert seven hun- 
dred and fifty,” so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs to the police-court building $750. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 3, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the police court from 
$17,350 to $17,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 14, after the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “assistant clerk, $1,000,” and insert 
“ three assistant clerks, at $1,000 each;” and in line 16, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert 
“seventeen,” so as to make the clause read: y 

: For five ju „ at $2,500 each; cler! 1 ; three 

E ciate at $1,000 e 8480; in all, 718. se 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 26, to increase the 
total appropriation for the municipal court from $18,630 to 
$20,630. 


The amendment was agreed to. À 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 13, after the word 
“ rejected,” to insert: “And new bids received; if the latter 
are rejected because the prices are above the market, or the 
articles offered of unsatisfactory quality, then the purchasés 
may be made in open market or bids again receiyed, as may 
be most economical and advantageous to the District of Co- 
lumbia,” so as to make the clause read: 


Provided, That in the purchase of all articles provided for in this 
act no more than the market price shall be paid for any such articles, 
and all bids for mr of such articles aboye the market price shall be 
rejected and new bids received; if the latter are rejec use thè 
prices are aboye the market, or the articles offered of unsatisfactory 
quality, then the pur may be made in open market or bids again 
a — 45 may most economical and advantageous to the District 
of Colum 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 3, before the word 
“watchmen,” to strike out “three” and insert “six; “ in line 6, 
before the word “laborers,” to strike out “five” and insert 
eight; and in line 8, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“ten thousand” and insert “thirteen thousand six hundred,” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Court-house, District of Columbia: For the following force necessary 
for the care and protection of the court-house in the District of Co- 
lumbia, under the direction of the United States marshal of the District 
of Columbia: Engineer, $1,200; 6 watchmen, at $720 each; 3 firemen, 
at $720 each; 8 laborers, at $480 each; 3 messengers, at $720 each; 
— ail, 513,989; to be expended under the direction of the Attorney- 

neral. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of the engineer at the Washington 
Asylum from $720 to $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the items for the Washington 
Asylum, on page 91, line 11, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “two thousand six hundred and twenty-five” and insert 
“two thousand seven hundred and fifty,” so as to read: 

Pupil nurses, not less than 20 in number (nurses to be paid not to 
exceed $120 per annum during first year of service, and not to exceed 
$150 per annum during second year of service), $2,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for the salaries of the superintendent and 
pes employees at the Washington Asylum from $39,336 to 

„641. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the maintenance 
of the Home for the Aged and Infirm, on page 93, line 11, to 
oo the appropriation for temporary laborer from $600 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for the salaries of the superintendent and 
other employees of the Home for the Aged and Infirm from 
$14,712 to $14,912. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 19, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “one thousand five hundred ” and 
insert “ two thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 


Home for the Aged and Infirm: -» For repairs and improve- 
ments to buildings and grounds, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Home for the Aged and Infirm from 
$41,712 to $42,412. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “fourteen” and insert “fifteen,” so 
as to make the clause read: 5 

For emer; are an A dispensary ù 
indigent "patients, under = 8 8 cont to be por hg 2 
718 060 ispensary and Emergency Hospital by the Board of Charities, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “nine” and insert “ten,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For emergano care and treatment of, and free d service to, 
indigent ents, under a contract or agreement to be made with the 
Eastern Dispensary by the Board of Charities, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “four” and insert “five,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For the care and treatment of indigent patients, under a contract to 
be made with the Washington Home for Incurables by the Board of 
Charities, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 19, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “six” and insert “nine;” in line 22, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “three hundred and 
sixty-five” and insert “four hundred and twenty-five; ” in line 
23, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ four hundred and 
eighty” and insert “six hundred;” on page 97, line 8, before 
the word “dollars,” to insert “and sixty; and in line 12, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “fourteen thousand one 
hundred and thirty-five” and insert fifteen thousand one hun- 
dred and fifty-five,” so as to make the clause read: 

Tuberculosis Hospital: Superintendent, $1,800; resident physician, 
$480; pbarmacist and clerk. $720; superintendent of nurses, $900: 
matron, $600; pathologist, $300; seven graduate nurses, at $425 each: 
chief cook, $600; * © three orderlies, at $360 each; two ward 
maids, at $180 each; four servants, at $180 each; in all, $15,155, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 19, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty-eight” and insert “ thirty,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For provisions, fuel, forage, harness, and vehicles and repairs to 
same. gas, ice, shoes, clothing, dry goods, tailoring, drugs and medical 
supplies, furniture and bedding, kitchen utensils, books and periodicals 
not to exceed $50, temporary services not to exceed $1,000, and other 
necessary items, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 23, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “seven hundred and fifty“ and insert 
“one thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 


For repairs and improvements to buildings and grounds, $1,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


xLY——50 


The next amendment was, on page 98, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for the Tuberculosis Hospital from $46,185 
to $49,455. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 6, before the word 
„medical,“ to insert consulting,“ so as to make the clause 
read: 

lumbia are authorized to ac- 
cept, voluntary consulting medical service tor public charitable institu- 
ons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Child-Caring 
Institutions,” on page 98, line 14, after the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “1 placing officer, $1,000,” and insert “2 placing offi- 
cers, at $1,000 each; and in line 21, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “nine” and insert “ten,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

= lerk, $1,200; 2 placing officers, at 
$1,000 each a Se sacra ae $900 eae invi gating clerk, 8500; 
record clerk, $720; visiting tor, $720; clerk, $ ; messenger, 
$360; in all, $10,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 24, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “eighteen ” and insert “ twenty,” so 
as to make the clause read: 


For maintenance of feeble-minded children, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Board of Chil- 
dren’s Guardians from $70,260 to $73,260. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 4, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert “five; “ in line 11, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “six hundred” and 
insert “seven hundred and twenty;” in line 12, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “four hundred and eighty” and 
insert “five hundred and forty;” and in line 16, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “and twenty” and insert “five 
hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 


5608 8360; nurse, 8300; 
teacher, ; florist, $720; engineer, $720; farmer, $540; 
laundress, $240; 2 housemaids, at 5180 each; temporary labor, not to 
exceed $400; in all, $8,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 18, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “twelve” and insert “ fifteen,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For maintenance, Including purchase and care of horse, wagon, and 
harness, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 22, to increase 
the total appropriation for the maintenance of the Industrial 
Home School from $22,520 to $26,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 5, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert “four hundred,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the care and maintenance of children under a contract to be 
made with the Washington Home for Foundlings by the Board of 
Charities, $5,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Militia of the 
District of Columbia,” on page 104, line 21, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “forty-five thousand three” and in- 
sert “forty-nine thousand one,” so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of camps, including hire of horses for officers required 
to be mounted, and such hire not to be deducted from their mounted 
pay, instruction, practice marches and practice cruises, drills, and 
parades, rent, fuel, light, heat, care, and repair of armories, practice 
ships, boats, machinery, and dock, dredging alongside of dock, and for 
telephone service, $49,100. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 21, after the word “service,” I 
move to insert the words “and for general incidental expenses 
of the service.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 25, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “seven hundred and fifty” and 
insert “one thousand nine hundred and eighty-eight,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For lockers, furniture, and gymnastic apparatus for armories, $1,988. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 105, line 5, before the word 
dollars,“ to insert “five hundred,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For cleaning and WANE uniforms, arms, and equipments, and con- 

t expenses, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 15, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “eighteen thousand five hundred“ 
and insert “twenty-four thousand,” so as to read: 

For pay of troops, other than government employees, to be disbursed 
under the authority and direction of the commanding general, $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 15, before the 
word “all,” to insert “ hereafter,” so as to read: 

Provided, That hereafter all moneys collected on account of deduc- 
tions made from the pay of any officer or enlisted man of the National 
Guard of the District of Columbia, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 23, before the 
word “all,” to insert “hereafter;” and on page 106, line 2, 
after the word “guard,” to insert “and all moneys which, by 
reason of the absence of officers or enlisted men from duly or- 
dered assemblies or other duty, are not expended for pay of 
troops,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided further, That hereafter all moneys collected on account of 
deductions made from the of any officer or enlisted man of the 
Natlonal Guard of the District of Columbia for or on account of an 
violation of the regulations governing said national all 
moneys which, by reason of the absence of officers or 
duly ordered assemblies or other — 2 are not expended for pay of 
troops, shall be held by the comma: g general of the Militia of the 
District of Columbia, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 14, before the word 
“any,” to insert “ hereafter,” so as to read: 

Provided further, That hereafter any of the moneys appropriated for 
the District of Columbia Militia may, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 20, after the word 
“ necessary,” to insert the following further proviso: 

Provided further, That the commanding ral of the District of 
Columbia Militia is hereby and hereafter authorized to make such de- 
ductions from any pay of any officer or enlisted man derived from 
appropriations or allotments made under the provisions of section 1661, 

nited States Revised Statutes, or other federal enactment as may be 
necessary to reimburse the United States or the District of Columbia 
for pablic property lost, destroyed, or by such individual. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

For general incidental expenses of the service, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 11, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “one hun- 
dred and six,” so as to make the clause read: 

For extension of water trunk mains to Con H 
of Columbia, sald sum to be in addition to the sums 
priated from the revenues of the water department, $106,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Water depart- 
ment,” on page 107, line 21, before the word “ meter,” to strike 
out “two” and insert“ three,” so as to make the clause read: 

F d 1 tion branch: Wat trar, who shall also 

ee eee ne of Cle clerk, $2,100; clerk. $1,500; clerk, $1,400; 
ndex clerk. $1,400; three clerks, at $1,000 each; three meter com- 
puters, at $1,000 each, etc. y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, line 7, to increase the 
appropriation for the salaries of the water registrar and other 
employees in the water department from $82,935 to $83,935. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, line 10, before the 
word “purchase,” to insert “ postage, damages,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

F tingent ses, including Jopi, blanks, stationery, printin 
postage, damages, purchase of technical reference books ane Period 8 
not to exceed $75, and other necessary items, $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line S, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “ sixty-two” and insert “ sixty-five,” 
so as to make the section read: 


District 
appro- 


or any 
by ap- 


all s necessary 
r execution of said work shall be paid fr tably charged 


T 
aga st the sums appropriated for said work; and the Commissioners of 


aga 


the District in their annual estimates shall report the number of such 
employees performing such services, and their work, and the sums paid 
to each, and out of what appropriation: Provided, That the expendi- 
tures hereunder shall not exceed $65,000 during the fiscal year 1911. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have suggested to the chair- 
man of the District Committee, who is in charge of the bill, the 
propriety of an appropriation of a small sum of money to en- 
able the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to devise 
some plan by which there may be communicated daily at 12 
o'clock or some other hour, as they may see fit, to the different 
portions of the city of Washington information as to accurate 
time. . 

I wish to suggest that it is of the utmost importance that this 
should be done. I think all who have any familiarity with the 
great cities of the world will agree with me that Washington, 
above all other cities of its size or of greater size or of much 
less size, is a city where there is an utter absence of such pro- 
vision by which the people in different parts of the city may be 
informed as to what is accurate time. 

I happen to live in a part of the city where the post-office 
clock can not be heard and where no other public clock can be 
heard. There are fewer public clocks in Washington City than 
in any city one-fourth its size in the United States, or any other 
part of the civilized world that I know of. The consequence is 
that in remote parts of the city people who are dependent upon 
an absolute knowledge of accurate time to meet engagements 
of business, and so forth, have to put their clocks somewhat in 
advance of the regular time in order to insure themselves 
against being late. 

One may pass along the streets in that section and look into 
the windows, and, excepting the jewelry stores, where accurate 
time, I presume, is kept, in the ordinary shops, and so forth, he 
will find no two clocks with the same time; and one who has 
an appointment will find a clock that varies probably ten min- 
utes from his own watch, and he is put into a condition of panic 
and fear that he himself is behind time. 

I think myself there ought to be public clocks in all cities of 
importance by which uniformity of time can be kept, with the 
opportunity to learn from those clocks in every part of the city 
what is the correct time in such a way as to enable people to do 
business properly. The class most dependent upon correct time 
are those who are least heard. Those possibly are the mechanic 
and laboring classes who have to be at their work at a certain 
hour. . 

I have made this statement, Mr. President, in view of the im- 
portance of the subject. I do not know whether the amendment 
which I shall offer is in proper form, or which is the proper 
place to insert it. But it will be at least a basis upon which 
the conference committee can work, if they see proper to do so. 
Therefore I ask to insert at any point to which the chairman 
may agree the following amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest page 21, after the amendment 
agreed to after line 3. 

Mr. BACON. I would suggest the insertion of the following: 

urpose of defra. e expense 
5 device by which — — e time Soe 18 275 ae — 
Aa daily to the various parts of the city of Washington, 

Mr. HALE. That is not enough. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Maine suggests that the 
amount is not large enough. I should be very glad to kee it 
larger, because I think the present condition is a very great evil 
and a very great defect in the public arrangements of the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think $1,000 would be too much. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall not resist this 
amendment, and shall be glad to have it go to the bill and be 
considered by the conference committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 3, and after the 
amendment already agreed to at that point, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the purpose of defraying the expense of devising and putting in 


operation some device by which accurate time at a stated hour may be 
communicated daily to the various parts of the city of Washington, 
$1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. On page 34, after line 16, I propose the 
amendment I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. On page 34, after line 16, it is proposed to 
insert: 


That the name of the street lying in the county of Washington, 
D. C., in the tract of land known as the “ commissioners’ subdivision 
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of Washington Heights,” running from Florida avenue west to Nine- 
teenth street extended, and now called U street,” be and the same shall 
henceforth be known as Vernon avenue; and the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are hereby directed to cause the name of 
Vernon avenue from Florida avenue to Nineteenth street NW. to be 
placed upon the plats and maps of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will merely suggest that 
it is rather a dangerous procedure to change the names of 
streets on an appropriation bil. The matter ought to have 
careful consideration. However, I will not resist this amend- 
ment, but will suggest that it will be given very careful con- 
sideration by the conferees, and if it is thought wise, of course 
it will remain in the bill; otherwise it will go out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. I offer an amendment, to be inserted after 
line 5, on page 69. 

The Secretary. On page 69, after line 5, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a high-school 
building to be used for colored chiidren, $260,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
in support of this amendment, to encourage the conference com- 
mittee, if the Senate shall agree to it. I hope the chairman will 
not object to its adoption. 

I will say that estimates were made for a new colored high 
school. The members of the committee that investigated it 
know of the condition of the old M Street High School. It was 

` built twenty years ago, at a cost of about $80,000, for a maxi- 
mum possible limit of 450 children, and they had last year 650 
children in that old building. For twenty years it has not 
been added unto, it has not been extended or enlarged in any 
way, and very little repaired. 

The board of education submitted to the commissioners an 
estimate for a new high school for colored children, and in that 
estimate they incorporated a statement by the man who at that 
time was principal of the M Street High School, and in this little 
report, which is not long, he shows the condition that prevails 
there. 

For example, one of the things is that there are 23 sections in 
that school, and yet they have only 16 rooms for the 23 sections. 
There are two classes reciting in one room at the same time. 
Now, think of that sort of a condition. There are pupils study- 
ing in the assembly room when there are other classes taking 
music in the same room. Those are some of the conditions as 
stated in this report that attracted my attention especially. 

There is a report as to the chemical laboratory that the 
plumbing is in bad shape, that it is entirely too small, and that 
they have to use it all the time, and eyen use it for different 
classes at the same time; that they use it for a study room at 
the same time that it is being used for chemical-laboratory 
purposes. 

The facts are we haye not quite kept up, in proportion to 
population, the development of our high-school facilities for 
the colored children as we have for the white. During the last 
twenty years for academic high schools for white students in 
this District a little over $700,000 has been expended, and we 
have for them four different high schools in academic work 
aside from the manual training school, and yet there is only 
one for the colored children. Most of the $700,000 worth of 
buildings have been erected within that time. 

In order to call attention to the facts, I should like to have 
this memorandum read, so that Senators may see just exactly 
what the situation is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

M STREET HIGH SCHOOL. 


ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS SUBMITTED TO THE COMMISSIONERS 
BY THE BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Purchase of a site north of M street, north and west of First 

street, west, to replace the M Street High School, approxi- 

mately 60,000 square feet....._.._..-_..._...~-....,.~+. $60, 000 

Nore (by board of education).—The M Street High School has al- 
ready reached the limit of its capacity. An extension will necessitate 
the purchase of the ground desired. Board of education estimate. 


ESTIMATES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1911. 


7. a. For the purchase of lots on the west side of First street, 
between New York avenne and N street, or other suit- 
able site, for new schoolhouse, to be erected, to take 
the place of M Street High School $65, 000 

b. For the erection thereon of new building to take the 
place of M Street High School. 250, 000 


Norz.— The M Street High School has already passed the limit of 
its capacity. The need for ampler accommodations for this school is 
pressing ; the building was designed to accommodate 450 pupils, whereas 
the present enroliment is 650, and bids fair to increase steadily since 
this is the only academic high school for colored people in the District 
of Columbia. The M Street High School prepares most of the yapi» 
entering Normal School No. 2, and most of the colored youth entering 


colleges and professional schools from Washington. 


STATEMENT MADE ON MARCH 26, 1909, BY THE FORMER PRINCIPAL OF THE 
M STREET HIGH SCHOOL. 


In reply to noar circular letter of, March 18, I recommend for the 
urchase of b umg and site for the M Street High School, $300,000. 

e new building should have a seating capacity for 1,000 pupils, and 
be located near the present M Street High School, er more centrally. 
There are now 650 2 in this building, intended onlx for 450. The 
pupils are divided into 23 sections, wi only 16 section rooms. At 
times two classes have to recite in one room at the same time; even 
now some pupils have to study in the assembly hall while others are 
being instructed in music. Both rooms used for biological laboratories 
are section rooms; and recitations in other subjects are held in these 
rooms with the inconveniences attached to the use of rooms without 
desks and blackboard space. rooms used for biological laboratories 
are no more than ordinary class rooms, stripped of desks, in which work 
is conducted under difficulties. 


GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 


This is the only academic high school for the education of the colored 
outh of the District of Columbia, representing a total pulation of 
52.000. The enrollment of this school on the last day of October, 1909, 
was 654. The estimated increase in February, 1910, is 120, making a 
total of 774, and, making a generous deduction from these res, we 
may fairly assume that there will be enrolled at that time at least 725 
pu ils. These — a must be cared for in an antiquated structure 
ulit to accomm te 450 pupils. The colored gra schools of the 
District of Columbia have an average enrollment of 13,759 pupils. 
Practically all of the teachers of these pupils are graduates of M Street 
High School. No secondary school for colored youth in the world 
has such a list of distinguished alumni. It is the only school which 
offers the proper preparation for the colored youth of the District of 
Columbia who desire to enter college. 

The city of St. Louis has appropriated for the Sumner High School 
building for colored students the sum of $350,000 in the face of the 
fact that they already have a building much better than the M Street 
High School, and that they have an enrollment of only 363 pupils. 


PRESENT BUILDING. 


The present building was constructed in 1890 at a total cost of 
23 to accommodate 450 pupils. Since that date $616,500 at least 
as been expended for buildings and sites for academic (white) high 
schools, and not one penny for academic (colored) high schools. 
ROOMS. 


We have 23 sections and only 16 rooms designed to accommodate 
these sections. This means that four or five rooms must be taken 
which are unsuited for such use. Classes recite in the library, a very 
poorly lighted room, in all of the laboratories, and in rooms des 
only for office use. Instruction in drawing is given under great cul- 
ties, because one-half of the space set aside for this work is taken up 
by classes in other subjects. The head of the drawing department is 
supposed to have an office in this building, but classes occupy the small 
room set aside for this pu one-half of every day. As many as 100 
pupils are uired to stu in the assembly hall, where the work in 
choral music is in progress. 

LABORATORIES, 

The chemical laboratory is entirely unsuited for the uses to which 
it must be put. plumbing is in wretched shape. The experiment 
is entirely too small, and for five out of six periods in the day one-half 
of the space devoted to the work of this department must be piven up 
to recitations in other studies. The botanical and zoological labora- 
tories are simply ordinary recitation rooms, with the desks removed 
and with a meager equipment. Both of these, as well as one of the 
chemistry roems, must be used as section rooms, and recitation rooms 
as well, though bigs’ Biche not properly equipped with desks and black- 

rds. There is absolutely no provision made for laboratory work in 
physical phy, though such provision has long since been made in 
other high schools. 
VENTILATION, 

The arrangements for ventilation are poor in the extreme, and in at 
least two recitation rooms the only means of ventilation is a single 
3 — 1 window is opened, everyone in the room is exposed to 
a direct draft. 


There is no gymnasium. 


GYMNASIUM. 


Academic high schools (white). 


M Street High School 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. 

The Senator from Nebraska is mistaken in the suggestion 
that this item is estimated for. It is true that the board of 
education recommended this expenditure, but the commissioners 
did not include it in their estimates. So it does not come here 
as an estimated item. 

I have sympathy with the purpose which the Senator from 
Nebraska has in view, and sincerely wish that we could do 
this year what he desires. My impression is that if we con- 
structed all the school buildings that are needed to-day in this 
city we would have to appropriate about a million dollars for 
that purpose. This is not the only school that is overcrowded. 
It will be noted that while this school building accommodates 
450 school children, the enrollment is only a little over 600, 
and, of course, the entire enrollment never is found in the 
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school at the same time. The Eastern High School is very 
greatly overcrowded, and they have been pressing upon the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, as well as the Appro- 
priations Committee, the desirability of constructing a new 


building for that school. But I have said to them that we can 
not possibly do it this year. 

Mr. President, there has, beyond a doubt, been heretofore 
some discrimination in our appropriations, inadvertently, 
against the colored people of the District, but in this bill there 
is a fair distribution of money. Indeed, as I remember it, 
there is a little larger amount in proportion to population in 
favor of the colored people as against the white population. 
Our purpose has been to deal justly between the two classes 
and do the best we can under the conditions that exist, keeping 
in mind constantly the thought that we can not very well this 
year be overgenerous in the matter of appropriating money. 

In this bill we have an item for a colored normal school, 
which is very much needed. We have not a single normal- 
school building in the city. A year or two ago we appropriated 
for the purchase of the ground for a white normal school, and 
we follow that this year by making an appropriation for a col- 
ored normal-school building. 

There is no disposition, certainly none on my part, and I feel 
sure I speak for the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
the Committee on Appropriations, to discriminate against the 
colored people of Washington. As I said in the beginning, I 
sympathize with the purpose the Senator from Nebraska has 
in view; but I want to appeal to him, inasmuch as this item 
is not estimated for, not to press it to-day, but let it go over, 
and it certainly will have sympathetic consideration on my 
part, and I think we will be able to do what he wants next 


year. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I want, in the first place, to 
correct the impression the Senator has that I suggested it was 
estimated for by the commissioners. That would have been a 
misstatement. It is not estimated for by the commissioners, 
but by the board of education. Perhaps I made a mistake 
in making the statement. The Senator is quite correct. The 
board of commissioners have not estimated for this item. The 
estimate which I submitted was the estimate of the board of 
education to the board of commissioners, together with the 
report of the superintendent of that colored high school. 

Mr. President, I realize what the request of the chairman of 
the subcommittee means when he asks me not to press this 
amendment, and I realize that perhaps I ought not to antago- 
nize him in that matter. I know the troubles that he has as 
chairman of the subcommittee, and I know also that quite a 
considerable amount is appropriated for schools and the just- 
ness of the distribution of the appropriations in this bill as he 
states. I think there can be no question about that. 

There is, however, this fact that confronts us: I think Con- 
gress is very open to an assault and criticism for the way we 
have permitted our public-school system to drift along without 
adequate facilities. It is not only the colored schools, I say; 
and I have only submitted this amendment because it covers the 
most glaring thing that has appealed to me, and I must say it 
is glaring. 

The Senator says they have only 650, and it is made for 450; 
but that is 50 per cent more than that building is made for. 
They haye actually there enrolled now 654, and when a class 
comes in at the end of this semester in February, if the class 
comes up as they estimate it, there will be 774 enrolled over 
there in that building, a building which was designed and built 
twenty years ago for only 450. There are two classes reciting 
at the same time in the same room. There is laboratory work 
going on for one class and recitation work by another class in 
the same room. There is a music class being conducted and 
studying in the room at the same time. There is a most 
crowded condition in that building. If Senators would go down 
there I am sure they would feel just as I do, that we ought not 
to hesitate a moment to appropriate a sum adequate to take 
care of those pupils. 

Mr. President, a thing attracted my attention only last week, 
and Senators can see it any morning if they come down K 
street between Fifteenth and Sixteenth streets NW. As I 
came down that street the other morning, right in the heart of 
the city, I saw perhaps 100 or 150 little boys and girls playing 
in front of a building, and finally, as the recess was over, they 
went into what had been a private residence up there. I crossed 
to the office of the superintendent of schools, and I asked him 
why 100 or 150 of those children should be running into that 
private residence. He said it had been leased for school pur- 
poses. It was one of Washington’s public schools. Think of a 
private residence in Washington used as a public school room. 
Private residences nowhere are built properly for school-room 


purposes, and Washington residences are much less desirable 
for that purpose than in other places, where they are detached. 
It is not sufficiently lighted, it is not suitably arranged for 
heating and ventilating, and it is not suitable in any way for a 
public school. It is injurious to their eyesight and dangerous 
to their health. Children ought not to be crowded into such 
quarters. There is not a town any of us come from where the 
people would stand a minute the housing of their children as 
we are housing them here in the District of Columbia, in pri- 
vate residences and all kinds of buildings. 

Now, we are not to blame for that just now. It is owing to 
the policy of Congress in the past, and I must share the respon- 
sibility along with the committees and other Members of Con- 
gress. I was on the Appropriation Committee in the other 
House. It has been the policy of the Congress—and I am not 
certain now that possibly it has been altogether correct—not 
to permit the District to borrow money by bonding the District 
for permanent improvements. The policy has been to keep the 
District out of debt, and whatever the current revenues would 
not do should not be done. During the ten years I have been in 
Congress we have done an extraordinary amount of permanent 
improvement for this District. We have built a great water-fil- 
tration plant up here on the hill. We have built a great sewage- 

1 system. We have built a municipal building. We 
have done a large amount of road improvement; all of it has 
been proper and necessary. Yet we have always insisted on 
doing it out of the current revenues. We have probably ex- 
pended twenty or twenty-five millions of dollars in these per- 
manent improvements during the last ten years. They are for 
the people of all time to come, yet we haye made the taxpayers 
of this generation pay for them all. I undertake to say there 
is not another city in the world that has been so conducted. 
But when we did those great projects, running into millions of 
dollars, it reduced our revenues to such an extent that we 
have not had the money, by keeping within the limits of the 
current revenues, to keep the school buildings growing in size 
and increasing in number, adequate to the increase in number 
of the school children of the District. Accordingly, we are 
behind. If we had not done those other extraordinary im- 
provements, we would have had more money, of course, to 
build schoolhouses, even out of the current funds. We are 
dreadfully behind in school buildings. There is not a school 
building which is not overcrowded, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire has said. The Western High School and the East- 
ern High School have been overcrowded. But, in my judgment, 
there is none of them that discloses such extraordinary condi- 
tions as this colored high school down here on M street. It is 
wholly inadequate for the absolute demands. It seems to 
me that we ought at this time to appropriate enough money 
to start a larger building, even if it will increase the bill 
beyond the current estimated income. Other cities borrow 
money to build schoolhouses, and I do not know why we 
should not. 

This bill, as the report shows, appropriates less money than 
the estimated income, As Senators know, for a number of 
years we have been appropriating a little more money on 
account of these large improvements that I have spoken of 
than the income of the District, and we have been taking it 
out of the Treasury under a system by which it is to be paid 
back gradually after these extraordinary improvements could 
be completed. I can not tell just the amount that the city has 
overdrawn on the Government Treasury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. About $4,000,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. I knew it was three or four million dollars. 
The amount is about $4,000,000, the Senator says, and under 
this bill, as the report shows, the District will be enabled to pay 
back to the Government of that $4,000,000 half a million dollars, 
I think, if I am correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We hope so. 

Mr. BURKETT. We hope so. Under the estimated revenues 
and the appropriations made by this bill the District will be 
able to pay back to the Government half a million dollars of 
that $4,000,000. That, of course, is desirable, if we are not 
neglecting something that ought to be done. To my mind, 
schools are just as important as municipal buildings and those 
other improvements. If we went in debt for them, we can afford, 
if necessary, to go in debt for schools. But we could build this 
school and not go further in debt, according to the committee’s 
report. This four millions is not a very disturbing matter; 
they are paying interest on the loan as time goes along. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At 2 per cent. 

Mr. BURKETT. At 2 per cent. It is simply a question as 
to what we ought to do. The Senator has said, and I know, 
he feels just as I do. We ought to have these buildings. Of 
course, we can sit here as a Congress and let the half a million 
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dollars be paid back rather than to erect public school buildings. 
Perhaps that is a wise thing to do. In my judgment, it is not. 
In my judgment, it is not a just thing to do by the children of 
the District. I think we ought to build this school building, and 
I think we ought to build school buildings all over this town 
adequate to the needs. I undertake to say that there is not a 
town anywhere in the country, even among the rapidly growing 
towns out in our western country, that has not constructed 
school buildings more nearly apace with the growth of popula- 
tion and the growth of the number of its school population 
than we have here in the District. 

As I said, there has been a reason for being so behind, but 
the reason is not a good one, and that excuse ought not longer 
to deter us from our duty. We have been doing extraordinary 
things, like the water supply and the filtration plant, and the 
sewage-disposal system, and we have neglected keeping the 
school buildings up with the growth of our population. In my 
judgment, building schools adequate for the needs is more im- 
portant than getting back a part of the loan this year. Let the 
loan stand and increase it, if need be, until we get our schools 
built. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
can state how the average daily attendance at that school com- 
pares with the enrollment. It is more material to know what 
the attendance is than to know what is the enrollment of the 
school. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that I can not 
tell him, but under the rules of attendance here they are dropped 
from the rolls if they are absent, I think, two days, or some- 
thing like that. So the enrollment can not be very much larger 
at any time than the average daily attendance in any school, 
so far as that is concerned. I did not think to get that. Per- 
haps it would have been a more exact figure to have found the 
average daily attendance than the average enrolled. The en- 
rollment, to be exact, is 654. When the classes come in that 
will come in at the next semester, I say it will be 774 who will 
have to be taken care of in that little building. It has been 
built for 450 and cost only $82,000 in the first place. The popu- 
lation is growing all the time, and before we can get a build - 
ing erected the chances are there will be a thousand pupils 
enrolled in that school. I think it is wrong to let this condition 
go on. I think we ought to appropriate this money and start 
to build the school and get ready for the growth as it may come. 

I do not like to disagree with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. Of course he knows all about the situation; and if he 
insists on my withdrawing the amendment, I shall have to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I am very much pleased 
to have the Senator say that. The board of education estimated 
for a great many school buildings that are not found in this 
bill. I wish they could all have gone in the bill, but the reve- 
nues would not justify it. 

I join with the Senator in his contention that we ought to do 
more toward housing the children in this District. 

I find in the hearings before the committee of the House of 
Representatives that from 1895 to 1903 the board of education 
had asked $10,423,000 for school buildings and only $5,044,000 
was appropriated, showing that the appropriations were only 
one-half what the board of education thought they ought to 
be. Doubtless the board asked for more than they expected to 
get, but the amount appropriated might well have been in- 
creased. Unquestionably the time is approaching when we will 
be compelled to pursue a more liberal policy and put our school 
buildings in much better shape than they are to-day. 

The Senator is right in saying not only that a private resi- 
dence is rented on K street, but he could have added that other 
buildings are rented all over the District; and we are to-day 
instructing some of the children of this city, as they are doing 
in many other cities of the country, in portable schoolhouses. It is 
not to our credit; but, notwithstanding that, we have done in 
this bill all that we possibly can do, considering the circum- 
stances surrounding us at the present time. I hope the Senator 
will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, Mr. President, as I said before, I am 
very earnest about this matter. I have not offered the amend- 
ment for the purpose of withdrawing it, and I had not supposed 
I would do so. Because I do withdraw it, it does not indicate 
that I am not in earnest about it. But with the chairman's 
judgment made up as it is, after fuller consideration, perhaps, 
of all the bill than I have given it, although, of course, I have 
always given this bill a good deal of attention, in view of his 
suggestion I think I ought not to insist on a vote, and will with- 
draw the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will say that not only 
does the Senator from Nebraska give very careful consideration 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, but the Senator 
has also done more than all the rest of us combined to benefit 
the schools of the District of Columbia. He deserves great 
credit for what he has done. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I offer an amendment 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, before passing from the school 
question, notwithstanding the withdrawal of the amendment, I 
will ask the indulgence of the Senator from North Carolina for 
the purpose of making an observation. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. It is undoubtedly true that the schools of the 
District of Columbia have suffered seriously because of the 
absence of any well-considered or wise public policy in reference 
to their development. I doubt if in any other city in the coun- 
try the spectacle constantly encountered here can be observed. 
The children of this District have not been provided with the 
exercise and playgrounds which seem to me indispensable to 
the enjoyment of the recess hours. 

I would be glad to have the chairman of the committee and 
the Senator from Nebraska, who has taken such interest in 
this subject, consider the propriety of providing playgrounds for 
the school children in the vicinity of the school buildings. It 
will be observed by any person who passes about the city that 
the school buildings, in the main, are built out to the very edge 
of the street and are not provided with space on either side 
where the children can enjoy the recess hour. In consequence 
of this oversight we have the curious spectacle of the children 
of the capital city being compelled to play, if at all, in the pub- 
lic streets. The development of the automobile and its almost 
universal use, where people can afford and sometimes where 
they can not afford to have a machine, has rendered this play 
in the public streets by the children a hazardous performance. 
I think providing a playground for the children almost as im- 
portant as providing a school. ; 

I do sincerely trust that no bill will hereafter be passed with 
provision made for the building of a school in the city of Wash- 
ington without ample provision being made at the same time 
for spacious grounds surrounding the building in the immediate 
vicinity for the recreation hour of the children. The old build- 
ings are now so situated that playgrounds can not be provided 
immediately contiguous to the school building itself, but I as- 
sume that ground can be purchased in the neighborhood of each 
building, so as to obviate the necessity which now exists of the 
children either remaining within the schoolrooms during the 
recess hour or passing out, at their peril, into the public streets. 

This oversight of the past should be remedied as to all con- 
struction in the future, and I think, as far as possible, overcome 
by arrangement to purchase suitable grounds within a reason- 
able distance of each schoolhouse in the city for appropriate 
recreation ground for the children. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am in full sympathy 
with the views the Senator from Montana has expressed. Of 
course, as he has said, we can not get playgrounds around our 
old buildings here, because there is no available space. We 
have established 24 school playgrounds and we are maintaining 
them. In this bill we have provided for 6 additional school 
playgrounds, which was all that we thought we ought to do this 
year. 

I will accept the Senator’s admonition that hereafter when 
we provide for a building for a new school we ought to buy 
land enough for a playground, and if I am here will try to 
persuade Congress to do that, so that the children will haye a 
little breathing space. Of course in some parts of the city 
the land is very expensive, as the Senator knows, and we can 
not go into the purchase of land by wholesale, but we ought, as 
the Senator has so wisely suggested, give the children of our 
schools an opportunity to get out on the grass during recess 
and romp around, where they are not subjected to the terrors 
of automobiles, bicycles, carriages, and various other death- 
dealing appliances that are so common on our streets to-day. 
2 OVERMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 107, after line 11, insert, under the 
heading “Inspection of water mains,” the following: 


For the purpose of la and installing a line of 12-inch water main 
in Conduit read from the United States 

pak Sor pisen. o Government's 
United States Government $ 


road; 1 zun more or less, of 8-inch water main in Ashby 3 
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115 feet, — 85 or i, of 8-inch water main in W street, east of Forty- 


ninth street; 440 feet, more or less, of 8-inch water main in Weaver 
terrace, “ge from Conduit road ; 330 feet, more or less, of 18 —— water 
main in Edmunds street, between Sherrier place and Conduit road; 110 
feet, more or less, of 8-inch water main in Sherrier place, north from 

unds street; 610 feet, more or less, of 8-inch water main in Weaver 
street, between "Potomac ‘avenue and Sherrier piace; 1,125 feet, more 
or less, of 9-inch water main in Galena street; 0 feet, more or less, of 
8-inch water main in Jewett street; 1,010 feet, genie or . of 8-inch 
water main in Macomb street; 850 feet, more or less, of 8-inch water 
main in Manning street; 660 feet, more or less, of 8-inch water main 
in Newark street, all between Potomac avenue and Conduit road; 4,748 
feet, more or less, of S-inch water main in Sherrier place, between 
Weaver street and southern line of the United States Government 
property north of Newark street; 1,760 feet, more or less, of 8-inch 
water main in Carolina place, between Weaver and Macomb 
street; and 3.970 feet, more or less, of 8-inch water main in Potomac 
avenue, between Weaver place and southern line of United States Gov- 
ernment property north 15600 aware: street, all within the District of 
Columbia, the sum of $61 

Mr. OVERMAN. 5 President, I will state to the chair- 
man that, as he knows very well, this amendment is for the 
purpose of extending the privilege of sewer and water to about 
2,000 people of ordinary means, who have not that privilege to- 
day and who are in constant menace of typhoid fever and dis- 
ease from drinking impure water. 

I do hope the Senator will take this into conference and let 
it have consideration, because it is nothing but an advance- 
ment. There are $36,000 of this appropriation that will go back 
to the Government immediately from the people who take the 
water, and as that section grows, as it is growing, it will not 
cost the Government or the city a cent. 

It looks to me like those poor people ought to have pure water 
to drink. It extends also to the government property, giving 
water to the Girls’ Reform School in that section of the city. 
I know the Senator sees the importance of it, he has been so 
active about these matters and so generous; and being a physi- 
cian, he knows the importance of it. I beg him to allow the 
amendment to be adopted and go into conference. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, what is true of school 
buildings in this District is likewise true of sewers, water 
mains, and various other improvements that ought to be made. 
The amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina is 
not estimated for, and hence is subject to a point of order. 
The Senator submitted the amendment and it was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, but we have not had 
time to consider it. The commissioners did not recommend it, 
and hence it has not any standing, so far as the parliamentary 
situation is concerned, at the present time. However, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senator is always kind and considerate. I know he 
does not ask for anything that is not needed, and a very con- 
siderable part of this money would come back to the Treasury 
if this appropriation should be made. I will say to the Sena- 
tor that, unless some one else objects, I am willing to let the 
matter go in the bill and be sent to conference; but I will ad- 
monish the Senator that his very winning ways ought to be 
exerted on certain gentlemen who will be on that conference 
who are not members of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. OVERMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I should like to say a few 
words which are suggested by what the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has said. Here are items not esti- 
mated for; but it is fair to the commissioners to say that the 
items were probably not estimated for, or some of them at 
least, because of the law that we ourselyes passed last year. 
We put a provision in the last District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill that the estimates must be kept within the estimated 
revenue. That sounded good, and I thought it was good, and 
I yet think perhaps it is a good thing; but, as I have observed, 
the commissioners did not cut down the running expenses of 
the government in their estimate, but, in order to keep within 
the requirement of the statute, they reduced the estimates for 
such things as the schools, sewers, the drinking supply, and mat- 
ters of that sort, when it was the intention of Congress, or at 
least I presume it was, to encourage the reduction of the run- 
ning expenses of the District government—to eliminate unneces- 
sary clerks here and there, to cut out horses, carriages, and 
automobiles, and such temporary expenses. So far as I can 
learn, however, this bill is an increase in every one of those 
particulars over the bill of last year, but the estimates were cut 
in the permanent improvements, the essential things, like the 
matter suggested in the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], and in the reduction of legitimate 
propositions for the increase of the appropriation for public 
school buildings. 


When the Senator in charge of the bill called my attention 
to the fact that the amendment I presented was not estimated 
for, I realized, of course, that it was subject to a point of order, 
and I realized there was no use of insisting on putting it in the 
bill, with the Senator—who will no doubt be a member of the 
conference committee—unfriendly to it or not thinking it ad- 
visable. Perhaps that is why the matter of which the Senator 
from North Carolina has just spoken was not in this bill, be- 
cause, in order to keep the estimates within and make them 
comply with the law which we passed last year to keep the 
estimated expenses within the estimated revenue, the commis- 
sioners failed to recommend these very essential and very im- 
portant matters. 

It only demonstrates the fact, which has become clearer and 
clearer to my mind during all the years that I have been on 
the District Committee—and that has been practically ever 
since I have been in Congress—that we must somewhere, some- 
how, and at some time separate these items, like the water 
supply, the sewerage system, the school system, and matters 
in the nature of permanent improvements, from those items 
intended to provide only for the running expenses of the District 
government, so that when we begin to cut down we shall cut 
down expenses and not equipment for managing the affairs of 
the District government. 

If we are going to cut anywhere, we ought to cut on current 
expenses for managing affairs, and not on essentials like public- 
school buildings, sewers, water pipes, and things of that sort. 

As I said a moment ago, as the years go on I am more im- 
pressed with the fact that we must separate permanent improve- 
ments from temporary expenses; and perhaps, if it be found 
necessary, have two bills, so that we will know where we are 
increasing expenses and where we are cutting down, and know 
how much is really appropriated for running expenses as dis- 
tinguished from permanent improvements. 

I want to say that if we permit the running expenses to be 
increased year by year at the cost of necessary permanent im- 
provements, and then refuse to provide otherwise for them, we 
are doing wrong; we are perpetrating a wrong on this commu- 
ntiy; and we ought to give it attention enough to separate these 
items, in order to know what we are doing and what we are 
being compelled to leave undone. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire merely a moment or 
two to supplement somewhat the remarks just made by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert]. I wish to have in- 
serted in the Recorp the table printed at the end of the report 
made by the Committee on Appropriations accompanying the 
pending bill. It is at the foot of page 4 of that report. The 
table is grouped under the heading “Amount of District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation acts, fiscal years 1890 to 1910, inclusive.” 
I wish permission, without taking the time to read it, to have 
that table inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Missouri, and permis- 
sion is granted. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Amount of District of anrd ospe riation acts, fiscal ycars 1890 to 
to 1910, inclusive. 
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10, 699, 531. 45 

Mr. STONE. I find, Mr. President, on examining the table 
referred to, that the current expenses of administering the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia in 1890 amounted to 
$5,682,409.91. Ten years later, in 1900, the expenses of the 
District government amounted to $6,834,535.77, an increase dur- 
ing that decade of a little more than a million dollars, The 
amount carried by this bill, as reported to the Senate, is 
$10,946,960.99. This shows an increase in twenty years of ap- 
proximately 100 per cent in the expense of conducting the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia, and approximately 70 
per cent in the last ten years. 
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Mr. President, not long since we heard much about the 
remarkable growth in public expenditures, and much was said 
of a determined purpose on the part of the majority of this 
body, responding to the clamor against the enormous increases 
of governmental expenditures, to take steps te reduce expendi- 
tures all along the line; and a special committee to supervise 
appropriation bills was appointed. Now, we find, instead of a 
decrease in this bill, there is a pronounced increase in the 
appropriation even over that of last year; and these increases 
have been climbing along an ascending scale from year to year 
for the last twenty years, as this table discloses, 

The increase carried by this bill, mark you, is to meet the 
current expenditures of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and has naught to do with the construction of public 
buildings or with the purchase of park land grounds in this 
city. The Senator from Nebraska says that these ordinary cur- 
rent expenditures are multiplied to the detriment and at the 
expense of permanent improvements, such as schools, sewerage, 
and things of that kind. I wish simply to have this statement 
put into the Recorp, and for that purpose I rose. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, on page 32, after line 2, I move to 
insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 
eee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

ted. 
joe SECRETARY.. On page 32, after line 2, it is proposed to 

rt: 

For Ly etna J or repairing the street known as U 8 a 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth streets, Washington Heights, $3, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator in charge of the bill if the provision at the bottom of 
page 51, the last four lines, still remains in the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does; that is, it was agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I was not on the floor at 
the time. It seems to me that it is really general legislation 
in an appropriation bill, and is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no doubt, Mr. President, that it 
is subject to a point of order; at least, I assume it is. If the 
Senator wishes to make the point when the bill gets in the 
Senate, of course that is his privilege. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I reserve that right, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to taking 
the vote on the amendments in gross? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, doubtless the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] would wish to reserve the 
particular amendment to which he has called attention. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Les, sir; I ask that that amendment be 
reserved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what amendment does 
the Senator from Connecticut refer? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The amendment on page 51, beginning 
with line 20 and ending with line 23. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard that 
amendment as reserved. The question is on concurring in the 
other amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments not reserved which were made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on con- 
curring in the amendment reserved at the request of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], which will be stated. 

The. SECRETARY. On page 5ł, after line 19, it is proposed to 


That the time for completion of the extensions of the lines of the 
Washington, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad within the District of 
oe is hereby extended for a period of six months from March g 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, I know nothing about the 
merits of this provision, but I understand that there is before 
the committee a separate bill providing for this very thing, 
upon which no hearing has been had. Therefore, I should think 
that there was no occasion for this general legislation on an 

ppropriation bill. It is obnoxious to the rule, and I make the 
point of order against it on that ground. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 


in exeentive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 20, 1910, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Eæecutive nominations received by the Senate January 19, 1910; 
SUPERVISORS OF THE CENSUS. 

Harold Blake, of Montana, to be a supervisor of the Thir- 
teenth Census for the first supervisor’s district of Montana, 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Tra T. Bronson, of Missouri, to be a supervisor of the Thir- 
teenth Census for the seventh supervisor’s district of Missouri, 
Department of Commerce and Labor, vice John Whitaker, de- 
ceased. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Charles J. Haubert, of New York, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of New York. A reappointment, his 
term expiring April 21, 1910. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Thomas V. Davis, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 
office at Evanston, Wyo., his term having expired. Reappoint- 
ment. 

Charles F. Hartman, of Duluth, Minn., to be register of the 
land office at Duluth, Minn., vice J. C. Herman Engel, whose 
term will expire February 1, 1910. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 3 

Maj. Charles G. Treat, Third Field Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from January 14, 1910, vice Lieut. Col. Edward E. Gayle, 
Fourth Field Artillery, who died on that date. 

Capt. George Le R. Irwin, Seeond Field Artillery, to be major 
from January 14, 1910, vice Maj. Charles G. Treat, Third Field 
Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harrie F. Reed, Fifth Field Artillery, to be cap- 
tain from January 14, 1910, vice Capt. George Le R. Irwin, 
Second Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank Thorp, jr., Third Field Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant from January 14, 1910, vice First Lieut. Harrie 
F. Reed, Fifth Field Artillery, promoted. 

‘APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMx. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from January 18, 1910. 
George Stevens Gay, of New York. 
INFANTRY ARM, 

To be second lieutenants with rank from January 18, 1910, 

Clarence McCain McMurray, of South Carolina. 

Guy Ichabod Rowe, of Vermont. 

John Magruder, of Virginia. 

Charles Martin Everitt, of Connecticut. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy, 


Capt. Aaron Ward, an additional number in grade, to be a 
rear-admiral in the navy from the 9th day of January, 1910, 
with Capt. John B. Milton, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert W. Kessler to be a lieutenant 
in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1908, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William D. Greetham to be a lieu- 
tenant in the navy from the 30th day of July, 1908, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur C. Kail to be a lieutenant in 
the navy from the 30th day of July, 1909, to fill a vaeancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

Midshipman Garret L. Schuyler to be an ensign in the navy 
from the 13th day of September, 1908, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in his present grade. 

Carpenter Lawrence A. Maaske to be a chief carpenter in the 
navy from the 28th day of December, 1909, upon the comple- 
tion of six years’ service in his present grade. 

POSTMASTERS, 


ALABAMA. 


George C. Boltz to be postmaster at Camden, Ala., in place 
of William B. Dale, deceased. 

Walker T. Stewart to be postmaster at Sylacauga, Ala. in 
place of Walker T. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

ARIZONA, 

Michael E. Cassidy to be postmaster at Bisbee, Ariz., in place 
of Michael E. Cassidy. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 17, 1910. 
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Frieda F. Mashbir to be postmaster at Safford, Ariz., in 
place of Frieda F. Mashbir. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 4, 1910. 


ARKANSAS. 

Edgar H. Finch to be postmaster at Crossett, Ark., in place 
of Edgar H. Finch. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1909. 

Bryant W. Ford to be postmaster at Mammoth Spring, Ark., 
in place of Bryant W. Ford. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

James W. Grubbs to be postmaster at Newport, Ark., in place 
5 Jaon W. Grubbs. Incumbents commission expires January 

1910. 

John H. McPherson to be postmaster at Paragould, Ark., in 
place of John H. McPherson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 30, 1910. 

Oscar D. Sanborn to be postmaster at Blytheville, Ark., in 
place of Oscar D. Sanborn. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

H. C. Wade to be postmaster at Batesville, Ark., in place of 
7 re! P. Jones, Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
CALIFORNIA, 

Joseph P. Frankhouse to be postmaster at San Fernando, Cal., 
in place of Joseph P. Frankhouse. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 22, 1910. 

Warren M. John to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, Cal., 
in place of Stephen D. Ballou. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

L. P. Mitchell to be postmaster at Corcoran, Cal. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Robert J. Nixon to be postmaster at Yreka, Cal., in place of 
a J. Nixon. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 

910. 

COLORADO, 

Siegfried Salomon to be postmaster at Platteville, Colo. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Alexander J. Strachan to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, 
Colo., in place of Alexander J. Strachan. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expires February 20, 1910. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Bennett C. Atwood to be postmaster at Watertown, Conn., 
in place of Bennett C. Atwood. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1910. 

Roswell S. Edgecomb to be postmaster at Groton, Conn., in 
place of Roswell S. Edgecomb. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

FLORIDA. 

John McDougall to be postmaster at Tallahassee, Fla., in 
place of John McDougall. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 29, 1910. j 

Lester D. Roberts to be postmaster at Fort Meade, Fla., in 
place of Martin M. Leadholtes, resigned. 

IDAHO. 


Walter T. James to be postmaster at Bonners Ferry, Idaho, 
in place of John F. Cook, jr. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 10, 1910. 

Susan T. Libbey to be postmaster at Cottonwood, Idaho. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

ILLINOIS. 

William F. Calhoun to be postmaster at Decatur, III., in place 
of William F. Calhoun. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 18, 1910. 

Hugh A. J. McDonald to be postmaster at Rock Island, III., in 
place of Hugh A. J. McDonald. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 5, 1910. 

INDIANA. 

John W. Baker to be postmaster at Columbia City, Ind., in 
place of John W. Baker. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 18, 1910. 

Fletcher W. Boyd to be postmaster at Covington, Ind., in place 
of Fletcher W. Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 19, 1909. 

James Edwards to be postmaster at Mitchell, Ind., in place 
of James Edwards. Incumbent's commission expired January 
18, 1910. 

Fanta S. Heath to be postmaster at Lebanon, Ind., in place 
of Samuel S. Heath. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
10, 1910. 

Sherman L. Keach to be postmaster at Bedford, Ind., in place 
of Sherman L. Keach, Incumbent’s commission expires January 


29, 1910, 


John N. Records to be postmaster at Franklin, Ind., în place 
ve pny J. Martin. Incumbent's commission expired December 
Monroe Steiner to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ind., in place of 
Joseph A. Yockey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1909, 
IOWA. 

Benjamin E. Allen to be postmaster at Laurens, Iowa, in 
place of Benjamin E. Allen, Incumbent's commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

John R. Bell to be postmaster at Sheffield, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 

Denison O. Blake to be postmaster at Pocahontas, Iowa, in 
place of Denison O. Blake. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 31, 1910. 

Frank E. Drake to be postmaster at Radcliffe, Iowa, in place 
A Aen E. Drake. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

James Harvey Johnson to be postmaster at Logan, Iowa, in 
place of James Harvey Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 30, 1910. 

George H. Loring to be postmaster at Dallas Center, Iowa, in 
place of George H. Loring. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

Charles A. Merrill to be postmaster at Nora Springs, Iowa, in 
place of Charles A. Merrill. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

John T. Strock to be postmaster at New Virginia, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Thomas Walpole to be postmaster at Storm Lake, Iowa, in 
place of Thomas Walpole. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 


KANSAS. 


Alvin M. Blankenbeker to be postmaster at Buffalo, Kans. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Thomas M. Durland to be postmaster at Centralia, Kans., in 
place of Ed M. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1910. 

Frank Harlow to be postmaster at Kingman, Kans., in place 
5 Harlow. Incumbent's commission expires February 

1910. 

John C. Petty to be postmaster at Strong, Kans., in place of 
John C. Petty. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 
1909. 

KENTUCKY. 


James L. Grissom to be postmaster at Burnside, Ky., in place 
of James L. Grissom. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1909. 

LOUISIANA. 


E. T. Dugas to be postmaster at Napoleonville, La., in place 
of Rudolph A. Gehringer. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1909. 

Thomas R. Morse to be postmaster at New Iberia, La., in 
place of Thomas R. Morse. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 9, 1910. 

MAINE. 


Marcellus L. Hussey to be postmaster at Guilford, Me., in 
place of Marcellus L. Hussey. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 29, 1910. 

MARYLAND. 


Harry A. Carroll to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, Md., 
in place of Harry A. Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 29, 1910. 

Asa Hepner to be postmaster at Sykesville, Md., in place of 
Asa Hepner. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1910, 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


Robert A. Beckwith to be postmaster at Southbridge, Mass., 
in place of Robert A. Beckwith. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 22, 1910. 

George V. Bennett to be postmaster at Plymouth, Mass., in 
place of George V. Bennett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1909. 

James A. Eldridge to be postmaster at Williamstown, Mass., 
in place of James A. Eldridge. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

Edwin D. Goodell to be postmaster at Brookfield, Mass., in 
place of Edwin D. Goodell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1910. i 

George W. Jones to be postmaster at Falmouth, Mass., in 
place of George W. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 8, 1910. 
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Frank E. Whiting to be postmaster at Plainville, Mass., in 
place of Frank E. Whiting. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Merton Z. Woodward to be postmaster at Shelburne Falls, 
Mass., in place of Merton Z. Woodward. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expires February 5, 1910. 

MICHIGAN, 

Guy R. Fogelgren to be postmaster at Stambaugh, Mich. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Henry A. Graves to be postmaster at Quincy, Mich., in place 
5 mee A. Graves. Incumbent’s commission expires February 

John W. Hance to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Mich., 
in place of John W. Hance. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

James G. Hayden to be postmaster at Cassopolis, Mich., in 
place of James G. Hayden. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

Samuel C. Kirkbride to be postmaster at Clare, Mich., in 
place of Samuel C. Kirkbride. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. , 

Albert W. Munger to be at Freeland, Mich. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Fernando D. Petermann to be postmaster at Kearsarge, 
Mich. Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Joseph E. Watson to be postmaster at Bronson, Mich., in 
place of Joseph E. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1910. 

MINNESOTA. 

Brayton S. Buckingham to be postmaster at Argyle, Minn., 
in place of Brayton S. Buckingham. Incumbent’s commission 
expires January 23, 1910. 

Alexander Fiddes to be postmaster at Jackson, Minn., in place 
of Alexander Fiddes, Incumbents commission expires Febru- 
ary 12, 1910. 

Hamilton H. Judson to be postmaster at Farmington, Minn., 
in place of Hamilton H. Judson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 31, 1910. 

Elmer Owen to be postmaster at Osseo, Minn. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1910. 

Caspar F. Schonlau to be postmaster at Houston, Minn., in 
place of Caspar F. Schonlau. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Henry C. Majure to be postmaster at Newton, Miss., in place 
of Henry C. Majure. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
5, 1910. 

MISSOURI. 

William C. Askin to be postmaster at Salem, Mo., in place of 
William C. Askin. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
19, 1910. 

James R. Duncan to be postmaster at Mountain View, Mo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Frank I. Swett to be postmaster at Lebanon, Mo., in place of 
Frank I. Swett. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 
1910. 

NEBRASKA. 

Charles H. Hodges to be postmaster at Collegeview, Nebr., in 
place of Charles H. Hodges. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 13, 1909. 

William T. Mawhor to be postmaster at Shelby, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Fred H. Perry to be postmaster at Charlestown, N. H., in 
place of Fred H. Perry. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1910. 

NEW JERSEY. 

David M. Anderson to be postmaster at Gloucester City, N. J., 
in place of David M. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 24, 1910. 

Henry B. Rollinson to be postmaster at Rahway, N. J., in 
place of Henry B. Rollinson. Incumbents commission expires 
February 12, 1910. 

Anthony T. Woolley to be postmaster at Long Branch, N. J., 
in place of Anthony T. Woolley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 22, 1910. : 

NEW YORK. 

George L. Bowers to be postmaster at Vernon, N. Y., in place 
of George L. Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 22, 1910. 

William L. Crothers to be postmaster at Phelps, N. Y., in 
place of William L. Crothers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 


Frank W. James to bé postmaster at Naples, N. Y., in place 
of Frank W. James. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
19, 1910. 8 

Dayton H. Whipple to be postmaster at Altamont, N. Y., in 
place of Dayton H. Whipple. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 11, 1910. Í 

Fred M. Woolley to be postmaster at Boonville, N. Y., in place 
of Fred M. Woolley. Incumbent's commission expires February, 
7, 1910. 

E NORTH CAROLINA. 


Maxi M. McCurry to be postmaster at Forest City, N. C. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mathilda Lowden to be postmaster at Bowman, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1909. - 


OHIO. 


Hugh C. Bell to be postmaster at Utica, Ohio, in place of 
Jacob O. Harris, resigned. 

W. W. Garver to be postmaster at West Salem, Ohio, in place 
A Tom J. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

1909. 

George W. Heiser to be postmaster at Atwater, Ohio. 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Ephraim D. Killinger to be postmaster at Edgerton, Ohio, in 
place of Ephraim D. Killinger. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1910. 

George L. Stoughton to be postmaster at Westerville, Ohio, in 
place of George L. Stoughton. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910, 


Office 


OKLAHOMA, 


Elmer E. Darrough to be postmaster at Pondcreek, Okla., in 
place of Elmer E. Darrough. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 30, 1910. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


George W. Best to be postmaster at East Brady, Pa., in place 
of George W. Best. Incumbents commission expires February 
19, 1910. 

John M. Carson to be postmaster at Homer City, Pa., in place 
of John M. Carson. Incumbents commission expires February 
1, 1910. 

Harrison J. Kromer to be postmaster at Merion Station, Pa. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Charles M. McDanel to be postmaster at New Brighton, Pa., 
in place of Charles M. McDanel. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 5, 1910. 

Charles J. McGill to be postmaster at Dawson, Pa., in place 
of Charles J. McGill. Incumbents commission expires Febru- 
ary 8, 1910. 

Winfred W. Marsh to be postmaster at Westfield, Pa., in place 
of Edwin S. Holcomb. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 27, 1909. : 

Wallace W. Oberly to be postmaster at Womelsdorf, Pa., in 
place of Wallace W. Oberly. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 25, 1910. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Eliza Appelt to be postmaster at Manning, S. C., in place of 
Eliza Appelt. Incumbent’s commission expires February 22, 
1910. 

Luther McLaurin to be postmaster at McColl, S. C., in place 
of Luther McLaurin. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
25, 1910. 

Eugene M. Peeples to be postmaster at Hampton, S. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Preston Rion to be postmaster at Winnsboro, S. C., in place 
of Preston Rion. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1910. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

George H. Grace to be postmaster at Lead, S. Dak., in place 
of Walter McKay. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
5, 1910. 

Charles E. Johnson to be postmaster at Bridgewater, S. Dak., 
in place of Charles E. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 5, 1910. 

TEXAS. 

Jefferson D. Bell to be postmaster at Bartlett, Tex., in place 
of Jefferson D. Bell. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1909. 

W. James Gilmore to be postmaster at Moody, Tex., in place 
of W. James Gilmore. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 

Waldo E. Haisley to be postmaster at Sinton, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910, 
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William A. Hawn to be postmaster at Athens, Tex., in place of 
Decembe: 


2 1000 A. Hawn. Incumbent’s commission expired r 

M. B. Howard to be postmaster at Sweet Water, Tex., in 
place of M. B. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ard 23, 1910. 

August F. Loessin to be postmaster at Lagrange, Tex., in 
place of August F. Loessin. Inecumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1910. 

Charlie Simmons to be postmaster at Valley Mills, Tex., in 
place of Charlie Simmons. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 

Jesse D. Starks to be postmaster at Floydada, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

William J. Stark to be postmaster at Yorktown, Tex., in 
place of Moritz Riedel, resigned. 

Frank K. Sterrett to be postmaster at Albany, Tex., in place 
of Frank K. Sterrett. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1910. 

UTAH. 


Thomas L. McCarty to be postmaster at Greenriver, Utah. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 
VERMONT. 

Joseph B. Eldredge to be postmaster at Randolph, Vt., in 
place of Joseph B. Eldredge. Incumbent’s. commission expires 
January 30, 1910. ; 

VIRGINIA. 

Ora R. Evans to be postmaster at Dante, Va. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1910. 

Codrington D. Flanagan to be postmaster at Louisa, Va., in 
place of William E. Cunningham. Incumbent's commission ex- ; 
pired December 11, 1909. | 

James A. Henritze to be at Lebanon, Va. Office | 
became presiđential January 1, 1910. 

WASHINGTON. : 
Isaac Fields to be postmaster at Woodland, Wash. Office be- 
presidential January ł, 1910. 

Oliver Hinman to be postmaster at Ellensburg, Wash., in 
place of Oliver Hinman. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1910. 

Edward R. Turner to be postmaster at Granite Falls, Wash. | 
Office became presidential January 1, 1910. f 

WEST VIRGINIA. i 

George E. Bare to be postmaster at Alderson, W. Va., in place | 
of George E. Bare. Incumbent’s commission expires January | 
30, 1910. 

John S. Brannon to be postmaster at Glenville, W. Va. Office | 
became presidential January 1, 1910. } 

WISCONSIN. j 

George Graham to be postmaster at Tomah, Wis., in place of 
George Graham. Incumbent's commission expires February 7. 
1910. 

Hugh MeInnes to be postmaster at Edgerton, Wis. in place 
of Hugh McInnes. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
7, 1910. 

WYOMING. 

Joseph Iredale to be at Rock Springs, Wyo., in 

place of Joseph Iredale. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


ary 29, 1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1910. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
George W. Gardiner to be collector of customs for the district 


of Providence, R. I. 
Frank L. Shaw to be collector of customs for the district of 


Machias, Me. 
COLLECTOR oF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Ludlow F. Petty to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fifth district of Kentucky. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Samuel Platt to be United States attorney, district of Nevada. 
RECEIVER er PUBLIC MONEYS. r 
James D. Gallup to be receiver of public moneys: at Buffalo, 


Wyo. 
PoSTMASTERS, 


ALABAMA, 
Clifford M. Cox, at Ozark, Ala. 
Henry L. Jones, at Cordova, Ala. 


Hee ͤ—?—ũad e f.» See 


CALIFORNIA, 
Eugene Don, at Santa Clara, Cal. 
Hobart M. Williams, at Lordsburg, Cal. 

COLORADO, 
Mabel F. Curren, at Crested Butte, Colo. 
Richard G. Dalton, at La Junta, Colo, 
Homer H. Grafton, at Manitou, Colo. 
William Knearl, at Brush, Colo. 
Edwin Price, at Grand Junction. Colo. 

ILLINOIS. 

Robert N. Chapman, at Charleston, Ill. 
Frank C. Davidson, at Clinton, III. 


Ozias Riley, at Champaign, III. 
Joseph C. Weir, at Rantoul, III. 


INDIANA. 
John N. Records, at Franklin, Ind. 
Monroe Steiner, at Plymouth, Ind. 
KENTUCKY. 
McDowell Oldham, at Bloomfield, Ky. 
J. Schuyler Sandusky, at Monticello, Ky. 
MISSOURI. 
Thomas Francis, at Bevier, Mo. 
Henry Frankford, at Novinger, Mo. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Roger M. Bridgman, at Ridgewood, N. J. 
John T. Lovett, at Little Silver, N. J. 
Lizzie B. Minton, at Hađdon Heights, N. J. 
OREGON. 
John H. Wiliams, at Hermiston, Oreg. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles E. Beck, at Portland, Pa. 
Harry H. Hawkins, at Spring Forge, Pa. 
Elmer S. Hull, at Montgomery, Pa. 
Robert D. Peck, at Lock Haven, Pa. 
H. B. Summerville, at Rimersburg, Pa. 
Franklin Sutton, at Hellertown, Pa. 
UTAH. 
Elissa A. Northcott, at Coalville, Utah. 
WASHINGTON. 
Jacob F. Hill, at Davenport, Wash. 
James P. Rosebangh, at Harrington, Wash. 
Robert H. Stapleton, at Monroe, Wash. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
William L. Erwin, at Harpers Ferry, W. Va. 
WYOMING. 


William Pugh, at Evanston, Wyo. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 19, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’cloek noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Sooria of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approv 

The SPEAKER. This being calendar Wednesday, the call 
rests upon the Committee on Banking and Currency, and the 
Clerk will call the committees. 

When the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
was called: 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of that committee I 
call up the bill (H. R. 12289) to authorize the city of Minneap- 
olis, in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


2 In the State of Minnesota. 
sions of the act entitled “An act to 
over na 
SEC. 2. 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. MANN. By direction of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce I also call up the bill (H. R. 16388) to au- 
thorize the Monongahela Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Monongahela River between Fayette and 
Greene counties, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 Railroad Company, a corpo- 
ration organized and existing under the laws of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, is hereby authorized to construct a bridge across the Mononga- 
hela River from a point on the east bank thereof just south of New 
Geneva, in Fayette County, to the west bank of said river in Greene 
County, near the mouth of Dunkard Creek, in accordance with the 

rovisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate construction of 
ridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

expressly reserved. 


The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 

In line 6, after the word “ point,” insert the words “ suitable to the 
interests of navigation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce I also call up the bill (H. R. 
17161) to authorize the Union Railroad and Dock Company to 
construct and operate a bridge across the Monongahela River 
in the State of West Virginia. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Union Railroad and Dock Company, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of West Virginia, its 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Mo- 
nongahela River at Morgantown, from a pan: on the right shore of said 
river near the end of Fayette street, in Morgantown, to a point on the 
left shore of said river, in Grant district, all in the county of Monon- 

ia and State of West Virginia, in accordance with the provisions of 
he act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The Clerk read the following amendments: 

Insert after the word “ point,” in line 8, page 1, the words “ suitable 
to the interests of navigation.“ 

Strike out, in lines 4 and 5, page 1, the words “its successors and 
assigns, be, and they are“ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ is.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I also call up the bill (S. 4016) to 
extend the time for the completion of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., by the Winnipeg, 
Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved April 5, 1904, 
authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passen bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. „ as amended by 
the act approved February „ 1909, be, and the same is hereb „ 80 
amended that the time within which the said bridge is required to be 
commenced shall be within one year and the time within which it is 
required that the said bridge shall be completed shall be within three 
years from the date of the approval of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


ONE HUNDRED AND TWO RIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce I call up the bill (H. R. 

13438) to declare One Hundred and Two River nonnavigable, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That One Hundred and Two River south of the 
north boundary line of Andrew County, Mo., as now located, be, and 
the same is hereby, declared to be nonnavigable, and jurisdiction over 
— 5 rilon of said river is hereby declared to be vested in the State 
S Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are 
hereby repealed. 


With the following amendments : 


Amend, in lines 5, 6, and 7, by striking out the words “ nonnaviga- 
ble, and jurisdiction over said portion of said river is hereby declared 
to be vested in the State of issouri,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “not a navigable water of the United States within the 
meaning of the laws enacted by Congress for the preservation and 
protection of such waters.” 

Amend section 2 by striking out the words “all acts and parts of 
acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 
hereby expressly reserved.” 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to 
explain this bill. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I notice that there are at least 
four bills of this character on the calendar which declare 
streams in the State of Missouri nonnavigable. I am not 
familiar enough with the reasons for doing this, and therefore 


I would like to have an explanation made. Especially would I 
like to have the gentleman in charge of this bill state what is 
to become of the titles to the bed of the stream when it be- 
comes nonnavigable. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it certainly is very pertinent to 
ask the reason for the passage of a bill like this declaring a 
stream nonnavigable. There are several rivers in the portion 
of Missouri where these streams lie that are very shallow and 
very tortuous. These streams are not in fact navigable streams, 
although they were originally platted on some government sur- 
veys as being navigable streams. The land along them now 
is bottom land, overflowed quite frequently, both in the spring 
and in the fall, so that it is impossible to be certain of being 
able to raise a crop upon the land. The people in that locality, 
in accordance with the provisions of the law of Missouri, have 
organized and are organizing drainage districts for the pur- 
pose of draining this bottom land now subject to overflow, and 
the only way that they can drain the land is by cutting off 
the bend of the stream. The War Department has reported 
to us that the streams are not in fact navigable; that they are 
not worthy of improvement; and that it would be a far greater 
benefit to permit the use of the streams for drainage purposes 
than it is for possible future navigation purposes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question or two. What does this bill provide? 
I was not listening. 

Mr. MANN. This provides for declaring One Hundred and 
Two River, south of the north boundary line of Andrew County, 
Mo., not a navigable water of the United States within the 
meaning of the laws enacted by Congress for the preservation 
and protection of such waters. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, are there 102 navigable 
streams in Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that is the name of the river. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not hear. I will ask the 
gentleman another question or two on that subject. I have had 
some experience about this navigable-water business. I had 
one river in my district declared nonnavigable, and I had part 
of another one declared nonnavigable. What is the reason the 
committee does not bring in a bill declaring nonnavigable these 
streams that are not navigable and never will be navigable, and 
get rid of the whole business at once? 

Mr. MANN. The reason is very simple. The committee had 
very great hesitation in reporting favorably upon these bills 
even, and did not do so until after considerable investigation 
and hearings and discussion, because as a general proposition 
to declare streams nonnavigable is to possibly remove them 
from possible future improvement by the United States. In 
reporting this bill the committee has put in the clause reserving 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not this the truth about these 
navigable rivers, so called, that they were declared navigable 
in a day when railroads were not common, or perhaps had not 
been thought of, and that the fact that Congress would make 
an appropriation to improve one of them, ipso facto, made that 
a navigable stream, and the multiplicity of railroads has re- 
moved the necessity or the excuse for their being considered 
navigable? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rather agree with my friend 
from Missouri, but I am not sure that the entire country agrees 
on that proposition. Certainly it is not desirable to now fore- 
close the future power of the Congress over streams generally; 
but in this particular case—and there are several of these bills— 
it is perfectly patent that the river will be worth a great deal 
more to be used for drainage purposes than it can ever be 
worth to be used for navigation purposes, because it will per- 
mit a large amount of land now almost worthless, because sub- 
ject to overflow, to be drained and will permit it to be used 
for annual crops where there is no likelihood of the river ever 
being able to be used for navigation. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MACON. Were these bills submitted to the engineer of 
the War Department for report upon them? . 

Mr. MANN. They were so submitted. 

Mr. MACON. I want to say to the gentleman that I intro- 
duced a bill during the last Congress to declare Oache River, 
in Arkansas, nonnavigable, and the Chief of Engineers of the 
War Department reported that the navigation of a river was 


796 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 19, 


not a question of law but of fact, and hence that Congress 
could not take action upon the measure, and for that reason 
it was never reported by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee. I am glad the department has changed its posi- 
tion in regard to the matter. 

Mr. MANN. I have no recollection of the bill, however. 
While navigation is a question of fact, it is true these people 
would not be warranted in spending a large amount of money 
for the purpose of making a drainage district out of this terri- 
tory and using the river for that purpose subject to the possi- 
bility of being overruled by the court on the question of fact. 
Now, the gentleman asks if this measure had been referred to 
the War Department. This is the report of the War Depart- 
ment on this bill and similar reports upon other bills: 

3. A description of the river and of existing conditions thereon is 
grea —. — a 8 report by the district engineer officer, from which the 

“This stream lies practically all in Missouri, and flows through 
Nodaway and Andrew counties, Mo., em into the Platte ave 
about 7 miles due east of St. Joseph, t is about 90 miles 
length, of shallow depth, small width, tortuous, aot at times E 

No commerce or navigation is n to exist. 

“In my opinion the stream is not navigated commercially, nor is any 
commerce desired, nor is the stream capable of any improvement at 
ip expense,” 

. From the facts above stated, it is believed that de are no — 
‘ould be pg ng ee 


as a highway 


for general Fca niaan f would be incommensurate with och the. 10621 benfit 
that would result from its dedication to purposes of land drainage and 
improvement, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is there a demand from the people living 
along that river for this action? 

Mr. MANN. There is such a demand. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the Member of Congress repre- 
senting that district approve the bill? 

Mr. MANN. The Member of Congress introduced the bill 
and appeared before the committee, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Boourr], and made a very able argument in behalf 
of the bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I asked the question because I am from 
the “show me State,” and it has not been shown me before. 

Mr. KHIFER. I am quite satisfied with the explanation as 
far as it goes of this bill and 

Mr. MANN. I was going to add, I had not reached the point 
the gentleman further asked about in reference to the title of 
the stream. The Government does not own the bed of the 
stream. That is a matter wholly to be determined under the 
Jaws of the State of Missouri. We have nothing to do with 
that. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not certain the distinguished gentleman 
is right in stating the General Government has nothing to do 
with the beds of these streams that are treated as navigable 
streams. I am not so confident in my recollection. My recollec- 
tion is that the bed of the stream does not pass to the adjacent 
landowners, is not surveyed as part of the Jand sold by the 
General Government, and title remains in the General Govern- 
ment for all purposes. 

I was going to ask whether the committee had considered the 
effect of this sort of legislation upon the matter of conserving 
water power the Government is supposed to be interested in in 
the future. We are going to surrender these nonnavigable 
streams so that the adjacent landowners will have the benefit 
of them for the purpose of drainage. We probably would lose 
all title and control over them in the future for any purpose 
whatever. I do not think there is anything in the saving 
clause put in by the committee that reserves the right to repeal 
this law in the future. That would be exceedingly unjust if it 
could be carried out. It is proposed, as I understand the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that this stream shall have the bed of it 
changed by cutting off bends and shortening the stream, not for 
the purpose so much of draining, but for the purpose of giving 
a free, direct flow of the water through it so as to prevent 
overflow. 

That is the real purpose, more than drainage. Now, it is 
possible that they might divert the water of this stream for 
irrigating purposes, and all that, and I am only making the 
suggestion to know whether the committee considered all these 
questions. I regard it as very dangerous to enter generally 
upon the matter of surrendering the nonnavigable streams in 
an indefinite way like this. 

Mr. MANN. I may say that the committee did consider all 
those problems. ‘There are a few small mills upon some of 
these streams, but there is practically no water power of any 
value upon any of them that are covered by the four bills. 
‘And on the question of the repealing clause, I may say that one 


purpose of putting that in the bill was so that if the people“ 


hereafter should desire to have this stream improved at the 
expense of the Government they would be met with the propo- 
sition that if they did they must first repeal the permission to 
establish it as a drainage stream, and they probably will never 
come to the Government idly, at least, asking for money to im- 
prove this stream under those conditions. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask whether, after the bed of 
this stream is changed and caused to run over private lands 
of individuals, the rights required in the way of drainage water 
rights, mill sites, and so forth, whether it would be constitu- 
tional to repeal the act and destroy the vested rights that would 
be acquired by private ownership? 

Mr. MANN. It would 3 be constitutional to re- 
peal the act. Whether you could destroy vested rights is an- 
other thing. Let me make this suggestion to the gentleman: It 
is not impossible when this stream shall have been started for 
the purpose of drainage that in the new condition it might be 
a navigable stream, and under this provision Congress could 
declare the new stream a navigable stream if it should so 
choose. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman think it could declare it 
a navigable stream when its channel ran over private lands? 

Mr. MANN. It can run over private lands, undoubtedly. 

Mr. KEIFER. And declare that as a navigable stream? 

Mr. MANN. We could amend the act to cover that, I think, 
without any trouble at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am suggesting only the difficulties. I would 
like to ask, in view of the statement the gentleman makes, that 
there are two mills and some little water power now along the 
stream, what provision is made for those mills if this authority 
is given to cut the channel so as to have a different flow of 
water, whether these mills are to be protected in any way? 

Mr. MANN. We do not undertake to protect them. That is 
a matter to be undertaken under the law of the State of Mis- 
souri. They never got authority from the Government to erect 
the mills. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
whether there is not great danger in adopting bills of this 
kind, to declare streams nonnavigable that now are in law navi- 
gable, whether in fact or not? With this view of a general de- 
velopment of the general waterways of the country and the 
possibilities of bringing new methods of development, whether 
it might not be possible to make this a navigable stream and 
still give the benefits for drainage that these people desire? 

Mr. MANN. It is not practicable to make this stream as it 
now stands a navigable stream at all, nor would it be possible 
to make the stream as it now stands navigable and at the same 
time make it useful for drainage. But we hesitate always, and 
it is only because of the great benefit that will be derived in 
this case that the committee reported the bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I suggest to the gentleman that another 
committee of this House took action a few years ago in declar- 
ing a particular stream nonnavigable upon representation that 
everybody in the locality so desired it; and within two years 
thereafter the same committee was urgently requested to repeal 
the former act and to again declare the stream navigble, be- 
cause other interests had developed which wanted to make use 
of it for the purposes of navigation. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is perfectly safe to say that if that 
bill had been referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce it never would have been reported favorably, 
and the gentleman’s committee would not have been put in that 
awkward position. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I do not want this committee to make the 
same mistake. 

Mr. MANN. We do not and we will not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I merely want to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if this measure is sufficiently safeguarded to 
protect the conservation of water and power rights and one 
thing and another that the Government is now asking to have 
put in every measure that affects public streams, whether navi- 
gable or nonnavigable? 

Mr. MANN. There is no water power there that is of any 
value. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Are you reserving them? 

Mr. MANN. We can not reserve them after declaring ft is 
a nonnavigable stream. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Can | the gentleman tell me who drafted the 
bill? 

Mr. MANN. I suppose it was drafted by the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Boomer]. As reported by the 
committee, it is revised by the committee and the War Depart- 
ment, 
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Mr. GARRETT. I asked that question, if the gentleman will 
permit me, for this reason: I have noticed recently that the 
President of the United States does not seem to think there is 
sufficient sagacity in the House or the Senate to draft a bill 
upon conservation or upon the amendment of interstate-com- 
merce laws, and has kindly furnished to the Senate and the 
House the services of Cabinet members to draft and lay be- 
fore them bills, in order that no errors may be made, and I won- 
dered whether this bill had been carefully safeguarded by a 
Cabinet member. 

Mr. MANN. Now, I may say to the gentleman perhaps he 
would not have done it, and perhaps when his side is in con- 
trol they will not do it, but it is the invariable practice of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce to send bills of this char- 
acter, and nearly every other character, to the different depart- 
ments for their suggestions, and we have discovered that it is 
a very valuable practice. 

Mr. GARRETT. I understand 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And it has not only been the 
practice of the party now in power, but it is the general history 
of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. It has always been done. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. So far as these bridge bills and 
other bills are concerned, 

Mr. MANN. Our committee always gets all the information 
it can, and we are not ashamed to get the information from a 
Cabinet officer, but the committee does not assume because the 
bill is drafted by a Cabinet officer it is therefore a good bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. I understand the gentleman’s position. I 
was not referring to the reference of the bill to the committee 
for the committee to pass upon, but I was referring to the fact 
that the President does not seem to think there is sufficient 
sagacity in the House or Senate to draft an original bill upon 
these great subjects. 

Mr. MANN. I do not agree with the gentleman about that at 
all. I see nothing improper upon the part of the President 
making suggestions to Congress, if he accompanies those sug- 
gestions with bills drafted which, according to his opinion, 
meet those views. That does not mean that Congress or its 
committees are bound to accept such views. It is in the nature 
of a suggestion, properly made by the President to Congress 
under his constitutional authority. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to 
me, I wish to make two suggestions: One is that ordinarily I 
am very much opposed to the passage of bills of this character. 
I always scrutinize them and invariably oppose such bills. In 
this case the reasons stated by the author of the bill, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BooHer], were so strong as to be 
absolutely controlling, and I yielded. I believe, if the gentle- 
man from Illinois will yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
for five or ten minutes to repeat here the speech he made in 
the committee, it will remove all difficulties to the passage of 
this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker, the bill that is now being con- 
sidered is one of three bills that will be presented to the House 
touching rivers lying wholly within the district which I have 
the honor to represent. As his been stated by the chairman of 
the committee, these bills are presented for the purpose of ob- 
taining drainage. Under the laws of the State of Missouri, 
drainage districts may be organized for the purpose of drain- 
ing swamp and overflow lands. A few years ago our legis- 
lature passed an act authorizing these drainage districts to 
straighten these rivers, and the people organizing the district 
do not believe they have the right to straighten a river where 
it is classed as a navigable stream without the consent of Con- 
gress; and hence, while they organized their district, they hesi- 
tate to interfere with the river at the point where it is desig- 
nated as a navigable stream. 

Now, the bottom lands along One Hundred and Two River are 
not so wide or so extensive as along the Nodaway and Tarkio 
rivers, bills for which will come up later. But it is of immense 
value to the people of those communities that these rivers be put 
in a condition necessary for drainage purposes. For three years 
the crops have been entirely lost along these rivers, because they 
are so crooked, very narrow, they overflow easily, the water runs 
away slowly, and the result is that the crops are always spoiled 
and the damage much greater than would accrue if the water 
could pass off more rapidly through a straight channel. No 
public right will be invaded, and the advantage to the land- 
owners along these streams can be greatly increased. 

Above the points where these rivers are platted as navigable 
the people have straightened them. As a result of that work, 
when the water comes down to the point where there has been 


no work, where the river still remains in its original condi- 
tion, the water comes with such force that the overflow below 
is much greater than it would be if straightening had not been 
done above. It is not only necessary for drainage purposes, but 
it is almost absolutely necessary for the people who live below 
the points where these rivers have been straightened that this 
bill should become a law. I do not see anything in the objec- 
tions that have been urged to it. This river in the summer 
time, in dry weather, is practically a dry stream. You can 
cross it almost anywhere. Occasionally there is a hole so deep 
you can not. I have lived near it for forty years, and I know 
you can not navigate it with an ordinary rowboat in June, 
July, August, and September in any year, and you can not at 
any other season, except when there is so much water that the 
bottom lands are overflowed. There is no possibility of this 
river ever being used for the purposes of navigation. 

Something was said by the gentleman from Ohio about reserv- 
ing the water power or the rights of mills on this river. I 
believe there are five mills within the length of this river in the 
part that will be affected by this bill. You can not protect the 
rights of the millers along this stream, but it is a question with 
the drainage district. If they should straighten a bend and 
destroy the water power of some miller, as they have done in 
one case, the mill owner has his remedy against the drainage 
district, and they are bound to respond to him in damages, 
It is a question with those people and not with Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman state the effects on the 
lands up above, where they have already straightened the 
stream? 

Mr. BOOHER. Take the land along the river where it has 
been straightened, on what is known as the “Tarkio River,” 
there has not been an overflow of any consequence since the 
work was done; there has not been a crop lost since the river 
was straightened in that section of the country, and that result 
has been attained by private enterprise entirely. There was no 
drainage district organized, but one landowner whom my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] knows very well, Mr. Rankin, 
the owner of a very large body of land, took it upon himself to 
straighten the Tarkio River through his land, and that straight- 
ening has protected it thoroughly from overflow. But the peo- 
ple below, where the river has not been straightened, are 
greatly damaged by the rush of water which comes down upou 
them from the part of the river that has been straightened. 
Now they ask the same privilege, that they may straighten 
their part of the river, and so send the water down into the 
Missouri River in a straight channel. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not attempted to oppose this bill, but 
I think it is wise that we should understand it. I am afraid 
the drainage people along this river will claim that by this re- 
linquishment of the right of the Federal Government the rights 
of owners in the water will be taken away from them. I under- 
stand from the gentleman that this is desired more for the pur- 
pose of preventing overflow than for mere drainage. 

Mr. BOOHER. This one river is more desirable for that pur- 
pose, but the other two that I have mentioned are equally de- 
sirable for drainage purposes, because of the great amount of 
wet bottom lands that can not now be cultivated. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand perfectly well that a straight 
stream will carry the water off more rapidly than a crooked 
one, and in that way prevent overflow, but private rights ought 
to be protected. 

Mr. BOOHER. The main object is drainage. We want to 
protect the land from overflow, and know no better way to ac- 
complish that purpose than the passage of these bills. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 13831. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailers of the civil war and certain wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 16223. An act extending the time for certain homestead- 
ers to establish residence upon their lands; and 

H. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S. 1043. An act providing for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge in and for the northern judicial district of the 
State of Ohio. 

S. J. Res. 52. Joint resolution to amend the joint resolution of 
May 25, 1908, entitled “Joint resolution to provide for the re- 
mission of a portion of the Chinese indemnity.” 

S. 3916. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit court of 
the United States for the ninth circuit to determine in equity 
the rights of American citizens under the award of the Bering 
Sea arbitration of Paris and to render judgment thereon; 

S. 4251. An act for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett; 

S. 3318. An act to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
between the States of Idaho and Oregon; 

S. 4891. An act to extend the time for the commencement and 
completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas River at or 
near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyandotte, State of 
Kansas; 

S. 5236. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 4640. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Alaska, to replace the revenue 
cutter Rush; 

S. 5238. An act to abolish the United States land office at 
Des Moines, Iowa; 

S. 4937. An act to amend section 4421 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by act approved June 11, 1906, 
relating to inspection of steam vessels; 

S. 4108. An act to refund certain tonnage taxes and light 
dues levied on the steamship Afontara, without register; 

S. 4912. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the Pacific coast, to replace the revenue 
cutter Perry; 

8. 4457. An act authorizing the establishment of aids to navi- 
gation to Alaskan waters and making an appropriation therefor ; 

S. 4641. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Maine, to replace the revenue 
cutter Woodbury; 

S. 4639. An act concerning tonnage duties on vessels entering 
otherwise than by sea; 

S. 4769. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amount due William Johnson and pay the same 
out of the fund known as “ For the relief of and civilization of 
the Chippewa Indians; ” 

8. 4272. An act granting life-saving medals to Edward Spen- 
cer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell; 

S. 5070. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Florida, to replace the revenue 
cutter Forward; 

S. 4672. An act to correct the military record of William 
Keyes; 

S. 4671, An act to amend the military record of Aaron Cornish ; 

S. 2868. An act to provide for payment of the claims of certain 
religious orders of the Roman Catholic Church in the Philippine 

lands ; 

128. 1864. An act to facilitate the use for manufacturing pur- 
pose of square No. 328 in the city of Washington, as authorized 
in the act of Congress of February 1, 1907; 

S. 4621. An act to provide for the extension of Kenyon street 
from Seventeenth street to Mt. Pleasant street, and for the ex- 
tension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street to Irving 
street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

S. 4680. An act to authorize the extension of Park place NW.; 

S. 5134. An act to establish a home for feeble-minded, imbe- 
cile, and idiotic children in the District of Columbia ; 

S. 4982. An act to make uniform the law of warehouse re- 
ceipts in the District of Columbia ; 

S. 1942. An act for the establishment of a probation and pa- 
role system for the District of Columbia ; 

S. 4624. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for estab- 
lishment of a branch library in the District of Columbia, ete. 

S. 579. An act to correct the lineal and relative rank of cer- 
tain officers of the United States Army; 

S. J. Res. 14. Joint resolution for the relief of the firm of 
Ferron, Daniel & Co., of New York and Shanghai; 

S. 884. An act for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor 
of the estate of Sarah Edwards; 

8. 2781. An act to provide for the extension of Nineteenth 
street from Belmont road to Biltmore street, in the District of 


Columbia, with a uniform width of 50 feet, and for other pur- 


S. 5049. An act to amend paragraph 43 of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
pre June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved July 

S. 609. An act incorporating the National Institute of Arts 
and Letters; 

S. 610. An act incorporating the American Academy of Arts 
and Letters; 

S. 5237. An act granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of wars other than the civil war and to certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. J. Res. 66. Joint resolution amending section 18 of the act 
of July 2, 1909, entitled “An act to provide for the thirteenth 
and subsequent decennial censuses; ” and 

8. 5040. An act to authorize Bonners Ferry Bridge Commis- 
sion to construct a bridge across the Kootenai River at Bon- 
ners Ferry, Idaho. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to joint reso- 
lution (S. J. Res. 56) authorizing the President of the United 
States to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth Inter- 
national Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 5040. An act to authorize Bonners Ferry Bridge Commis- 
sion to construct a bridge across the Kootenai Rivyer at Bon- 
ners Ferry, Idaho—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce; and 

S. J. Res. 66. Joint resolution amending section 18 of the act 
of July 2, 1909, entitled “An act to provide for the thirteenth 
and subsequent decennial censuses ”—to the Committee on the 
Census. 4 

S. 3318. An act to legalize a bridge across the Snake River be- 
tween the States of Idaho and Oregon—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. - 

S. 4891. An act to extend the time for the commencement and 
completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas River at or 
near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyandotte, State of 
Kansas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 5236. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, f 

S. 5237. An act granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of wars other than the civil war, and to certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

S. 4640. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Alaska, to replace the revenue 
cutter Rush—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

S. 5238. An act to abolish the United States land office at Des 
Moines, Iowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4937. An act to amend section 4421 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by act approved June 11, 1906, 
relating to inspection of steam vessels—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 4108. An act to refund certain tonnage taxes and light dues 
levied on the steamship Montara, without register—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4912. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the Pacific coast, to replace the revenue 
eutter Perry—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 4457. An act authorizing the establishment of aids to navi- 
gation in Alaskan waters and making an appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4641. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue 
cutter for service on the coast of Maine, to replace the revenue 
cutter Woodbury—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 4639. An act concerning tonnage duties on vessels entering 
otherwise than by sea—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 4769. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amount due William Johnson and pay the same 
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out of the fund known as For the relief and civilization of the 
Chippewa Indians“ —to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 4272. An act granting life-saving medals to Edward 
Spencer, Charles H. Fowler, and Joseph C. Hartzell—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

§. 5070. An act to provide for the construction of a revenue cut- 
ter for service on the coast of Florida, to replace the revenue cutter 
Forward—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4672. An act to correct the military record of William 
Keyes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4671. An act to amend the military record of Aaron Cor- 
nish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2863. An act to provide for payment of claims of certain 
religious orders of the Roman Catholic Church in the Philippine 
Islands—to the Committee on War Claims, 

S. 1864. An act to facilitate the use for manufacturing pur- 
poses of square No. 328 in the city of Washington, as authorized 


in the act of Congress of February 1, 1907—to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

S. 1043. An act providing for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge in and for the northern judicial district of the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. J. Res. 52. A joint resolution to amend the joint resolution of 
May 25, 1908, entitled “ Joint resolution to provide for the re- 
mission of a portion of the Chinese indemnity —to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 3916. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit court 
of the United States for the ninth circuit to determine in equity 
the rights of American citizens under the award of the Bering 
Sea arbitration of Paris and to render judgment thereon—to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

S. 4251. An act for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 4621. An act to provide for the extension of Kenyon street 
from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street, and for the 
extension of Seventeenth street from Kenyon street to Irving 
street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4630. An act to authorize the extension of Park place 
NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 5134. An act to establish a home for feeble-minded, im- 
becile, and idiotic children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4932. An act to make uniform the law of warehouse re- 
ceipts in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 1942. An act for the establishment of a probation and pa- 
role system for the District of Columbia—to the Commitee on 
the Judiciary. 

S. 4624. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for the 
establishment of a branch library in the District of Columbia, 
to establish a commission to supervise the erection of a branch 
library building in said District, and to provide for the suitable 
maintenance of said branch—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

S. 579. An act to correct the lineal and relative rank of certain 
officers of the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

S. J. Res. 14. A joint resolution for the relief of the firm of 
Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New York and Shanghai—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 834. An act for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor of 
the estate of Sarah Edwards—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2781. An act to provide for the extension of Nineteenth 
street from Belmont road to Biltmore street, in the District of 
Columbia, with a uniform width of 50 feet, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 5049. An act to amend paragraph 43 of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses = 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal yea 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved J uly 1 1. 
1902 —to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

8. J. Res. 55. A joint resolution authorizing the postponement 
of the Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and Demog- | Trini 
raphy—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 609. An act incorporating the National Institute of Arts 
and Letters—to the Committee on the Library. 

S. 610. An act incorporating the American Academy of Arts 
and Letters—to the Committee on the Library. 

NODAWAY BIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
13439) to declare Nodaway River, Missouri, nonnavigable. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That Nodaway River in the counties of Andrew, 


Holt, and Nodaway, in the State of Missouri, be, and the same is 
hereby, declared to be nonnavigable, and jurisdiction of said river in 
said counties is hereby declared to be vested in the proper authorities 
in the State of Missouri. 

Sac. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The Clerk read the following amendments: 

Amend in lines 5, 6, and 7 by striking out the words“ nonnavigabl 
and jurisdiction of sald river in pma counties is hereby declared to be 
yested in the proper authorities in the State of Missouri,” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words “not a navigable water of the United 


States within the mean of the laws enacted Congress for the 
preservation and protection of such waters.” * 
Amend section 


by striking out — en 3 acts or parts — acts 


in conflict with this. act are 8 1 lieu 
thereof the words the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is 


hereby expressly 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BIG TARKIO RIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
13440) to declare the Big Tarkio River in Holt and Atchison 
Counties, Mo., nonnavigable. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Big Tarkio River in the 
and Atchison, in the State of and the 


clared to be gy eo oy = jurisdi 
be vested 


tles is he declared t in the pro authorities in the 
State of 11230 er e 


Missouri. 
Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are 
hereby repealed. 


TE 8 read the following amendments: 


in lines 5, over sald” river im safa counties ly hereby 
Sr jurisdiction over said’ river in d declared 
vested in the proper es in the State of Missouri,” and 
in lieu thereof the fone 2 not a nav 


counties of Holt 
same is hereby, de- 
on over said river in said coun- 


pu nonnavign- 


insert tates wi — 1 1 f the 1 4 8 * 5 — g Te 
cata 0 e laws enac 0) ‘or 
the preservation zaa ot such waters.” 4 


Amend Cia 
acts in conflict wi 
thereof the 


hereby expressly „„ 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CUMBERLAND RIVER, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (S. 3929) to 
authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Kentucky Railway to 
construct a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near the 
town of Gainesboro, Tenn. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


en . — ** words “all acts or 
th, this act a Mager repealed” and in 
to alter, amend, or repeal 


parts of 
in Heu 
act is 


Alabama and Kentu 
an be, and they are hereby, au 
to construct, maintain, and and 


e 
assigns, 
operate: & eet 
at or near the 
accordance with 


across 4 Cumberland ' River 


State 
tled “An act to 


e 23, 1906. 
t the right to alter, amend, repeal this hereb: 
„ * nea á 


The Clerk read the following committee amendments : 
in line 3 insert, after the word ‘Railway? the words ‘a corpora- 
8 re see wa o2 the State of Henneasee successors and assigns, 
Am line @ insert, after the word ‘fiver’ the cords ‘at « point suit- 
able to the interests of navigation.“ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was read the third time and passed. 
DAM AT TURTLE BAY, TEXAS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 12353) 
authorizing the Lone Star Canal Company, of Anahuac, Cham- 
bers County, Tex., to erect a dam across the mouth of Turtle 
Bay, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Rail- 


ap thereto 

wn of 3 in Haag 
the provisions of th 

* the construction of bridges over. — 


Anahuac, 

„ Tex., be, and hereby is, authorized, un the super- 

tary of War, to construct and maintain a a bulkhead 

dam across the mouth of Turtle Bay, north of Browns Pass of the 

Bente commencing on the mainland abutting on the, property 
poin 


em sal 2 somaa 1 about 1,900 feet to a 
feet north ee mouth of said Browns Pass, abutting on state —.— 
Provided, t said company shall, at its own expense, provide and 


aes and of of such dimen- 


Secretary o 
all pa from the Trini 
5 iy aa aad ea ia 8 


3. Tha C acquired title to the 
right of way, shall have and is hereby granted authority to cut a ditch 


7 
7 
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of such depth and dimensions as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of War from the Trinity River, opposite the junction of Old and Trinity 
rivers, to Smiths Bayou. 


The following committee amendments were read: 

Amend by add as sections 4 and 5, page 2, the following: 

“Sec, 4. That the work herein authorized shall not be commenced 
until the plans therefor shall have been filed in the War Department 
and approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, and 
that the said work shall be constructed under the provisions of the act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of across navigable 
5 June 21, 1906, so far as the same may be hereto 
applicable. 

E Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 

The amendments were agreed to: 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
TELEPHONE SERVICE AT LIFE-SAVING STATION, TWO RIVERS, WIS. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 16221) 


for the establishment of telephone service between the life- 


saving station at Two Rivers, Wis., and the light-house at Twin 


River Point, Wis., on the Union Calendar, and I ask unanimous 


consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be established telephone 
service from the Two Rivers life-saving station, at the city of Two 
Rivers, Wis., to the Twin River Point light-house, located at Twin River 
Point, Wisconsin, either by contracting therefor with some telephone 
company having an established service in that vicinity or by the con- 
struction and maintenance of a 1 and properly erected telephone 
line, supplied with all the necessary instruments, for the use and benefit 
of the Lite Savi Service, as well as for the use and benefit of persons 
71.000. and — at the said light-house, at a cost not to exceed 

1,000. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
BUREAU OF LIGHT-HOUSES IN DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND 
LABOR, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
17437) providing for a bureau of light-houses in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and for other purposes, on the 
Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This being a bill on the Union Calendar, 
under the rule the House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 17437, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17437) providing for a bureau of light-houses in the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be in the Department of 
Commerce and Labor a bureau of light-houses and a commissioner of 
light-houses, who shall be the head of said bureau, to be appointed by 
the President, who shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum. There 
shall also be in the bureau a chief clerk, who shall, in the absence of 
the commissioner, act as and perform the duties of the commissioner 
of light-houses, and who shall also perform the duties of chief clerk 
and such other duties as may be assigned to him by the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor or by the commissioner. There shall also be in 
the bureau such in tors, clerical assistants, and other employees as 
may from time to time be authorized by Congress, and there shall also 
be employed one chief constructing engineer, at a salary of $3,600 per 
annum, ‘The commissioner of light-houses shall make an annual report 
to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, who shall transmit the same 
to the House of Representatives; and such commissioner shall have 
authority to adjust and settle all claims for damages caused by collision 
with any light-vessel or light-house tender in cases where the claim for 
damages does not exceed $250, and to pay the same out of the appro- 
priation for the support of the Light-House Service. 

Sec. 2. That all employees now employed by or in the Light-House 
Board or the Light-House Establishment are hereby transferred to the 
bureau of light-houses, excepting, however, army and nayy officers. 

Sec. 3. That all duties performed and all power and authority now 

ossessed or exercised by the Light-House Board, under any provision of 
ie not hereby repealed, are hereby transferred to and imposed and con- 
ferred upon and vested in the commissioner of light-houses, under the 
direction and control of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

Sec. 4. That the commissioner of light-houses shall, under the direc- 
tion and control of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, have charge 
and control of the construction, maintenance, repair, illumination, in- 

ection, and superintendence of light-house depots, supply stations, 
light and signal stations, light-houses, light-vessels, light-house tenders, 
fog signals, submarine signals, beacons, buoys, day marks, postiantern 
lights, and seamarks and their appendages, and generally of the Light- 

ouse Service; and the charge and custody of all the archives, books, 
documents, drawin. models, returns, apparatus, and other things ap- 
pertaining to the t-House Establishment. 

Sec. 5. That all materials for construction, maintenance, repair, and 
operation shall be procured by public contracts, under such regulations 
as may from time to time be prescribed by the commissioner, subject to 
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the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and no contract 
shall be made except after public advertisement for proposals in such 
form and manner as to secure general notice thereof, and the same 
shall only be made with the lowest bidder therefor. upon security 
deemed sufficient in the judgment of the Commissioner: of Light- 
Houses, but all bids may at any time be rejected by the commissioner : 
Provided, howerer, That the Commissioner of Light-Houses-may pur- 
chase illuminating oil, wicks, and chimneys for lights, and ground 
tackle for light-vessels and buoys by private contract, or in the open 
market if he deems it for the best interests of the service so to do; 
anei paesa purchases shall be set forth in the annual report of the com- 

Sec. 6. That the commissioner is authorized, whenever an sg tage 
ation is made by Congress for a new light-house, the proper site for 
which does not belong to the United States, to purchase the necessary 
land for such site, provided the Pecos money be paid from the 
amount appropriated for such light-house without exceeding the limit 
of cost, if any, fixed in such case. 

Sec. 7. That the Commissioner of Light-Houses, under the direction 
and control of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, shall, from time 
to time, prescribe and distribute such regulations as he may deem 
proper for securing an efficient, uniform, and economic administration 
of the Light-House Service. 

Sec. 8. That the Commissioner of Light-Houses, as soon as prac- 
tical, shall rearrange the ocean, gulf, and lake coasts and the rivers 
of the United States, Porto Rico, und the naval station in Cuba into 
not exceeding 19 light-house districts, and a light-house inspector shall 
be assigned in charge of each district. The light-house inspectors 
shall each receive a salary of $2,400 per annum. The President may, 
for a period not ex one year from the taking effect of this ac 
assign army and navy officers to act in lieu of the appointment o 
civilian ligh t-house inspectors. 

Sec. 9. That all unexpended appropriations which shall be available 
at the time when this act takes effect, in relation to the Light-House 
Board, the Light-House Establishment, and the Light-House Service, 
shall be available from the time that this act takes effect for expendi- 
tures in and by the Bureau of Light-Houses, and shall be treated the 
same as thou the Bureau of Light-Houses had been named directly 
in the acts making said appropria ions: 

. 4654, 4655, 4656, 4657, 4658, 4659, 4660, 
4663, 4664, 4665, 4666, 4667, 4669, 4670, and 4671 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ‘are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 11. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day ef July next 

succeeding its passage. 5 


The Clerk read the following committee amendments : 


Line 7. page 1, strike out the word “four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ five.” 

Line 6, page 2, strike out the words “ the House of Representatives“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word Con 2 

Line 7, page 2, insert before the word “shall” the words “ subject 
to the =f gee of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor.” 

Line 12, 2, strike out the words now employed by“ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ of.” í 

Line 24, pagen add after the word “inspectors” the following 
words: “Provi That in the districts which include the Mississippi 
erase 8 — tributaries the President may designate army engineers 
2 a 

Line 15, 4, strike out the word “ py insert 
thereof the ot “ practicable.” by dE Ware — 

Mr. MANN. The purpose of this bill is not to create new 
service in the Government at all, but to effect a more efficient 
administration of the Light-House Service. There is now a 
Light-House Board, composed of some civilians, some army offi- 
cers, and some naval officers. While the board has done very 
good work indeed, still it has been patent to everyone who 
has had dealings with the Light-House Board that that method 
of administration was faulty and did not secure the best and 
most economical service. 

I happen to have been for some years, in the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, chairman of the subcom- 
mittee that dealt with bills relating to the new light-houses and 
new aids to navigation. I think every member of that subcoin- 
mittee became convinced several years ago that the present 
method of administration through a board ought to be abol- 
ished and a bureau chief placed in charge, so that the responsi- 
bility would be placed in one person. 

Under existing conditions the navy assigns certain naval 
officers to the use of the Light-House Board and the Army assigns 
certain army officers to the same use, but after a little while, 
when those officers are commencing to become or have become 
proficient in knowledge and experience, they are taken away 
from the Light-House Board and assigned back to their regular 
service. The proposition here is that there shall be a civilian 
head of the Bureau of Light-Houses, taking the place of the 
Light-House Board, which bureau head, when he becomes pro- 
ficient, will not be, at least necessarily, removed and will not be 
changed to some other service. There are now 16 light-house 
districts. -In each of those districts are two inspectors, a 
naval inspector and an army inspector, or an army engineer as 
an inspector. As a rule, we have provided each of those inspect- 
ors with a light-house tender, a matter of considerable expense 
for the original providing and for the maintaining. There is no 
reason why there should be more than one inspector for a light- 
house district or why there should be more than one inspector's 
tender for a light-house district, but it has grown up in this 
way for years and years, until the committee were of the opin- 
ion there ought to be a change, and -the Secretary of Commerce 


and Labor in his annual report recommended the change, and the 


1910. 


President in his annual message recommended the change. I 
call the attention of the committee to the annual report of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, Mr. Nagel, and I ask the 
Clerk to read from the top of page 3 of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Extract from annual report of Charles Nagel, Secretary of -Commerce 
and Labor, dated December 1, 1909.] : 
I am persuaded that a very material saving can be effected in the 
Light-House Establishment by a more or less radical reorganization. 
Just how the system now in vogue found a tance it is unnecessary 
to describe. There appears to be no doubt that it has moved far from 
the purpose of its founders, and that to-day few care to stand sponsor 
for its continuance. Repeated reports in favor of a more direct and 
simple administration have been submitted, and I see no reason for 
further delay in making at least a beginning. The chief difficulties 
appear to be these; 
first. The Light-House Establishment has no executive head with 


authority and 5 

Second. The service is divided between representatives of the navy 
and the army, and inevitably invites friction and increases cost. 

Third. The number of light-house tenders could be kept down, and 
mo aggre generally could be reduced, by abolishing the system of sepa- 
rate tenders for district inspectors and for engineers by eign an 
entire district in charge of one officer instead of two, and by making 
all inconsiderable repairs on the spot instead of having tenders haul 
the materials long distances. 

The work done apoen to be of a high order, but a system of divided 
responsibility and dual representation is necessarily expensive and is 
in conflict with the rules of good administration. A complete reor- 
E can probably not be had without legislative authority; but 
t Is believed that the essential difficulties can cured by administra- 
tive action, and so much it is now proposed to do. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. Ina moment. I ask the Clerk also to read from 
the President's annual message, on the bottom of page 2 of the 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


confined to maintenance and repair, for which purpose the coun is 
vy, each with a licht house 
lant for his work, it has become apparent by 
n authority, that there must be a complete reorgan pation of 

e . 

I concede the advantage of keeping in the system the rigidity of dis- 
cipline that the presence of naval and military officers in charge in- 
sures, but unless the presence of such officers in the board can be made 
consistent with a responsible executive head that shall have proper 
authority, I recommend the transfer of control over the light-houses to 
a suitable civilian bureau. This is in accordance with the judgment of 
competent persons who are familiar with the workings of the present 
system. I am confident that a. reorganization can effected which 
shall avoid the recurrence of friction between members, instances of 
which have been 8 brought to my attention, and that by such 
reorganization greater efficiency and a substantial reduction the 
expense of operation can be brought about. b 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the bill is in the simplest form 
for the reorganization. A number of the provisions in the bill 
practically carry out the existing law as to the Light-House 
Board. There is this change which is made: There are now 16 
light-house districts. For years there has been a demand for 
an increase in the number of districts. The bill provides for 
19 light-house districts for that purpose. Alaska is now in- 
cluded as one of the Pacific coast districts. It ought to be a 
separate district as a matter of economy. Porto Rico is now 
included in the New York district. It ought to be a separate 
district as a matter of economy. Hawaii is now included in the 
California district. It ought to be a separate district as a mat- 
ter of economy; and this bill authorizes the creation of 19 dis- 
tricts instead of 16, with an inspector in each district. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think that the result 
of this bill will be on the whole a lessening or an increase of 
the expenses of the light-houses, including in that, of course, 
the expenses to be paid for the salaries of the members of the 


new bureau? 


Mr. MANN. I think that the result in the end will be very 
much a lessening of the expenses of the Government. I doubt 
whether there will be any decrease in the present expenses of 
the Light-House Board, because we will keep adding these aids 
to navigation, but if there were no additional aids to navigation 
provided, I believe that the creation of this bureau would very 
considerably lessen the expenses of the Government. The Light- 
House Establishment now costs us about $6,000,000 a year. 
There can be economy doubtless under a system which keeps 
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the same set of officials in office and avails itself of their experi- 


ence in many directions. . 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill, as I understand, creates quite a 
number of additional officers—the office of commissioner, and 
various clerks and other employees. 

Mr. MANN. The bill creates the office of commissioner. It 
creates no additional officers over those that are now in exist- 
ence except the inspectors in each district, and so far as they 
are concerned they will be an additional expense to the Gov- 
ernment in the Light-House Service, but they are now demand- 
ing more officers in the army and in the navy. 

The nayal officers now on duty in the Light-House Service 
will receive more pay than these civilian inspectors will receive, 
and they will go back to the service that needs them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but the officers that are detached, of 
course, do not receive their pay as officers and also special pay 
for this work. 

Mr. MANN. They receive only their pay as officers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Precisely. If they were not serving on this 
board, they would be serving somewhere else. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and they are needed somewhere else. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it not the experience of the gentleman 
that where a bureau is created necessarily there is a large in- 
crease in the force of clerks and subordinates of all sorts and 
kinds? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. This bureau is in existence now, only 
under another title. 

Mr. HENRY W. PALMER. What becomes of the old board? 

Mr. MANN. It is abolished. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman spoke of the permanence of 
service. Of course the commissioner of the board would be 
removable by the President at any time. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. And a new President would presumably re- 
move the commissioner? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; a new President would not. He pre- 
sumably would not. Presidents do not remove efficient chiefs 
of bureaus—at least never have since I have been here. The 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service has held his office 
as head of that bureau for a great many years, I think ever 
since the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] and I were 
born. = 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a very long time, Then the gentle- 
man thinks that the result of the creation of this new bureau 
will not be the ordinary result of the creation of a new bureau, 
namely, a very considerable increase in the governmental force 
and governmental expense? 

Mr. MANN. Of course, if this were the creation of a new 
bureau in fact, it would have the effect the gentleman fears; 
but this is changing the title and method of administration 
of a bureau now existing called the “ Light-House Board,” and 
I think it will reduce the expense both of administration in 
that bureau and outside of the bureau in the service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has had charge of several 
bills which created new bureaus. Has it been customary to 
provide that the head of the bureau should serve a definite 
term? 

Mr. MANN. It has not been. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has it been customary to give the power 
of appointment to the President without the consent of the 
Senate? 

Mr. MANN. It has. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. For the House to do it, anyway. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is customary. You can have it either 


way. ` 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What was done with the Bureau of 
Corporations? 

Mr. MANN. The law provides for the appointment to be 
made by the President. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am inquiring for information. Is 
the office of chief constructing engineer a new office? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I suppose—I don’t know whether it is 
a new office or not. It is provided for here—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, well, if the gentleman from Illinois 
is uncertain, of course I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. Let me answer the question. There is now a 
constructing engineer, though I apprehend that this would, in 
fact, create a new office—a new person—because of this fact. 
The army engineers are now the constructing engineers—one 
in each district and three up at the Light-House Board. They 
act as constructing engineers; and while there is a chief under 
them, still I apprehend that hereafter it will be necessary to have 
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a naval constructor in the Light-House Board, who would have 
charge of the construction of the vessels like light-house vessels 
and light-house tenders, and another constructor who would 
have charge of the construction of the Hght-houses that are on 
land. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This chief engineer naturally would be 
a man of considerable ability. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think that the 
type of man who would be required to perform the service now 
performed by these various naval and army engineers will be 
obtained at a salary of $3,600 a year? 

Mr. MANN. I have some doubts of it. When I drew the bill 
I provided that the chief of the bureau should have a salary of 
$4,000. I did not feel like providing that anybody under him 
should haye an equal salary, and hence provided $3,600. The 
committee changed the salary, as far as recommendation was 


I ask this question because, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think the experience of most Members of the House is 
that scientific men in this Government are not paid adequate 
compensation; and I doubt very much whether if at a time 
when services of competent engineers are so much in demand 
the type of man that should be in this bureau can be secured 
for $3,600. 

Mr. MANN. Of course it is true that we all hesitate to make 
higher salaries for government employees, and there is good 
reason for that hesitation, although doubtless any Member of 
Congress could enumerate a great many places where it would 
be a saving for the Government to employ a high-priced man at 
the head of a department or head of a bureau. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, At present there are 16 light-house dis- 


Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman provides in this bill that 
there may be as many as 19 districts. Will he explain the 
necessity for increase in the number of districts? 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman was engaged when I gave 
that. Porto Rico and the naval station near Habana—Guan- 
tanamo—are now attached to the New York district. It makes 
ita rather expensive proposition to control those from New York, 
and it is desirable, and has been desired for a long time, to 
have a new district there. Alaska is getting to be so it has a 
good number of aids to navigation, and needs more. It is now 
attached to the Oregon and Washington district, and it has 
been desired to some time have a new district there, and it ought 
to be provided. Hawaii is attached to the California district, 
and ought to have a district there. In other words, it will be 
more economical for the Government to have those districts 
than to have them as they are now operated. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. May I ask the gentleman 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainty. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. If I understand the gen- 
tleman, he states that the net result of the establishment of 
this new bureau would be a saying to the Government? That 
is his opinion? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Now, in regard to these—— 

Mr. MANN. I do not mean to say that the future appropri- 
ations will be less than they now are. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I mean that the final net 
result would be a practical saving to the Government? 

Mr. MANN. I think a very material saving. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Now, in regard to these 
sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
the bill proposes to repeal, does the proposed repeal make any 
very material change in the existing laws in regard to naviga- 
tion, or in regard to the establishment of light-houses, beacons, 
and so forth? . 

Mr. MANN. It does not. All the provisions in the statutes 
which are now repealed either relate to the organization of the 
Light-House Board itself, or are in provisions covered in the 
bill where it is more convenient to cover them in the bill by 
specific language. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. But there are no material 
changes in the navigation laws? : 

Mr. MANN. ‘There are no changes as to the navigation laws. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Or light-houses or bea- 
cons? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I want to say right here, 
in the-course of the debate, that I think I shall favor the gentle- 
man’s bill. While I am as much opposed as anybody to the 


establishment of new bureaus under the Government, or any 
system of bureaucracy—— 
Mr. MANN. I should think the gentleman had had trouble 
enough with the Light-House Board to want to change it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I say, while I am opposed 
to establishing new bureaus or a system of bureaucracy as 
much as anybody, and I am in favor of economy in the adminis- 


the naval and y officers and civilians who compose that 
board, and giving them full credit for all they have done, as 
cumbersome, as the committee says in its report, and I think I 
shall favor the bill for that reason. 

Mr. MANN. In that connection, I would like to say that this 
bill is not intended as a reflection in any way upon the gentle- 
men composing the Light-House Board. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I certainly am not refiect- 
bur, MANN. 
ý 3 bave a lished t work under v: 
They ccomp gren ery 


merce and Labor, shall have authority to adjust and settle cer- 
tain claims arising from collisions with light-house vessels and 
tenders. ‘This recognizes a new class of liability against the 
Federal Government to a restricted amount. ; 

Mr. MANN. Well, the light-house tenders and light-house 
vessels are in the service, and it is true that every once in a 
while there is a collision, and if the collision is the fault of the 
other vessel, the Government has recourse 


i upon 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But the commissioner can not 
do it until it has the approval of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘Would it not be better to give the claim- 
ant the right of action and have it settled by the court? 


Mr. MANN. I do not think so, where the claim is less than 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It might be more just to give the man 
the same relief as would be given when a claim was exceeding 


Mr, MANN. That may be. We have not attempted to under- 
take to say what will be the practice before the court; but if 
the fault is with the other yessel, the Government is not re- 
se to go into court, and they can settle that without any 
q on. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in answer to 
the gentleman from New York, that I think this provision is 
very necessary, but I think it ought to be amended in one par- 
ticular, We have a great many claims of this character that 
are referred to Congress every year, ranging all the way from 
$10 to $500; sometimes they are more. They are claims that 
are absolutely just, claims that have been investigated, all the 
facts have been ascertained by the department, no dispute as to 
the facts or the law, but under our system Congress can not 
appropriate the money to pay these claims until the claims have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims. They are usually 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee 
on Appropriations, not being a claims committee, having no au- 
thority to carry them in an appropriation bill, we are obliged 
to reject them, and sometimes there is a great deal of hard- 
ship. Now, I think this provision ought to be amended so as 
to provide for an adjustment of these claims, or an adjudica- 
tion, and then that they be certified te Congress the same as 
audited claims are now certified. This would give them the 
same status as audited claims, and they could be reported te 
the House in the appropriate appropriation bill and allowed and 
paid as andited claims are paid now. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has a provision of that sort, 
that would be perfectly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I would move to strike out all after the word 
“tender,” in line 14, and lines 15, 16, and 17, and insert “ report 
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the same to Congress for consideration.” Now, all audited 
claims, under the ruling of the Chair, are carried in an appro- 
priation bill, and it would give these claims the status audited 
claims have, and, after being adjusted, I think they ought to be 


id. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman would hardly wish to 
give a department of this Government authority to audit claims 
for a collision for a very large amount? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This would provide that they be reported to 
Congress for consideration. Then Congress could send them to 
the Committee on Claims, or Congress could by special act 
authorize suit to be brought against the United States. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman's amendment should come 
after the word “dollars,” in line 15. In this bill we do not 
attempt to cover claims over $250. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that there 
ought to be a limitation that is so small. ; 

Mr. MANN. Well, these claims as a rule are small, unless 
they are very large. Now, I think there ought to be a provision 
of law giving the people the right to make claims against any 
government vessel in a court of admiralty, 

Mr. TAWNEY. So do I. 

Mr. MANN. But that law is not provided, and it 
duty of my committee to provide it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have tried to enact such a law. : 

Mr. MANN. Something was said yesterday about jealousy of 
committees. If there is any gentleman on the floor of the 
House at this moment who is a member of that most distin- 
guished committee, the Committee on the Judiciary, I would ask 
if that committee, in its desire to do public service, will not 
take up that question? It was stated before one of the com- 
mittees the other day that they wanted business. There is a 
chance for that committee to distinguish themselyes and pro- 
vide a proper law for the determination of claims against the 
Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is this paragraph subject to amendment? 

Mr. MANN. It will be in a moment. If there is no further 
debate I will ask that the Clerk begin the reading of the bill for 
amendment. A 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor a bureau of light-houses and a commissioner 
of light-houses, who shall be the head of said bureau, to be appointed 
— 4 the President, who shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum. 
There shall also be in the bureau a chief clerk, who shall, in the absence 
of the commissioner, act as and perform the duties of the commissioner 
of light-houses, znd who shall also 8 the duties of chief clerk 
and such other duties as may be assigned to him by the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor or by the commissioner. There shall also in 
the bureau such inspectors, clerical assistants, and other employees as 
may from time to time be authorized by Congress, and there shall also 
be employed one chief 1 engineer, at a salary of $3,600 per 
annum. The commissioner of light-houses shall make an annual 
report to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, who shall transmit the 
same to the House of Representatives; and such commissioner shall 
have authority to adjust and settle all claims for damages caused by 
collision with any light-vessel or light-house tender in cases where the 
claim for damages does not exceed $250, and to pay the same out of 
the appropriation for the support of the Light-House Service. 

With the following committee amendments: 


On page 1, line 7, strike out “four” and insert “ five.” 
On page 2, line 10, strike out “the House of Representatives” and 
insert Congress.” 
the words 
= 


On page 2, line 11, after the word “ commissioner “ insert 
“subject to the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labo: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ments, Is a separate vote demanded on these amendments? If 
not, the vote will be taken en gross. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to insert after the word 
“Congress,” in line 10, the words “at the beginning of each 
regular session thereof.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, after Congress insert the words “at the beginning of 
each regular session thereof.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. In line 15, page 2, I move to strike out the 
words “two hundred and fifty” and insert the words “fiye 
hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, page 2, strike out the words “two hundred and fifty” 
and insert “ five hundred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment, 
striking cut lines 16 and 17 and inserting after the word “ dol- 


is not the 


lars,” at the end of line 15, the words “and report fhe same to 
Congress for consideration.” 

Mr. MANN. That is agreeable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the language that allows the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations to report audited claims on deficiency 


appropriation bills. 

Mr. So that such a claim will be in order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the rules of the House that will make 
those claims in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 16 and 17 and insert after the word “ dollars,” 
in line 15, the words and report the same to Congress for con- 
sideration.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, in line 7, page 2, after the words “per annum,” 
the following: “And 1 superintendent of naval construction, at a salary 
of $3,000 per anmum.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, this is an officer 
vee is there now, receiving a salary as an employee of this 

ureau. 

Mr. MACON. May I ask the gentleman why this was left 
out when the bill was reported? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Simply because we thought it 
might be embraced in section 2, and we find that it is not. 

Mr. MACON. Did you find it after investigation? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We have investigated, and we 
think it is not—at least I think so. 

Mr. MANN. I want to say that there is a naval constructor 
at the Light-House Board and there will be one continued; but 
when we provide for construction of additional light-house ves- 
sels and tenders, there has been carried for years a provision 
that the people engaged in the drafting work and the construc- 
tion shall be paid out of the appropriation, which is a lump 
sum and practically gives Congress no control over the number 
of employees or the salaries, and we thought it desirable to fix 
it in such a way that it would come through the Committee on 
Appropriations reporting the bill covering these places, so that 
hereafter they would not be paid out of that lump sum, but be 
subject to the control of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the words “three thousand six hundred,” in line 7, 
page 2, and insert the words “ four thousand,” so as to give the 
chief constructing engineer $4,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, strike out the words “ ” 
and insert 3 * four thousand.” FF 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That all emplo: N 
Board or the Light Honse — ms 1 ote 
bureau of light-houses, excepting, however, army and navy officers. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

In line 18, 2, strike out oo ” 
— 7 8 tr out the words “now employed by” and 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That all materials for construction, maintenance, repair, and 
operation shall be procured by public contracts, under such regulations 
as from time to time be prescribed by the commissioner, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and no con- 
tract shall be made except after public advertisement for proposals in 
such form and manner as to secure general notice thereof, and the 
same shall only be made with the lowest bidder therefor, upon security 
deemed sufficient in the age, oma of the Commissioner of Light-Houses, 
but all bids may at any time be rejected by the commissioner : Pro- 
vided, however, That the commissioner of light-houses may purchase 
illuminating oil, wicks, and chimneys for lights, and ground tackle 
for light-vessels and buoys by private contract or in the open market, 
if he deems it for the best interests of the service so to do; but such 
purchases shall be set forth in the annual report of the commissioner. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr, Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 6, page 4, insert with the reasons for the pur- 
other than upon bids after public advertisements.” p 


Mr. MANN. I have no objection to that. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. By unanimous consent, I may say in connection 
with that that the reason for excepting the illuminating oil,” 
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wicks, and ground tackle, and so forth, from advertising bids 
and public competition is the fact that nobody else buys them. 
They are made for the benefit of the Government, and the Gov- 
ernment can get cheaper rates and better materials by making 
contracts with somebody to make them for the Government. It 
is not a matter where they can buy them in open market, be- 
cause no one uses the oil, wicks, or ground tackle. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call attention to the fact that while 
nobody else uses the materials more than one person sells them, 
and if the purchases are not to be made after bids upon public 
advertisements, when private contracts are entered into, not 
only should that fact be reported, but in order that it may be 
of some value the reason which induced the commissioner to 
purchase in that way should be transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman; you can not have 
too many safeguards. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What were the reasons, if there 
are several producers of the oil which we use, for making an 
exception in the purchase of that particular article, which is 
one of the articles most extensively used in the whole service, 
and forbidding private contracts in that instance? 

Mr. MANN. The oil that is used for light-house service is a 
particular oil made for use in the service. The Light-House 
Service has often had reason to complain of the character of the 
oil that has been presented to it. Of course it could reject the 
oil, but it has constantly had complaints to make of the char- 
acter of the oil that has been presented to it, and it wants to 
be able not only to get the oil in this way but to watch the 
production of the oil and the wicks and the chimneys, so that 
it can get good oil. It is just like the question of ground tackle. 
The light-vessels that are out in the storms, if they do not have 
the best kind of tackle are liable to be swept away. That tackle 
is not made for any other purpose, and they want to be in a po- 
sition where they can watch the production of these articles 
from the start. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in reference to this pur- 
chase of oil, my recollection is that the Standard Oil Company 
has been able to underbid the oil companies and oil producers 
on the Pacific coast in furnishing illuminating oil. Recently I 
read that because of the general antipathy to the Standard Oil 
Company it had been decided not to purchase any more oil 
from that company, regardless of the price. I wish to inquire 
if the gentleman from Illinois has any information as to 
whether, regardless of the price at which the oil can be obtained, 
it is intended to purchase this oil from some person who happens 
to be in good odor. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no information upon the 
subject that the gentleman inquires about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. S. That the commissioner of lght-houses, as soon as practical, 
shall rearrange the ocean, gulf, and lake coasts and the rivers of the 
United States, Porto Rico, and the naval station in Cuba into not ex- 
ceeding 19 light-house districts, and a_light-house r shall be 
assigned in charge of each district. The ht-house 
each receive a salary of $2,400 per annum. 


1 ar from the effect of 
army Aa 7 oS act in lieu 8 the appointment Of civilian 
light-house inspectors. 

With the following committee amendments: 

On page 4, line 21, strike out the word “practical” and insert in 
lien thereof the word “ practicable.” 

On page 5, line 5, after the word “ inspectors” insert: 

W Provided, That in the districts which include the Miss: 
and its tributaries the dent may designa 
inspectors.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Between the word “inspectors” and the word “ provided” insert: 
“And such army and navy officers shall not receive any salary or 
compensation in addition to the salary or compensation that they are 
entitled to as such army or navy officers,” 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to dis- 
cuss the amendment I ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it was intended in the bill as drawn to allow extra compensa- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 
compensation. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Then I ask for the adoption of my amend- 
ment. 


pi River 


te army e eers as 


They never have received extra 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4, line 20, after W. 85 houses,“ = 
— of the — poy i ne Tube e 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection to that. I 
think that is already covered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk then concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill with the amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CAMPBELL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17437) pro- 
viding for a bureau of light-houses in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, and for other purposes, and had directed him 
to report the same back with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on the amend- 
ments? [After a pause.] If not, the amendments will be con- 
sidered in gross. The question is on the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Mann, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the several bills called up by him at the direction of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the sev- 
eral amendments thereto, were passed was laid on the table. 


WHITE-SLAVE TRAFFIC. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, at the direction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I call up the bill H. R. 
12315, on the House Calendar, to regulate and prevent the 
transportation in interstate and foreign commerce of alien 
women and girls for immoral purposes, and for other purposes, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. f 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the question of 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED). The gentleman 
from California raises the question of consideration. The 
Chair will therefore put the question, Shall the House consider 
the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, has the bill been reported? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration 
can be raised at any time. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to be heard on this question, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not debatable, 
The question is, Shall the House consider the bill? 

The question was taken, and the House determined to con- 


sider the bill. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12815) to regulate and prevent the transportation in 
in te and fore commerce of alien women and girls for im- 
moral purposes, and for other purposes. 

enacted, etc., That the term “interstate commerce,” as used 

— act, shall include transportation from any State or Territory 

or the District of Columbia to any other State or Territory or the 

District of Columbia, and the term “foreign commerce,” as used in 

this act, shall include transportation from any State or Territory or 

the District of Columbia to any foreign country and from any foreign 
country to any State or Territory or the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That any person who shall knowingly transport or cause to 
be transported; or aid or assist in obtaining transportation for, or in 
transporting, in interstate or foreign commerce, or in any Territory or 
in the District of Columbia, any woman or girl for the purpose of 
prostitution or debauchery, or for any other immoral pu or with 
the intent and purpose to induce, entice, or compel such woman or 
girl to become a prostitute or to give herself up to debauchery, or to 
engage in any other immoral practice; or who shall knowingly pro- 
cure or obtain, or cause to be procured or obtained, or aid or assist in 
procuring or obtaining, any ticket or tickets, or other form of or eyi- 
dence of the right to transportation, to be used by any woman or girl 

tri 


in interstate or foreign commerce, or in any Territory or the 
of Columbia, in going to any 
debauchery, or for an 
purpose on the part o 


et 

lace for the purpose of prostitution or 
other Auer purpose, or with the intent or 
such person to induce, entice, or compel her to 
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give herself up to the practice of prostitution or to give herself up to 


debauchery or any other imm 


y any such woman 
or girl shall he transported 


„ or in any 
ty of a felony, 


practice, whereb 
in interstate or foreign 


persuade, induce, en- 
enticed, or coerced, or 
aid or assist in persuading, rig open Poona a — adie St com 
er e or fore com- 

the purpose 


ery, 
paos or without her consent, 
and who shall thereby knowingly aan po or aid or assist in causing such 


in the discretion of the court. ` 

Sec. 4. That any person who shall knowingly persuade, induce, en- 
tice, or coerce any woman or girl under the a of 18 years from 
any State or Territory or the District of Columbia to any other State 
or Territory or the District of Columbia, with the purpose and intent 
to induce or coerce her, or that she shall be indu or coerced to 
engage in prostitution or debauchery, or any other immoral practice, 
and shall in furtherance of such purpose knowingly induce or cause her 
to go and to be carried or transported as a passenger in interstate 
commerce upon the line or route of any common carrier or carriers, 
shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than 1 000, or by imprisonment for a 
term not exce ten years, or by th such fine and imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 5. That ane violation of any of the aboye sections 2, 3, and 4 
shall be prosecuted in any court having jurisdiction of crimes within 
which said violation was committed, or from, through, or into which 
any such woman or girl may bave been carried or trans as a 
5 in interstate or tomga commerce, or in any Territory or the 

istrict of Columbia, contrary to the provisions of any of said sections. 

Sec. 6. That for the purpose of regulating and 3 the trans- 
portation in foreign commerce of allen women and girls for purposes 
of prostitution and debauchery, and in pursuance of and for pur- 
pose of carrying out the terms of the agreement or project of arrange- 
ment for the suppression of the white-slave trafic, adopted July ý 
1902, for submission to their ive governments by the delegates 
of various powers represented at the Paris conference and confirmed by 
a formal agreement signed at Paris on May 18, 1904, and adhered to 
by the United States on June 6, 1908, as shown 25 the 3 
of the President of the United States, dated June 15, 1908, the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration is hereby ted as the authority 
of the United States to receive and centralize ormation con g 
the procuration alien women and giris with a view to their debauch- 
and to exercise supervision over such alien women and gitis, 
receive their declarations, establish their identity, and ascertain m 
them who induced them to leave their native countries, respectively ; 
and it shall be the duty of said Commissioner-General of I tion 
to receive and keep on fle in his office the statements and declarations 


in any house or place for the purpose of prostitution, or for an: 
immoral purpose, any alien woman or gut within 

om any country, 2 to the 
said arrangement for the suppression of the white-slave traffic, shall 
file with the Commissioner-General of Immigration a statement in writ- 
ing setting forth the name of such alien woman or girl, the place at 
which she is kept, and all facts as to her age, nationality, and parent- 
age, and concerning her procuration to come to this within the 
knowledge of such person, and any person who shall fail within thirty 
days after such person shall commence to keep, . control, sup- 
port, or harbor any house or place for the purpose of prostitution, 
or for any other immoral purpose, any alien woman or 1 within three 
years after she shall have entered the United States from any of the 
countries, party to the said arrangement for the suppression of the 
white-slave traffic, to file such statement con such alien woman 
or girl with the Commissioner-General of I tion, or who shall 
knowingly and 4 ny 3 state falsely or fail to lose in such state- 
ment any fact within his knowledge and belief with reference to the 
age, nationality, or tage of any such alien woman or girl, or con- 
cerning her procuration to come to this country, guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not 
more than $2,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two 
years, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. 

In any prosecution brought under this section, if it a that any 
such Statement required is not on file in the office of the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, the person whose duty It shall be to file such 
statement shall be conclusively presumed to have failed to file said 
net omar as herein required, unless such person or persons shall prove 
otherwise. 

Sec. 7. That the term “ Territory,” as used in this act, shall Include 
the insular possessions of the United States and the Canal 
word person.“ as used in this act, shall be construed to impart both 
the plural and the singular, as the case demands, and shall include cor- 
porations, companies, societies, and associations. When constru and 
enforcing the provisions of this act, the act, omission, or failure of any 
officer, agent, or other person, acting for or employed by any other per- 
son or by any corporation, company, society, or association within the 
scope of his employment or office, shall in every case be also deemed 
to the act, omission, or failure of such other apie or of such com- 

ny, 5 society, or association, as well as that of the person 

mself. 

Sec. 8. That this act shall be known and referred to as the white- 
slave traffic act.” 


With the following committee amendments: 


On page 2. line 9, strike out the words “or evidence of the right 
to“ and insert, after the word “ transportation,” in line 10, the words 
“or evidence of the right thereto.” 

1 g page 8, in line 7, after the word “ procuration,” insert the word 
On page 6, in line 16, strike out the word “and” and insert the 
s or. * 


On page 7, lines 2 and 8, strike out the word “conclusively.” Page 
7, in e 7, after the word “include,” insert the words“ the of 
Alaska.” 7, rag Gb ack ys) out the word “impart” and insert in 
Amend the title so as texted “A bill to further regulate interstate 
reign commerce by prohibiting the transportation therein for im- 
moral purposes of women and girls, and for other purposes.” 

Mr, MANN, Mr. Speaker, this bill is in no sense contra- 
dictory to the bill which passed the House a few days ago, 
coming from the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. The other day, in discussing that bill, as it seemed to me 
it was my duty to discuss it, I possibly may have said some- 
thing which was said more strongly than should have been 
said; at least what I did say seemed to have given some offense 
to some members of that committee. I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that so far as the agitation of this subject is con- 
cerned, the Committee on Immigration and the Commission 
on Immigration are entitled to the principai credit. No one 
knew the extent of this traffic until the Immigration Com- 
mission, through its investigations, disclosed something in re- 
gard to that traffic; and, of course, no one knows now a great 
deal about the traffic, because it is a character of business 
which is necessarily kept as secret as possible. My own atten- 
tion was attracted to the subject by the United States district 
attorney in Chicago, the Hon. Edwin W. Sims, working in co- 
operation with officials of the Immigration Commission in devel- 
oping the condition of affairs in Chicago and emanating from 
Chicago, which, I think, no one would have believed if the in- 
formation concerning it had not come from such authentic 
sources. The pending bill is based in the main upon the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution treating the transportation 
of individuals or persons as commerce when carried by com- 
mon carriers. The latter section of the bill is based upon an 
international agreement for the suppression of the white-slave 
traffic, and, in the opinion of the majority of our committee, 
may be quite effective in a way that is not possible to reach 
directly under the Constitution. The Supreme Court held 
that the present provision in the immigration law attempting to 
cover alien women in houses of prostitution, was unconstitu- 
tional, but it does not in any way cast discredit upon the com- 
mittee which reported that bill to the House in their effort to 
wipe out this traffic before its enormity was so well known. 

I think no one will dispute that the decision of the Supreme 
Court in that matter was inevitable, but I believe myself that 
under the international treaty or agreement the courts will 
hold the last section of the pending bill, if it becomes a law, 
constitutional. There is this question, however—and when I 
say it will hold the last section constitutional, I think the 
last section must be amended in order to make it constitu- 
tional—there has been a considerable discussion as to whether 
the United States could require an individual to give informa- 
tion concerning which there was a penalty in the State. In 
my judgment that is no difficulty. They are two different soy- 
ereignties, but the bill covers the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and it is my purpose at the proper time to offer an 
amendment to the bill putting in an immunity clause so as to 
make it beyond question constitutional. 

I will append the following as a part of my remarks: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, 
Chicago, December 31, 1909. 


My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: Replying to your letter of the 20th instant, 
propounding certain questions as to the effect of the provisions of sec- 
tion 6 of the pro white-slave bill, I have the honor to reply to the 
oe propounded as follows: 

Tou inquire as to whether or not a person can by federal statute 
be required to furnish information to the federal authorities regardin 
matters concerning which no punishment could arise under federa 
statute, but which might subj the person giving the information to 
punishment under a state statute. 

Your point, as I get it, is this: Section 6 of the proposed white-slave 
act In effect requires the keeper of a house of prostitution to make a 
report to the Commissioner-General of Immigration of the presence of 
an alien woman as an inmate. The making of this report will, inferen- 
tially at least, amount to an admission on the part of the person fur- 
nishing the information that he is the proprietor of a house of prostitu- 
tion. It is not an offense under the federal laws to keep a house of 
8 Therefore, the informant subjects himself to no possible 
‘ederal R ent in the giving of the information in question. Most 
of the States, however, have laws which make it an offense to keep 


a house of SS Your point is that the information which the 
te requires 1 55 keeper to furnish to the Commissioner- 
g 


eral sta 


fed 
General of Immigration t be used by the state authorities for the 
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purpose of conducting state prosecutions. You ask whether or not this 
would make the provisions of the section objectionable. 

In oy she on the fact that the information furnished the Commis- 
sioner eral of Immigration might possibly be used b 
authorities in conducting a prosecution for the violation of state laws 
constitutes no valid objection to the provisions of the section in question. 
The Supreme Court in the case of Hale v. Henkel (201 U. S., 43) has 
held that the fact that disclosures made pursuant to the federal statute 
may subject the one making them to a criminal prosecution within a 
puta na no ground for refusing to make the disclosure required by the 

eral. law. 

It is my opinion, therefore, in view of this decision, that the section 
in question will be operative and effective, and that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can enforce the giving of the information called for, even 
though it 3 subject the one giving it to prosecution in the state 
courts for violation of a state law. 

2. Your second question calls attention to the fact that the bill 
would apply to the District of Columbia and the Territories, and you 
ask whether or not, in case the District of Columbia or the Territories 
provide a penalty for one who keeps a house of prostitution, the prs 
yy of such illegal resort can be compelled to make a report which 

y implication and inferentially, at least, admits the fact that he is the 
keeper of such resort in violation of the law? 

If the courts found that the information called for by the section 
in question amounted to an admission on the part of the person fur- 
nishing the information that he was the keeper of a house of prostitu- 
tion, and assuming further that it is an offense in the jurisdictions in 
question to keep a house of prostitution, the provisions of the section 
would doubtless be objectionable in so far as they apply to those juris- 
dictions. It seems clear that in order to compel the keeper of a house 
of prostitution in the jurisdictions in question to furnish information 
which might incriminate him under the local laws, the proposed law 
would have to carry an immunity provision. In other words, in order 
to enact an effective Baden a requiring the keeper of a house of pros- 
titution to furnish information based upon the fact that he is the keeper 
of such a resort to the Government where another statute makes the 
keeping of such a resort an offense the act should carry with it a pro- 
vision eran ting immunity to those who furnish such information under 
compulsion. 

It seems to us after carefully considering this matter that the sim- 
plest way to handle the situation would be to eliminate the jurisdic- 
tions in question from the operation of the provisions of section 6 of 
the pro law, and add to the bill a section identical with section 3 
of the act of 2 20, 1907, including that portion which was de- 
clared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court in the Keller case. ‘That 

8 of the section which was passed on in the Keller case is as 
‘ollows : 

“Whoever shall keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor in any 
house or other place for the purpose of prostitution or for any other 
immoral purpose any alien woman or girl within three years after she 
shall have entered the United States shall, in every such case, be 
deemed guilty of a 3 ete. 

The Supreme Court in effect held that the provision just above 
quoted was an unwarranted invasion of the police power of the State 
on the part of the Federal Government, and was, therefore, unconsti- 
tutional. Congress, of course, has the wer to enact this identical 
provision for the District of Columbia and the district of Alaska. This 
provision would, in my judgment, be just as effective in curbing the 
evil sought to be remedied as the provisions of section 6. 

I am not familiar with the situation with reference to the Territories. 
If the Territories have laws making it an offense to keep a house of 

rostitution and these laws were enacted by Congress, it would seem 
hat the Territories would fall into the same class as the District of 
Columbia and district of Alaska. However, if the laws in question 
were enacted by the territorial legislatures, these jurisdictions would in 
all probability fall into the same class as the States, under the decision 
in Hale v. Henkel, and the provisions of section 6 would therefore not 
be objectionable as to them, I have never had occasion to go into the 
facts of this question, and assuming that you are famillar with them, 
I am doing no more than suggesting the possible situation here. 

It appears, therefore, that the results sought to be accomplished can 
be accomplished in either one of two ways: Either the provisions of 
section 6 may be made applicable to the District of Columbia, the Terri- 
tories, etc, and an immunity clause inserted in the act; or, these 
jurisdictions may be removed from the operation of the provisions of 
section 6, and section 3 of the act of February 20, 1907, be reenacted 
as to them. It is barely possible that the reenactment of the harbor- 
ing provisions” of section 3 of the act of February 20, 1907, for the 
District of Columbia would be unnecessary in the ligne of the decision 
of the Supreme Court under the employers’ liability act. You will 
recollect that the situation with reference to that act is that while the 
interstate provision of the act has been declared invalid, that portion 
cover the District of Columbia is effective. The acts are drawn 
ifferent lines, however, and it would seem to be much safer to 
reenact the short provision in question. 

I am inclosing herewith a draft of section 3 of the act of February 
20, 1907, and have underlined that portion which the Supreme Court 
held to be unconstitutional. I am also inclosing herewith a brief on 
the first point raised in your letter. 

Very respectfully, E. W. Sims, 

Hon. James R. MANN, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


along 


SELF-CRIMINATION UNDER THE WHITE-SLAVE Law. 


A BRIEF ON THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO COMPEL DISCLOSURES THAT MAY 
CRIMINATE. 


In connection with the white-slave bill two questions have arisen re- 
specting the following section of the bill: 

“ Every person who shall keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor 
in any house or place for the purpose of prostitution, or for any other 
immoral purpose, any alien woman or girl within three years after she 
shall have entered the United States from any country party to the 
said arrangement for the suppression of the white-slave traffic, shall file 
with the Commissioner-General of Immigration a statement in writing, 
setting forth the name of such alien woman or fi the place at whic’ 
she is kept, and all facts as to her age, nationa mon and parentage, the 
date of her arrival and port at which she entered, and concerning her 
procuration to come to this country within the knowledge of such per- 
son : and any person who shall fail within thirty days after such person 
shall commence to keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor any 
house or place for the purpose of prostitution, or for any other immoral 


22 any. alien woman or girl, within three years after she shall 

ve ente the United States from 151 of the countries party to the 
said t for the suppression of the white-slave traffic to file 
such statement concerning such alien woman or girl with the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration, or who shall knowingly and willfully 
state falsely or fail to disclose in such statement any fact within his 
knowledge and belief with reference to the age, nationality, or parentage 
of any such alien woman or girl, or concerning her procuration to come 
to this country, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on con- 
viction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000, or by im- 
prisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

“In any prosecution brought under this section, if it appear that 
any such statement mi not on file in the office of the Commis- 
sioner-General of Im tion, the person whose duty it shall be to 
file such statement shall be conclusively presumed to have failed to 
file said statement, as herein required, unless such person cr persons 
shall prove otherwise.” 

The first of these questions is as follows: 

. a person, under any circumstances, be required to testify 
in a federal court concerning a fact where no punishment could arise 
under any federal statute, but where punishment might arise ur der a 
state statute?” 

The basis of this question is undoubtedly the constitutional provision 
found in the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which declares that 
no rson “shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself.” 

THE FIFTH AMENDMENT DOES NOT OPERATE UPON THE SEVERAL STATES. 


It is well to bear in mind as a premise in the consideration of this 
question that none of the first eight amendments to the Constitution 
are applicable to the several States. It has been repeatedly held by the 
Supreme Court that these amendments are limitations only upon the 

wers of Congress and of the federal courts, and are not applicable to 
he several States except so far as the fourteenth amendment may have 
made them applicable. This rule has been laid down in a number of 
cases, among others the following: Barron v. Baltimore (32 U. 8., 
243), Fox v. Ohio (5 How., 410), Withers v. Buckley (20 How., 84), 
wre erat’ Pennsylvania (7 Wall., 321), and Presser v. Illinois (116 


round, 
im to 


courts. We are 
ble to appreciate the force of this . ibili 
unable la bare possib. 


Justice Cockburn said in Reg. v. Boves 
( „ 311), in reply to the argument that the witness was not pro- 
tected by his pardon against an impeachment by the House of Commons, 
is not a real and probable danger, with reference to the ordinary opera- 
tions of the law in the ordinary courts, but ‘a danger of an imaginary 
and unsubstantial character, having reference to some . 
and barely possible contingency, so improbable that no reasonable man 
would suffer it to influence his conduct.“ Such dangers it was never the 
gut of the provision to obviate.” (Brown v. Walker, 161 U. S., 591, 


Professor Wigmore, in his work on evidence, has discussed this ques- 
tion at some length, and reached the conclusion that the doctrine in 
Brown v. Walker is correct. In arriving at this conclusion Wigmore, 
among other thin says: 

It is not in the power or duty of one State, or of its courts, to be 
concerned in the criminal law of another State. For the former there is 
but one law, and that is its own. The boundaries of our Constitution 
and our 3 are coextensive. A constitution is intended to pro- 


tect the ac against the methods of its own jurisdiction, and no 
other. The court's view, as well as its functions, should be con ned to 
its own or; ic sphere. Practical considerations also deter. ‘he court 


of one State knows nothing of the policies and rules of other ems, 
and it risks error and adds great burdens in attempting to master them. 
Further, it can not well know the real probabilities of danger of prose- 
cution under another system, for it would need to know what means 
and motives for prosecution there existed, what likelihood there was of 
migration thither by the accused, or of his capture when arrived, or of 
his involuntary extradition, and what the probability was of the discov- 
ery and employment in that | gg ere of the disclosure now desired. 
Even if it could ascertain these elements of 


worth in Kin 

“Can the defendants then object to answer that which might subject 
themselves to penal consequences if nug should go to Sicily? I think 
not. The rule relied on by the defendants is one which exists merely by 
virtue of our own ee law, and must, I think, have reference ex- 
clusively to matters penal by that law—to matters as to which, if dis- 
closed, the judge would be able to say, as matter of law. whether it 
could or could not entail penal consequences. * * Noa judge can 
know, as matter of law, what would or would not be penal in a foreign 
country, and he can not therefore form any judgment as to the force or 
truth of the objection of a witness when he declines to answer on such 
aground. * It is to be observed that in such a case, in order 
to make the disclosure dangerous to the fries who objects, it is 
essential that he should first quit the protection of cur laws and will- 
fully go within the jurisdiction of the laws he has violated. * * * 
I am of opinion for these reasons, in the absence of all authority on the 
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oy that the rule of protection is confined to what may tend to sub- 
ject a i DATY to 1849, 1088. by our law.“ (King of Bicilies v. v. Wilcox, 7 St. 
Trials, N 


The principle above 8 has been followed in North Carolina, 
the court saying: 

“Our courts in administering justice among their suitors will not 
notice the criminal laws = another State or country.” (State v. 
March, 1 Jones, N. Car., 526 3: 

The converse of Brown v. Walker has been 8 by our Supreme 
Court in a still later case, which arose under what is known as the 
Kansas antitrust act.“ The plaintiff in error was engaged in operat- 
ing a coal mine in Kansas and was served with subpoena to appear 
before the district judge. He did so and answered certain questions 
put to him by the attorney-general of the State. Other questions were 
put to him respecting his knowledge of an alleged combination and as 
to the existence of agreements between certain operate of coal mines 
as to fixing prices of coal to be sold in the State of Kansas. Plaintif 
in error refused to answer these questions and assigned, among other 
reasons, that the statute under which he was interrogated violated the 
fifth and fourteenth amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, and that the statute did not furnish immunity sufficiently broad 
to protect him against prosecutions in the federal courts. The supreme 
court of Kansas passed on the case and affirmed the sentence for con- 
tempt against plaintiff in error for his refusal to answer the questions. 
The case was then appealed to the United States Supreme Court, which 
also affirmed the sentence of imprisonment for 3 and held that 
while the Kansas statute did not afford immunity 
in the federal courts, still it was sufficiently broad 5 laintift 
in error from prosecution in the courts of Kansas, and that he must 
3 answer the questions. The opinion of the court in this case 
s as follows: 

“It is contended on the part of the sor ogy in error that the cow 
below denied to him the ‘protection of section 10 of the bill of 1 of 
the constitution of Kansas, and also denied to him the benefit of the 
rovision of the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tates, that no person should be compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself, and also at he has been deprived of the 
benefit of the fourteenth amendment. We are bound by the decision 
of the ha 05 me court of Kansas, that the statute in tee violated 
no provision of the constitution of that State, and that it was a valid 
statute so far as that instrument was concerned. This doctrine is 
familiar, and a few of the many cases upon the oe are cited in 
— 1 Oh Kansas (196 U. S., 447; 49 L. ed., 546; 25 Sup. Ct. Rep., 


) 

It has been so frequently held as not to warrant the citation of 
many authorities, Abt the first ten amendments to the Federal Consti- 
tution operate on the National Government only, and aa not in- 
tended to, and did not, limit the powers of the "States 
— 35 — r Boor es (Spies v. Illinois, ex parte Spies, 424 U. 131; 

5 Sup. Ct. Rep., 21; Brown v. New Jersey, 175 U. 8S., 
172. 14725 44 1. ed., 119, 120; 20 Sup. Ct. Rep., 77.) That portion of 
the fifth ‘amendment, therefore, already cited, has no application in a 
proceeding like this in a state court under a state statute. 

“The plaintif in error, however, contends that the denial of his 
claim of "right to refuse to 3 the questlons was in Mpeg! He of 
the fourteenth amendment to the Co tution of the 


rty in the state pr 9 from being used against the same 

par a federal court for a viola 

imagined that such prosecution would be instituted under such cireum- 

3 Is this fact fatal to the ef aaa À We think not. Assum- 

for this purpose that in the statute fa: to give sufficient immu- 

hity from prosecution or punishment, it would violate the fourteenth 

auizodment. and that an ae igh mati ay virtue of the statute would 

be depriving the witness of his liberty without due process of law, we 

come to an examination of the extent of the immunity in this case. 

“The question has been before this court in cases somewhat similar 
to this, althon os they — 17 under federal statutes. In Counselman v. 
Hitchcock (14 ; 85 L. ed., 1110; 3 Inters., Com. „ 816; 
12 Sup. Ct. Rep., Ul os} 1 immunity provided f for by section 8 ‘of the 
Revised Statutes (U. S. Comp. Stat., 1901, 661) was held not to be 
broad enough to enable the prosecution to insist upon an answer aoa 
the witness. In the subsequent case of Brown v. Walker (161 U. S., 
591; 40 L. ed., 819; 5 Inters. Com. Rep., 369; 16 Sup. Ct. Rep., 644) the 
statute there involved was held to afford complete immunity to the 
witness, and he was therefore obliged to answer the questions that were 

ut to him, although they might tend to incriminate him. In that case 
R was contended on the part of the witness that the statute did not 
nt him immunity against prosecutions in the state courts, although 
2 nted him full immunity from prosecution by the Federal Govern- 
— 2 This contention was held to be without merit. While it was 
asserted that the law of Congress was supreme and that judges and 
courts in every State were bound thereby, and that therefore the statute 
nting immunity would probably operate in the state as well as in 
fhe federal courts, yet still, and aside from that view, it was said that 
while there might a bare possibility that a witness might be sub- 
jected to the criminal laws of some other 8 it was not a real 
and probable danger, but was so improbable that it needed not to be 
taken into account. 

“The supreme court of Kansas has held in this case that in 785 pro- 
ceeding under the section in yee rues the witness can 3 asked 
material questions relating to information regarding eg Be lleged viola- 
tion of the statute relating to transactions within the State, and that 
it would not be material, and consequenly not permissible, to ask a 
witness in relation to matters of interstate commerce, which might con- 
stitute a violation of the federal antitrust act. eee the Pn Fogata 
continued, if, in the course of an examination pi rly made. 
to transactions within the 8 information, 8 ould Incidentail 
given which might possibly be used in a prosecution under the fi 
act, such possible prosecution did not operate as a — 2 tor permitting 
the witness to re to answer; that it could not be eae oes 
under such ces any federal DODRO — would ever 


ecessary 
( was ö for the statute to provide against it. ‘We regard 
this as a sound view. We do not believe that in such case there is any 


y in rega! urisdiction, and 
when that is fully given it enough. The principles underlying the 
provision itself have been thoroughly treated in the above-cited cases, 
and it would be out of place to here renew their discussion. 

“We are of. opinion that no omer gr right of the plaintiff in error 
has been viola and the Fes ot supreme court of Kansas 
2 2 be affirmed. Jack v. Kansas, 199 U. S., 372, 380, 


A somewhat general review of the cases upon the point at issue, 
together with a very good expression of the law is found in the opinion 
— the Supreme Court of the United States in Hale v. Henkel. Hale was 


8 from prosecution under 2 State laws. The Supreme 


rosecution in the State courts was also fully considered in Brown e. 
alker and held to be no answer. The converse of this was also de- 
cited in Jack v. (199 U. S., 372), namely, that the fact that an 
immunity granted to a witness under a state statute would not pre- 
vent a prosecution of such witness for a violation of a federal statute, 
did not invalidate such statute oe the fourteenth amendment. It 
was held both by this court and by the supreme court of ae that 
the possibility that information given by the witness might be used 
under the f 5 did nae: = rate as a reason for permitting the 
witness to refuse to answer, that a danger so unsubstan and 
remote did not Ble the legal A Indeed, if the argument 
were a sound one it might be carried still further and held to apply 
not only to state prosecutions within the same jurisdiction but to 
prosecutions under the criminal laws of other States to which the 
witness t have subjected himself. The eae has been fully 
considered England and the conclusion reached the courts of 
that country that the only danger to be pecs oe 
dint 85 N jurisdiction and under the same waar ic age (co . 
308 “ge Pose szi King of Sicilies v. E 7 St. a f 
1 ~ 1008; March, 1 Jon es, N. Car., 526; State v. Thomas, 
Car., 909. ye “(Hale v. Henkel, 201 U. S., 43, 68-69.) 


THE 8 A 


ion is as follow 

222 ‘Assumi 5 the District of Columbia (and the Territories) pro- 
vides a pen g pr — who keeps a house of prostitution, can a federal 
statute of such illegal resort to make a report based 
upon the fact cE that D ng a keeper of a resort in violation of the law?” 

This question the construction of the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution or the United Sta — Rg bared that no person 
PE capes np compelled in any be a witness against 

It would appear from a comprehensive of the above amend- 
ment that the framers of the Constitution had mind the protection 
— vidual —— aes of — pgp — Prone 
n proposed . The propoun assumes, 
reface, that the keeping of a house o £ cg arion in the District of 
‘columbia and 8 of the U 


privilege, and unless an — —— provision were added to the proposed 
statute the District of — and the Territories, the courts 
would hold tha n a eona mea a be th of prostitution was not 
a | compeliabie 8 e [objection m b 
nother way in whic e constitution on 53 
would be by ad a that nothing tru disclosed 
should ever be used st an the Commissioner Gene the perso ration 
sho ever an e .—— e 
statements therein 5 s 
SUGGESTED IMMUNITY PROVISIONS. 


with the above suggestion, the following immunity 

provisions taken from various — dy es are are suggested as being sufficient 
to cover the constitutional ob: 

“Provided, That no corporation, 1 association, or individual shall 

be subject to any criminal prosecution by reason of an truthfully 

y the affidavit by this act or tru iselosed by 

ay re in elicited in execution thereof.” (leis antitrust 


act.) 
That no — shall be excused from furnis the aforesaid 
statement on or for the reason that the tement so re- 


ground 
quired of him might tend to criminate him or erp him to a penalty 
or forfeiture. But no person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any 
. or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter, or 
ing concern 1 may truthfully report in such statement.” 


= Sea claim t any such statement might tend to criminate the 
ving mace sta ent shall not excuse such person from fur- 
Fishing the same, but such statement shall not be used against such 
n on the trial of any criminal proceeding.” (Sec. 9, act to regu- 
te commerce.) 
DISCLOSURES UNDER INTERNAL-REVENUE ACT. . 


e situation somewhat analogous to the situation in which a 
son reporting as the keeper of a house of prostitution m he 
pe placed is found under the internal-revenue | hayes with respect = 
5 icense th for a retail os Seah a Prior to the issuance of 
E ee a licen e statute req rson making the appli- 
nder oath, an afidavit serie ng forth then location of 
his e the 883 which he wishes to sell, ete. The stat- 
ute, in ni; i as follows: 
“Sec. 3173 (as amended 1879, 1894): 
“NNUAL RETURNS OF PERSONS LIABLE TO ge 
“That it shall be the duty of any person, partnership, , associa- 


tion, or corporation made liable to any du y, specia ieee or other 


tax cere by law, when not otherwise 5 for —in case of a 
special tax on or ore the 3ist day of July im each year, in case of 
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income tax on or before the first Monday of March in each year, and 
in other cases before the day on which the taxes accrue—to make a list 
or return, verified by oath or affirmation, to the collector or a deput 
collector of the district where located, of the articies or objects, includ- 
ing the amount of annual income, charged with a duty or tax, the 
quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise made or sold, and charged 
with a tax, the several rates and a te amount, according to the 
forms and 3 to be preser: Si Mca Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Sec 

such rson, 8 firm, association, or corporation is liab 


res, liable to pay any 
uty or tax, or any business or occupation l e to pay any tax as 
0 


ll be the du 
being distinctly 
by oath or affirmation by 
ing, or havin e care and management 
rson: Provided 
n rendered b; 


the person shall be absent from his or her residence or place of busi- 
ness at the time the collector or a Sopu collector shall call for the 
annual list or return, it shall be the duty of such collector or deputy 
collector to leave at such piaco of residence or business, with some one 
of suitable age and discretion, if such be present, otherwise to deposit 
in the neares t-office, a note or memorandum addressed to such per- 
son, requiring him or her to render to such collector or deputy collector 
the list or return required by law, within ten days from the date of 
such note or memorandum, verified by oath or affirmation. And if 
any person on being notified or required as aforesaid shall refuse or 
neglect to render such list or return within the time required as afore- 
d, or whenever any person who is uired to deliver a monthly or 
other return of objects subject to tax fails to do so at the time re- 
5 5 or delivers any return which, in the opinion of the collector, is 
‘alse or fraudulent, or contains any undervaluation or understatement, 
it shall be lawful for the collector to summon such person, or any other 
3 n custody, or care of books of account contain- 
ng entries ting to the business of such person, or any other person 
he may deem proper, to appear before him and produce such books, at 
a time and place named in the summons, and to give testimony or an- 
swer interrogatories, under oath, respecting any objects liable to tax 
or the returns thereof. The collector may summon any person residing 
or found within the State in which his district lies; and when the per- 
son intended to be summoned does not reside and can not be found 
within such State, he may enter any collection district where such 
rson may be found, and there make the examination herein author- 
. And to this end he may there exercise all the authority which he 
might lawfully exercise in the district for which he was commissioned.” 
n addition to this, the collector of internal revenue is required by 
law to eop a notice or list of all persons who have applied for special 
taxes within his district where it may be 5 observed by the 
publie, and upon e no of any prosecuting officer of any State, 
county, or municipality, he is required to furnish a certified copy of 
his record showing that the applicant is a licensed retail liquor dealer. 
The section under which this is required is as follows: 


“LIST OF SPECIAL TAX PAYERS TO BE EXHIBITED IN COLLECTOR’S OFFICE 
(CERTIFIED COPIES TO BE FURNISHED TO PROSECUTING OFFICERS OF 
STATES, ETC.). 

“ Sec. 8240. Each collector of internal revenue shall, under regulations 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, place and keep conspicuously 
in his office, for public inspection, an alphabetical list of the names of 
all ns who shall have paid special taxes within his district, and 
shall state thereon the time, place, and business for which such special 
taxes have been paid, and upon 1 of any prosecuting ‘officer 
of any State, county, or municipality he shall furnish a certified copy 
thereof, as a public record, for which a fee of $1 for each 100 words 
or fraction thereof in the copy or copies so requested may be charged.” 

Now, if any gentleman desires to interrogate me upon the 
bill I will be happy to be interrogated. Otherwise I will—— 

‘Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman from New 
York yield me some time? 

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Five minutes, 

Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman from New York ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I trust that this 
. bill will pass. The bill passed by this House last Wednesday is 
not necessarily and completely antagonistic to this bill. In this 
bill are contained provisions which aim at suppressing the 
traffic in the Territories and in the District of Columbia. It 
is true that the provision as to interstate commerce is aimed 
at in both bills. We of the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization think it is more effectively so in ours. The ma- 
jority of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
think that it is more effectively so in theirs, In the other 
branch of Congress I assume both bills will go to the same 
committee, and the question can be resolved in favor there, at 
least, of the provision which they think more effective. So far 
as the public expression goes, the gentleman from Illinois, who 
has introduced this bill, is the author and originator of the 
very excellent idea of attempting to suppress the traffic within 
our country by utilizing the power of Congress over commerce. 
That was stated in the report made by Mr. HOWELL, chairman 
of our Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and I 
take this occasion to reenforce that statement in this public 
way. The traffic in these unfortunate women is much more 
horrible ian can be disclosed in this place. There can not be 
too much law of the right sort. 
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The gentleman’s bill is an attempt along right lines. There 
is one feature—section 6, relating to immigration—which our 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization does not ap- 
prove. It consists of two features. The first feature we think 
to be unnecessary and the second feature to be ineffective. 
But we shall not antagonize the entire measure nor yote against 
it because of that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Which do you refer to as being ineffective? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The feature in relation to the 
reports from keepers of houses of prostitution. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says it will be ineffective. Let 
me put this proposition to him: Under the decision of the 
courts, if we discover a woman in a house of prostitution who 


is an alien woman, we can not punish the keeper of that house 


for keeping her there. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Wait a minute. If he keeps her 
there, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Under the present decision of the court 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If she is there voluntarily, no. 

Mr. MANN. Now, under the provision of section 6 of this 
bill, we may discover the fact that the alien woman is there 
voluntarily. If this keeper does not report her being there, he 
is subject to a penalty for not making a report. If he does re- 
port her being there, under the provisions of your law—the im- 
migration law—the woman is deported. I do not see how that 
is ineffective. It strikes me as being very effective. It ac- 
complishes the proposition of getting the woman out of the 
house and sending her abroad, and we also punish the man for 
not making the report. : 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If it is effective, it is something 
which, under the decision in the Keller case, can only be exer- 
cised by the State. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. A State has nothing to do with making 
a report to the Commissioner of Immigration. Here is an alien 
woman that comes into the country. The international agrec- 
ment was not made when the Keller case came up, or we had 
not adhered to it. Now, we enter into an arrangement with for- 
eign countries under constitutional powers, where the President 
and Senate agree to a treaty covering this subject. We have a 
right to enter into those agreements, and under that agreement 
I claim we have the right when the alien woman comes here to 
require any person to report her. If we have that power, then 
these keepers of houses of prostitution must make the reports 
at their peril. If they do not make a report, they are subject 
to punishment. If they do make the report, the woman is sent 
away. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Our committee doubts that 
power under the decision in the Keller case, and we doubt if 
you can make constitutional an otherwise unconstitutional stat- 
ute by the passage of a treaty. In other words, by exercising 
the treaty-making power of the Government you can not extend 
the scope of jurisdiction under the Constitution. 

Mr. MANN. But I suppose there is no question whatever 
that under the Constitution we can make a treaty with France 
or any other foreign country and provide absolutely in reference 
to the control of people, citizens from that country, coming here, 
while they shall remain aliens. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Undoubtedly you could make a 
treaty and bar them out, but under the decision in the Keller 
case we very seriously doubted whether you could punish. 

Mr. MANN. It is not a question of opposition. The whole 
question is one of those questions where the line of demarcation 
between the constitutionality and the unconstitutionality is 


ague, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I quite agree with the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MANN. Now, it is desirable to get as many ideas and as 
much information as possible. The Keller case not only would 
not cover, in my opinion, provisions of section 6, but it is ex- 
pressly referred to in the Keller case that there is no treaty 
upon that subject. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. ‘There is an obiter in the 
case—— 

Mr. MANN. I could not be decided, because there was no 
treaty. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Referring to the fact that 
there was no treaty, and, so far as the record shows, this 
woman was not held against her will, and the case was decided 
on the facts, which were that the woman was there voluntarily, 
in the absence of a treaty, so far as they knew. 

There is no decision that a treaty of this particular character 
would have conferred the power on Congress to enact the legis- 
lation in the sixth section. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is well informed, much better 
than I am, on the subject of immigration and many other sub- 
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jects. I suppose the gentleman will agree that if we have that 
power it will be an exceedingly good thing for us to exercise it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is one reason why I am 
not opposing this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman from New 
York permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. - 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You admit in the course of ar- 
gument that keeping a woman in a house, if she is imported 
from foreign countries there for that purpose—— . 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Les. 

- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is an offense against the United 
States under this law, and should be, as I understand it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not admit that, disassoci- 
ated from the importation, keeping an immoral foreign-born 
woman in a house of that character is an offense under the 
United States law. I admit that the States very generally 
have made it an offense. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is under the well-known 
common law, and the States have very generally done so by 
statutes. Is it not a fact that the man who assists the woman 
to commit the offense is deemed to be guilty and should be 
punished? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; under the state law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of ‘Texas. You ‘admit that he has violated 
the United States law, do you not, when he has kept that alien 
in that house? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; forcibly detaining an alien 
woman. All that I said to the gentleman from Illinois was that 
what the Keller case decided was that the court held the statute 
was not operative as to a foreign-born woman remaining ;volun- 
tarily in a house of that kind, and it was a question as to what 
would be the effect of the statute if the woman had been kept 
there against her will. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. You are familiar with the Kel- 
ler case and the language of the act under which Keller and 
Ullman were indicted. There is nothing in the statute which 
makes the keeping of a foreign-born woman, if it is voluntarily, 
but detaining, and so forth. I do not think the gentleman's 
construction of this case is correct when he says that they put 
it upon the ground that she was there voluntarily. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; what I said was that in 
their opinion they alluded to the fact that the woman was 
there voluntarily, and that being the fact, they could not pass 
upon a case where the alien woman was being detained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I took the occasion a 
few days since to make_a speech against the bill reported 
from tke Committee on Immigration. I believe now that the 
Immigration Committee exceeded its authority when it under- 
took to regulate commerce between the States on this subject 
of importing women for immoral purposes. I believe further, 
Mr. Chairman, that whenever the Keller case and the facts 
upon which the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States was made is thoroughly analyzed and understood that it 
demonstrates the fact that both the Immigration Committee's 
bill as well as the bill under consideration now are uncon- 
stitutional. I believe that sincerely, after a careful analysis 
of the question and the necessary legal deductions that can be 
drawn from it. 

I am very much opposed to this bill under consideration, just 
as I was opposed to the bill that came from the Committee on 
Immigration. It undoubtedly violates, in my opinion, the police 
power of the States, which is said to be supreme, exclusive; 
and, as I have said before, if the police power of the State is 
exclusive, then the Federal Government can not, under the 
warrant or authority of the Constitution, invade it. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, and realize that there is a 
great tendency, or has been, although it may be changing 
somewhat now, to ignore the rights of the States. I believe 
if Congress can ignore the police power of the State relative 
to the regulation and control of morals, it can also take charge 
of the multitudinous character of litigation in the affairs of 
the State that Chief Justice Marshall so forcibly describes, such 
as penal laws, municipal laws, and so forth. 

Now, this bill starts out, in the report made by the chair- 
man of the committee, with an apology. The framer of this 
bill evidently had in his mind the purpose to avoid and get rid 
of the declared principles in the Keller case, because he uses 
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the following suggestion: That the court was of the opinion 
with reference to the conclusion the court might have reached 
had the facts been different, and it is upon this supposition 
that, if the court had the other facts before it, it might have 
reached a different conclusion. That is an admission, to start 
with, that some effort is being made to evade or avoid or cir- 
cumyent a fixed declaration of the principles of the Keller case 
rendered here in the last few months. 

Now, what are the facts in the Keller case? I had occasion 
a few days ago to refer to the case known as the “ Bitty case,” 
which involved the principle that an alien woman was being 
brought from a foreign port to our shores, and she was being 
transported as the mistress of a man who was on the boat. 
The court held that that was bringing her here for immoral 
purposes. The court gave a broad, liberal, and wise construc- 
tion in order to uphold morality. Now, what is the Keller 
case? It is a totally different case. In that case a woman had 
come here from a foreign country, had been in New York a few 
months, then in Cincinnati, I believe, and then in Chicago. 
There was no question about when she lost the gem and jewel 
of her virtue, but she was found in a house of ill fame, and the 
man who was keeping the house of ill fame was indicted for har- 
boring, sustaining, and keeping her, and the court distinctly 
held that that was no offense, that that man could not be pun- 
ished. Of course there was no question about punishing the 
woman. All the punishment that could possibly be given to the 
alien woman was deportation, and that was the end and object 
that was being sought, as well as the indictment of Keller. I 
remember the facts in the Keller case. It was distinctly held 
that the harboring of an alien woman in a house of ill fame 
was no offense. We admit that Congress has the supreme con- 
trol over foreign commerce, and can make regulations prohibit- 
ing these women from starting even from the other side of the 
water, because our own vessels can not get clearance papers 
unless they obey the suggestions made in reference to allowing 
people of that kind to take passage. So they can prohibit them 
entering the ports of our country. But after they enter our 
ports and mix with our citizens it is a grave question, in my 
judgment, whether Congress has control of them or not. We all 
know that when a bale of goods comes from a foreign port and 
lands on our shores and is opened and put on the shelves of a 
merchant, it is subject to state law and state law alone. And I 
say that it is a question of grave doubt whether Congress 
could control these women after they come in among our people 
and live in the States and become citizens of the States. The 
court said truly: 

It is her own character and conduct which determines the question 
of exclusion or removal. 

Bear in mind that there is no punishment for an alien woman 
except deportation. You can not punish her under the federal 
law except by sending her back to the country from which she 
a I am going to apply this decision to this bill. The court 
said: 

The acts of others may be evidence of her business and character. 
But it does not follow t Congress has the power to punish those 
whose acts furnish evidence from which the Government may determine 
the question of her expulsion. 

And I contend that when you look into this bill properly, it 
is these very acts that this court refers to that this bill holds 
to be penal. The acts of citizens of different States in connec- 
tion with that alien woman can not be punished. They did not 
pania this man when he held this alien woman in a house of 

ll fame. 

Now, under the provisions of this Mann bill, when a man 
living in a residence in a State is held to be guilty when he 
buys for one of these women a railroad ticket, where does that 
lead to? Why, the engineer, the conductor, the train crew, 
are all amenable to that charge. They are aiding her and help- 
ing her to go from one State to another. The court holds that 
the buying of a railroad ticket to let the woman go from one 
State to another, just as the court held in the Keller case, is an 
act intended to explain the character and business of the 
woman. This bill proposes to put into the penitentiary for five 
years the man who buys her a railroad ticket and to subject 
him to a fine of $5,000. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You state that the Mann bill prohibits the 
purehasing of a ticket for the transportation of this woman. 
Do you not lose sight of the words “for the purpose of prosti- 
tution or debauchery?” The mere purchase of the ticket, aid- 
ing and assisting the transportation of such woman, is not, as 
I understand it, a crime or a misdemeanor, but when it is done 
knowingly and for the purpose of prostitution 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the Keller case, when he kept her in 
the house of ill fame he knew that he was keeping her there, 
did he not? 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Yes; but that was not a question of inter- 
state commerce. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What was it? They were trying to 
find the facts on which they could deport her, because she had 
come here contrary to law. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But the Keller case went no further than 
to consider the harboring of the woman, and he could not be 
considered in any way to be guilty or connected with the trans- 
portation of the individual. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not see why. It is not an act of a 
local character when a man buys a railroad ticket to pay for 
the transportation of a woman going from one State into an- 
other. What is the difference? 

Mr. HAMMOND. For an immoral purpose? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, I am just as much in favor as any gentleman 
on the floor of this House to upholding any theory, policy, or 
principle of morals, but I am not willing to see the rights of the 
State in so important a matter as the police rights of the State 
invaded by the Federal Government under this pretense of aid- 
ing and improving morality. 

Let us look a little further at this bill. Sections 2, 3, and 4 
relate to commerce between the States. Section 6 relates ex- 
clusively to alien women. Section 6 provides the punishment of 
$2,000 fine and two years in the penitentiary for aiding an alien 
woman. Sections 2, 3, and 4 provide a penalty of $5,000 fine 
and five years in the penitentiary. Why make that difference? 
If you are going to uphold morality, why make that broad dis- 
crimination as to the punishment of the man who is thus pro- 
hibited from dealing with alien women against the punishment 
of the man who deals with an alien woman or a native-born 
American woman that goes from one State to another? 

I would be glad to have the chairman of this committee ex- 
plain why such a great punishment is put on the American 
native man who deals with an alien woman, or a native woman 
who goes from one State to another. Do you think that legisla- 
tion is anything in the world but class legislation? There it 
is. One punishment in handling the alien woman is $2,000 
fine and two years in the penitentiary, and the other is one 
where you go out among the natives and buy a ticket or give a 
crust of bread or furnish a cold drink of water to a woman, 
and it is $5,000 fine and five years in the penitentiary. I ask 
that some analytical mind will explain to me why that difference 
is made. That is the bill. 

Now, section 6 of the bill. By reading it you will find it is 
undertaking to enforce into international agreement, or treaty, 
made by the President of the United States and the Senate of 
the United States, the subject of concentrating and centralizing 
information on the question of importing alien women from 
foreign countries for immoral purposes. 

The chief immigration agent in his report says that he is 
already performing the duties of that office—that is, gathering 
information, concentrating it according to that treaty; that he 
is disseminating it and sending it out to different authorities. 
Why, then, such a law as this? It seems to me that to rely 
absolutely upon that agreement is something unusual. I recall, 
as many gentlemen do on the floor of the House now, that 
when that threatened rupture in the city of San Francisco 
about Japanese and the natives of the city of San Francisco 
going to school together, there was a school law that California 
had prescribed for her own children. President Roosevelt, as 
I recall it, said he would use the army and the navy to make 
them submit and allow these Japanese to go to school and to 
sit on the same benches with the American children. Was it 
done? No; it was found out that a treaty made by the Presi- 
dent of the United States and Senate of the United States, while 
it is pronounced in the Constitution the prime law of the land, 
never has been so construed as to annul a law made by any 
State in the Union. 

That is what section 6 depends on, nothing else. Why, there 
are gentlemen on the floor of this House who recall the wonder- 
ful correspondence of that distinguished man, James G. Blaine, 
when the Italians suffered death in the jail in the city of New 
Orleans. We ought to read that as a wonderful exposition 
that the President of the United States and the Senate is not 
the law-making power of this country. It takes the House of 
Representatives, the Senate, and the President to make a law, 
and no treaty that the Senate and the President can enter into, 
no obligation that they can assume, can in any manner be in- 
yoked for the purpose of annulling either a federal or a state 
statute. Yet that is the whole reliance of this bill in section 
6—there is nothing else to uphold it but that. It is a double- 
barreled shotgun that they are firing—one related to alien 
women, excluding aliens, section 6; and the others, sections 2, 
8, and 4, relating to alien and native women. 


I am arguing to a point that it is an invasion of the right of 
the State, and it is a police regulation. I know the theory is 
advocated that when a State has a duty to perform, if it does 
not perform it, under the Constitution as it has been recently 
construed, the Federal Government can come in and take that 
place, whether it has any right to do it or not. I understand 
that theory is advanced, possibly reiterated here but a few days 
ago. I do not subscribe to that doctrine. If the State has a 
police right that is inherent in it, that was born with the State, 
that was never delegated to the Federal Government, then the 
Federal Government has no right to complain. I know of this 
complaint about this traffic. It may be there is a great deal of 
exaggeration about it. I referred a few days since to the effi- 
cient administration and prosecution of state laws in Illinois 
which was going on in the city of Chicago, and the prosecutors 
stated there that in the last few months more than 200 convic- 
tions had been had in the city of Chicago under the state law of 
Illinois, and that that law had been amended and strengthened, 
and a great many more convictions would follow. Why not let 
the States alone? Why set this precedent, and get us into the 
habit of invading the rights of the States? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. I would like to get his view as to the 
differences, the legal distinctions, between this bill and the 
pure-food act. j 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, the natural distinction and differ- 
ence between this bill and the pure-food bill is that this is 
treating of a question of morals and the pure-food bill is treat- 
ing of a question of appetite. That is about as full an answer 
as I can make. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will ask the gentleman if the pure-food 
bill did not rest upon the proposition that it is necessary to 
preserve the public health? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, no. I will ask the gentleman a 
question. Does he not believe that the State has control of the 
question of health? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Why, I think so, unquestionably; but the 
gentleman now says that the pure-food bill did not rest on that 
proposition at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wey, the pure-food bill was simply 
passed upon this theory. It does not prohibit a man from 
buying whatever he pleases. It simply requires a man who 
sells a thing to put a mark upon it and tell what he is selling, 
to keep him from telling a falsehood. That is all the pure-food 
bill does. I can not understand by any kind of ratiocination 
why the bill here preventing a woman from being brought here 
for immoral purposes has any relation to the pure-food bill, be- 
cause, as I said—and it was my great pleasure, along with the 
distinguished chairman of our Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, Colonel Hepburn, to take an active interest 
in that bill and follow it through—that bill never did assert 
and never will assert any principle or declaration save that it 
makes a man who sells a thing from a corner grocery or who 
manufactures it tell the truth about it before anyone buys. If 
I am going to get a gallon of sugar-house molasses from Louisi- 
ana, I do not want to buy three-fourths of it glucose. If three- 
fourths of it is glucose and I choose to buy it that way, the law 
does not prevent me from doing so. I am my own free agent, 
but how that principle can be applied to the transportation of 
immoral women I can not see. There is no examination re- 
quired here of these women. I can not understand how it 
applies. But that is the theory of this bill, and just as Chief 
Justice Marshall said, if we ever crossed over that line and 
invade the police power of a State, there will be brought to our 
doors then and put into our hands innumerable cases that Con- 
gress ought not to be loaded down with. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said, this bill proceeds upon the ac- 
knowledged, frank idea that if the court had ruled so and so on 
certain things that might have come up that its conclusions might 
have been different. But I would like to know from the chair- 
man again what theory he proceeded upon in that he punishes 
an American citizen by two years’ imprisonment and $2,000 fine 
for having some dealings or acts or transactions of some kind 
with an alien woman and puts $5,000 fine and five years’ ini- 
prisonment in the penitentiary if the same fellow goes and com- 
mits the same acts or same transactions with a native-born 
woman. Now, I believe if any charity commences let it com- 
mence at home. Let us give the benefit of the doubt to our 
own folks. I know that a man puts himself in a position, Mr: 
Speaker, to be criticised by standing up here on the floor of 
this House and undertaking to resist a bill of this kind. I am 
aware of that. That does not disturb me at all. It is a ques- 
tion of principle, and it is a matter of sorrow to me that it 
comes up on such an inflammable subject as this, a question about 
the regulation of morals. I say I regret that it comes up this 
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way, but still it is our duty, just as the Supreme Court has 
said, whenever there is any doubt about the authority of the 
Federal Government and the States the doubt should always 


be resolved in favor of the State. The Federal Government 
ought to be required, and is required, to show that it has direct 
nuthority drawn from the Constitution to do it. No man de- 
nies, not one of us here, that morals, like health, is in the 
supreme control of the State, existing there, commenced with 
it, and never was delegated to the Federal Government, but it 
has authority to do with it. We know what we have done about 
the yellow-fever management, 

Down in the Southern States we were exceedingly anxious to 
get the question of quarantine under the control of the Federal 
Government. How did we succeed in doing it? It was not by 
riding down the State. Florida, Alabama, and other Gulf States 
were greatly concerned in this matter, with their stations of 
detention and examination, and they had a right to hold these 
detention stations within 3 miles of the shore. Now, what 
did we do? There was negotiation between the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and it was turned over to the Marine-Hospital Service. 
and it is there to-day well administered, without complaint. 
The State could pay for all of its detention stations on the Gulf 
coast. 

I have said more, Mr. Speaker, about this bill than I intended 
to say, because it is impracticable. The chances are—mark what 
I tell you—the chances are there will never be a case that will 
reach the Supreme Court. It is impracticable, vague, indistinct, 
and indefinite in every respect, and every provision of this bill, 
except the sixth section, is vague and indefinite, and I fear that 
no case will ever be so prosecuted as to get into the Supreme 
Court, and without throwing disparagement upon the views of 
any other gentleman, I see the President said, I believe only 
night before last, that when a fellow left the law business to go 
into politics, then he became a constitutional lawyer. I have not 
reached that stage, Mr. Speaker, of being a constitutional law- 
yer, but I predict that if ever a case gets here under either one 
of these bills, the Immigration or the Mann bill, and is consid- 
ered by the Supreme Court of the United States, that that court, 
under the principles of the Keller decision, will hold it to be 
unconstitutional. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, my esteemed and lovable colleague 
on the committee, Judge RICHARDSON, who has just taken his 
seat, concluded his speech by stating that he had not become a 
constitutional lawyer, and immediately sat down and received 
applause, and I am not disposed, while I disagree with him as to 
this bill, to disagree with his closing declaration, and I want to 
say that I am as much in favor of maintaining the Constitution 
in its integrity in all its provisions as any man on this floor. I 
have studied this bill, and I have studied the decisions referred 
to in opposition to the bill as closely as I could. Perhaps, due to 
my inability to properly perceive the legal effect of those deci- 
sions upon the provisions of this bill, I am unable to determine 
that this bill is unconstitutional. 

If it was plainly unconstitutional, and so appeared to me, 
regardless. of sentiment, I would yote against it. But where 
public health and public morals appeal to us for our assistance 
and maintenance, I would have to be convinced that it was 
positively unconstitutional to prevent me supporting a bill 
the object and purpose of which are such as to meet with 
the approval of every man, woman, and child worthy of 
living in a civilized State. Read and consider the report of 
the Commission on Immigration, the horrible facts developed 
in connection with this most horrible traffic, and how any man 
can haggle or higgle over a constitutional provision unless it is 
definite and specific, in view of the necessity for a remedy, 
is more than I can comprehend. We see that there is a regular 
system, a chain of criminal traffickers who go to foreign lands, 
and, through fraud and lying, inveigle the poor woman or girl 
from a foreign country—one who does not know our institu- 
tions, who does not know our people, who can not speak one 
word of our language—holding out to her that they are bring- 
ing her to the land of promise, to the United States, where 
she may have profitable and remunerative employment, to the 
end that she may help herself, improve her condition in life, 
transferring that woman or girl to New York or Chicago, 
San Francisco, or elsewhere, and taking her into these hellish 
places where she knows nobody, where she is not even per- 
mitted to speak over a telephone, to write or receive a letter, 
to send a message, to communicate with any human being only 
with the permission of those who are her keepers, and where 
she in that helpless condition is more helpless, yea, than the 
slaves of other days, who could at least speak the language of 
their masters; and there, by violence, by criminal assault, she 


is deprived of that which to her and every female on this 
earth is worth more than life itself—and then ask me to vote 
against a measure intended to prevent a recurrence of such 
matters on the ground that some court in the future will be 
found that, on account of mere technicalities, will hold that 
these remedial measures, intended to prevent such crimes as 
these, are unconstitutional. 

Whenever I think of a beautiful girl taken from one State 
to another, from a Territory to a State, or from a State to 
a Territory by holding out to her the promise of improvement 
in her condition, then to Chicago, New York, or any other city, 
and drugged, debauched, and ruined, instead of being murdered, 
which would be a mercy after such treatment, retain her there 
and sell her to any brute who will pay the price, I can not bring 
myself to vote against this bill or any similar measure. 

Such are the unquestioned and undisputed facts. Now, shall 
we stand here and split hairs over the Keller case or any other 
case? Pass this law, take care of the girls, the women—the 
defenseless—and let the courts say whether or not the law is 
constitutional. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If I may interrupt the gentleman, may 
I ask, do you mean by that, then, that you would not be in 
favor of voting for a bill that you believed was unconstitu- 
tional? x 

Mr. SIMS. I do not mean anything of the sort. I said if 
this bill was clearly unconstitutional —and I believed it to be 
so—I would not vote for it. I whl not violate the Constitution 
or my oath to support it. When there is doubt about the con- 
stitutionality of a proposed law, I will solve the doubt in favor 
of public health and public morals and let the courts take care 
of the law. In the last analysis they must decide. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We understand all the horrible recitals 
the gentleman has made, and we appreciate the fact; but what 
we contend for is that, notwithstanding all those horrible re- 
citals, the States can attend to that just as well or better than 
the Government. : 

Mr. SIMS. That is the opinion of my distinguished cal- 
league on the committee from Alabama, namely, that the state. 
government can deal with the transportation from one State to 
another, from a Territory to a State, and can handle this as 
well as the Federal Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I never said or intimated any such 
thing. The gentleman misunderstood me entirely. I know just 
about as well as the gentleman that foreign commerce is in 
control of Congress. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Alabama claim that a 
State can pass laws governing transportation between the 
States? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
that question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Let me answer the gentleman’s 
question. I will answer promptly that the State can pass laws 
that will exclude from its midst women of this character, alien 
born, idiots, or any persons whose presence they deem will 
affect the general welfare and happiness of its people. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, the gentleman has stated the State can 
exclude these people. But can the State regulate commerce be- 
tween the States and prevent persons being carried as they 
are from a State to a Territory or from a Territory to a State? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I answer that? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will answer that in the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court in 20 or more cases, the State 
can exercise the police power, though it may in some way in- 
fringe upon interstate commerce, and pass laws that will pre- 
vent the coming into its midst the kind of people whom I have 
named. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman is satisfied with that as an an- 
swer, I am, too. But why do our opponents not point to the 
passage of the national quarantine law? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I voted against that. 

Mr. SIMS. Perhaps the gentleman has been used to yoting 
wrong on these subjects. But I say we did pass it. There were 
doubts as to the constitutionality of it, but the publie health was 
involyed, and we solved the doubt on the side of the public 
health. I voted for the national quarantine law, and I am proud 
of it. I voted for it for the purpose of preventing communi- 
cable diseases being carried from one State to another, to help 
our Southern States when they are subject to yellow-fever 
scourges. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
him a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will you point out to me wherein that 
law violates any law of the State as to its police powers? 


I do not think it is necessary to answer 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
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Mr. SIMS. Wherein does this law abrogate, suspend, or 
violate any state law? Name an instance where this bill abro- 
gates, suspends, hinders, or delays. Not one; and yet the 
gentleman is raising up a bugaboo that we are undertaking to 
invade the police powers of the State, and he can not point to 
any single instance where this law will take the place of any 
state power. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want you to answer my question. I 
voted for the national quarantine law. 

Mr. SIMS. I am glad of it, and hope the gentleman will vote 
for this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I will not; this differs entirely. 

Mr. SIMS. Then, my hopes are in vain. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Tell me where the quarantine law 
passed by Congress violates any of the principles I stated. 

Mr. SIMS. I am not going to be taken off this subject by a 
question that is not pertinent to this discussion. Everybody 
knows that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Tell me, if everybody knows it. 

Mr. SIMS. I have only fifteen minutes to address myself to 
a bill that is the most important that has come before this 
House for consideration within the limit of my service here. 

Now, this act is supplemental to state laws, and not in sub- 
version of them. It does not suspend them, but only strengthens 
them in the object and purpose for which the state laws were 
passed, and it should pass. Did we not last winter—and I 
think the gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from 
Georgia voted for it—pass a law directly in aid of the States 
on the liquor question? Did you not vote for the bill prohibit- 
ing the c. o. d. shipment of intoxicating liquors? I did, and I 
am glad of it; and for no other purpose than to aid the State 
of Alabama, the State of Georgia, the State of Tennessee, and 
other States to carry out their own state laws. Why did not 
the Constitution come in the way then? Was that not just as 
much undertaking to control the police power of the States as 
this measure? And if we pass this bill and it becomes law, we 
will prevent, I hope forever, the taking away by fraud or vio- 
Jence, from some doting mother or loving father, of some blue- 
eyed girl and immersing her in dens of infamy; and that will 
be worth all the time that Congress gives or will give to it. 

Therefore I am not going to higgle about whether it is practi- 
cal or impractical. I have never known a criminal law pro- 

that the criminal class did not claim it was impractical. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This bill does not punish the alien 
woman, or any other woman, for being transported from one 
State to another, does it? 

Mr. SIMS. Do you desire that it should? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am asking you if it does. Yet you 
punish the man who aids the woman. You punish him for aid- 
ing a crime that you do not punish her for committing. 

Mr. SIMS. It is written in a book, with which the gentle- 
man from Alabama is very familiar, that “the love of money is 
the root of all evil.” Now, what is the man procuring this 
woman for? What does he take her from one State to another 
for? For what purpose does he bring her from a foreign coun- 
try? To make money. To make merchandise of a human soul. 
Which is the more evil, the deluded, deceived, imprisoned soul 
that is being carried from one State to another by that scoun- 
drel or the scoundrel himself? The poor, deluded female per- 
haps would not be able to make the trip were it not for the 
demon, in human form, who is furnishing the money to carry 
her there, to sell her soul and body into hell, in order that he 
may have a few more dollars to put into his unholy pocket. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The State would punish them both. 

Mr. SIMS. As I was starting to say, was there ever any 
remedial legislation proposed against any evil that those whom 
it was intended to reach were not the first to say, “ You can 
not execute this law, you can not carry it out, it is impractical?” 
If they do not object to the law, why are they so anxious that 
it shall be effective when passed? Whom are we higgling in 
favor of? A class of importers, procurers, who are bringing 
innocent women and girls from foreign countries, and from one 
State to another, to engage in that which damns both soul and 
body, all for the sake of money; and the meanness which illus- 
trates the character of the men who engage in this traffic is 
that they do not even divide with the poor women what they 
get from the sale of them. They bring a woman here and im- 
mure her in a den. They take every rag of her street clothes 
away from her, and dress her in a way that she does not 
dare go out on the street. If she did she would be arrested. 
Then, when this Congress offers to pass legislation to prevent 
a horror which the devil would be ashamed of, why should we 
higgle over a doubtful question of possible constitutional con- 
struction by the courts in the future? 


Mr. Speaker, I can not conceive, from my humble standpoint, 
one legitimate reason that can justify a civilized man in voting 


‘against this bill, I will leave to my distinguished colleague on 


the committee, the gentleman from Texas, Judge RUSSELL, 
who ranks me on the committee, the analyzing and presenta- 
tion to the House of the cases decided by the Supreme Court 
bearing upon this sabject, which I think will completely and 
forever demolish every shadow of legal doubt that anybody can 
have upon the constitutionality of this law. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I ask that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] may be recognized in his own time, if no one wishes to 
be heard in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
reserves his time? 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I very heartily concur in the 
remark made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] 
when he said that there could not be too much good law on this 
important subject. I am sure that those gentlemen who have 
opposed this bill agree with the gentleman from New York in that 
expression, for I am convinced that they would feel glad if its 
provisions were such as to eneble them, with their views of the 
constitutional questions which they think are involved, to sup- 
port it. I expect to support this measure, Mr. Speaker, not 
only because I believe it is legislation which is wise and salu- 
tary, but, from the investigation which I have been able to 
give the bill, I have no doubt as to its constitutionality. 

I do not believe that it invades in any particular any of the 
reserved rights of the States or that it interferes in any way 
with any of the police powers of the States. 

I ask the House to indulge me while I attempt to give what 
I think will be found to be a correct analysis of the provisions 
of the bill. No Member can reach a satisfactory conclusion 
whether it is violative of any part of the Federal Constitution 
unless he first has a real comprehension of what this bill pro- 
poses to do. 

The first section only attempts to express in legislative lan- 
guage what we already recognize to be a proper definition of 
interstate commerce and foreign commerce. 

The second section of the bill creates and defines a new felony 
under our federal procedure, and punishes that felony by fine 
of not more than $5,000 or by imprisonment of not more than 
five years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

That felony may be committed in two ways: First, any per- 
son who may knowingly transport or cause to be transported, or 
aid or assist in obtaining transportation for or in transporting, 
in interstate or foreign commerce any woman or girl for the pur- 
pose of prostitution or debauchery, or any other immoral pur- 
pose, or with the intent and purpose to induce, entice, or com- 
pel such woman or girl to become a prostitute or to give herself 
up to debauchery or to engage in any other immoral practice, 
will be guilty under this bill. 

Second, any person who shall knowingly procure or obtain, or 
cause to be procured or obtained, or aid in procuring or obtain- 
ing, any ticket or other form of transportation or evidence of a 
right of transportation to be used by any woman or girl in inter- 
state or foreign commerce in going to any place for the purpose 
of prostitution or debauchery or any other immoral purpose, or 
with the intent on the part of such person to induce, entice, or 
compel her to give herself up to the practice of prostitution or 
debauchery or any other immoral practice, and such woman or 
girl shall be so transported in interstate or foreign commerce 
will also be guilty under the terms of the proposed bill. The 
first clause of section 2 makes it a felony to knowingly trans- 
port any woman or girl in interstate or foreign commerce for 
the purposes denounced, and the second clause makes it a felony 
to knowingly furnish a ticket to be used by any woman or girl 
in going to any place in interstate or foreign commerce for 
such purposes. 

Mr. MANN. When the ticket is actually used. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; supplemented, of course, by the actual 
use of the ticket in interstate or foreign commerce. Both of 
these clauses apply in terms to any Territory of the United 
States and to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Then, no matter what may be 
the construction of the courts as to the constitutionality of the 
bill with reference to the transportation, or the purchase of the 
ticket for transportation, from one State to another, the bill 
would be constitutional as to the District of Columbia and the 
Territories? 
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Mr. RUSSELL. I think so, undoubtedly. Section 3 makes 
it a felony, punishable as in section 2, for any person to know- 
ingly persuade, induce, entice, or coerce, or cause the same to 
be done, or to aid in persuading, enticing, or coercing any 
woman or girl to go from one place to another in interstate or 
foreign commerce for the purpose of prostitution or debauchery 
or for any other immoral purpose, or with the intent that such 
woumn or girl shall engage in the practice of prostitution or de- 
bauchery or any other immoral practice, whether with or with- 
out her consent, and thereby knowingly cause or aid in causing 
such woman or girl to be carried as a passenger in interstate or 
foreign commerce upon the line of any common carrier. This 
section also applies to all the Territories and to the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to get at the gentleman’s view 
of the law and the power of Congress under the interstate- 
commerce clause. I understand from the gentleman’s argu- 
ment that Congress has the power to make character a test of 
the right of a citizen to ride from one State to another. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state that I do not think it is neces- 
sary, so far as this bill is concerned, to express an opinion on 
that matter, because the bill does not attempt to do anything 
of that kind. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I assume that it does, that it makes it 
unlawful to assist one that has an immoral purpose in view 
to engage in interstate transportation. If it is unlawful to 
assist one to travel from one State to another to engage in 
prostitution, it may be made unlawful to assist one to go to 
another State to attend a prize fight or to gamble or to commit 
any other offense, and I want to ask the gentleman if he be- 
lieves that Congress, under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, has the power to make character a test in that sense 
of the right to ride from one State to another? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, allow me to state to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] that at present I am 
engaged in an effort to analyze this bill for the benefit of such 
Members of the House as may not have read it. Later on it 
is my purpose to discuss the legal features of the bill. But 
just at this point, however, allow me to say—because it might 
escape my attention later—that it is no argument to me against 
the exercise of a power conferred by the Constitution upon Con- 
gress to cite instances of abuses that might be accomplished 
under that power. The Supreme Court has often announced 
the doctrine, and nobody disputes it, that the possible abuse of 
a power constitutes no argument against its existence and fur- 
nishes no reason against its exercise. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I confess that, except where the argu- 
ment legitimately leads to certain other things. Now another 
proposition. Does the gentleman contend that Congress has the 
right to inquire into the purpose of citizens in seeking trans- 
portation from one State to another, and if that purpose is im- 
moral, to prohibit transportation? 

Mr. RUSSELL. If I did not think that Congress had such 
power I would not support this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman, then, thinks that Con- 
gress has a right to enact a law prohibiting a man going from 
one State to another if his purpose is immoral or illegal. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think that Congress has the power, as is 
proposed in this bill, to prohibit any person in the United States 
buying a ticket to be used by a woman in going from one place 
to another in interstate commerce for the purpose of prostitu- 
tion or debauchery, the person supplying the ticket knowing at 
the time that the ticket is for that purpose. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Can Congress prohibit the woman from 
riding on the railroad from one State to another for the purpose 
of engaging in prostitution? \ 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state to the gentleman that this bill 
does not undertake to go to the extent suggested by that ques- 
tion, and I therefore do not think it necessary to discuss that 
propqsition at this time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have asked these questions to know. 
I have some doubt about the constitutionality of some of these 
provisions, and I would be very glad if Congress did have the 
power to pass adequate legislation on that subject. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am sure of that, but I do not think it is 
necessary in this discussion to take up the proposition sub- 
mitted by the gentleman just now. 

Mr. Speaker, when interrupted I was proceeding to explain 
and attempting to analyze the different sections of this bill, and 
had finished with section 3. Section 4 makes it a felony for 
any person to knowingly persuade, induce, entice, or coerce any 
woman or girl under the age of 18 years from any State or 
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Territory or the District of Columbia to any other State or 
Territory or the District of Columbia with the purpose and 
intent to induce or coerce her, or tbat she shall be induced or 
coerced, to engage in prostitution or debauchery or other 
immoral practice, and who shall in furtherance of such purpose 
knowingly induce or coerce her to be carried as a passenger 
in interstate or foreign commerce upon the line of any com- 
mon carrier. Section 4 is largely a reenactment of section 3, 
except that where the woman or girl is under the age of 18 
years the penalty is doubled and the fine may be $10,000 and 
the imprisonment may be for ten years. Section 5 prescribes 
the venue for prosecutions for violating the first four sections, 
and provides that such prosecutions may be maintained in any 
court having jurisdiction of crimes within the district in which 
the violation was committed, or from, through, or into which 
such woman or girl may have been carried as a passenger in 
ete ta or foreign commerce, contrary to the provisions of 
this bill. 

Section 6 may be best explained in this way: In 1904 certain 
great nations of the world entered into an agreement looking 
to the suppression of what is known as the “ white-slave traffic.” 
By that agreement it is, in part, provided that each of the con- 
tracting governments shall establish and designate an authority 
to centralize all information concerning the procuration of 
women and girls with a view to their debauchery in a foreign 
country, and to exercise supervision over alien women and 
girls, receive their declarations, establish their identity, and 
ascertain from them who induced them to leave their native 
country. The United States became a party to this agreement 
in 1908, and section 6 is designed to carry out that agreement on 
the part of this Government by designating and empowering 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration to collect the infor- 
mation and exercise the supervision required. A very important 
part of this section 6 requires every person who shall keep, 
control, or harbor in any place for the purpose of prostitution 
or any other immoral purpose any alien woman or girl within 
three years after she has entered the United States from any 
country which is a party to the agreement for the suppression 
of the white-slave traffic to file with the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration a statement in writing setting forth the name 
of the woman or girl, the place where she is kept, and all the 
facts within the knowledge of such person as to her age, na- 
tionality, and parentage, and concerning her procuration to 
come to the United States. This statement must be filed within 
thirty days after such person shall commence to keep, control, 
or harbor the woman or girl and is operative for three years 
after the woman or girl shall have entered the United States. 
If the person whose duty it is to make the statement shall fail 
to make it or shall state any fact falsely or fail to make a 
truthful and full disclosure, he is subject to a penalty of not 
more than $2,000 fine or not more than two years’ imprison- 
ment, or both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. It is further provided that if the statement is not on 
file in the office of the commissioner the person whose duty it is 
to file it shall be presumed to have failed to file it, unless he 
shall prove to the contrary. 

Pca KEIFER. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
ere 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman has fairly stated the purpose 
of section 6. The latter part, to which I desire to call attention, 
you have just referred to. I want to understand this point: 
This is to make a crime which consists solely in a bawdyhouse 
keeper failing to make a report that he is keeping such a house 
and has an alien in it? z 

Mr. RUSSELL. That will be the offense. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the only offense. There is no offense 
about keeping the house? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Not at all.. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no criminality in his conduct unless 
he fails to make a truthful written report within thirty days? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to ask the further question whether 
that is regarded as coming within the constitutional provision 
that authorizes Congress to legislate on interstate and foreign 
commerce? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I think sufficient constitutional warrant can be found for sec- 
tion 6 in the power to make treaties. That section is an effort 
upon our part to comply with our treaty stipulations according 
to the agreement entered into in 1908. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have understood from the chairman of the 
committee, and your statement now confirms it, that it is 
claimed that there is a treaty stipulation with reference to this 
subject. Now, my understanding is that there is none at all. I 
would like to know where that is to be found. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. If the gentleman will examine—— 

Mr. MANN. It is an agreement ratified by the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. If it is I am mistaken about it. 

Mr. MANN. Adhered to by the Government of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If the gentleman will look on page 16 of the 
report on this bill he will find that the agreement is there set 
out in full. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand it to be an agreement; yes. I 
accept your statement because I am not familiar with it. I 
was under the impression that it was only a mere arrangement 
and not a treaty. 

Mr. MANN. It was adhered to by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, by resolution of the 
Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. That statement in regard to a treaty is a 
little mixed. The treaty is an agreement between two nations 
and submitted for ratification by the Senate. The President 
may make it. I understand that the President made this to 
begin with, or that it was ratified in the usual way. It may 
have been acquiesced in. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, the ordinary way of making a treaty 
is submitting the treaty itself to the Senate, but it has been 
frequently done, I may say to the gentleman, by the President 
obtaining the authority from the Senate to adhere to a conven- 
tion of foreign countries, where we might become adherents to 
the convention, and that practice was followed in this case 
under the provisions of the Constitution authorizing the Presi- 
dent to enter into a treaty by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not understand that that makes a treaty 
between nations that has the effect of law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a 
question for information, namely, whether this section violates 
the constitutional right that protects a man against questions 
and inquisitions that incriminate him? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was coming to that very proposition, Mr. 
Speaker. The gentleman has stated what, to my mind, is the 
only question about this section 6 that can give anybody trouble. 
I confess that when I first read this section of the bill the dif- 
ficulty which the gentleman has suggested ted itself to 
my mind, and I would be troubled by it yet if investigation had 
not convinced me that the adjudicated cases had lifted the 
question absolutely out of the domain of debate. 

Let me restate the propostition involved: This section 6 re- 
quires a person who may be keeping an alien woman in a dis- 
orderly house for the purpose of prostitution to make a written 
report of that fact, and it imposes severe penalties upon him for 
a failure to make this report. In many, if not all, of the States 
it is an offense to keep a disorderly house and to harbor a 
woman for the purpose of prostitution. If the person made 
the report, the state courts might punish him for keeping the 
woman in the disorderly house, and if he failed to make the 
report the United States courts would punish him for that 
failure. So it probably occurred to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, and I know that it occurred to me, that this section at- 
tempted to take away the protection afforded by the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which provides 
that no person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself. This question has been definitely set- 
tled in the case of Brown v. Walker in One hundred and sixty- 
first United States. In that case a witness was called to tes- 
tify as to violations of the interstate- commerce act. He refused 
to give the evidence demanded upon the ground that his evi- 
dence might subject him to prosecution in the state courts, 
although he was given immunity from prosecution in the federal 
courts. In discussing this point, the court said: 

It is argued in this connection that while the witness is granted im- 
munity from prosecution by the Federal Government he does not obtain 
such immunity against prosecution in the state courts. We are unable 
to appreciate the force of this suggestion. * * * 

The question was again presented in the case of Jack v. Kan- 
sas. (199 U. S.) In that case, in a proceeding under the Kan- 
sas antitrust act, the witness, Jack, refused to answer certain 
questions propounded to him by the attorney-general of Kansas 
concerning agreements between certain operators of coal mines 
in that State, upon the ground that his answers might subject 
him to prosecution in the federal courts. The district court 
committed the witness for contempt, because of his refusal. 
The supreme court of the State affirmed the judgment of the 
district court, and the case was carried to the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon a writ of error. That court affirmed 
the judgment of the state supreme court, and in doing so said: 


In the subsequent. case of Brown v. Walker (161 U. S., 591; 40 L. 
ed., 819; 5 Inters. Com. Rep., 369; 16 Sup. Ct. Rep., 644} the statute 


there involved was held to afford complete immunity to the witness, 
and he was therefore obliged to answer the questions put to him, although 
they might tend to incriminate him. In that case it was contended 
on the part of the witness that the statute did not grant him immuni 
against prosecutions in the state courts, although it granted him 
immunity from prosecution by the Federal Government. This conten- 
tion was held to be without merit. While it was asserted that the 
law of was supreme, and that judges and courts in every 
State were bound thereby, and therefore the statute granting immunity 
would probably o te in the state as well as in the federal cpurts, 
w still, and aside from that view, it was said that while there might 
a bare ility that a witness might be subjected to the criminal 
laws of some other sovereignty, it was not a real and 8 danger, 
but was so improbable that it needed not to be taken into account. 


The last case in which this question was discussed, and which 
I can now call to mind, was the case of Hale v. Henkle, in 
Two hundred and first United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman tell us the reason why the 
Supreme Court held that? 

Mr. RUSSELL. They put it upon this ground; that in order 
for him to assert his constitutional privilege of refusing to an- 
swer the danger of prosecution must be in the same jurisdic- 
tion, and if it was in another jurisdiction he could not refuse 
to give the testimony. 

The case of Hale v. Henkle was where the witness was called 
upon to produce certain information concerning alleged com- 
binations in restraint of trade by the American Tobacco Com- 
pany. The witness refused because he said that his answers 
would subject him to prosecution in the state courts. The 
Supreme Court of the United States reaffirmed the doctrine 
laid down in the case of Brown v. Walker, holding that he 
could be compelled to answer, and that the fact that he might 
be prosecuted by the state authorities on the information dis- 
closed afforded him no legal reason for refusing. So I take it 
that the provisions are fully vindicated by all of the authori- 
ties, and I think no case can be found holding to the contrary 
by any of the federal courts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the real controversy upon this bill centers 
around the first four sections of it, sections 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
Those are the portions of the bill that are claimed to be an in- 
vasion of the reserved rights and police powers of the States. 

I have before me here a paper, signed by some of those who 
are opposed to this legislation, styled “the views of the mi- 
nority,” and which sets out the reasons upon which that oppo- 
sition is based. I think it could be aptly called “the visions 
of the minority,” because they see visions of state autonomy 
destroyed, of state rights roughly ridden over, a consolidated 
government, and the police powers of the States absolutely 
set at naught. The gentlemen who signed this paper are 
lawyers of learning and ability, and, I take it, have put their 
contention as strongly as it can be stated. I want to invite the 
attention of the House to the cases upon which they rely to 
sustain their position. 

Mr. Speaker, the controversy between the advocates of this 
measure and its opponents is not so much upon what the law 
is, but it turns upon the application of the law. To my mind 
these “views of the minority,” when applied to the real legal 
propositions at issue, come about as near striking the law of 
the case as the speech of Sergeant Buzfuz came to approxi- 
mating the facts in the case of Bardell v. Pickwick. [Laugh- 
ter.] : 

Let us examine now, with frankness and candor, the authori- 
ties upon which they rely. It will take but a short while to 
refer to them. They first cite, in support of their contention, 
that this bill is an illegal invasion of the police powers and 
reserved rights of the States, the case of Barbier v. Conally, 
reported in One hundred and thirteenth United States Supreme 
Court Reports. I am perfectly sure that no man favoring this 
legislation would contend for one moment that Congress has 
any right or power to invade the reserved rights and police 
powers of the States. We make no claim of this sort; but we 
do say that this bill does not attempt to accomplish anything 
of that character and that it is clearly within the powers of the 
General Government contained in the commerce and treaty 
making clauses of the Federal Constitution. 

Now, the case of Barbier v. Conally was where the city of 
San Francisco, acting through its board of supervisorsp and 
under the authority of the legislature of the State, in attempt- 
ing to regulate the indiscriminate establishment of public laun- 
dries in that city, and believing that it imperiled property to 
allow them to operate between 10 at night and 6 o'clock a. m., 
prohibited them from so doing. This attempted regulation of 
these laundries by the local authorities was assailed upon the 
ground that it was a violation of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Federal Constitution. The court, in deciding that the regu- 
lation in question was valid. used this language: 


But neither the amendment. broad and comprehensive as it is, nor 
any other amendment was designed to interfere with the power of the 
State, sometimes termed its “ police power,” to prescribe regulations to 
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promo health, peace, morals, education, and good order of the - 
Ble, 9 legislate so as to increase “the industries of the State, 
velop its resources, and add to its wealth and prosperity. 

And yet gentlemen rely on this case to sustain their conten- 
tion that this bill, which simply proposes to regulate the trans- 
portation of persons, which provides that no man shall be 
allowed to transport or aid in transporting a woman from one 
State to another for the purpose of prostitution and debauchery, 
is unconstitutional. Could anything be more wide of the mark? 
The case they cite was an effort by the local authorities to 
regulate a matter of purely domestic concern. The regulation 
in the Barbier-Conally case was limited to the city of San 
Francisco. The bill before the House is one of interstate ap- 
Plication. It concerns a matter in which all the people of the 
United States are interested and rests upon the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce among the States. 

Well, let us examine the next case mentioned in these views 
of the minority. The second case they cite is the case of The 
United States v. De Witt, reported in 9 Wallace, at page 41. 
That case involved the constitutionality of the twenty-ninth sec- 
tion of the act of March 2, 1867. 

That section made it a crime, punishable by fine in the fed- 
eral courts, for any person to mix for sale, or knowingly sell 
or keep for sale, or sell or offer for sale, any illuminating oil 
which was inflammable nt less than 110° Fahrenheit. De Witt 
was indicted under this section, it being charged that he of- 
fered for sale in Detroit, in the State of Michigan, oil of the 
prohibited description. The case reached the Supreme Court 
of the United States on a certificate of division between the 
judges of the circuit court for the eastern district of Michigan, 
Chief Justice Chase, in delivering the opinion of the court, 
among other things, said: 

The ons certified resolve themsel into this: Has 
power, ae the Constitution, to prohibit trade within ‘the 2 8 7 2 


Is this the proposition involved in the bill now before the 
House? Does this bill propose to prohibit trade within the 
limits of a State? Does it propose to regulate in any way any 
of the local and domestic affairs of the States? By no fair in- 
tendment can any such purpose be evolved from this bill. It 
shows clearly upon its face that it is confined solely to regulat- 
ing commerce among the several States. This statement is 
sufficient to show that the De Witt case is not at all in point. 

‘The Chief Justice in the opinion proceeds: 


That Congas has power to — gaan commerce with foreign nations 
and amon: . States and with the Indian tribes the Constitu- 


8 
its terms and as a virtual denial of any power to interfere with the 
internal trade and business of the separate States, — — indeed, as a 
necessary and proper means for carrying into execution some other 
power expressly granted or vested. 

And then, speaking further of the act then under considera- 
tion, the court used this language: 


suthority of Con des, territorially, all state 
the District ot Columbia. “Within state 
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And yet gentlemen rely upon that case to support their con- 
tention that Congress has no right to regulate the interstate 
transportation of persons for the purposes denounced in this bill. 
Can you imagine a more farfetched line of decision than those 
they have brought here? They come as near striking the law 
of this matter as did the candidate for admission to the bar, as 
described in Baldwin's Flush Times in Alabama and Missis- 
sippi.” When the committee asked him, “ What is a chose in 
action?” the fellow quickly replied, “Squire, that is where a 
man has two actions to fetch, and he chooses one of em he 
will fetch.” [Laughter.] 

Well, let us see the other case. They next rely upon the 
Slaughterhouse cases, reported in 16 Wallace, at page 36. 
Those cases involved the constitutionality of an act of the legis- 
lature of the State of Louisiana, passed March 8, 1869, entitled 
“An act to protect the health of the city of New Orleans, to 
locate the stock landings and slaughterhouses, and to incor- 
porate ‘The Orescent City Live Stock Landing and Slaughter 
House Company.’” The caption of the act fairly expresses 
its scope and purpose. The court held that that act, operating 
solely within the State and intended for the protection of health 
within the State, was a police regulation, and therefore was 
within the power of the state government exclusively; that 
the act in question did no violence to any section of the Federal 
Constitution, and that the Federal Government could not pre- 
vent its enforcement. 

Gentlemen upon the other side of this question then cite us 
to the License cases, reported in 5 Howard, at page 504. In 
those cases the constitutionality of certain statutes for the 
regulation of the sale of intoxicating liquors in the States of 


New Hampshire, and Massachusetts was under 
of those States has passed acts intended 
of liquors, and those acts were assailed 
that they were violations of the Constitution 
In each case the act in question was 
confined in its operation to the particular State which passed 
it. The cases were argued at length and carefully considered. 
The Chief Justice and several of the justices delivered opinions 
in which ‘the police powers and reserved rights of the States 
were discussed. The court held that each of the acts then be- 
fore the court were but exercises of the police powers of the 
States, and therefore the Federal Government could not inter- 
fere with their execution by the States which passed them. 

I am sure that I have fairly stated the point involved and the 
question which was decided by the court in these License cases. 
I content myself with reading from the concluding portion of the 
opinion of Justice Grier. He says: 

It is not necessary for the sake of justirying the state islation now 
under consideration to array ‘the appalling ‘statistics of misery, ponpen: 
ism, and crime which have their origin in the use or abuse of t 
spirits. The police power, which is exclusively in the States, is alone 
competent to the correction of these evils, and all measures of 
restraint or prohibition necessary to effect the purpose are within the 
aope of that authority. There is no conflict of power, or of legislation, 
as between the States and the United States; each is acting within its 
sphere and for the public good, and if a loss of revenue should accrue 
to the United States from a diminished consumption of ardent spirits, 
she will be gainer a thousandfold in the health, wealth, and happiness 
of the peaple. 

Gentlemen who signed the views of the minority also cite us 
to the Trade-Mark cases reported in 100 U. S., page 82. In 1876 
Congress passed an act making it an offense for any person, 
with intent to defraud, to make or have in his possession any 
trade-mark of another. In passing upon the constitutionality 
of this act the Supreme Court held—I read from the syllabus 
of the opinion: 

If an act of Congress can in any case be extended, as a regulation of 
com to trade-ma: it must be limited to their use in“ commerce 
ren — n nations, among the several States, and with the In- 

an . 


The legislation of — tani to trade-marks is n in its 


in 
terms or essential character, a r ation thus limited, but in lan- 
guage eubraces, and was futendel to embrace, all commerce, incheding 


that between citizens of the same State. 

That legislation is void for want of constitutional authority, tnas- 
much as it is 80 framed that its ons mre applicable to all com- 
merce, and can not be confined to which is su t to the control of 
Congress. 

Now, this is the line of cases which my brethren have brought 
here to sustain their contention that this great body is without 
power to pass legislation regulating a matter of interstate com- 
merce. Surely there is not a case which I have read that bears 
on the great question involved. I press upon the House the 
point that this bill is not an attempt to regulate the morals of 
citizens of the several States; it does not attempt to interfere 
with any state statute; it does not attempt to exercise a single 
power which the States themselves could exercise; but it does 
attempt to regulate commerce ‘between the States. 

Mr. Speaker, the power of Congress to pass this legislation 
must be found in two articles of the Federal Constitution: 


Congress shall have power * œ ‘to regulate commerce with for- 
— nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian 


bes. 

Congress shall have power to pass all laws which are necessary and 

Teer, vented iy this Constitution an the Govecement of chm AA 
tes or in any department thereof. 

Upon these two clauses of the Constitution must depend -our 
right to pass this legislation so far as the interstate commerce 
features are concerned. 

Mr. MANN. And upon the treaty rights. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; and upon the treaty-making clause. 
The courts have repeatedly held that in the last clause of the 
Constitution which I have read, and which some of the law 
writers call the great coefficient power of Congress, that the 
term “necessary and proper” does not imply the employment 
of only such means as are absolutely necessary to effect the 
object sought, but that the term includes all the means which 
in the judgment of Congress may be proper to carry out a power 
which the Constitution has granted to Congress. This idea was 
aptly expressed by Chief Justice Marshall in the opinion in the 
case of McCulloch v. Maryland, where he says: 

We all admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government 
limited that its limits are not to be transcended. But we 


the and all means which are appropriata, which are 
plainly adapted to that eye which are not proh! „but consist with 
the letter and spirit of the Constitution are constitutional. 
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It will very greatly aid us in understanding the question we 
are considering to ascertain what was meant by this power “ to 
regulate commerce among the States.” It is a very simple ex- 
pression and no definition is attempted. In a very early case 
the Supreme Court said that the Government created by the 
Constitution was one “of enumeration and not of definition.” 
So we must look to the decisions of the courts to ascertain the 
extent of the powers vested in Congress by the Constitution. 
The case of Gibbons v. Ogden is familiar to every man who has 
read law. It was one of the early cases where the great chief 
justice announced the extent of the power granted to Congress 
in the language I have read, giving us the power to regulate 
commerce. He said: 

We are now arrived at the 8 What is this power? It is the 
power to regulate—that is, to prese the rule by which commerce is 
to be governed. This nower, e all others vested in Congress, is com- 
plete in itself, may be exerc to its utmost extent, and acknowledges 
no limitations other than are prescribed in the Constitution. * * * 

If, as has always been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, 
though limited to specified objects, is plenary as to those objects, the 

ower over commerce with fore nations and among the several 
tates is vested in Congress as absolutely as it would be in a single 
government having in its constitution the same restrictions on the 
2 of the power as are found in the Constitution of the United 

In the case of Gloucester Ferry Company v. Pennsylvania 
(114 U. S.) it was held that the power to regulate commerce 
vested in Congress is the power to prescribe the rule by which 
it shall be governed—that is, the conditions upon which it shall 
be conducted and to determine when it shall be free and when 
subject to duties or other exactions. 

In giving these general definitions and before going to a 
closer discussion of the principles of law involved in this bill, I 
invite the attention of the House to the law as announced by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the Northern Secu- 
rities case, reported in 193 United States. The court in that case 
again announced the doctrine that the power of Congress over 
interstate commerce is as full and free as the power of the sey- 
eral States is over their domestic commerce, subject only to the 
restrictions contained in the Constitution of the United States. 
Who doubts the power of a State, exercising its authority over 
domestic commerce, to prohibit the transportation or the buying 
of a ticket for the transportation of a woman from one point 
to another in the State for purposes of debauchery or prostitu- 
tion? Who doubts the power of Congress to enact that kind of 
legislation where it is confined solely to the Territories and to 
the District of Columbia? Yet, in the cases I have referred to, 
from the case of Gibbons v. Ogden to the Northern Securities 
case, the unbroken line of opinion has been that the power of 
Congress over interstate commerce is as complete as the power 
of the State over intrastate commerce. If we concede this 
doctrine, then there is no escape from the conclusion that we 
have here the power to enact this legislation. 

To my mind, Mr. Speaker, the solution of this question is 
very simple. It turns upon the determination of two plain 
propositions, and when they are disposed of, it strikes me that 
every Member of this House can then be at a satisfactory con- 
clusion as to how he ought to vote on this bill, at least so far 
as its constitutional features are concerned. These two propo- 
sitions are, first, Is the transportation of persons commerce 
within our constitutional provisions? Second, Has Congress, 
under its regulatory powers, the right in any case to prohibit 
commerce between the States? 

aoe KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will. 

Mr. KEIFER. I agree with the statement just made on both 
points, but my trouble is whether the provisions found near the 
bottom of page 5 of the bill, section 6, which provides: 

Every person who shall keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor 

in any house or place for the purpose of prostitution, or for any other 
immoral purpose, any alien woman or girl within three years after she 
shall have entered the United States from any country, party to the 
arrangement for the suppression of the white-slave traffic "— 
Shall file a statement in writing, and so forth. Now, I under- 
stand the gentleman's contention to be that if the woman has 
unlawfully come in under the clause regulating interstate com- 
merce that it still attaches to her until three years have ex- 
pired, and anybody taking her into a bawdy house will allow 
the Congress of the United States the right, under the provi- 
sions of the Constitution, which the gentleman has fairly read, 
to send the person to the penitentiary because he has violated 
the law with reference to interstate and foreign commerce. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thought the gentleman fully understood 
that I was contending that section 6, to which he now calls 
attention, is based upon our power to make the agreement with 
the other nations of the world for the suppression of the white- 
slave traffic. 


Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. It has nothing to do with 
interstate commerce. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Absolutely nothing to do with interstate 
commerce. We do not rest that section upon the commerce 
clause at all, but upon the agreement with foreign nations, 
which I have already alluded to. It is the first four sections 
of the bill which are based upon the commerce clause. 

Mr. KEIFER. What I have in mind is the provision which 
allows you to make a crime out of a failure to make a report, 
so far as I have been able to examine it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman is going back to a matter tha 
I have already discussed. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. I thought the gentleman was trying to apply 
the provisions of the Constitution to all of the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. So I am, but not the commerce clause to all 
of the bill. a 

Mr. KEIFER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the police power of the United States was held to extend to 
these matters? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Only within the District of Columbia and 
the Territories. f 

Mr. KEIFER. But nowhere else? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. KEIFER. I was going to call attention to the decision 
of the Supreme Court in the case of Kellar v. The United States 
(113 U. S., 138), which discussed the question very fully. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Kellar case does not touch any provi- 
sion of this bill—not a single one. I am perfectly familiar with 
the Kellar decision, and there is absolutely nothing in that opin- 
jon which militates in the least against any provision of this 
bill. Now, I have already discussed section 6, but I recur to 
it long enough to say that that section seeks only to punish the 
man who harbors an alien woman within three years after she 
enters the United States, and who fails, within thirty days 
after he keeps her in a house for the purpose of prostitution, to 
report that fact to the proper official of the Government. It 
is his failure to report the necessary information to the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration which constitutes the of- 
fense. We had agreed with the other nations to designate an 
authority to obtain and centralize all information concerning 
the procuration of alien women and girls with a view to their 
debauchery, and this section 6 is an attempt to provide the legal 
machinery for carrying out that agreement on our part, and 
it rests upon the treaty-making power of the Constitution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Otherwise it would be unconstitutional? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; I think so. I think that it rests purely 
upon that agreement, and certainly it is claimed by no mem- 
ber of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce that 
it rests upon the commerce clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I was discussing the two propositions, whether 
the transportation of persons between the States was commerce 
and whether Congress in exercising the power of regulation can 
in any case prohibit commerce among the States.. As I have 
said, when we have settled these two questions we will have 
arrived at a satisfactory conclusion in regard to this bill. As 
to the first proposition, I take it there can be but little if any 
dispute, because the United States Supreme Court has held in a 
large number of cases that in the power to-regulate commerce 
was included the power to regulate the transportation of per- 
sons. I cite the House to the case of Gloucester Ferry Com- 
pany v. Pennsylvania (114 U. S.), and I will read a short ex- 
tract found on page 203 of the volume containing the opinion. 
The court says: 


It matters not that the transportation is made in ferryboats, which 
pass between the States every hour of the day. The means of trans- 
portation of persons and freight between the States does not change 
the character of the business as one of commerce, nor does the time 
within which the distance between the States may be traversed. Com- 
merce. among the States consists of intercourse and traffic between their 
citizens, and includes the transportation of persons and property, and 
the navigation of public waters for that purpose, as well as the pur- 
chase, sale, and exchange of commodities. The power to regulate that 
commerce, as well as commerce with foreign nations, vested In Congress, 
is the power to prescribe the rules 175 which it shall be governed; tha 
is, the conditions upon which it shall be conducted; to determine when 
it shall be free and when subject to duties or other exactions. The 
power also embraces within its control all the instrumentalities by 
which commerce may be carried on, and the means by which it may 
be aided and encouraged. The subjects, therefore, upon which the power 
may be exerted are of infinite variety. While with reference to some of 
them, which are local and limited in their nature or sphere of opera- 
tion, the States may prescribe regulations until Congress intervenes 
and assumes control of them; yet when they are national in their, 
character, and require uniformity of regulation affecting alike all the 
States, the power of Congress is exclusive. Necessarily that power 
alone can prescribe regulations which are to govern the whole couutry. 
And it needs no argument to show that the commerce with foreign 
nations and between the States, which consists in the transportation 
of persons and property between them, is a subject of national char- 
acter, and requires uniformity of regulation. 


The opinion in the Gloucester Ferry Company case has been 
followed by an unbroken line of decisions since that time. For 


1910. 


instance, it is followed in the Passenger. cases, reported in 
7. Howard, and it is reaffirmed in the case of Pickard v. Pull- 
man Southern Car Company, in 117 United States, The doc- 
trine is again laid down in the case of Covington Bridge Com- 
pany v. Kentucky. In that case, reported in 154 United States, 
the court says: 


The real question involved here 
8 from the Wabash case. 

tate to fix the charge for tran: 
State to 
State to 
bridge connectin; 
gress or such o 


is whether this case can be distin- 
That involved the right of a single 
rtation from the interior of such 
33 in . id praten Me) od = involved the — ot one 
charges of transpor! n of persons and prope! over a 
it with another State without the consent of Con- 
er State, and this involved the fu inquiry ; first, 


whether such traffic across the river is interstate commerce; and, 
second, whether a bridge can be considered an instrument of such 
commerce, 


So you will see, Mr, Speaker, that the question was fairly pre- 

sented as to whether the transportation of persons from State 
to State was interstate commerce. The court proceeds: 
- The first 3 must be answered in the affirmative upon the au- 
thority of Gloucester Ferry Company v. Pennsylvania (114 U. S., 196), 
îm which the State of Pennsylvania attempted to tax the capital stock 
ofa ation whese entire business consisted ferrying passengers 
and freight over the river Delaware between Philadelphia, in Pe - 
vania, and Gloucester, in New Jersey, and this traffic was held to be 5 
terstate commerce, and inasmuch as it appeared that the ferryboats are 
registered in New Jersey and were taxable there, it was held that 
there was no property held by the company which could be the subject 
of taxation in Pennsylvania, except the lease of a wharf in that State. 
These cases, Mr. Speaker, can be multiplied. No case hold- 
ing to the contrary can be found, unless it be the case of Mayor, 
and so forth, v. Miln, reported in 36 United States, and the Miln 
case on the point under discussion has been overruled in the Pas- 
senger cases, in 7 Howard, and the décision in the Passenger 
cases has been subsequently followed by all the opinions in 
which the subject was discussed. Upon what principle can the 
regulation of interstate commerce be applied to the transpor- 
tation of property and withheld from the transportation of per- 
sons? Upon what principle does the antifree pass legislation 
embraced in the Hepburn Act rest if not upon the power to 
regulate commerce? What constitutional warrant can be 
found for the bills introduced here to regulate the fares for 
persons traveling from State to State unless the transportation 
of persons be interstate commerce? I do not believe any legal 
question is better settled, both upon reason and authority, than 
that the interstate transportation of persons comes within the 
power of Congress contained in the commerce clause of the 
Constitution. ° 

But this brings us, Mr. Speaker, to the consideration of a far 
more serious question involved in this legislation, and that is 
whether this body has the power, in the exercise of its constitu- 
tional authority, to prohibit interstate commerce in any case, 
If I can bring here a series of decisions by our federal courts 
in which that question was fairly presented and in which the 
courts have passed upon it, then, certainly, that feature of the bill 
under discussion will be disposed of. Before calling the atten- 
tion of the House to these cases I desire once more to call to mind 
the general principles which the Supreme Court has laid down 
for the construction of our power over interstate commerce. It 
has been held that our power in this regard is plenary; that it 
has no limitations except such as are contained in the Constitu- 
tion; that it is exclusive; that it is as full and complete as the 
power of the States over domestic commerce. It has been held 
that the power to regulate interstate commerce means the power 
to prescribe the rules upon which it shall be conducted, that is, 
the conditions upon which it shall be carried on, and to determine 
when it shall be free and when it shall be subject to such re- 
strictions as Congress may see fit to attach to it. These general 
principles are well established, and no case can be found in 
which they are called in question, and it is very important to 
bear them in mind in considering our power to pass this bill. 
Now, let us go to some of the adjudicated cases. I first call 
to the attention of the House, in support of the proposition 
that Congress, in the exercise of the regulatory power, may 
in some instances prohibit interstate commerce, to the 
Rahrer case, reported in 140 United States. That case in- 
volved this state of facts: Maynard & Hopkins were citizens 
of the State of Missouri, and were engaged in the wholesale 
liquor business in Kansas City, in that State. They appointed 
Charles Rahrer, a citizen of the United States, their agent to 
dispose of certain intoxicating liquors in their original packages 
and shipped from the State of Missouri into the State of Kansas 
in such original packages. Rahrer, as the agent of Maynard & 
Hopkins, did sell and offer for sale certain liquors shipped to 
him as such agent by Maynard & Hopkins, 

The liquors so offered for sale, and sold by Rahrer, were in 
the original packages. At the time of these sales the State 
of Kansas had provided, both by constitutional provision and 
by statutory enactment, that the sale of intoxicating liquors 
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should be prohibited in that State. The state authorities prose- 
cuted Rahrer for making the sale. Prior to the sale Congress 
enacted— 

t all fermen 


Tha ted, 
liquids transported into 
for use, consumption, sale, or stora 


or other intoxica’ 
or Territory, or 
therein, shall, u 
such State or Territory, be subject to the operation and effect of the 
laws of such State or ‘territory enacted in the exercise of its police 

wers to the same extent and in the same manner as though such 
iquids or liquors had been produced in such State or Territory, and 
shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein 
in original packages or otherwise, 

If this act of Congress was a yalid exercise of power then 
it amounted to a prohibition of interstate commerce so far as 
the shipment of liquors from the State of Missouri to the 
State of Kansas was concerned. In other words, the Rahrer 
case fairly presented the question we are now discussing: Can 
Congress in any case prohibit interstate commerce? The case 
was elaborately argued, and Chief Justice Fuller delivered the 
opinion of the court, in which he extensively reviewed the au- 
thorities bearing upon the question. In announcing the con- 
clusion of the court he said, in part: 


In other words, it is earnestly contended that the Constitution guar- 
antees freedom of commerce among the States in all — and that 
not only may intoxicating liquors be imported from one State to an- 
other without being subject to regulation under the laws of the latter, 
but that Congress is powerless to obviate that result. 

Thus the grant to the General Government of a power designed to 
prevent embarrassing restrictions upon interstate commerce by any State 
would be made to forbid any restraint whatever. We do not concur in 
this view. In surrenderin 5 over interstate commerce the 
States did not secure absolute om in such commerce, but only the 
protection from encroachment afforded by. confiding: its regulation — 
clusively to Congress. By the adoption of the Constitution the 9 
of the several States to act m the matter solely in accordance wit 
their own will was ext! ed and the legislative will of the Gen- 
eral Government substitu No affirmative guaranty was thereby 
given to any State of the right to demand as between it and the others 
what it could not have obtained before, while the object was undoubt- 
edly sought to be attained of preventing commercial regulations partial 
in their character or contrary to the common interests. * 
But this furnishes no 838 to the position that Congress could not, 
in the exercise of the retion reposed in it, concluding that the 
common interests did not require eatire freedom in the traffic in ardent 
spirits, enact the law in question. In doing so Congress has not at- 
tempted to delegate the power to regulate commerce or to exercise any 

wer reserved to the States or to 3 a power not possessed by the 

tates or to adopt state laws. It has taken its own course and made 

lation, applying to these subjects of Interstate commerce 

rule, whose uniformity A Ty affected by variations in 
perty. ; 


distilled, 
any State 


state laws in dealing with such pro 


In this Rahrer case the court upheld the validity of the act 
of Congress I have mentioned, and which was a prohibition of 
interstate commerce. The question was directly presented and 
the contention I am making in support of this bill was sustained. 
In this connection I want to call attention to the fact particu- 
larly that the opinion in the Rahrer case was written by Chief 
Justice Fuller, who rendered the dissenting opinion in the lot- 
tery case, which is relied upon by my brethren who signed the 
minority views. If the Rahrer case is good law, it furnishes an 
instance of where Congress, in exercising the power to regulate 
commerce, prohibited it. Why, Mr. Speaker, it necessarily 
would follow that Congress would have that power if the 
Supreme Court of the United States was correct in announcing 
the doctrine they have unequivocally announced. when they 
said that the power of Congress over interstate commerce was 
as plenary as was the power of the States over domestic com- 
merce. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the power of Congress over 
this matter by reason of regulating commerce be plenary, then 
it is also exclusive when it is exercised. 

Mr. RUSSELL. In this particular instance I think it is ex- 
clusiye, although there are some regulations of interstate com- 
merce which can be exercised concurrently by Congress and the 
States, but I do not think that this is one of them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman if it 
is not the uniform decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States that whenever Congress exercises the power under the 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, by that exercise 
it draws to itself exclusive power to regulate it? 

Mr. RUSSELL, Undoubtedly this is true; but there are 
certain powers in interstate commerce where the States may act 
until Congress does, but I do not think that this is even one of 
those. 

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. Why? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Because I do not think it is a case for con- 
current jurisdiction. Those cases are cases like the building of 
bridges over navigable streams, pilotage, and such things as 
those. In those cases until Congress does act the States may; 
but a bill like the one before the House would not be included 
in that category. 


May I interrupt the gentleman? 
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Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. If Congress acts in this instance 
and attempts to exercise the right to regulate, as in this bill, 
then the State will not have any power hereafter to protect 
itself from this sort of evil. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman can not cite a case in any 
of the books where the States have ever attempted to exercise 
the powers which are attempted to be conferred by this bill. 
This bill does not prohibit the keeping of houses of prostitution 
within the States. This bill does not seek to punish acts of 
prostitution within the States. It does not invade the power of 
the States in any particular. It does not conflict with any 
state statute which can possibly be lawfully passed; but if a 
State, in the exercise of its wisdom, sees fit to prohibit acts of 
prostitution and the keeping of bawdy houses, this legislation 
by Congress will be but supplementary of and heipful to the 
perfect execution of those state statutes. That is all. What 
State would claim the right to regulate commerce between the 
States? What State would claim the right to license prostitu- 
tion within the States? The only power which they can exer- 
cise is to prohibit these evils within their state lines. When 
the States do seek to prohibit immoralities of this kind, this 
legislation but comes to their aid and does not transcend the 
constitutional powers of Congress. 

Now, I would invite the attention of the House to another 
decision upon the point that Congress, in the exercise of its 
regulatory power, can in some instances prohibit interstate 
commerce. I will read from the Addyston Pipe case, reported 
in 175 United States, and I read commencing on page 226. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed until he concludes his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RUSSELL] may proceed until he has concluded his remarks. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I am very much gratified at 
this courtesy extended to me by the House, and I assure you 
that I shall not abuse it. When my time expired a moment ago, 
I was endeavoring to call attention to the Addyston Pipe case. 
That case affirmed the opinion of Circuit Judge Taft. Reading 
from the opinion in that case, I invite the attention of the House 
to the following language: 


ngress to 
sta ts protection from acts of interference by 
state 1 tion or by means of re; tions made under the authority 


of the te by some political subdivision thereof, inclu 

0 common elevator, „ and water com- 
panies, for reasons stated to be to such carriers and com- 
panies, but that it does not include the . power to interfere with 
or prohibit vate contracts between citizens, even though such con- 
tracts have interstate commerce for their object, and result in a direct 
and substantial obstruction to or regulation of that commerce. 


Now, then, I have read that much from the opinion for the 
purpose of showing that the question I am endeavoring to dis- 
cuss was fairly presented by the facts of that case. Here was 
an instance of the passage by Congress of a law attempting to 
prohibit the making of certain private contracts between citi- 
zens which affected interstate commerce. The question pre- 
sented was, Has Congress under this regulatory power the right 
to levy such a prohibition against the making of such private 
contracts? 

The court proceeds to say: 

This argument is founded upon the assertion that the reason for vest- 
ing in Congress the power to te commerce was to insure uni- 
formity of regulation against eti and discriminating state le; 
lation, and the further assertion that Constitution guarantees lib- 
8 of private contract to the citizen at least upon commercial subjects, 

to that extent the guaranty operates as a tation on the power 
of Congress to regulate commerce. 


The court further says: k 
The — which may = 3 — — = 5 
to repose the power to regu interstate commer n Congress do 
not, however, affect or limit the extent of the power itself. 
* * * * s * 
Under this grant ot 9 to Congress that nate in our judgment, 
0 0 


may enact su legislation as shall declare void an 
ance of any contract between individuals or corporations w. =e the 


ding also con- 


any substantial extent interstate commerce. (And when 
we speak of interstate we also include in our mea ign com- 
merce.) We do not assent to the correctness of the p: ition that 
the constitutional guaranty of liberty to the individual to enter into 
rivate contracts limits the power of Congress and prevents it from 
fegislating upon the subject of contracts of the class mentioned. 


The court in this Addyston Pipe case adhered to the doc- 
trine laid down in the Rahrer case, that in the exercise of the 
power to regulate commerce between the States Congress may, 
when, in its judgment, the common interests of all the States 
require it, lay an embargo against certain kinds of commerce. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
I am very much interested in the very able discussion of this 
important question which the gentleman has given. My under- 
standing is that the courts so far have held that Congress can 
prohibit the transportation of commodities in interstate com- 
merce only when there is some inherent quality in the com- 
modity which makes it dangerous to health or morals to allow 
it to be transported. Now, the question is: The bill we have 
before us provides that it shall be a crime for one to assist 
a woman to go from one State to another for the purpose of 
prostitution. The woman may be absolutely innocent at the 
time she receives the assistance. The question is upon the 
subjective purpose she might have, innocent though she may 
be. Is that sufficient to justify Congress in excluding her from 
the right of interstate transportation? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The illustration stated by the gentleman 
presents a case which would not be a violation of the law should 
this bill be passed by Congress, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. She would not violate the law? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; not in the case cited by the gentleman, 
This bill does not prevent the giving of transportation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. For any purpose? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, no; not for any purpose. It would be 
a violation to furnish the transportation for the purpose of 
prostitution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So that the subjective purpose of the 
bill would be that, if the female undertook to go to another 
State, and at the end of her journey enters a house of ill fame, 
you make her a criminal, although she has never engaged in 
the practice before. ; 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman misunderstands this bill. We 
do not attempt to punish the woman in any event. The penal- 
ties in this bill are leveled at the person who furnishes inter- 
state transportation to a woman or girl for the purpose of 
having her go to another State and there engage in prostitu- 
tion or debauchery. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That seems to be the point of the case 
in my mind. If it was the case of a commodity subject to in- 
terstate commerce that carried some inherent quality that 
would make it dangerous to health or morals to transport it, 
why, I have no question about the power of Congress to pro- 
hibit it; but where it relates to the citizen who is to be pro- 
hibited, there is a serious problem there as to whether it can be 
put on the same basis as commodities. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Supreme Court has held that the regu- 
lation of commerce granted to Congress included the right to 
regulate the transportation of both persons and property. But 
I will say to the gentleman that the extreme case which he has 
suggested could never arise from an enforcement of this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman this: Does 
the gentleman contend that Congress has the arbitrary power 
under the commerce clause to prohibit the transportation of 
commodities from one State to another? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman has asked a question not 
involved here. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I know that it is a great question. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state, however, that one of the Sena- 
tors from Indiana in the discussion of the child-labor law—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I read his speech. 

Mr. RUSSELL (continuing). Said that we have the power 
under the commerce clause to prohibit all commerce, and he 
illustrated his statement by saying that, if Congress saw fit, it 
could prohibit the transportation of milk from State to State 
because it was milked by a red-haired girl. There is no neces- 
sity of going that far. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Supreme Court under the com- 
modities clause expressly refused to decide that proposition, and 
saved it for the future. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then I will imitate that illustrious example 
and not decide it right here. Now, the other case that I wanted 
to invite attention to, and which is as conclusive as a case from 
the reports can be of the proposition involved here, is the 
Popper case. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the case of the 
United States v. Popper, reported in 98 Federal Reporter, at 
page 423. That case involved the constitutionality of the act 
of February 28, 1897. By that act Congress prohibited the 
carrying of obscene literature and articles designed for in- 
decent or immoral use from one State to another. The defend- 
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ant in the Popper case assailed that law upon the ground that 
in enacting that legislation Congress was not exercising a valid 
power, but that the act in question was within the police powers 
of the States. Popper took the exact ground taken by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON], that when we en- 
acted the law contained in the act of February 28, 1897, pro- 
hibiting the transportation in interstate commerce of obscene 
literature and of articles designed for indecent and immoral 
use we were inyading the police powers of the State. Popper 
contended, as does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON], that we were destroying state rights, that we were 
breaking down state autonomy, and that all those evils would 
follow that have been conjured up in the “visions of the 
minority.” Now, let us see what the court said about that con- 
tention. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I say to the gentleman, 
ae is not a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 

tates, 

Mr. RUSSELL. I so stated. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
I did not hear him. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I said reported in 98 Federal Cases. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ninety-eighth Federal Reporter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The court said in that opinion: 

Congress is given power by section 8 of Article I of the Constitu- 
tion “to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several 
States and with the Indian tribes.” his is a sovere power, and I 
have no doubt that under it Congress is authorized to forbid, as it has 
done in the provision of the act above quoted, interstate commerce in 
such articles as are named therein. The power to regulate commerce 
includes the power to declare what property or things may be the 
subject of commerce. 

Now, I call attention again to the fact that in all the cases 
in which this regulation of commerce is discussed the courts 
have said that regulation of the transportation of persons rests 
upon the same footing as the transportation of property. I 
read further from the opinion in the Popper case: 

The provision of the act of February 8, 1897 (29 Stat., 512), making 
it unlawful for any person to deposit with an express company or other 
common carrier, for carriage from one State or Territory to another, 
any article or thing designed or intended for the prevention of con- 
ception is not unconstitutional, on the groud that ft is a police regit: 
lation and, as such, a matter over which the States have exclnsive 
jurisdiction, but is within the constitutional powers of Congress to 
regulate interstate commerce. 

In this case the question was clearly presented so far as an 
article or piece of property was concerned in construing the 
clause to regulate interstate commerce. The question was, 
Did Congress have the power to prohibit it in any instance? 
The court, in the case I have just cited, held that the prohibi- 
tion in that character of case was perfectly lawful and consti- 
tutional. Why, Mr. Speaker, this bill does not attempt to pro- 
hibit the transportation of women between the States; it does 
not try to prohibit the transportation of women of ill repute be- 
tween the States; but it does say that no citizen of these States 
shall be permitted, without incurring penalties—if this bill be- 
comes a law—to buy a ticket or to assist in the transportation 
of a woman or girl from one State to another when his purpose 
in having her make the journey is to have her engage in pros- 
titution, debauchery, or some other immoral practice. That is 
all this bill attempts to do. How, in the name of common 
sense, does that invade any of the reserved rights of the States, 
or any of the police powers of the States? I ask again the 
question, Is there a State in this Union that could pass this leg- 
islation? In the Lottery cases the Supreme Court said that 
that was the test—could the States pass such legislation? Is 
there a State that could enact legislation like this? To ask the 
question is to get the negative answer. Then the only juris- 
diction that can enact it is this jurisdiction here, the Congress 
of the United States, and it is clearly within the power granted 
by the Constitution to Congress to regulate commerce among the 
States. 

Gentlemen when they reach the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Lottery case always say: “ Oh, well, that settles 
the question, if it is good law; but I do not believe they will 
ever adhere to it any more.” Well, they have adhered to it. 
The Supreme Court adhered to it in the Northern Securities 
case, or to the reasoning of it, and until that august tribunal 
which pronounced the lottery decision shall have overruled it 
I shall consider it to be good law. 

Now let us see what the Lottery case decides. The decision 
is well considered, extensive, deliberate, and discusses every 
phase of the question involved here. 

The question before the court was the constitutionality of 
the act of March 2, 1895, entitled: 

An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and 


interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the jurisdiction 
and laws of the United States. 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon; 


This act was assailed, just as this bill has been attacked, 
upon the grounds that it was unconstitutional, because it -was 
an invasion and an interference with the police powers and 
reserved rights of the States. In the opinion the court says: 

The appellant insists that the carrying of lottery tickets from one 


State to another by an express company engaged in carrying 2 
from State to State, although such tickets may be contained in a box 
or package, does not constitute, and can not by an act of Congress be 
legally made to constitute, commerce among the States.. The 
Government insists that express companies when engaged, for hire, 
in the business of transportation from one State to another, are in- 
strumentalities of commerce among the States; that the carrying of 
lottery tickets from one State to another is commerce which Congress 
may regulate; and that.as a means of executing the power to regulate 
interstate commerce Congress may make it an offense against the 
8 States to cause lottery tickets to be carried from one State to 
another. 

Again, in stating what was the question at issue the court 
says: 

But it is said that the statute in question does not regulate the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets from State to State, but by punishing those who 
cause them to be so carried Con in effect, prohibits such carrying; 
that in respect of the carrying from one State to another of articles or 
things that are, in fact, or according to usage in business, the subjects 
of commerce, the authority given to Congress is not to prohibit, but 
only to regulate. 

These extracts from the opinion of the court stating the ques- 
tions involved in that decision show that the Lottery case is 
directly in point in this discussion. The only possibie difference 
is that in the Lottery case the court was considering a statute 
which prohibited the carrying of things in interstate commerce 
while this bill prohibits the transportation of women or girls 
with a view to their debauchery or for the purpose of having 
them engage in prostitution. In this connection let me remind 
the House again that the United States Supreme Court has set- 
tled it beyond debate that the interstate transportation of per- 
sons and the interstate transportation of things rests upon the 
same power of Congress; that the power of Congress to regulate 
each of them is identical both as to its source and its extent. It 
follows, therefore, that if Congress can prohibit the interstate 
transportation of things because the common interests require it, 
Congress may also prohibit the interstate transportation of 
women and girls for immoral purposes if, in the judgment of 
Congress, the common interests require it. The court sustained 
the constitutionality of the statute in the Lottery case and up- 
held the right of Congress to prohibit in that case. In that 
opinion the court says: 

We have said that the carrying from State to State of lottery tickets 
constitutes interstate commerce, and that the regulation of such com- 
merce is within the power of Congress under the Constitution. Are 
we prepared to say that a provision which is, in effect, a prohibition of 
the carriage of such articles from State to State is not a fit or appro- 

riate mode for the regulation of that particular kind of commerce? 
f lottery traffic, carried on through interstate commerce, is a matter 
of which Congress may take cognizance and over which its power may 
be exerted, can it be possible that it must tolerate the traffic, and 
simply regulate the manner in which it may be carried on? Or may 
not K for the protection of the people of all the States, ard 
under the power to regulate interstate commerce, devise such means, 
within the scope of the Constitution, and not prohibited by it, as will 
drive that traffic out of commerce among the States? 


I pause here long enough to ask that if the right to regulate 
the interstate transportation of things and of persons has the 
same source and the same extent, and if Congress, under that 
power, can legally drive the lottery traffic out of commerce 
among the States, why have we not the power to drive out of 
commerce among the States the traffic in white women and girls 
for immoral purposes? But the opinion proceeds: 

If a State, when considering legislation for the suppression of lot- 
teries within its own limits, may properly take into view the evils that 
inhere in the raising of money in that mode, why may not Congress, 
invested with the power to regulate commerce among the several 
States, provide that such commerce shall not be polluted by the carry- 
ing of lottery tickets from one State to another? 

Let me transpose this language and apply it to the bill now 
before the House. If a State, when considering legislation for 
the suppression of prostitution within its own limits, may 
properly take into view the evils that inhere in that degrading 
vice, why may not Congress, invested with the power to regu- 
late commerce among the several States, provide that such com- 
merce shall not be polluted by allowing the white slaver to 
transport women and girls from one State to another for the 
purpose of prostitution and debauchery? 

The court says further in this connection: 

In this connection it must not be forgotten that the power of Con- 
press to ps ge commerce among the States is plenary, is complete in 
tself, and subject to no limitations except such as may be found in 
the Constitution. What provision in that instrument can be regarded 
as limiting the exercise of the power granted? What clause can be 
cited which, in any degree, countenances the su 


of right, carry or cause to be carried from one 
which will harm the public morals? 


These inguiries of the court in the Lottery case fit the bill 
now before the House. Under what clause of our Constitution 
can a vile procurer claim the right to carry from State to State 


tion that one may, 
tate to another that 
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his pitiful victims in order that he may compel them, for his 
profit, to engage in acts of prostitution and debauchery? 

The court then turns attention to the complaint that the act 
for the suppression of lotteries was an invasion of the reserved 
rights of the States with this language: 

If it be said that the act of 1895 is inconsistent with the tenth 


ame role pees. S Eaa TERESA TS ely, or to the people the 
powers not delegat to the United tes, answer is that the 
late commerce among the States has been expressly dele- 
that act, does not assume to interfere with 
traffic or commerce in lott tickets carried on exclusively within the 
limits of snr State, but has view oug commerce of that kind among 
the several States. It has not assumed to interfere with the completely 
internal affairs of any State, and kas legislated only in res of a 
matter which concerns the people of the United States. As a State 
may, for the purpose of guarding the morals of its own people, forbid 
all sales of lottery tickets within its limits, so Congress, for pur- 
pose of guarding the poopie of the United States against the “ wide- 
spread pestilence of lotteries” and to protect the commerce which 
concerns all the States, may no the carrying of 1 tickets 
from one State to another. In legislating upon the su of the 
traffic in lottery tickets, as carried on through intersta’ 
Congress only supplemented the action of those 2 ali 
of them—which, for the protection of the public morals, prohibit the 
drawing of lotteries, as well as the sale or circulation of lottery tickets, 
within their respective limits. 


How well does this language from the opinion of the court 
apply to this bill. Let me transpose the words of the judge 
again: As a State may, for the purpose of guarding the morals 
of its own people, forbid all acts of immorality within its 
limits, so Congress, for the purpose of guarding the people of 
the United States against the widespread pestilence of prosti- 
tution and to protect the commerce which concerns the people 
of all the States, may prohibit the carrying of women and girls 
from one State to another for the purpose of placing them in 
houses of ill fame. If the logic of the judge who delivered the 
opinion in the lottery case is correct, and if the power to regu- 
late the transportation of persons is the same as the power to 
regulate the transportation of things, then how can our power 
to pass this bill be denied? 

I will not read further from that case. The whole opinion 
bristles with arguments in favor of the proposition that Con- 
gress in that instance has the right to regulate commerce by 
prohibiting it. 

Mr. WEBB. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WEBB. Does the gentleman think that Congress has 
the power to make a woman guilty of a crime who leayes one 
State and goes into another for the purpose of engaging in 
prostitution? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will say to the gentleman, as I have all 
along, that I am endeavoring in this discussion to confine my 

ents to the case made by this law. On some other oc- 
casion, if opportunity should present itself, I would not mind 
giving my views on the proposition suggested by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, but it is not involved here. 

Mr. WEBB. The gentleman is on the committee, and I am 
sure is doing his best to break up prostitution; but your bill 
does not make the woman guilty of a crime who goes from one 
State to another to engage in prostitution. It seems to me, if 
you are so anxious to break it up, you ought to make her come 
under the condemnation of the law as well. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman can offer an amendment to 
that effect if he sees fit. 

Mr. WEBB. ‘That is not my duty. You gentlemen have 
digested the subject well, and I thought the gentleman would 
not mind answering my question and saying whether or not 
Congress has the power to pass such a law; and if so, why you 
have not sought to do it in this bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I am willing, so far as the 
House and the country is concerned, that my purpose in advo- 
eating this bill shall be judged of by the effort I have made 
this afternoon. 

Mr. WEBB. And it is a good one, but I want to assist the 
gentleman, if I can, if you can do it legally. If you can not 
prevent a woman going from one State to another for the 
purpose of engaging in prostitution, how can you make it a 
erime for one to assist her in going from one State to another 
for that purpose? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we can do it under the 
authority of the opinions I have read, in the Lottery case and 
other cases to which I have referred and from which I have 
read. I think they thoroughly settle the proposition. 

Mr. WEBB. But they all apply to chattels, something that 
has no volition in the transaction at all. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If the gentleman had been here he would 
have ‘heard me read a line of decisions that is absolutely un- 
broken, that in the regulation of the transportation of persons 
Congress has the same power that it has in regulating the 
transportation of property. That is no longer an open question. 


te commerce, 


Mr. WEBB. Then the gentleman can answer my first ques- 
tion. Can we prohibit a woman going from one State to an- 
other for the purpose of engaging in prostitution? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, in order to settle the gentle- 
man’s mind, I will state that I think we can. 

Mr. WEBB. Then I wish the gentleman would tell us why 
the committee did not put that in the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I decline to be interrupted 
further by the gentleman to inquire why the committee did not 
do this or that or the other, 

Mr. WEBB. Oh; I am not criticising the committee. I hope 
the gentleman will not infer that. The committee has done its 
full duty, and the gentleman himself has done his full duty, 
and I want to assist him if I may. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If the gentleman will offer that as an 
amendment, possibly it may meet with the favor of the House. 

Mr. WEBB. I would not offer it, because I do not believe it 
to be constitutional, though I am in sympathy with the objects 
of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If I understand the gentleman, and the 
majority of the committee correctly, this is not an effort to 
prevent prostitution, but to purify commerce. Now, following 
the question of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WEBB], 
I ask the gentleman if it would be competent for Congress to 
pass a law to prohibit a man from buying a ticket for himself 
to go across a state line on an interstate train to a more con- 
venient place for him to indulge in prostitution? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, that is a question I do not 
think is involved in this bill, and I do not believe it is neces- 
sary to take up the time of the House in debating it. I shall 
confine myself to the question now before the House, and I 
— 8 5 to be diverted at all from the propositions involved in 

ill. 

I am not going to be switched off in this discussion by in- 
quiries of that sort just made, especially as they come from 
gentlemen who eyidently are unfriendly to this legislation. I 
have no quarrel to pick with anybody who is opposed to this 
bill. He has his right to his views. I do not fall out with him 
about it. I think it is a piece of salutary legislation, and I 
expect to support it for the reasons I have given. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. But the gentleman is going to stick 
to his text? 

Mr. RUSSELL. And, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Indiana, I am going to stick to my text. 

Mr. Speaker, I invite the attention of the House, before 
leaving this legal phase of the question, to the following in- 
stances where, under the exercise of the regulatory power, we 
have prohibited commerce between the States, In the first 
place, the act of May 24, 1884, prohibited the transportation in 
interstate commerce of any live stock affected with any con- 
tagious, infectious, or communicable disease, and that act was 
held to be constitutional in the case of Reid v. Colorado (137 
U. S., 127). 

The antitrust act of 1890 is based on the power of Congress 
to regulate commerce, and that act prohibited the making of 
certain contracts and declared them to be illegal. That anti- 
trust act has been upheld in a number of cases as being a 
constitutional exercise by Congress of the regulatory power, 
and notably in the case of the United States v. Joint Trafic 
Association, reported in One hundred and seventy-first United 
States, 105. The act of March 31, 1890, prohibits the transpor- 
tation in any vessel or vehicle in interstate commerce of explo- 
sive materials. Now, no one questions the constitutionality of 
that act. The act of July 1, 1902, prohibits the introduction 
from State to State of dairy products which have been falsely 
branded or labeled. Is there anybody here trying to overthrow 
that act? The pure-food law, that met with such a valiant de- 
fense from the gentleman from Alabama, was based on the 
power of Congress to regulate commerce among the several 
States. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman if he 
did not sign a minority report against it? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Because I did not think the same features 
were involved in that bill as are involved in this one, but cer- 
tainly the gentleman from Alabama is not in a position to 
attack this bill. The act of February 21, 1905, prohibits the 
transportation in interstate commerce of gold and silver goods 
with the words “ United States assay” on them. Nobody here 
is trying to overturn that law. The act of March 3, 1905, pro- 
hibits the transportation in interstate commerce of certain 
insects that were supposed to help distribute the boll weevil. 
Nobody is here trying to overturn that law. I might go ahead 
and mention numbers of instances where the regulatory power 
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of Congress as contained in the Constitution has been invoked 
for prohibiting the transportation from place to place of certain 
articles, and the courts have well settled the org pve that 
the power of Congress to regulate the transportation of persons 
differs in no particular or degree from its power to regulate the 
‘transportation of property or things. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all I desire to say as to the 
legal aspect of this legislation. In doing this I have done but 
little more than express to the House the line of reasoning 
along which my mind has traveled in reaching the conclusion 
that I ought to give this bill my hearty support. It is designed 
to destroy the revolting situation which has grown up in the 
last few years through the importation and interstate trans- 
portation of women and girls for immoral purposes. 

No adequate idea of the extent or the horrors of this traffic 
in white women can be formed without an investigation of the 
report made by the Immigration Commission, a portion of 
which is contained in Senate Document 196. Some of the lead- 
ing magazines of the country have giyen the subject attention, 
but none of them could go into it as fully as the document to 
which I have referred. Some time last summer I read a copy 
of the magazine published by that remarkable citizen of the 
State of Georgia, Hon. Thomas Watson. In that book he 
attacked with his usual force and vigor the white-slave traffic. 
It will be instructive to read to the House some of the state- 
ments which Mr. Watson makes. He says in one place in the 


article I have referred to: 

So eeks OS ee agre ee 
arate 5 — Tifton, 8 Tetter which he ataie that he ha 
white wife whom he had bought out of a group of twenty-five that 
were offered for sale in Chi ana poniu she was the third white 
“wife” that he had pur Upon making ag og # of prominent 
men in Chi I was told that there was reason to believe that the 
negro had told the truth. 

It is a mistake to think that the importation of women from 
foreign countries for immoral purposes constitutes the larger 
part of the evils attending the white-slave traffic. The extent 
of the horrors of the infamous business—and it has grown to bea 
business—is more than four times as great among American- 
born girls as among foreign women, according to a statement 
made by Mrs. Ophelia Amigh, superintendent of the Illinois 
Training School for Girls. She writes: 

The disgraceful facts are these: 

“Some 65,000 daughters of American homes and 15,000 alien girls 
are the prey each year of procurers in this traffic, to au- 


thoritative estimates. Even marriage is used as one of the diabolical 
methods of 1 girlhood and young womanhood and breaking 


them in to a life of shame. 
in a thousand ways; trapped, wing- 


“They are hunted, 1 
ee sold—sold for less n hogs !—and held in white — worse 


than 

Think of it, Mr Speaker; think of it, gentlemen of this House 
of Representatives of the American people, 65,000 daughters of 
American homes each year conscripted into the great army of 
prostitutes. Think of the tears and the woe and the shame 
and the poverty and the disease caused by this infamous band 
of pimps and procurers, who are preying each year upon Ameri- 
can womanhood and girlhood. 

Mrs. Amigh makes the following statement: 

Almost at the t Ti I received Ly 
which I have kept ony my. de — e to my energies and E 
watchfulness alo: e of checkmating the work the white 
5 It is very brief and terse—but what a story it tells! 

a copy of it—with the substitution of a fictitious name: 

“Ellen Holmes has, been sold for 850 to Madame Blank's house at 
Armour avenue.’ 

The statement was o AAA the man who sold her and the woman 
3 ee were both sent to the state penitentiary as a penalty 


K Amigh says that she has investigated this statement, 
and that she found it to be literally true. She says that she 
ascertained the name of the brute who sold this poor girl into 
white slavery and the name of the heartless woman who bought 
her. Now, then, why not make an effort, an honest, faithful 
effort to put an end to the nefarious acts of men like that. 
Why not say to them through this bill that if you attempt to 
send the girls of this country from one point in a State to an- 
other point in another States for the purpose of having them 
engage in prostitution that we will empower the federal au- 
re to take you in charge and put you in the penitentiary 

r it. 

Mr. Watson, in the article from which I have just read, says 
further: 


Here 


3 mar- 
es; trustful city girls, ice-cream parlors an and unsuspect- 
Fee eat or drink that which has reins ‘ fixed ” for their ruin; foreign 
girls, who land in this country and ese themselves among the ravening 
wolves that are ever on the prowl; these are typical victims of the 
white slaver. Once decoyed into the house of prostitution, there is no 
escape. 


In those dens of horror they are seld to all men who can 1 
price men = 3 dean, or unclean, ogy Boe and a diseased, 
or often Hope youth fades, stren; matte cocaine and 
whisky fold sy Bes a and innocent girl in thelr ‘igntening r 
and the poor, hideous hag, no Fie py ge r fit for the business, 
shoved into outer darkness and lace filled with another gnc 
victim, and another and another! 


Hon. Edwin W. Sims, United States district attorney in Chi- 
cago, has devoted much time to the investigation of this subject 
and has performed a service to his country and to humanity 
for which he deserves great credit. In writing the details of a 
typical case of white slavery, he says: 


‘ance of 
Her 


her eouli expect $0 aet in bos earn was the 5 life w — 
free America. Her Jar. would be luxurious, 
she would be the constant recipient of gifts of ity clothing from her 
and even the hardest work she would be called upon to do 
would be in 15 a 8 and an excitement. 
On arriving in she was taken to the house of ill fame to 
= an * Bela sold by the There this child of 14 
8 “broken in to the hideous life of 
depravity. ‘or 7 she had been . ped. The white-slaver who 
d her was able to drive a most e bargain, for she was rated 
as uncommonly attractive. In fa avy made her life of shame a per- 
petual source of income, and when—not lo “ee was captured 
and indicted for the importation of tae girls, this girl was used as 
the agency of providing with $2, r his defense. 
But let us look for a moment at 2 — — Di facts of this chuld's 
daily routine of life and see if such an ex ustifi 
the term “ slavery.” After she 
the brutal passi 


—— 


Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the House no longer in edian in 
its hearing the soul-harrowing horrors of this white-slave 
traffic. The House has been very kind to me in giving me unani- 
mous consent to occupy such time as I desired to conclude my 
remarks. If Members desire more information on the facts of 
the matter they can get them in the report of the Commission 
on Immigration. The traffic became so extensive that it ex- 
cited the attention of the Christian nations of the world, and 
Germany, Great Britain, Switzerland, France, Russia, and the 
United States and other great nations have entered into an 
agreement to stamp it out, the agreement which has figured 
somewhat in this discussion. Officers of the law report that in 
raiding the den of one of these vile procurers they captured his 
books, which showed that he made in one year from this nefari- 
ous traffic more than $102,000, and that he realized from the 
slavery of one poor girl in that den of infamy in one month 
more than $700. It shocks the moral sense to read it. Let me 
tell you, gentlemen, no nation -can rise higher than the estimate 
which it places upon the virtue and purity of its womanhood. 
[Applause.] More than forty years ago this country was 
drenched in fraternal blood and offered up the lives of nearly a 
million of the very pick and flower of its citizenship in the 
struggle to abolish the slavery of the black man. In God's 
name, can we do less now than pass this bill, which will be a 
step toward abolishing the slavery of white women? ‘This 
bill is a tribute to every pure and good woman in this land. 

I have great respect for the men who have opposed this legis- 
lation. I know that they stand for good morals and that their 
opposition is placed upon what they sincerely believe to be 
constitutional ebjections. But suppose you could marshal here 
the people who favor this bill and the people who are opposed 
to it. Upon the one hand you would find every pure mother, 
every pure woman in the land. Upon that side you would find 
every organization of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, every organization of the King's Daughters, every priest 
and minister of the Living God. Upon that side you would find 
men who reverence womanhood and who set a priceless value 
upon female purity. 

Upon the other side you would find all the whoremongers and 
the pimps and the procurers and the keepers of ‘bawdy houses. 
Upon that other side you would find all those who hate God 
and scoff at innocence and laugh at female virtue. Mr. Speaker, 
I again thank the House for its courtesy, and I believe the 
House will honor itself by passing this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the views of the minority may be printed in the RECORD, 


822 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that the views of the minority may be 
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The views of the minority are as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 
[To accompany H. R. 12315.] 


The members of the minority, whose names are hereto subscribed, do 
not agree with the views of the majority on H. R. 12315, “To regu- 
late and 3 the transportation in interstate commerce of allen 
women and girls for immora 13 and for other purposes.“ 

The real correct analysis of th bill is that it proposes to turn over 
to the jurisdiction of nr py under the pretense and guise of regu- 
lating commerce among the States, the authori to exercise police 

wer that is inherent to, and remains with, the States. It is an at- 

mpt to exercise police authority by the General Government over 
those things subject only to the police authority of the States. The 

lice powers of the States of the Union are nothing more or less than 

he powers of government inherent in every State within its limits. 

It is the power to govern men and things and certainly to provide for 
the health and morals of the people, and make laws for the punish- 
ment of crimes within its jurisdiction. Congress has no police power 
except in.the District of Columbia and the Territories. If Congress 
has the power to do what this bill proposes, then “the door is open 
he assumption by the National Government of an t un- 
limited body of legislation which has heretofore been recognized as par- 
ticularly within the jurisdiction of the States.” (Gibbons v. Ogden, 
9 Wheat.: Passenger cases, 7 How., 283; United States v. De Witt, 
9 Wall. ; Slaughterhouse case, 16 Wall.; and King v. American Transfer 
Company, 14 Fed., 512.) 

In the case of Barbier v. Conally (113 U. S., 27-31) the court says: 

“The power of the State to impose restraint and burdens upon per- 
sons and property in conservation and promotion of the public health, 

order, and prosperity is a power originally and always belonging 
o the States; not surrendered by them to the General Government nor 
directly restrained by the Constitution of the United States, and essen- 
a exclusive.” 

The report of the majority does not controvert the authority of the 
State under its inherent police wer to prohibit vice and promote 
morality; to pass necessary laws for the protection of its citizens with 
reference thereto. If such power is inherent in and begun with the 
life of the State, was never delegated to the Federal Government, and 
still remains with the State, and is “ essentially exclusive,” where, then, 
can Congress find authority in the Constitution, directly or indirectly, 
to legislate on the question of vice and morals, as to interfere, restrain, 
or prescribe penalties relative to the practice of vice or immorality 
among or between citizens of the States. We contend that whenever 
the Federal Government assumes to exercise police power within the 
confines of a State on s7 subject exclusively within the jurisdiction 
of a State it invades the right of the State. 

In License cases (5 How., 621), in discussing the police power of the 
States, the court say: 

Where can such a power be safer lod; than with those public bodies 
or States, who are themselyes to be the atest sufferers in interest 
and character by an improper use of it. be States stand properly on 
their reserved rights within their own powers and sovereignty to judge 
of the e ency and wisdom of their own laws, and while they take 
care not to violate clearly any porttan of the Constitution or statute of 
the General Government, our duty to that Constitution and law and 
our respect for State rights must require us not to interfere.” 

If the walls protecting the police powers of the States in their mul- 
titudinous character from their very nature, and which really lie at 
the foundation of social existence of the citizens of the States, are 
broken down, then ultimately the control of all matters of internal 
police will devolve on Congress. 

In the Trade-Mark cases (100 U. S., 96) the court say: 

“When, therefore, Congress undertakes to enact a Jaw which can 
only be valid as a regulation of commerce, it is reasonable to e t to 
find on the face of the law or from its essential nature that it is a 
regulation of commerce with foreign nations or among the States or 
with the Indian tribes.” 

It is chiefly and peculiarly by just such legislation as this bill pro- 
poses, under the plea of the reform of vice and morals, that Congress 
can establish a dangerous precedent that will gradually change our 
wise and successful federal system to a consolidated government. 


IMMIGRATION LAWS. 
The subject-matter of this bill is not new in congressional legislation. 


The first legislation of the Congress on the importation of women to 
our country for immoral purposes is found in the act of Con March 
3, 1875. m that date to the present many valuable changes and 


additions have been made by Congress strengthening our immigration 
laws and increasing their efficiency in 3 from our ports the 
objectionable class of alien women or girls, and for the deportation of 
those admitted to our ports contrary to law, and the punishment of 
all persons who aided or assisted in their unlawful entry. The effi- 
ciency of our federal statutes appears to have brought results 
within the true limit of federal authority, because the traffic of alien 
women and girls for prostitution or other immoral purposes has prac- 
tically been broken up, or certainly greatly decreased, ani l, in a 
Yew years, totally disappear if our present immigration statutes are 
faithfully and vigorously enforced. 

Hon. win W. Sims, United States district attorney for the northern 
district of Illinois (Chicago), says, in a letter of February 3, 1909: 

“I think I may safely say that the prosecutions that we have con- 
ducted have resulted in effectually breaking up the traffic in alien girls, 
at least in this district and for the time being.” 

The annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immigration, June 
80, 1907, says: 

“There can be no denying the assertion that apparently and on the 
surface at least there has been In recent years a marked decrease in the 
nefarious business,” etc. 

In his annual report of 1908, the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion commends strongly existing laws, and says: 

“Fortunately the first case brought in the court to test its sco 
earried up to the Supreme Court, and a decision sustaining the 
ment’s contention of the broadest possible kind has been 
United States v. John Bitty, 208 U. S., 5 

This has all been accomplished under our immigration laws bearing 
on the suppression of the evil complained of. Our Supreme Court has 


was 
vern- 
down.” 
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wisely, in view of the 5 of morals and the suppression of vice, 
given a construction of the broadest possible kind to these statutes. 

The true remedy within federal authority is found in the present 
immigration statutes. 


THE JURISDICTION OF CONGRESS IN THE IMPORTATION OF WOMEN AND 
GIRLS FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES IS NOT CONTROVERTED. 


This bill is drastic and, in its inevitable results, revolutionary. Its 
rovisions relative to the transportation of alien women and girls in 
‘oreign commerce and their admission to our ports are not controverted. 

Our chief objection to the bill is that, under the exclusive authority 
that the Congress has under the commerce clause of the Constitution to 
regulate, direct, and control commerce among the States and foreign 
nations, that incidentally or otherwise, Congress can not in the exercise 
of police power punish citizens of the States for violating a federal 
statute made under the pretense of regulating morals and suppressing 
evils which in the strictest and most literal sense, along with the health, 
ace, and order, is an affair that belongs to the States; and the 
federal Government never has and never can, under our existing federal 
system, lawfully claim or exercise such power except in the District of 
‘olumbia and the Territories. 

In the Federal Trade-Mark cases (100 U. S., 96), the Supreme Court 
of the United States = 

“While bearing in mind the literal construction that commerce with 
foreign nations means commerce between citizens of the United States 
and citizens and subjects of foreign nations, and commerce among the 
—.— means commerce between the individual citizens of different 

tates.” 

Does this bill in sections 2, 3, and 4, which apply to native women 
and girls and is wholly disconnected with navigation or toruga com- 
merce, regulate commerce between the individual citizens of the diferent 
States? Can anyone claim that any ticket or tickets for transportation 
given to a natiye woman or gil by some citizen for any purpose what- 
za oe commerce between “individual citizens of different 

tates?" 

In the case of Hooper v. California (15 S. Ct, Repts.), Mr. Justice 
White, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“If the power to regulate interstate commerce applied to all the 
incidents to which such commerce might give rise, and to all contracts 
which might be made in the course of its transaction, that power would 
embrace the entire sphere of mercantile activity in any way connected 
with trade between the States and would exclude state control over 
many contracts purely domestic in their nature.“ 

Can it be conceived that the framers of our Constitution, when they 
delegated in behalf of the States to the Federal Government the au- 
thority “ to ate commerce with foreign nations and among the sev- 
eral States and with the Indian tribes,” ever intended that such dele- 
gated powers could be so stretched as to give Congress the authority to 
usurp the internal police powers of a State? 


INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT. 


Section 6 of the bill applies exclusively to allen women and girls 
and is wholly connected with foreign commerce or navigation. his 
section is based on a certain agreement that our Government entered 
into with forei governments to secure information on the white- 
slave traffic. This section says, among other things: 

“ Every person who shall keep, maintain, control, support, or harbor 
in any house or place, for the purpose of prostitution or for any other 
immoral pu any alien woman or girl,” etc. 

Upon the violation of certain stipulations therein shall be guilty of 
a misdemeanor. We contend that this provision in the bill is directly 
in conflict with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in Joseph Keller v. The United States (213 U. S., 138), decided April 


5, 1909. 

The section 6 seeks to clothe the treaty-making power of our Gov- 
ernment with unauthorized legislative 9 The provisions of 
section 6, together with the provisions of sections 2, 3, and 4, are 
fairly subject to the criticism of discrimination or class legislation. 
They peor de different punishments for citizens or persons guilty of the 
same offense. 

Section 6 provides that a citizen or a person in certain dealings with 
an alien woman or girl commits a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000, or by imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

fons 2 and 3: That any citizen or person who has certain deal- 
ings with a native American woman or girl, by aiding or assisting her 
in going from one State to another, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, 
and upon a conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not 8 
$5, „or — imprisonment for not more than five years, or by bot 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Section 4 refers to American girls under 18 years of age, imposing 
s fine of not more than $10,000 and imprisonment for not exceeding 
en years. à 
It certainly is not in harmony with the American idea of justice that 
the federal statute should seize the citizen on account of his dealings 
with an alien woman or girl and punish him with a fine of $2,000 or 
imprisonment of not longer than two years, while a citizen who is con- 
victed under sections 2 and 3 on account of transactions or deal 
with native women or girls, is fined not more than $5,000 and impr! 
onment for a term of not more than five years. 

The bill ignores the admonition given 1 the Supreme Court of the 
bred States when it said in the case of Houston v. Moore (5 Wheat., 


8): 
l Nor ought any power to be sought, much less to be adjudged, in 
favor of the United States unless it be clearly within the reach of its 


limits of the States and to 
statute regulating same. 
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C. ADAMSON 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] if it is his purpose to go on longer this afternoon with 
the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the House will run 
much later to-night. How much time do the gentlemen on that 
side in opposition to the bill desire to consume? 

Mr. ADAMSON. My colleague [Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia] 
desires to be heard at some length in opposition to the bill. I 
wish to make only a few remarks—not, however, in defense 
of prostitution of women. We are all opposed to that, but I 
am also opposed to the prostitution of governmental functions 
by interference, under false pretenses, with matters over which 
Congress has nothing to do, but which rest exclusively in the 
power and control of local authorities. The advocates of this 
bill concede that Congress has no power to legislate against 
prostitution per se, and insist that this bill has no such pur- 
pose, claiming, it appears, that they are aiming this legislation 
at abuses in interstate commerce, which they seek to purify. 
The right and duty of regulating the morals of this country 
were wisely reserved to the States, and I am opposed to the 
Federal Government seeking to interfere with the exercise of 
those rights and the discharge of those duties, and I protest 
against any disposition here or elsewhere to misconstrue or mis- 
represent the positions and motives of conscientious Represen- 
tatives who oppose this bill in the interest of good government 
and good morals. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
informed me that probably he would not want a great length 
of time, and I was trying to see whether we could not arrange 
to agree upon time for closing debate on the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not think I would wish 
much time. I took opportunity on former occasions to give 
some views on the subject, and printed somewhat at length 
remarks on which I am willing to risk my opinion and judg- 
ment. However, I desire to be heard in reply to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. MANN. Would an hour on that side be .sufficient? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I desire that my colleague [Mr. BARTLETT 
of Georgia] have full opportunity to speak. Ten or fifteen 
minutes will be sufficient for me. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understand the gentleman 
Aige Texas [Mr. RUssELL] has had unlimited time. I am glad 

did. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I insist that my colleague shall have all 
the time he wishes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not ask for that. 

Mr. MANN. I take it the gentleman would not want to re- 
peat the argument he made. I was going to ask unanimous 
consent that debate on this bill shall continue for two hours 
and that at the end of that time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered upon the bill and amendments, and that 
gentlemen speaking may have the right to offer amendments to 
be voted upon at the end of the debate. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the Chair correctly under- 
stands the gentleman from Illinois, he asks unanimous consent 
that debate upon this bill shall continue for two hours. 

Mr. MANN. One hour to be controlled by those in favor of 
the bill and one hour by those opposed to it; in other words, 
one hour to be controlled by myself and one hour by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I hardly think that would be exactly fair, 
in view of the unlimited time consumed by other speakers. 

Mr. I will say to the gentleman I will yield a part of 
my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON, I think my colleague from Georgia should 
have the same opportunity accorded the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Russert]. I am willing to be limited to fifteen or twenty 
minutes myself. 

Mr. MANN. It is in the House, and there is no trouble to 
give further time if there is reason for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] asks unanimous consent that debate on this bill 
should be limited to two hours, one hour to be controlled by 
himself and one hour by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Apamsony], that during debate gentlemen having the floor may 
offer amendments, and at the end of the two hours the previous 
— shall be considered as ordered upon the bill and amend- 
men 


Mr. MANN. The amendments as offered shall be considered 
as pending, to be voted upon after the debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments to be consid- 
ered as pending, and to be voted upon at the expiration of the 
debate. The Chair assumes this includes the committee amend- 
ments also; the previous question then to be considered as or- 
dered on the bill and all amendments. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire if 
that includes the right to offer amendments and have them 
pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any gentleman having the floor 
to have the right to offer an amendment, which shall be pend- 
ing, and shall be disposed of at the expiration of the two hours, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr, MANN. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman withhold his motion? I have 
a privileged report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the motion. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
1 5 resolution of the following title, when the Speaker signed 

e same: 

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing an investigation 
of the Department of the Interior and its several bureaus, offi- 
cers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry in the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and its officers and employees. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint res- 
olution of the following title: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth 
International Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT ron 
HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his apy’ oval, the following joint reso- 
lutions: 

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution au. orlzing an investigation 
of the Department of the Interior nd its several bureaus, 
officers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry, in the 
Department of Agriculture, and its officers and 9 and 

H. J. Res. 120. Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. 

TRUST-MADE POWDER, t; 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 237. 


1 — ~ . of the Mery, if not incompatible with 
public in inform 

whether or not the Navy T 

has bought or purch any powder made ena 8 by any 
Ara P combination of persons eng: powde in th 

an 


Mr. FOSS. I ask the Clerk to read the report (H. Rept. 258). 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the resolu- 

tion (H. — va A a uesting certain information from — 2 Navy De- 

artment, same under consideration, the resolu- 

ion favorably thout eee and 5 that it it do pass. 101 
S tinge ongress carr 

the ag . (ab tion e appropriation “Ordnance and ord- 


nance stores,” under the Bureau of Ordnance : 
Pie Bet Ee RG RI ge age rg hs Bg e 
an or jon 

8 trade, nor to any co mag ae os m having fee 
facture and supply of gun 
event of extrao 

In view of the above 
resolution do pass. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT GREENSBORO AND CHARLOTTE, N. o. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from New 
York will hold his motion one moment, the Chair desires to 
submit a matter. The bill (S. 5197) to change the times for 
holding the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Greensboro and at Charlotte, in the west- 
ern district of North Carolina, came over from the Senate, and 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wrens] made a proper 
request that if Iie on the Speaker’s table; but by inadvertence 


a rena of the manu- 
mited States, except in the 


. the committee recommend that the 
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the Clerk, not having heard the request, referred it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. If there be no objection, that refer- 
ence will be vacated, the committee will be discharged from the 
consideration of the bill, and it will be again placed on the 
Speaker's table. 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House ĉo now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
52 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Cambridge Harbor, Maryland (H. Doc. No. 560)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and order to be printed, 
with illustrations, 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Sapelo bar and harbor, Georgia (H. Doc. No. 561)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations, 

8. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of A. A. Raley, administrator of estate of Julia Quine, against 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 564)—to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of C. C. Bundy, administrator of estate of Anselm L. Davidson, 
against The United States (H. Doc. No. 563)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
statement of appointments, promotions, or other changes in 
salaries paid from lump sums for the calendar year 1909 (H. 
Doc. No. 565)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for segregation of historical 
matter in the Indian Office (H. Doc. No. 562)—to.the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CLAYTON, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 16342) to amend section 876 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 242), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 18681) granting pensions and increase of 
pension to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and cer- 
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sail- 
ors, accompanied by a report (No. 240), which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 4547, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 291) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs of Edward and William Hold- 
erby, accompanied by a report (No. 241), which said resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COWLES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9447) for the relief of 
J. A. Denny, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 243), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11821) for the 
relief of John H. McBrayer, reported the same without amend- 
ment, acompanied by a report (No. 244), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14729) for the relief of Capt. Evan M. Johnson, U. S. Army, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 245), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18563) for the 
relief of the Bank of Freeburg, of Freeburg, Mo., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 246), 
bees said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2520) for the relief of 
Lee Stover, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 247), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4515) for the relief of William P. 
Alexander, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 248), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

He, also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8790) for the relief of George T. Larkin, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
249), which said bill and report were laid on the table. ; 

Mr. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9152) for the relief of 
Francis B. Jones, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 250), which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10252) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Howe, alias Benjamin Burhas, reported the same 
adyersely, accompanied by a report (No. 251), which said bill 
and report were laid on the table. : 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12812) for the relief of 
Stephen J. Weekes, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 252), which said bill and report were laid on 
the table. N ` 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13239) for the relief of J. M. Burlin- 
game, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 253), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13240) for the relief of Andrew W. 
Swaney, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 254), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13241) for the relief of Edward 
Brassey, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 255), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14212) for the relief of Ole Serumgard, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
256), which said bill and report were laid on the table. - 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17851) for the relief of registers and 
former registers of the United States land offices, reported the 
same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 257), which said 
bill and report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18420) granting an increase of pension to Ruth 
E. Anderson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18423) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Barrett—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18452) granting a pension to Charles C. How- 
ington—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. s 

A bill (H. R. 18476) for the relief of Japtha B. Harrington— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


1910. 


A bill (H. R. 18478) for the relief of Thomas J. Benton 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. ue 

A bill (H. R. 18564) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
mann W. Toepperwein—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16558) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Meyer—Committee on War 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to Jane Henry— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 18681) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GOULDEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 18682) to pro- 
vide for the better security of lives of passengers and crews on 
board vessels of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 18683) to amend the act of 
August 13, 1888, and to fix the jurisdiction of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States in certain cases, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 18684) authorizing the pur- 
chase of the portrait of Commander William B. Cushing—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18685) pro- 
viding for a resurvey of Darien Harbor, Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18686) providing for a survey of the Sa- 
vannah River for 2 miles above the upper city limits of the city 
of Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18687) providing for a survey of the Alta- 
maha River in Georgia with a view of instituting a system of 
levees along the northern bank of said river to prevent over- 
flows in Liberty and McIntosh counties, and to improve the 
navigation of said river—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18688) providing for a survey of the 
Ogeechee and Savannah Canal, in Chatham County, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18689) to amend 
the acts of June 27, 1890; May 9, 1900; and April 19, 1908— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18690) granting pensions to persons who 
served in the army or navy during the civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 18691) au- 
thorizing the creation of a land district in the State of South 
Dakota, to be known as the Le Beau land district—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 18692) em- 
powering the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of the 
Osage tribe of Indians against the United States arising out of 
the civilization fund provided for in the treaty between the 
United States and the Osage tribe, proclaimed January 21, 1867, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 18693) to provide for an 
allowance for horse maintenance for rural free-delivery car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 18694) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as 
amended by an act approved February 5, 1903, and as further 
amended by an act approved June 15, 1906—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. : me 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18695) to 
revive an act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Tug Fork of Big Sandy River, West Virginia—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 18696) to provide a suitable 
memorial to the memory of the North American Indian—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COCKS of New York: A bill (H. R. 18697) regulating 
the pay of mail routes on Long Island, New York, operated by 
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electric or steam power—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18698) to 
abolish the circuit courts of the United States and to confer 
upon the district courts the jurisdiction now vested in the 
circuit courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 18699) changing the name 
of Sixteenth street NW. to Avenue of the Presidents—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18700) to prevent the dumping 
of refuse material in Lake Michigan at or near Chicago—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 18701) for the completion of 
Eastchester Creek, New York, improvement—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18702) for the completion of Echo Bay 
Harbor, New York, improvement—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18703) for the completion of Port Chester 
Harbor, New York, improvement—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18704) for the completion of Tarrytown 
Harbor, New York, improyement—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 18705) providing for the 
equalization of Creek allotments—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 18706) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Marshall, in the 
State of Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 291) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 4547—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution (H. Res. 292) to provide for 
election of House members of joint committee—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


-States—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 


dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representaives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. FOSS: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, con- 
cerning improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 18707) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa O. Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 18708) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Beistle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18709) granting an increase of pension to 
William Poorman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18710) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Mesnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 18711) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Faulhaber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18712) granting a pension to Sarah O. 
McAdam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18713) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren W. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18714) to amend the military record of 
Thomas MecClure—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18715) for the relief of Rear-Admiral 
H. L. Howison, U. S. Navy, retired—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 18716) for the relief of 
Charles I. Dague—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 18717) for the relief of G. A. 
Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18718) for the relief of John M. Daley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18719) granting a pension to Margaret 
Jane Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18720) granting a pension to William M, 
Freels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18721) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton H. Hollingsworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18722) grant- 
ne a pension to Douglas M. Weems—to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 18723) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert W. Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18724) granting an increase of pension to 
George Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18725) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 18726) for the relief of heirs 
or estate of William Rupley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18727) grant- 
ing a pension to James Bond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18728) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18729) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William L. Howard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 18780) granting a pension 
to Mary Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 18731) granting an increase of 
pension to L. E. Simsabaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18732) for the relief of the estate of T. W. 
Ballou—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18733) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Weaver—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18734) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Bendure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 18735) for the relief of 
William E. Seward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18736) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas Macy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18737) granting an increase of pension to 
Obed K. Phelps—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18738) granting an increase of pension to 
John T, Seely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18789) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dinwiddie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18740) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Clingan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18741) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Crooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18742) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter E. Hautch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18743) granting a pension to John Pear- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18744) granting a pension to Lucy Jane 
Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18745) granting a pension to Wilson 
Bunch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 18746) granting a pension 
to Eugene P. Twiford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18747) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene L. Burch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18748) granting relief to Daniel 
K. Ponder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18749) granting a pension to Emma B, 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 18750) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James P. Collins—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18751) to correct the military record of 
James McGhee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18752) granting a pension to Ora Sherrill 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18753) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Haynes Kilby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 18754) granting a pension 
to Alfred F. Stier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 18755) granting a pension to 
John Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18756) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Regan and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 18757) to amend the military 
record of Thomas M. Elliott—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18758) granting an increase of pension to 
Azubath Srofe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 18759) for the relief of 
sey Sarah Quick, deceased—to the Committee on War 

a 

By Mr. ELVINS: A bill (H. R. 18760) for the relief of Alex- 
ander A. De Guire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 18761) granting relief to the 
8 of Patrick H. Handley—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 18762) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Frank Kells—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R, 18763) to reim- 
burse the trustees of the Presbyterian Church at McDowell, 
State of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOELKER: A bill (H. R. 18764) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Annie Freeman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 18765) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles I. Krickbaum—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18766) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Stid—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 18767) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah E. Vancise—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18768) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18769) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18770) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the records of the War 
Department against Andrew J. Vannatter—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: A bill (H. R. 18771) granting an increase of 
pension to Duncan Croy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18772) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob W. Oliver—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRBE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 18773) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Short—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18774) granting an increase of pension to 
William V. Sitton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18775) granting an increase of pension to 
C. T. Bannister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18776) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Soard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18777) granting an increase of pension to 
William Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18778) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Goldsborough—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18779) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18780) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18781) grant- 
ing a pension to Sara D. Scot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18782) granting an 
increase of pension to F. M. Fessenden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H, R. 18783) to incorporate the 
trustees of the Chi Psi Fraternity—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18784) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 18785) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Hunt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 18786) granting an increase of 
pension to William G. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18787) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi S. Blasdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18788) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18789) granting an increase of pension to 
George Viall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18790) granting an increase of pension to 
T. W. Tiffany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18791) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin J. Smith—to the Committee oh Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18792) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses C. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18793) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Hawthorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18794) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Quinlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18795) granting a pension to Herman F. 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 18796) granting a 
pension to Julia Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 18797) granting an 
increase of pension to John Ferguson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 18798) for the relief of 
trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist Church, of Roanoke Island, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 18799) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 18800) for the relief of 
the heirs of Benjamin Ryan, of Monongalia County, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 18801) granting an in- 
TA of pension to Noah S. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18802) granting a pension to John F. 
Batzold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 18803) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David W. Brown—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorials of the State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Macomb, III.; the Board of Education, of Duluth, 
Minn.; W. H. Hurst & Co., of Chicago, Ill.; the State Univer- 
sity, of Iowa City, Iowa; and of 120 other high-school teachers, 
superintendents of instruction, boards of public-school commis- 
sioners, industrial and technical schools, and school-teachers’ 
associations throughout the United States, protesting against 
legislation granting federal aid to the George Washington Uni- 
versity, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of Eugene Rawson Post, No. 
82, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fremont, Ohio, against 
restoration of rebel battle flags to organizations and communi- 
ties from which they were taken—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Pauline Krauss 
and Thomas C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Canady—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURGESS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs or estate of William Rupley—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of L. E. 
Sinsabaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Eugene L. Burch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John H. Gray—previously referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of F. C. Briggs and 
others, favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petitions of T. C. Nolan and others, of Pine 
Island; Ira D. Warren & Son, of Zumbrota; and J. H. Quast 
and others, of Goodhue, all in the State of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on $ 

Also, petition of Minnesota Commandery, Military Order of 
the Loyal Legion of the United States, favoring Senate bill 
4183, volunteer officers retired list—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petition of 26 citizens of Jen- 
nings County, Ind., protesting against passage of bill in refer- 
ence to proper observance of Sunday in the District of Colum- 
bia (H. J. Res. 17; S. 404)—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Ilinois State Teachers’ 
Association, against any appropriation in aid of George Wash- 


ington University, a private institution in the city of Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of Interstate Iron and Steel Com- 
pany, of Chicago, and Rockford Home Telephone Company, of 
Rockford, III., in favor of certain amendments to the corpora- 
tion-tax clause in the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Dearborn Drug and Chemical Works, of 
Chicago, Ill., against antirailroad legislation—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Millersville, Pa., 
favoring H. R. 14604, establishing an urban mail delivery and 
collection service at post-offices of the second and third classes— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Mayfield Chamber of Commerce, - 


favoring $50,000,000 annually for improvement of inland water- 
ways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Vallejo Lodge, No. 148, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders of America, approving 
policy of Secretary of the Navy Meyer relative to reorgani- 
zation of nayy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles I. Krickbaum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Benjamin Allerston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Frank Scott and 26 other citizens 
of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the passage of Senate 
bill 404, entitled “A bill for the proper observance of Sunday as 
a day of rest in the District of Columbia,” and House joint 
resolution 17, entitled “Joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States so that it shall 
contain a recognition of God, and shall begin with the words, ‘ In 
the name of God,’” or any like measure—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of William Lefevre and 
others, of Brown County, Wis., praying Congress not to pass 
S. 404, entitled “A bill for the proper observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia,” ete.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McKINNEY : Petition of Local Union, No. 2384, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Gilchrist, III., favoring an eight- 
hour-law amendment to the immigration laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: Petition against the 
immigration and naturalization of Asiatics, except merchants, 
students, and travelers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 


relief of Frank Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post, of Logan, Kans., favoring the National Tribune pension 
bill—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, January 20, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented the credentials of Istpor 
RAYNER, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1911, 
which were read and ordered to be filed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I do not want to object to 
this motion, which has been made week by week, but there are 
some of us who are getting rather impatient at the delays some 
matters seem to be meeting with. We have been here in ses- 
sion almost two months, and we have done practically nothing 
except to adjourn from time to time. There are some matters 
which are very important that we ought to have up here for 
consideration, and we ought to have them up early in the ses- 
sion, before the time comes along when the appropriation bills 
will be here and when those bills will demand the time and 
crowd out some of the other measures, 
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It seems to me that the committee on order of business ought 
to see to it that there is some of that legislation here, in- 
stead of coming here week after week and day after day and 
adjourning. Every week, on Thursday, we have adjourned 
over until the next Monday, as I recall it, and, in fact, some 
weeks we have sat only one or two days, just enough to meet 
and adjourn. > 

I submit that that is hardly a fair consideration of impor- 
tant legislation which is to come here. I think of one matter 
particularly that I am interested in, to which I have given a 
good deal of attention and have introduced a bill for, and that 
is the postal savings-bank system. From what I can learn I 
have been led to believe that that sort of a bill is going to 
receive favorable consideration at this session, at least I hope 
so. I have been led to believe that the postal savings-bank 
bill will be passed at this session. Nevertheless I realize that 
if it is permitted to be delayed and the consideration of it is 
postponed from time to time along during the first part of the 
session, when we have plenty of time, that by and by the 
appropriation bills will come over from the House, and they 
will themselves demand, and must have, attention, of course, 
and will occupy the time and possibly crowd out the considera- 
tion of the postal savings-bank bill, as was the case -a year 
ago. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads has had 
that bill before it all of this session. The committee has not 
reported it yet to the Senate. Very soon the great appropria- 
tion bill for the Post-Office Department will come to that 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not think that the Senate 
should consider that important bill until the committee re- 
ports it? 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator I know, of course, 
that we could discharge the committee and take it up, if we 
wanted to, but my impression is that if the committee on order 
of business would use a little endeavor, a little urging, per- 
haps the committee could bring it out a little sooner than they 
might otherwise do; and if they show no disposition to bring 
it out, we might discharge the committee and take it up in the 
Senate without any report upon it. 

Mr. HALE. That the Senate can do. 

Mr. BURKETT. That committee is going to be just like 
all the committees here. In a week or ten days the post-office 
appropriation bill is going to come over here, and they will 
not then be able to give their time and attention particularly to 
the postal savings-bank bill; it will have to be set aside until 
the appropriation bill is disposed of. By that time some other 
appropriation bill will have the floor. 

I submit that such a course is not entirely fair to a bill as 
important as that bill is. The country wants that bill, and the 
platform of the majority party in this body promised the peo- 
ple to give them that bill. It seems to me that it is not just 
that we should come here and meet and adjourn and do prac- 
tically nothing. I will say to the Senator I am not alone 
among Senators in feeling this way, and the country feels a 
good deal more intensely about it than we may imagine. 

I am not going to object to the motion this morning. Prob- 
ably it would not do any good if I did; I realize that. I have 
suggested it not as an admonition, I will say, but simply as a 
suggestion to the committee on order of business that they 
make an effort to see that the committees get to work, and 
that they report out some of this important legislation, so that 
we may get to work upon it early in the session. 

The postal savings-bank bill was once reported by the com- 
mittee and it was before the Senate for five or six months, and 
about half perfected. I can not see any very great reason why 
the bill should not be reported out just to the degree we per- 
fected it. In fact, it has been redrafted right along the line 
that we perfected it. Why can it not be reported out? Why 
ean not the committee on order of business see that the com- 
mittee report it out and let us have a chance to consider it 
and perfect it and pass it or vote it down, if a majority is 
against it? But let us act, so that we may know what we are 
going to do with some of these measures. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator from 
Nebraska has submitted these remarks. It gives me an oppor- 
tunity to state the reason why I have made the motion. 

The Senate, Mr. President, has not been neglectful of the 
public business. I have never known the general business of 
the Senate so far advanced at this date in January of a long 
session as it is to-day. I have never known any week in which 
more actual business has been done than in the present week 
up to this time. The calendar, for the first time in my recollec- 
tion, was taken up and an entire session devoted to it this 
week, and it was cleaned up to the last bill. We have dis- 


posed during the week of the orders in relation to the accept- 
ance of statues in Sfatuary Hall, and they are out of the way 
and will take the place of nothing else hereafter. The impor- 
tant District of Columbia appropriation bill, which sometimes 
takes days, was considered and passed yesterday, and it goes to 


I had hoped that the deficiency appropriation bill might be 
taken up by the committee and reported to the Senate on Sat- 
urday, in which case I should not have made this motion. But 
that bill has not yet passed the House, and it can not be taken 
up, of course, by the subcommittee. However, I do hope that 
the committee will be able to consider that bill and have a.meet- 
ing of the subcommittee on Monday morning and report it to 
the Senate on Monday or Tuesday of next week, and that it 
ee ee up at once. But it can not be taken up this 
week, 

Seeing that this has been a busy week, and that the condition 
of the business of the Senate is further along than I have ever 
known it before, and as the suggestion has come to me from 
many Senators, I have had no hesitation in making the motion. 
I do not know of any bill of importance that is left upon the 
calendar or has been reported to the calendar that can be 
taken up, for we have cleaned up the calendar. 

The Senator is troubled about the postal savings-bank bill. 
That bill has not yet been reported from the committee, and we 
can not take it up until that is done. Is not the Senator a 
member of that committee? j 

Mr. BURKETT. I am not, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. I know he is a member of very important com- 
mittees. If we have sessions here during the next two days, 
there is nothing I know of that can occupy the Senate to ad- 
vantage. If we adjourn over, the committees can be at work, 
and will be at work, to-day, to-morrow, and the next day. 
Some of the committees will work early and late Friday and 
Saturday. I expect to spend my whole time in the consider- 
ation of appropriation bills, 

I hope the Senate will appreciate the fact that there is no- 
body that can make committees report except the Senate. I 
am a member of what is called the “ committee on the order of 
business.” Our friends on the other side have a committee 
of the same sort. I have never considered that it was the 
duty of that committee to drive up the standing committees 
of the Senate, which consider business and deliberate upon it 
and finally report it to this body. The Senator is picturing a 
situation that does not really exist. I am making the motion 
only in the interest of public business. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MONEY. I will ask unanimous consent to speak on the 
pending motion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to listening to the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I can appreciate the anxiety 
of the Senator from Nebraska to hurry business, but I fully 
agree with the remarks made by the Senator from Maine. I 
want to suggest a fact derived from my observation here, and I 
presume it has been the experience of almost every other Sen- 
ator. Adjournments over on Thursday until Monday enable us 
to get ready for business. It prepares the business in the com- 
mittees for the consideration of the Senate. 

We would not be so far progressed to-day if we had been 
meeting every day of this session. We must have time in 
which we can study the questions that come before us. When 
men are compelled to sit here all day long, six days in the week, 
they make extremely slow progress in the investigation of any 
subject that is committed to them. I think we really do better 
by an adjournment over, as suggested by the Senator from 
Maine, and I think if the Senator from Nebraska will reflect 
a minute he will find that to be true. 

I want to say that over on this side we are not impatient. We 
believe things are progressing well. I know that the commit- 
tees are at work on important legislation, and I for one have 
never yet felt disposed to hurry a committee, for I do not be- 
lieve there is any committee in the Senate that does not know 
its own business better than any man who is not on that com- 
mittee. There is no use, in my opinion, to be hurrying things 
that naturally take their ordinary course. With the anxiety 
that every Senator feels to get through the business and ad- 
journ as speedily as possible, I hope the motion of the Senator 
from Maine will prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

from Maine. 
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SHILOH NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for replacing property owned by the Government 
in the Shiloh National Military Park destroyed October 14, 
1909, $34,500, which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W, J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: š 

S. 4016. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company; and 

S. 5197. An act to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Greensboro and Charlotte, in the western district of North 
Carolina, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 3929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Ken- 
tucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn., with amend- 
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16223) ex- 
tending the time for certain homesteaders to establish residence 
upon their lands, asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Monpetr, Mr. Vorsteap, and Mr. Byrrp managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 12289. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

H. R. 12353. An act authorizing the Lone Star Canal Com- 
pany, of Anahnac, Chambers County, Tex., to erect a dam across 
the mouth of Turtle Bay, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13438. An act to declare One Hundred and Two River 
in Missouri nonnavigable; 

H. R. 13439. An act to declare Nodaway River in Missouri non- 
navigable; 

H. R. 13440. An act to declare Big Tarkio River in Holt and 
Atchison counties, Mo., nonnavigable; 

H. R. 16221. An act for the establishment of telephone service 
between the life-saving station at Two Rivers, Wis., and the 
light-house at Twin River Point, Wisconsin. 

H. R. 16388, An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa.; 

II. R. 17161. An act to authorize the Union Railroad and 
Dock Company to construct and operate a bridge across the 
Monongahela River in the State of West Virginia; and 

H. R. 17437. An act providing for a bureau of light-houses in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res, 56) author- 
izing the President of the United States to invite the States 
to participate in the Fifteenth International Congress on Hy- 
giene and Demography, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Piscataqua Harbor, 
No. 83, American Association of Masters, Mates, and Pilots of the 
United States, of Portsmouth, N. H., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the deepening of Pepperell Cove, the survey 
of Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua River, and the establish- 
ment of a free port at that city, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of H. A. Hegarty, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the business of loaning money on security of 
any kind by persons, firms, and corporations other than national 
banks, savings banks, trust companies, and real estate brokers in 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES. I present a memorial of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxp, as follows: 


To His Eecellency, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States 
of America; to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States; and the honorable Secretary of Agriculture: 
W. Th memorialists, tbe senate and house of representatives of 

the 8 of W: in legislative session assembled (tenth regular 

y a a and pray as follows: 
Whereas the Congress of the United 


or 
reserves,” approved June 11, 1906 (34 Stat., 283); and 
Whe beneficial to a limited extent, the same is 


reial bodies, booster“ clubs, and 
railway companies have distributed millions of pases of literature to 
induce settlers to acquire homes of their own on the public lands of tha 
United States under the homestead laws; and 

Whereas in response to said advertising tens of thousands of fam- 
ilies have deserted their homes in the East and now find themselves ina 
new country among strangers with limited means, and are confronted 
with the fact that hundreds of thousands of acres of public land suits 
able to be taken for homesteads have recently been withdrawn from 
settlement as forest reserves; and 

Whereas now the serious question arises, What shall such citizens and 
their families do? and 

Whereas it is a injustice to make wholesale withdrawals of 
public lands from homestead settlement under the guise of “ temporary 
withdrawal,” with no regard as to whether or not such lands embrace 
timber or prairie lands or lands necessary for forest-reserve purposes; 


and 

Whereas large portions of such lands so withdrawn are essentially 
agricultural lands; and 

Whereas the making of forest reserves out of lands less than 4,500 
feet in altitude above sea level retards and prevents the settlement and 
8 of the West by reason of the fact, among other things, that 
ome builders in the forest reserves will be isolated without hope of 
near school or church privileges, without reasonable expectation of the 
making of suitable roads or the keeping of them in proper repair 
8 a individual expense and running the gauntlet of 

pe; an 

Whereas for like reasons, to a large extent, there is a confiscation of 
the property of those who have heretofore acquired rights or titles to 
lands now within the forest reserve, It being a matter of common 
knowledge that the denser the population in a given community the 
higher is the price of land; and, conversely, the more isolated the less 
valuable, and anything retarding or preventing settlement correspond- 

ly decreases the value of the land; and 

ereas there are large numbers of settlers who for years have 

resided upon unsurveyed lands who now find themselves within the 
boundaries of forest reserves who, if from sickness or other unavoid- 
able casualty are compelled to leave their homestead claims, will vir- 
tually lose the result of years of toil and and their improvements for 
the reason that when they ay their premises before making final proof 
their lands will revert to the forest reserve, and in most instances no 
purchaser of the improvements can be found who is willing to become 
entangled in the meshes of forest-reserve regulations; and 

Whereas under the laws of this State the possessor of land must 
surround it with a lawful fence in order to recover damages to crops 
by cattle, therefore the farmer or stock man living within or adjacent 
to a forest reserve in order to protect his crops and pasturage from 
forest-reserve cattle must be to the expense of erecting and maintaining 
a lawful fence, while the forest reserve is not fenced and is not pro- 
posed to be fenced; and the owner of outside cattle must, at his peril, 
fence or herd his cattle from out the forest reserve or pay such price 
3 year to year as shall suit the varying caprice of forest officers; 
an 


Whereas the making of forest reserves necessitates new and untried 
procedure with are uncertainties and delays, in order for the 
settler on unsurveyed land therein to secure the survey of his land, be- 
fore which he can not acquire title; and 

Whereas in 1866 Congress passed an act, a portion of which now 
exists as section 2477 of the United States Revised Statutes, which 
grants a free t of way across the public lands for the construction 
of highways, and which enables citizens and local state authorities to 
speedily construct roads as the necessities of new and oy growing 
oa require (see Okanogan County v. Cheetham, 37 Wash., 

2); an 


ments of t officers o e Government across such forest re- 
8 thereby anung the development and prosperity of the country 
us vic : an 


Whereas it often happens that part of a homesteader’s claim, by such 
indiscriminate withdrawals for forest reserves, is placed partly within 
and partly without the forest reserves, thereby harassing him with 
two sets of land laws, a variety of “ regulations,” and the usual goy- 
ernment delays; and 

Whereas if such lands were in private ownership they would be sub- 
jected to state and local taxation, and thereby contribute to the sup- 
port of government in new States and new communities, where revenues 
are generally inadequate to meet present needs; and the present make- 
shif Rowe b; 5 as an offset for the loss of such just reve- 
nues from taxation ng wholly inadequate and uncertain for the ob- 
ject intended thereby; and 

Whereas it has been the wise policy of the Government for more 
om half a century to grant free water rights upon the public lands; 


830 


Whereas very recently it has been determined to hamper the acquisi- 
tion of water rights and rights of way within forest reserves, to the 
great detriment of the general public; and 

Whereas as a great protection against the ravages of forest fires can 
be given outside of forest reserves as within them; and 


hereas the Congress of the United States, in pursuance of a wise 

and liberal policy, in 1875 (18 Stat., 482) passed an act granting to 
railroad companies generally a right of way across the public domain, 
with the right to take from adjacent land material, earth, stone, and 
timber necessary for the construction of such railroad, etc., which act 
has aided materially in the upbuilding of the West; and 

Whereas the act of Congress of rch 8, 1899 (30 Stat., 1233), 
granting a right of way for railroads across forest reserves does not 
grant the right for such railway companies to take material, earth, 
stone, or timber necessary for the construction of such railroad; and 

Whereas the making of a forest reserve segregates the land therein 
contained from the ge of public lands, and therefore said act of 
March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., 482), does not apply thereto; and 

Whereas the needs of the people require the speedy building of elec- 
tric railways; and 

Whereas the great source of water power for the operation of such 
railways and the providing of electric lights and power for cities and 
towns and for the operation of mines is situated within the limits of 
forest reserves; and 

Whereas the present federal restrictions tend materially to defeat 
the accomplishment of these benign purposes on account of such forest 
reserves ; and 

Whereas the stock industry is impeded and 8 be the cre- 
ation of forest reserves, among other things, by the position of a 
pasturage tax and the uncertainty from year to year as to the amount 
of such tax, and the arbitrary and petty exactions inflicted by forest 
officers, high and low; and 

Whereas it is the avowed purpose of the Forestry Service to make 
the same self-supporting without an appropriation from Congress there- 
for, and to recruit and organe an army of fo officers, who must 
be supported and main ed from the income of the reserve, which 
8 * communities adjacent to such forest reserves must pay 

e ; an 

Whereas more than $700,000 were wrested from such communities 
and such purposes during the last year, as against $60,000 the year be- 
‘ore; an 


Whereas it is now proposed to increase such exactions in like ratio 


wi; see to year; and 
ereas many hundreds of thousands of acres of land have been 


placed in forest reserves in two counties in this State, namely, Okano- 
gan County and Ferry County, against the unanimous protest of the 
citizens of these counties, as far as the recent temporary withdrawals 
are concerned; and 

Whereas the people of a local community can best be trusted to de- 
cide what is for their best interests and those of their children and 


children's children: 
Therefore we most earnestly and respectfully protest against the 
of said temporary withdrawals t, and ask that they be 


makin permanen 
imm tely set aside and that the lands therein described be at once 


restored to the public domain. 

The secretary of state is hereby directed to immediately transmit a 
certified copy of this memorial to His PXU, the President of the 
United States of America, to the President of the Senate, and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives of the United States, to the honorable 
Secretary of Agriculture, and to each of the Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress from this State. 

Passed the house February 27, 1907. 

Passed the senate March 6, 1907. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented a petition of the New Jersey Lime 
Company, of Hamburg, N. J., and the petition of Henry B. Kum- 
mel, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to establish a bureau of mines in the Interior Department, 
which were referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented a memorial of the B. G. Pratt Company, of 
Hackensack, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to increase the rates of postage on periodicals, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Terbenson Motor Car 
Company, of Bloomfield, N. J., praying for the repeal of the 
so-called “ corporation-tax law,“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Heller Tool Company, 
of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the retention of the 
publicity clause in the so-called “corporation-tax law,“ which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Martin Stettiner, of Lake- 
wood, N. J., remonstrating against the practice of imprinting 
enyelopes by the Government, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the so-called“ white-slave traffic,” which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 8, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mullica Hill, N. J., and a memorial 
of Local Grange, No. 51, Patrons of Husbandry, of Mullica Hill, 
N. J., remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleomar- 
garine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of C. W. Turner, of Cape May, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to the widows or heirs of soldiers on the retired list of the 
army, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elizabeth 
and Ocean City, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
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enactment of legislation to create a volunteer retired list in the 
War and Navy Departments for the surviving officers of the 
civil war, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. William D. Kearfoot, 
of Montclair, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish a military road from Yorktown, Va., to Jamestown, 
Va., by way of Williamsburg, Va., which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the George W. Worthley 
Company, of Matawan, N. J., and a petition of the Allivine 
Company, of Norma, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring the government inspection of canning factories, 
which were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Newark 
and Irvington, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of adulterated or mislabeled paint, turpentine, 
or linseed oil, which were referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

Mr. PILES presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1490) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William McCutcheon, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Pine Bluffs, Wyo., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “postal savings-bank bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Peoria County Po- 
mona Grange, No. 33, Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria, III., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleomargarine 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Peoria County Pomona 
Grange, No. 33, Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria, Ill., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ ship-subsidy 
bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Peoria County Pomona 
Grange, No. 33, Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria, III., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “postal savings-bank and par- 
cels-post bills,” which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 290) to provide for the construction 
and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett 
Bay and adjacent waters, to take the place of the revenue cut- 
ter Dexter, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 98) thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil 
war, etc., submitted a report (No. 95), accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5573) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and wars 
other than the civil war, and to certain widows of such sol 
diers and sailors, which was read twice by its title, the bill 
being a substitute for the following Senate bills heretofore 
referred to that committee: 

S. 140. Grace M. Hunt; 

S. 462. Josephus Hosier; 

S. 759. Persis M. McKee; 

S. 1407. Adolphus N. Pacetty; 

. Antoinette A. Darnall; 
Vincent A. Witcher; 

. Daniel Fallen; 

. Edward R. Edmonds; 
. Peter F. Pellicer; 
Anna K. Lederer; 
George S. Rust; 

. John L. Dick; 

Hugh Black; and 

S. 4867. Israel J. Wells. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4725) for the establishment of a fog- 
signal station at or near the light station on Boon Island, Maine, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 99) 
thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 640) authorizing the creation of a 
land district in the State of South Dakota to be known as the 
“Le Beau land district,” reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 100) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3788) for the relief of Horace C. Dale, 


is 
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administrator of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of 
Pine Ridge, S. Dak., reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 101) thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) adjusting the 
status of certain officers of the army as to their period of 
service required by the act of Congress approved June 30, 1882, 
to entitle an army officer to retirement on his own application, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4780) for the relief of the heirs of George A. Armstrong, 

rted it without amendment (S. Rept. 111). 

e also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred certain bills granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors, etc., submitted a report (No. 96), accompanied by a 
bill (S. 5574) granting pensions and ‘increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain wid- 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which 
was read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the 
following Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 79. George W. Bachus; 

S. 143. William Gaunt; 

S. 148. Wait B. Steenberg; 

S. 197. Perry Fellers; 

S. 204. Joseph Hough; 

S. 241. Jane Warren; 

John Galvin; 

James Franklin Woodcock; 
Tyrus C. Dickinson; 
Henry Fightmaster; 
John E. Gilmore; 
Henry Hime; 

. Mary S. Adams; 
Stephen M. Taylor; 
Miner A. Robbins; 
John A. Blake; 
Lyman A. Holcomb; 
William Stein ; 
Albert S. Winchester; 
John Hopper; 
Caspar WIIky: 
William Murray; 
John T. Young; 
Edward Thornberry; 
Charles W. Taylor; 
George W. Wait; 
Osmund Mikesell; 
Milton H. Bates; 
Elizabeth S. Reed; 
William ©. Hudnall; 
Anna C. Hutchinson; 
Hugh Berryman ; 
Fidelana Whitehead; 
David L. Smith; 
Frederick Fouce; 
Laura M. Hoard; 
Henry F. Sanford; 
William W. Barlow; 
Mitchell S. Barney; 

. Wiliam D. Lovelace; 
George D. Anderson ; 

S. 682. John W. McDaniels; 

S. 744. John B. Holt; 

S. 749. Ransom Manning; 

S. 801. John Dixon; 

S. 853. Oliver Hand; 

S. 857. Isabella S. Hull; 

S. 860. Hiram Buckingham; 

S. 861. William Ford; 

S. 1045. William Smith; 

S. 1046. Francis A. Mastin; 

S. 1092. Charles J. Rhoades; 

S. 1093. Orlando Willsey ; z 

S. 1155. James M. Hallett; 

S.1187. Henry H. Frampton; 

S. 1245. William L. Southgate; 

S. 1247. Francis M. Thompson; 

S. 1258. Edward J. Schnell; 

S. 1271. Albert N. Raymond; 

S. 1272. David W. Aldrich; 

S. 1307. Alfred N. Webb; 

S. 1317. America V. Vincent; 

S. 1343. Charles G. Craig; 

S. 1344. Benjamin F. Hays; 

S. 1359. Eudora MeLaflin: 
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James H. Little; 
Alonzo Hill; 
Henrietta Jordan; 


. William F. Bockhouse; 
. Elizabeth Streit; 

. William M. Campbell; 
. Edward M. Savage; 
Hans Wickstrum; 

. Luella A. Taylor; 

. Henry Cooper; 


George F. Blue; 


Alfred Rector; 


John D. Capps; 

. William Hess, alias William Smith; 
James J. Ballinger; 

. John Welch; 

Thomas S. Gilbert; 

Jonas Fulmer; 

Richard Butler; 

. George W. Tilghman; 

. Jacob R. Riblet; 


Joshua F. Spurlin; 


. Basil McClain ; 
. William S. Edgerton, second; 
. Stephen W. Glenney ; 


Laura Troxel; 
Abram N. Randolph; 
Ellwood Craig; 
William Crotzar; 
Henry Silker; 
Albino R. Stone; 
John W. Miller; 
George W. Newbury; 


. John F. Clough; 

. Sophia W. Sanborn; 
. John H. Sargent; 
Mary A. Jordan; 

. George M. Lanpher; 
. Annie E. Belden; 


Charles H. Windsor; 
Don Carlos Sinclair; 
Winfield S. Robinson; 
George F. Keeling; 
Benjamin C. Flanders; 
Alice I. Simpson; 
Thomas H. Revis; 
Edward Sams; 
James N. Hubbard; 
James P. Albee; 
Charles H. Miller; 


Gardner B. Clark; 


Charles H. Eding; 
Mattie Shepard: 
Constantine C. Glenn; 
William Reynolds; 
Benjamin F. Boots; 
Edward Baker; 
Stephen F. Balliet; 
James W. Tucker; 


. John J. Fritzer; 


Morris B. McKeever; 
John A. Farmer; 
Peter Hahncke; 
Evelyn Dutton; 
Katherine E. Kemble; 
Nancy J. Bloomer; 
Samuel I. Scammon; 
George Rice; 

Phillip R. Snedecor; 
Amos S. Bean; 
Nyrum Phillips; 
„Elizabeth C. Way; 
John S. Jorstead ; 
Winfield S. Van Horn; 
John Olson; 

. Cyrus E. Hunter; 

. William Reardon ; 
William H. H. Dickinson; 
. Joseph P. Rankin; 
Nelson 8 
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. William Varian; 
William H, George; 
3. Fletcher Crite (now 
. Webster A. Whiting; 
. Timothy C. Root; 

. Jesse T. Thompson; 
Adam Landsittel; 
‘Alexander F, Safely; 
. Mat Coleman; 
Rinehart Miller; 

. Andrew Goodwin; 
Oliver Garrow; 

. Lewis J. Ingalls; 

. Amos K. Smith; 

. Mark Simpkins; 

. George W. Kurtz; 
Othello Delano; 

. Elias E. Cox; 
James B. Atkinson; 
Silas W. Morrison; 
Isaac H. Morrow; 
Abraham T. Dearborn; 

Francis E. Pellett; 

Mary A. Heap; 

John Shields; 

Rebecca Dull; and - 

S. 4919. James T. Barnhart. 

Mr. DIXON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2777) to establish the 
Glacier National Park, in the Rocky Mountains south of the 
international boundary line, in the State of Montana, and for 
other purposes, to report it with an amendment; and I submit 
a report (No. 106) thereon. I ask that the map and photo- 


known as Fletcher Matthews) ; 


graphs contained in Senate Report No. 580, submitted by me- 


in the Sixtieth Congress, first session, be included in this report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Montana? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15387) authorizing the town of 
Bass Brook to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River, 
in Itasca County, Minn., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5125) authorizing the crea- 
tion of an additional land district in the State of Oregon, to be 
known as the “Vale land district,” reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5451) to amend the act, approved 
December 21, 1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and 
disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Washington,” reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 102) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Jones, on the 18th instant, 
proposing to appropriate $250,000 for the construction of irriga- 
tion and drainage ditches on the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, etc., intended to be proposed to the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, reported it without amend- 
ment, submitted a report (No. 109) thereon, and moved that it 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

He, also from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$50,000 for irrigation on Indian reservations, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, intended to be proposed 
to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported an amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 
to complete the classification and appraisement of the lands of 
the Yakima Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington; in 
accordance with the provision of the act of December 21, 1904, 
etc., intended to be proposed to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNTER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4455) for the relief of Peter McKay, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 103) 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5143) to require life-preservers on motor 
vessels, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 104) thereon. 


| service, a . light-vessel with a fog-signal, to be placed 
e 


- He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4567) to amend section 2763 of the Revised Statutes; 
and for the better enforcement of the navigation laws, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 105) 
thereon. x 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 19th instant proposing 
to appropriate $5,000 for expenses necessary for the representa- 
tion of the United States at the adjourned meeting of the 
Third International Conference on Maritime Law at Brussels, 
Belgium, in April, 1910, intended to be proposed to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon and 
moved that it, with the accompanying paper, be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 


LIGHT-SHIP ON FLORIDA COAST. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1380) to 
construct and place a light-ship opposite the entrance of St. 
Johns River, Florida, to report it favorably, and I submit a 
report (No. 107) thereon. The matter seems to be one of some 
urgency, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
information. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which proposes to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That there be constructed, equipped, and outfitted complete for 
on 


The bill will be read for 


its station opposite ti entrance of the St. Johns River, Florida, 
under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and the 
Light-House Board, and that the sum of $125,000, or so much thereof 
as 22 be prices D be, and the same is hereby, appropriated therefor 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 2. t the Light-House Board is authorized to employ tem- 
porarily, at Washington, not exceeding three draftsmen, to be paid at 
current rates, to prepare plans for the light-vessel provided for herein, 
and to be paid from the appropriation therefor; such employment to 
terminate on or before the date on which-the plans or alterations 
therein for this light-vessel are finally completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to 5 amendment proposed by the committee, Which has been 
read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


D. M. CARMAN. 


Mr. BURNHAM. -Senate bill No. 3923, for the relief of D. M. 
Carman, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs at 
the present session. Subsequently certain papers and docu- 
ments that should accompany that bill were referred to the 
Committee on Claims, I move that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the papers and 
documents and that they be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

The motion was agreed to, 


ESTATE OF JAMES S. DOUGLAS, DECEASED, 


Mr. BURNHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred a letter from the chief justice of the 
Court of Claims, requesting the Senate to return the finding of 
the court in two cases, to report a resolution, and I ask for its 
present consideration. S 

The resolution (S. Res. 149) was read and considered by 
unanimous consent, as follows : 

Senate resolution 149. 


Resolved, That in compliance with a communication from the chief 
justice of the United States Court of Claims, the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate be, and he is wages directed to return to the Court of Claims the 
congressional cases of Elizabeth Talbot Belt, No, 10300, and Mary B. 
Douglas, administratrix of the estate of James S. Douglas, deceased, No. 
10429, and the said court is hereby authorized to. proceed in said cases 
as if no returns therein had been made to the Senate. 


Mr. HEYBURN. My attention was attracted to the language 
of the resolution. I understand it to be “the chief justice of 
Is there such a court? 


the United States Court of Claims.“ 
There should not be, if there is. 
Mr. BURNHAM. That is a mistake. 
Mr. HEYBURN. It should read “the chief justice of the 
Court of Claims,” and not “of the United States Court of 
Claims,” which is encroaching too much, 
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Mr. BURNHAM. Certainly. I will modify the resolution 
by striking out the words “ United States,” in line 2, so as to 
read “the chief justice of the Court of Claims.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, to 
whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting schedules of papers, documents, etc., on the files 
of that department which are not needed in the transaction of 
public business and are of no permanent value or historical 
interest, submitted a report (No. 110) thereon, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


JACKSONVILLE (FLA.) COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4711) changing the 
name of the St. Johns collection district, in the State of Florida, 
to the Jacksonville collection district, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I submit a report (No. 97) thereon. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. I think there will be no objection 
to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ORPHANAGE, HOME, AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. CLAPP. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14579) to amend 
section 12 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian 
lands under any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1908, and for other 
purposes, to report it favorably with amendments, and I submit 
a report (No. 108) thereon. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendments of the committee were, on page 1, line 7, to 
strike out the words “as follows” and in lieu to insert “by 
adding at the end of said section 12 the following:“ On page 2, 
line 4, to strike out the word “said” and insert this; in 
the same line, after the word “section,” to strike out “ twelve 
of said act;” in line 10, to strike out the word “said” and 
insert “this;" and at the end of the bill, to strike out the 
words “of this act” and insert “hereof,” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 12 of an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the 1 of the Interior to issue patents in fee to pur- 
chasers of Indian lands under any law now existi or hereafter en- 
acted, and for other purposes approved May 29, 1 „ be amended by 
adding at the end of said section 12 the following: That the preference 
right to purchase the 640 acres of land, together with the buildings 


and other appurtenances thereto belonging, heretofore set aside as 
reservation for the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency and the 8 


Indian School in Oklahoma, granted to the city of El Reno, Okla., 
to be used for school purposes as provided by this section, w Sna ae 
the Gran 


said preference — to purchase is hereby, granted to 
Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons of the State of Oklahoma 
to be used as a Masonic orphanage, home, and industrial school: Pro- 
vided, That the preference right to purchase herein ted shall not 
take effect until after the expiration of the preference right to pur- 
chase granted by this act to said city of El no: Provided further, 
That said Grand Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons shall pay 
for said lands the appraised value thereof, according to the appraise- 
ment made by the Secretary of the Interlor. The said amount to be 
paid as follows, to wit: Twenty-five thousand dollars cash, and the 
remainder in two annual payments, with interest at 5 cent per 
annum on the deferred payments, under such rules and regulations 
as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided 
further, That the preference right to purchase herein granted shall be 
exercised within thirty days from the passage hereof. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS, 

Mr. CLAPP. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, to whom was referred Senate resolution 148, direct- 


ing the Committee on Indian Affairs to investigate the record, 
conduct, and expenditures of the Union Indian Agency and of 
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the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, to report it with an amend- 

ment, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee to Audit 

and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

et PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so 
erred. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5575) for the relief of the estate of Vamalle 
Basille, deceased (with an accompanying paper); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 5576) to increase the efficiency of the United 
States Military Academy; and 

A bill (S. 5577) authorizing the appointment of Lieut. Col. 
Frederick Fuger, U. S. Army, retired, on the retired list of the 
army with the rank of brigadier-general; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 5578) limiting the hours of daily service of labor- 
ers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United 
States or for any Territory or for the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND (for Mr. WARNER) : 

A bill (S. 5579) authorizing the Secretary of War and the 
Auditor for the War Department to consider and settle the 
claim of Col. John D. Hall, U. S. Army, retired, for personal 
property destroyed in the earthquake at San Francisco, Cal.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 5580) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Buffalo, in the State of 
Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 5581) to amend an act authorizing the Washing- 
ton, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad Company, of Maryland, 
to enter the District of Columbia, with amendments, approved 
ATI 18, 1907; to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

A bill (S. 5582) placing John W. Saville, passed assistant 
engineer, U. S. Navy, on the retired list with an advanced rank; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5583) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
the Edison Electric Company a permit to occupy certain lands 
for electric power plants in the San Bernardino, Sierra, and 
San Gabriel forest reserves, in the State of California,” by 
extending the time to complete and put in operation the power 
plants specified in subdivisions (g), (h), and (i) of section 1 
of said act; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5584) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Rossiter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 5585) for the relief of Sanford A. Pinyan; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5586) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah Mallett, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5587) for the relief of the estate of John Brown, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5588) for the relief of Mary A. F. Smith 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 5589) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Pine; and 

A bill (S. 5590) granting an increase of pension to George F, 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5591) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
Coryell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 5592) granting an increase of pension to G. N. 
Steinhoff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 5593) granting a pension to Harriet Pierson Porter 
(with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BULKELEY. I introduce a bill as a substitute for Sen- 
ate bill 2896, introduced by me at the last session, and I ask 
that it be read twice and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The bill (S. 5594) authorizing the Connecticut River Com- 
pany to construct a dam or dams across the Connecticut River 
above the village of Windsor Locks, in Connecticut, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


(with an 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BRANDEGEBE submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to disregard the provision in section 
4 of the public buildings act requiring sites to be bounded upon 
at least two sides by streets in so far as the same applies to 
Ansonia, Conn., and providing that the limit of cost for both 
site and building at that city shall not exceed $90,000, as here- 
tofore fixed, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,000 for printing the annual reports of the superin- 
tendent of insurance for the years 1907 and 1908, intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRANE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $31,980 for special personal and other services to the 
Senate, to be expended by the Superintendent of the United 
States Capitol Building and Grounds, intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 3 

ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GEORGE L. SHOUP. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. C. Res. 23), which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Senate concurrent resolution 23. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rearen innen concurring), 
That there be printed and borns in one volume the proceeđings in Con- 
upon the acceptance of tbe statue of the late rge Laird 19808 
6.500 coples, of Which 5, to —.— be for the use of the Senate, 10 
for the use of the House o presentatives, and the remaining 1, yee, 
shall be for use and di distribution by the governor of Idaho; and 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have pr rinted an poima 
of said statue to accompany said proceedings, said engraving to be 
— ae out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraying and 
ug. 
AFFAIRS OF HUNGARY, 1849-50. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on January 10 the Senate or- 
dered printed the correspondence with A. Dudley Mann in 1849 
and 1850, It was printed as Document 279. After being printed 
it was found that there were considerable omissions in the cor- 
respondence. It had not all been sent into the Senate. The 
omitted portion has been furnished by the Department of State, 
and I present now the correspondence complete, and ask that it 
may be printed complete as the same document. We need a 
reprint of that document. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That the message from the President of the United States 
transmitting correspondence with A. Dudley ee (1849-50), in 
response to: Senate resolution No. 85, of December 7, 1909, relating to 
affairs in Hungary, be reprinted with corrections. 


EXTENSION OF TIME FOR CERTAIN HOMESTEADERS, 


Mr. GAMBLE. I ask that the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on House bill 16223 be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 
16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to establish 
residence upon their lands, and requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr GAMBLE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, and 
that the Chair appoint the conferees. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, and Mr. CHAM- 
BERLAIN the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The . bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 12289. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

H. R. 12353. An act authorizing the Lone Star Canal Com- 
pany, of Anahuac, Chambers County, Tex., to erect a dam 
across the mouth of Turtle Bay, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13438. An act to declare One Hundred and Two River, 
in Missouri, nonnavigable; 

H. R. 13439. An act to declare Noga way River, in Missouri, 
nonnavigable ; 

H. R. 13440. An act to declare the Big Tarkio River, in Holt 
and Atchison counties, Mo., nonnayigable; 


H. R. 16221. An act for the establishment of telephone service 
between the life-saving station at Two Rivers, Wis., and the 
light-house at Twin River Point, Wisconsin; 

H. R. 16388. An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa.; 

H. R. 17161. An act to authorize the Union Railroad-and Dock 
Company to construct and operate a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River, in the State of West Virginia; and 

H. R. 17437. An act providing for a bureau of light-houses in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, and for other pur- 
poses, 

CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE, TENNESSEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
8929) to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Kentucky Rail- 
way to construct a bridge across the Cumberland River at or 
near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn., which were, in line 3, after 
“ Railway,” to strike out “their successors and assigns, be, and 
they are” and insert “a corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Tennessee, is;” in line 4, after “hereby,” to 
strike out the comma; and in line 6, after “ River,” to insert 
“at a point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 

Mr. FRAZIER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair and said: If there 
be no further concurrent or other resolutions, morning business 
is closed. 

TOBACCO SOCIETIES IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, the six-column article which 
appeared recently in the Washington Times, making a violent 
attack upon the people of Kentucky and her public men, by rea- 
son of its mendaciousness and malignity, requires public notice. 
In that article the governor's message of more than two years 
ago is quoted to prove the present existence of certain facts in 
the State, when the conditions of two years ago and the conditions 
of to-day are entirely different. It may be that that valuable 
journal had not discovered that the message was delivered until 
within the last few days, although it is more than two years 
old. It may be that the writer is situated as was the Irishman 
who had a controversy with a Jew. He said to the Jew, “I 
intend to give yez a lickin’.”. The Jew demanded to know what 
for. “ Because,” said the Irishman, “yez crucified Christ.” 
The Jew said, Tou are mistaken; I had nothing to do with 
that. That occurred more than nineteen hundred years ago.” 
“Oh, well,” said the Irishman, “that makes no differince; I 
niyer heard it until this mornin’, and I am goin’ to whip yez 
anyhow.” [Laughter.] I suppose the Times was operating 
somewhat upon a theory of that kind. 

Now, while the Times finds much to condemn in the forma- 
tion of what are known as the tobacco societies, it has no word 
of condemnation against the trusts, who were the active cause, 
not only of the formation of these societies, but the active cause 
of all the crime that has discredited Kentucky in the eyes of 
the world. Some of the charges in this article are true as con- 
cerning conditions in portions of the years 1907 and 1908; all 
of them are false as to present conditions, notwithstanding the 
charge to the contrary. 

The inspiration of the article is easily explained. Some days 
ago the so-called “independent tobacco manufacturers” held a 
convention in this city. These are the same gentlemen who 
last spring and summer darkened the corridors of this Capitol 
to prevent the passage of just laws, which were afterwards 
passed, and came here for the avowed purpose of riveting upon 
the wrists of the farmers of Kentucky the fetters which had 
been placed there by the trusts. Their purpose is to buy their 
tobacco cheaper; and in order to do that, to prejudice the 
President, Congress, and the Department of Justice against the - 
tobacco societies of Kentucky. In reality they are attempting 
to force an indictment against the tobacco societies in order to 
destroy them and thus benefit themselves. 

This article in the Times denounces the legislature of Ken- 
tucky and denounces the highest court of Kentucky in the most 
libelous and outrageous terms. 

Mr. President, I desire to call attention to the facts. I 
am not here to apologize for or to condone any violations of 
law in Kentucky. I denounced them when committed and I 


denounce them now, but the truth of history requires that cer- 
tain things 
country. : 

Prior to these difficulties in Kentucky the Americam Tobacco 
Company had forced out of business many of the manufacturers 


shall be stated before this body and before the 
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of that State and had absorbed the others by purchase; so that 
the farmer who formerly had a market for his tobacco in the 
various cities of the State with competitive buyers was forced 
to sell to the American Tobacco Company and the Regie's pur- 
chasers, who were in combination with it. The result of it was 
that the whole State was divided up into districts by these 
Regie purchasers and the trust, and a price fixed by them 
which the farmer was compelled to take or he was compelled to 
keep his tobacco without selling it. In some instances they put 
the price at about one-half the cost of production. 

In no instance were those people paid what their product 
was worth. This condition continued for some time. The result 
of it was that many of the farmers were bankrupted; the 
wages of the laborers reduced, so that they were scarcely able 
to live; the women and children who worked in tobacco thrown 
out of employment; and absolute want and poverty reigned 
throughout the State. Bremen had been a good foreign mar- 
ket for our people. Some of them shipped their tobacco to 
that point, but when they arrived they found the trust had 
preceded them and was offering the same tobacco for its 
cost in Kentucky. When they failed here they were in despair. 
At that time the Washington Times did not draw its sword; 
it had no concern over the suffering of women and children 
who, half clad, shivered in the winter’s blast; it had no sym- 
pathy with persons who did not have the necessary amount of 
food upon which to properly subsist. Doubtless it saw no 
recompense for saying anything. It may be that the Times then, 
as now, failed to find out the condition of affairs until two 
years after these things had occurred. Be that as it may, 
this was the condition of affairs—a lamentable condition, a 
condition that appealed to the stoutest heart in behalf of a 
suffering people. 

In the midst of all this, when the people had no protec- 
tion, when they could obtain no relief in any quarter, the 
farmers evolved the idea of the formation of these societies. 
The legislature of Kentucky passed an act authorizing them 
to pool their tobacco; in other words, simply authorized them 
to select agents from among themselves, in whose hands they 
could place their tobacco, and those agents hold it until the 
proper time, when they could obtain for it the proper price 
and sell it. For passing this law this dirty, scurrilous news- 
paper denounces the legislature of Kentucky as violating 
the constitution. I stand here to-day to defend the legislature 
of Kentucky as: honest, able, and reputable men, and as men 
who not only did not violate the constitution of Kentucky, but 
‘passed an act based upon the Bill of Rights, which is the heart 
and soul of Kentucky’s constitution, for the protection of her 
people. 

After that law was passed, its constitutionality was ques- 
tioned and litigation resorted to, when the Kentucky court of 
appeals decided it to be constitutional. Now comes this miser- 
able newspaper and says, in substance, that the judges of the 
Kentucky court of appeals are owned—absolutely owned—by 
the tobacco societies and were their willing tools. I will say 
for the Kentucky court of appeals that there is not a state 
court in this Union that is composed of men of higher charac- 
ter, more spotless integrity, and greater ability. They are an 
honor to the State. During all the years of Kentucky's his- 
tory we can point to the record of this court with pride. The 
arrows that were discharged at them have fallen broken and 
harmless at their feet. = 

Another libel is uttered on the court and the Burley Society 
in the statement that two and a quarter millions of dollars be- 
longing to the farmers is unlawfully withheld from them by the 
society, which outrage was indorsed by the court of appeals. 
The truth is that a few farmers, principally because the head- 
quarters of the organization had been removed from Winchester 
to Lexington, undertook to throw its affairs into the hands of a 
receiver, and the court of appeals held that the evidence did 
not justify it. 

Not content with abusing and libeling the Kentucky court of 
appeals and the legislature, a charge is made against Con- 
gressman Cantritt. His honor is impugned because he stood 
in favor of his people and did all he could to protect them from 
the ravages of the trust. It is perhaps unnecessary for me to 
say more than that Congressman CANTRILL is enshrined in the 
hearts of the people of Kentucky. 

The Burley Tobacco Society, concerning which all this libel 
is uttered, is composed, as are all the tobacco societies of Ken- 
tucky, of the very best men in the State, men of the highest 
character, men of wealth, men of position. At the head of that 
society is Clarence Le Bus, its president, whose name is the 
synonym of integrity. 


Now, let us go back, as I said a moment ago, to the history of 
this trouble. When the law was passed allowing pooling and 
the tobacco societies got together and commenced to pool their 
tobacco, it was determined by the members of those societies 
that they would raise no crop in 1908, their belief being that 
in so doing and holding the crops of 1906 and 1907 those who 
were compelled to have tobacco to manufacture would be driven 
to the dire necessity of purchasing it at a fair price. 

There were comparatively a few farmers who declined to join 
the pool and who declared they would raise tobacco in 1908. 
Then this organization of “ Night Riders” commenced, the ob- 
ject of which was to force men to join the pool and to prevent 
them from raising tobacco. That was its origin; that was its 
purpose. 

It is but just to say that when night riding became common 
in Kentucky every man who had something against his neigh- 
bor took advantage of it, raised his little crowd, and took his 
neighbor out and whipped him, and the tobacco people were 
charged with the offense. That there were wrongs commit- 
ted which may have accrued to the interest of the societies 
I do not question. No honest man in Kentucky condoned them, 
There were in these societies probably 100,000 people. Out of 
that large number there were a few hundred who gave their 
sympathy and protection to the Night Riders, some of them 
actually belonging to the organization, but the societies them- 
selyes denounced them in unmeasured terms. In one instance 
a reward was offered by some of the members of the society for 
the apprehension and conviction of the gang. 

It may not be considered as unnatural that things of this 
sort occurred. There has never been an organization that has 
not had bad men in it. All the great benevolent organizations 
of our country have them, and eyen the church of the living 
God is not free from men who are a disgrace to civilization. 
But to say that the tobacco societies of Kentucky were respon- 
sible for this condition of things is to utter a calumny as false 
as hell; and yet this libel is uttered here within the shadow of 
the Capitol by a newspaper selected to vend it in order to affect 
rog of Congress, the President, and the Department of 

ustice. 

Mr. STONE. What newspaper? 

Mr. BRADLEY. The Washington Times. I called the name 
when I first arose. 

It is true that in 1907 and 1908 some of the things occurred 
now charged to exist, and yet this paper charges that they are 
occurring to-day, and in order to prove its statements quotes 
from a message of Governor Willson delivered more than two 
years ago. Only the other day in this city I met Governor 
Willson, who labored so faithfully to quell these troubles, and 
he said to me that the last twelve months in Kentucky had 
been “a period of proper observance of law and order, a period 
in the greatest progress. and a period of the greatest prosperity 
that the State had enjoyed in twenty years.” Land and all 
oe property in the State is worth more to-day than ever 

ore. 

As time progressed, slowly but surely the trusts were con- 
quered, and when eur people were assured that Congress would 
remove the 6 cents tax on the farmer’s tobacco in the hands of 
his vendees they settled down and angry passion subsided, as 
following the storm the billows melt into the sea. And now 
come these so-called “ independent manufacturers,” and by their 
discordant cries break the stillness of our peace and attempt 
to procure federal prosecution of these societies. 

I call your attention, Mr. President and Senators, to the fact 
that these societies were formed for the purpose of self- 
preservation. They are not trusts. A trust dictates the price 
of what it buys as well as the price at which it sells. The 
tobacco societies of Kentucky are merely an aggregation of farm- 
ers, with agents selected from among themselves, who are to sell 
their tobacco for given prices, and the proceeds are divided 
equally according to quantity belonging to each. No farmer 
has the advantage of another; no farmer is refused what his 
tobacco is worth; but all are treated alike. This is done in 
order to be relieved from the folds of the serpent that was 
crushing out the lives of the people. 

The so-called “independent manufacturers” desire to destroy 
the citadel of the farmers’ safety by breaking down these so- 
cieties. I am here to-day to denounce this effort. I only wish 
that I had language that I could denounce it as I feel, and I 
believe, from the way my friend the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Surra] looks, that, if he had a chance, he could furnish 
me with that language. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I could not improve the language 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 


836 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 20, 


Mr. BRADLEY. In the Times 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I want to ask the 
Senator a question, if I am not intruding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to know whether 
the Night Riders dealt with the crop or with the owner of the 
crop; whether they destroyed the crop or whether they took 
their vengeance on the owner? Furthermore, I should like to 
know whether there are any such things occurring in Ken- 
tucky now? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator 
asks that question. I stated a moment ago, in general terms, 
that they conducted themselyes in such a way as to injure and 
almost destroy respect for our State abroad. They not only 
operated upon the man who raised the tobacco by destroying 
his crop, but they absolutely took some out and whipped them, 
and in some instances took their lives. I will make it as bad 
as it is and disgraceful as it is; but when I do that, I say that 
these men were but the creatures of the trust who had ill- 
treated the people and tyrannized over them until they were in 
poverty and rags. Night riding was the result of this, dis- 
graceful as it was, but not nearly so disgraceful as the perse- 
cution and outrage which caused it, Such conduct has sub- 
stantially—almost entirely ceased. 

This headline appears in the Times: 

Hand of horror casts a shadow over Kentucky. Hope for protection 
m Blue Grass State is given up. 

I suppose, Mr. President, that you will be astonished to hear 
that horror has a hand, and I know we are all astonished to 
hear the wonderful dimensions of this hand of horror, the 
shadow of which falls athwart a whole State. 

Continuing, the article says: 

In the month of January, 1910, 1 
shop on the farm. Her people, her law officers, and courts have 
gone down in battle. 

There never was a falsehood uttered equal to this in the same 
number, or, I might say, in any other number of words. Not 
content with this communication from a correspondent, the 
editor ptt 


Kentue 


her citizens a 3 form of gov- 
2 and 


* — word of unpunished 
d faries So, ooe a even investigate tt. “Stan Stand in ther way of the 
eco pool, aly te r and your life 
goes up 8 
What a lie! Gan an 3 lie! There is not one word of 
truth in it. The governor of Kentucky has said no such thing. 
The governor of Kentucky in January, 1908, did say some of 
these things in regard to the conditions that were then prevail- 
ing, when he was making an effort to rid the State of this con- 
dition of affairs; but no such thing exists to-day. 
It is even stated in this article that these societies have joined 
hands with the trust. There could not be a falsehood more 
plain on its face. To say that they have joined hands with the 


trust, when they were created for the purpose of saving them- | 


selves from the trust, is a story that carries its refutation. 


orbitant as to interfere with interstate commerce, Ah, there is 
the rub;” there is the object of this whole communication. The 


fact is—and I state it upon this floor without fear of contra- | 
diction—that, notwithstanding the existence of these societies, | 
the independent manufacturers and the American Tobacco! 


Company have bought tobacco in Kentucky from persons out- 
side the societies and paid them more money for it than was 
demanded by the societies; and yet they say that the societies 
are Fagin up the price of tobacco in Kentucky. 

SHIVEL 


Y. The Senator means the Society of Equity? 


Ax. BRADLEY. The Society of Equity and the Burley So- 
ciety. There are different societies there. This attack oe 
ent is being made specifically upon the Burley Society; but 
there are others, all of them numbering, as I said a while ago, 
about 100,000 men, among whom are a great portion of the bone 
and sinew, the wealth and the honor of the State. 

But, Mr. President, I shall not consume further time. I de- 
sire simply to call public attention to the effort that is being 
made to cause a prosecution against my people. I desire that 
Masbate af SAONA shall KOOI what 2 at the tation of Stas 
wicked agitation, and the spirit that is abroad when these bit- 
ter denunciations and falsehoods are uttered against my State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Certainly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have listened with a great deal of inter- 
est to what the Senator has been saying about the conditions 
in Kentucky. I have some information of my own from other 
sources. Will the Senator give us his explanation as to why 
this trust has such a grip on the tobacco trade? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Which trust? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator was speaking of trusts in gen- 
eral, and I want to know which trust he means. 

Mr. BRADLEY. If the Senator will pardon me, I am speak- 
ing of the trust and the societies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know the societies are fighting the trust. 

Mr. BRADLEY. That is it. Now, to what does the Senator's 
question refer? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The societies would not exist but for the 
existence of the trust. 

Mr. BRADLEY. That is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, why does the trust exist? Who cre- 
ated it, and what laws foster it? 

Mr. BRADLEY. So far as that is concerned, I am not able 
to tell where that trust was created, but I think it was created 
in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KEAN. I beg the Senator's pardon. No trusts are cre- 
ated in New Jersey. Corporations are chartered there to do 
proper business. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I accept the Senator's explanation. It was 
a corporation incorporated in New Jersey that has strayed from 
the teachings of that good State in the carrying out of its busi- 
ness. I suppose that explanation will be sufficient. [Laughter 
and applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galleries will 
refrain from any demonstration. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, as a Kentuckian, who sees 
the shortcomings of his State and knows them, but who knows 
its worth as well; as one who loves her traditions and every 
atom of her glorious history; as one who is proud of her achieve- 
ments in the field, the forum, and on the seas; as one who was 
born on and asks no grander place to sleep than in her soil, 
I stand here to denounce this wicked attack upon my people. 
When the petty libeler who has uttered these words shall have 
mouldered into dishonorable and forgotten dust, Kentucky with 
her strong arm, untarnished sword, and unstained shield, will 
always be found the defender of this great Nation of ours. Her 
name shall be the synonym of honor, and her children shall 
stand side by side in the forefront with the children from every 
other State in this Union, equal with them in intelligence, in 
manhood, and in everything that it requires to constitute good 
citizenship; and in that day her mistakes and shortcomings 
shall be blotted out in the refulgent and glorious light of deeds 
honorably accomplished. 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, ETO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. FLINT, 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. Root, Mr. PAYNTER, and Mr. FLETCHER 


| ibers of the joint committee on the part of the Senate, as 
But we are told that the prices for tobacco are now so ex- men j p te, 


provided for in the joint resolution of January 19, 1910, en- 
titled “ Joint resolution authorizing an investigation of the De- 
partment of the Interior and its several bureaus, officers, and 
employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry in the Department of 
Agriculture, and its officers and employees.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 24, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations received by the Senate January 20, 1910. 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

John Doscher, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York. (Reappointment.) 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles H. Darling, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont. (Reappoint- 


1 ment.) 
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Curtis 8. Emery, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Memphremagog, in the State of Vermont. (Re- 
appointment.) 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Timothy A. Field, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the seventh district of Kentucky in place of Samuel 
J. Roberts, the appointment to be éffective September 1, 1910. 

CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Edward Kent, of Arizona, to be chief justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Arizona. (A reappointment, his term 
exptring March 20, 1910.) 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Fletcher M. Doan, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. (A reappointment, 
his term expiring March 27, 1910.) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 20, 1910. 


Census SUPERVISOR, 


Harold Blake to be a supervisor of the census for the first 
district of Montana. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Joseph Bosler to be assistant treasurer of the United States 
at Philadelphia, Pa. 


COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 
George M. Bowers to be Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 


POSTMASTERS. 
IDAHO, 
Phillip Rand, at Salmon, Idaho. 
INDIANA, 
John W. Baker, at Columbia City, Ind. 
Fletcher W. Boyd, at Covington, Ind. 
W. E. Butterworth, at Mishawaka, Ind. 
James Edwards, at Mitchell, Ind. 
John W. Emison, at Vincennes, Ind. 
Samuel S. Heath, at Lebanon, Ind. 
Sherman L. Keach, at Bedford, Ind. 
Elmer McKenzie, at Williamsport, Ind. 
William Miller, at Nappanee, Ind. 
Fremont M. Neal, at Jonesboro, Ind. 
Archer R. Orr, at Carlisle, Ind. 
Taylor Reagan, at Plainfield, Ind. 
John F. Richardson, at Boonville, Ind. 
IOWA. 
Orrin E. Crane, at Springville, Iowa. 
Myron E. Foster, at Early, Iowa. 
Samuel P. Hale, at Tripoli, Iowa. 
William R. Prewitt, at Onawa, Iowa. 
Thomas W. Purcell, at Hampton, Iowa. 
James Rae, at Marcus, Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
John N. Evans, at Liberal, Kans. 
Joseph E. Humphrey, at Nickerson, Kans. 
Carl O. Hunt, at Natoma, Kans. 
LOUISIANA, 
John L. Magee, at Franklinton, La. 
Lillian D. Richardson, at Independence, La. 
William P. Willett, at Pollock, La. 
MARYLAND, 
Lancelot Jaques, at Smithsburg, Md. 
Charles M. Murray, at Hampstead, Md. 
MISSISSIPPI, 
Margaret N. Cabaniss, at Clinton, Miss, 
George C. Jackson, at Belzona, Miss, 
Emma Morris, at Ittabena, Miss. 
James C. Tyler, at Biloxi, Miss. 
NEW YORK. 


Herbert V. Clark, at Dexter, N. Y. 
Emmett B. Hawkins, at Huntington, N. Y. 
R. Burchard Hults, at Port Washington, N. 
Elmer A. Johnson, at Wilson, N. X. 
Edward J. Lewis, at Saugerties, N. Y. 
John J. Mahoney, at Willard, N. Y. 

James F. Moore, at Middletown, N. Y. 
Frank ©. Wilcox, at Painted Post, N. X. 


* HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, January 20, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, GREENSBORO AND CHARLOTTE, N. c. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 5197) to 
change the times for holding the regular terms of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Greensboro and 
at Charlotte, in the western district of North Carolina, a similar 
bill (H. R. 17748) being on the House Calendar and the Senate 
bill being on the Speaker's table. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the regular terms of the circuit 


and district courts of the United States for the western district of 


North Carolina to be held at Greensboro, in the said district, shall 
commence, respectively, on the first Monday in June and the first Mon- 
day in December in each and every —.— his act in respect to the said 
courts is amendatory of the provisions of section 572 and section 658 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, second edition, 1878, 
directing that said courts at Greensboro shall be held on the first Mon- 
day in a and the first Monday in October of each year, and in this 
respect the said sections are hereby r a 
EC. 2. That hereafter the regular terms of the circuit and district 

courts of the United States for the said western district of North Caro- 
lina at Charlotte shall commence, respectively, on the first Monday in 
April and the first Monday in October of each year, instead of the sec- 
ond Monday in June and the second Monday in December of each year, 
as pons by the act approved June 19, 1878 (20 Stat. L., 322), am 
in this reepect: said last-named act, in so far as it designates the times 
of holding said courts at Charlotte, is hereby re ý 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be force from and after its passage 
and approval. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read a third time and passed. 

By unanimous consent the bill H. R. 17748, the similar House 


bill, was ordered to lie on the table. 
HOMESTEAD RESIDENCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 16223) 
extending the time for certain homesteaders to establish resi- 
dence upon their lands, with Senate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and request a 
conference. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Speaker announced as 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. MONDELL, Mr, VOLSTEAD, 
and Mr. BYRD. 


INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT AND BUREAU OF FORESTRY, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’ from Pennsylvania submits 
the following privileged report from the Committee on Rules, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution 292, 
have had the same under consideration and in lieu thereof report the 
9 resolution: 

“Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall proceed by resolution to el its members of the joint 
committee provided for by the joint resolution ‘Authorizing the in- 
ves tion of the Interior Department and the Bureau of Forestry of 
the Department of Agriculture“ 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a unanimous report, 
the purpose of which is apparent to the House, and I ask for 
a vote. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 
3 SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

eld? 

Mr. DALZELL. For what purpose? 

Mr. LLOYD. I thought the gentleman had concluded, 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in order to clear up 
the thing, I would like to have that rule read again, so every- 
body can understand what he is voting on. 

Mr. DALZELL. This rule simply provides that the House 
shall proceed to an election. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By resolution? 

Mr. DALZELL. By resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And not by ballot? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not by ballot. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Republican 
caucus, I offer the following resolution, 
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The SPEAKER. By direction of the Republican cautus the 
gentleman from New Hampshire offers the following resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 294. 


Resolved, That the following Members be elected the House members 
of the joint committee provided for 1 the joint resolution authorizing 
an investigation of the Interior Depa t and the Bureau of Forestry 


of the Department of Agriculture: Mr. SAMUEL W. MCCALL, of Massa- 
chusetts ; Mr. MARLIN E. OLMSTED, of Pennsylvania; Mr. EDWIN DENBY, 
of Michi, n; Mr. Epwarp H. MADISON, of sas; Mr. James T. 


Luioyp, of Missouri; and Mr. OLLIE M. James, of Kentucky. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, at a caucus attended by nearly 
200 Members last evening that resolution was agreed to by a 
large majority, and I was instructed to report it to the House 
this morning. I do not care to discuss the resolution further 
at this time, and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. CURRIER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. CURRIER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not want more than two minutes. 

Mr. CURRIER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I am named in the pending reso- 
lution as one of the committee of investigation. The Repub- 
lican caucus had a perfect right, as I view it, to name the 
members on that committee from the majority side. I believe 
that the purpose of the minority, as it expressed itself in cau- 
cus, ought to be accepted as the views of this party in refer- 
ence to the two men who are named from the minority. Mr. 
James and Mr. Raryey were named as persons who ought to 
be named on that committee and recommended by the Dem- 
ocratic caucus. I was not considered in that caucus at all, and 
I therefore wish to support Mr. Rarney, and I believe that this 
body would do its duty to itself and the country by naming 
the two persons who are named by the Democratic caucus. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In order that I may be fully understood in this matter, I wish 
to say that if by any means I should be chosen as a member of 
the committee I shall feel that it is my duty to my party to 
present my resignation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
New Hampshire—— 

Mr, CURRIER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Just a few minutes—probably not to exceed 
three minutes—and I desire the gentleman to yield to me for 
the purpose of moving an amendment to the pending resolu- 
tion. I desire to move a substitute. 

Mr. CURRIER. I will yield to the gentleman to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by substituting the name of Henry T. RAINEY, of the State 
of Illinois [applause on the Democratic side], for the name 
of James T. Lioyp, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the resolution the name of JAMes T. LLOYD, 
Missouri, and insert the name of HENRY T. RAINEY, of Illinois. 

Mr. CURRIER. And upon that amendment and resolution I 
demand the previous question to its final passage. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CURRIER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. McCALL. Two or three minutes. i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I had not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had not the floor except 
to offer an amendment. i 

Mr. CURRIER. I will yield to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield, to the 
gentleman from Alabama or the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CURRIER. Without waiving my right to move the pre- 
vivus question, I will yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New Hampshire lost the floor by yielding for an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire lost 
the floor by yielding for an amendment to the gentleman from 
Alabama, and the gentleman from Alabama was recognized, and 
he offered his amendment. Then the gentleman from New 
Hampshire was recognized. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He could not be recognized except to 
move the previous question, for the time belongs to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 


of 


The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was not recognized except to offer an amendment, which 
he offered, and it would require another recognition if he de- 
sired to debate; but the gentleman from New Hampshire again 
applied for recognition, and as the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire offered the resolution, under the practice of the House, 
frequently settled, he was entitled to priority in recognition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire had the floor, and was entitled to it for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. Which gentleman? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New Hampshire. 
When he yielded the floor to the gentleman from Alabama he 
lost his right to the floor, and the recognition must be accorded 
for debate to somebody else before-he can get recognition again. 

The SPEAKER. But the practice is well settled that when 
he yielded for an amendment he lost the floor, but the gentle. 
man from Alabama took the floor and offered his amendment, 
which was read at the Clerk’s desk, and then the gentleman in 
charge of the resolution, under the practice of the House, was 
entitled to recognition for the previous question, otherwise he 
would lose the parliamentary advantage, if it be an advantage, 
that he has to test the sense of the House on the previous qu2s- 
tion, or otherwise. If that were not the practice of the House, 
then the gentleman in charge of the resolution would lose the 
opportunity to test the sense of the House as to debate and the 
House would lose control. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the practice 
of the House is not as the Chair states it. The gentleman fiom 
New Hampshire may have the right to move the previous ques- 
tion and to take the gentleman from Alabama off the floor for 
that purpose, but he is not entitled to a new recognition in 
preference to somebody opposed to the resolution after he has 
once surrendered the floor for any purpose. I insist that some 
body opposed to the resolution is entitled to recognition before 
the gentleman from New Hampshire is recognized for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire is en- 
titled to the floor for the purpose, if he should so desire, to 
move the previous question. 

— FITZGERALD. That is true, but he can not yield ary 
e. 

The SPEAKER. He could not, except by unanimous consert. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire yielding to the gentleman from Alabama for 
debate? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CURRIER. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address briefly the 
sense of fairness, the love of fair play, the sense of common 
decency in the treatment of political opponents, which I believe 
reside in the hearts of a number of Members on that side of 
this Chamber. There is no disposition on this side of the Cham- 
ber, nor has there ever been any manifested here, to resort to 
unfair means to control party action on the other side of this 
House. We on this side have always been content, and are now 
content, that the Republican party in the House of Representa- 
tives shall manage Republican politics here, confident that the 
country will ultimately agree with us that Republican domina- 
tion here and elsewhere in the administration of the Government 
is hurtful to the real interests of the people and the country. 

The Democrats of this House, representing at least a large 
minority of the American people, are dissatisfied, and they be- 
lieve that the people generally are dissatisfied, with the Repub- 
lican management of affairs in this House. The history of 
this resolution discloses that its purpose was to take the power 
of the appointment of this committee out of the hands of the 
Speaker and to vest it in the membership of this body. 

This naturally brings the question down to the consideration, 
Who of the membership shall select the members of this com- 
mittee? It is manifestly just, and it is conceded that the ma- 
jority should select the majority membership of this committee. 
This has been done. Against such action this side of the House 
makes no complaint. But when the Republican machine in the 
House of Representatives, headed by the distinguished Speaker, 
undertakes to control the Democratic politics on the Democratic 
side in the House of Representatives, we on this side, in the 
name of common decency and fairness, protest. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, we on this side are sent here representing a 
large part of the great people of the Union, representing great 
Democratic constituencies. I believe, sir, it is well for the 
country that there are two great political parties contending 
for the mastery in our Government, criticising each other and 
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holding each other to strict accountability before the bar of 
public conscience and enlightened judgment. Whatever party 
is in control of the administration of the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment, it is well for the people always that there is a strong 
opposing party. This has been conceded by most of you, my 
Republican brethren, and it has never been the practice of de- 
eency in the past for one political machine to undertake to 


dictate what the opposing party shall do. We are not asking 
what you shall do. We merely claim the privilege, aye, more, 
the right, of carrying out our own policy of giving expression 
to our own views, and we have done this in a caucus duly 
authorized for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party selected two men emi- 
nently qualified, by reason of experience, by reason of ability, 
by reason of long service here, by reason of high character, to 
discharge the duties incumbent upon the members of this pro- 
posed committee. I assume that this House and the President 
himself desires a committee composed of men of ability and 
integrity—a committee appointed for the alleged purpose, and 
I hope for the real purpose, of inquiring into the acts and con- 
duct of the Secretary of the Interior and the Chief of the 
Bureau of Forestry, and the conduct of all others who have had 
to do with them in their official relation. The business of this 
committee will be to make a thorough investigation and a fair 
and correct report. The duties of the committee will be in- 
quisitorial and not judicial. The duties of the committee will 
be to gather and present to Congress and the country all the 
facts necessarily involved in the investigation. What the 
judgment of Congress and of the country will be after the 
facts are gathered may perhaps be the subject of argument and 
for further and future consideration. 

I therefore, Mr. Speaker, appeal to the membership on that 
side of this House to permit this side of the House, in the 
interest of fairness and in the interest of truth and justice, to 
make good its selection of the two members of this committee 
which haye been conceded to the minority. In the interest of 
truth and justice and fairness and the public interest I appeal 
to the Republican membership of this House to accept the se- 
lection of the two gentlemen nominated for this committee by 
the membership on this side of this Chamber, namely, Mr. 
James, of Kentucky, and Mr. RAIN RET, of Illinois. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. MCCALL]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I crave the indulgence of the 
House for just a moment to make something in the nature of a 
personal statement. It was not my desire to be a member of 
this committee, as gentlemen upon this side of the House know, 
but a situation arose where that seemed to be almost, if not a 
necessity, at least something which gentlemen very much wish 
to have done. I have been thinking over my own attitude, 
looking first at my own flintlock to see that there is no rust 
upon it, and that I am fitted by reason of lack of interest to 
be upon the committee. My lack of fitness in other respects I 
would willingly concede. I want to say to the House in ad- 
yance of this election just what has occurred to me upon 
reflection. I have the relations of a stockholder, not a large 
stockholder, to a company which is engaged in mining or de- 
veloping mines for precious metals—silver and copper and gold, 
and I do not know but that for other metals or minerals. I 
do not know anything about the management of the company, 
how it is conducted, except that it is very ably and honestly 
conducted. I do not know that that company has any interest 
in anything that may come before this committee. I have never 
heard its name mentioned, but we are charged here with the 
duty of investigating the whole Interior Department and all 
the dealings of the Land Office of the United States—a vast 
jurisdiction. Now, if we should come across any matters in 
which I saw that I had a remote interest, I should want to 
recuse myself and not act as to those matters, and I want the 
House to know in advance of this possible interest. I should 
very much hope to be relieved from the responsibility of this 
investigation, but I do want the House to know of the possi- 
bility of the interest before I am chosen on the committee. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
COOPER]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, it has been my 
judgment from the beginning that the Democracy in the House 
ought to be allowed to choose their members of the committee 


on investigations. Last night at the caucus I did the best I 
could to have the caucus retain the name of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. James]. In the discussion during the caucus I 
did say that while the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 
is a very able man, a fine lawyer, and a prominent Democrat, 
still that, in my judgment, he had clearly evinced upon this 
floor a prejudice against a prior administration and against 
relatives of the present Chief Executive which made him not 
the best man nor the proper man to be put upon the committee. 
I make no charge, not even the slightest, against his integrity. 
Personally he is my friend; politically we have our differences; 
we have no other differences. I then said what I now repeat, 
that I think we ought to have notified the Democratic caucus 
that we would agree to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
James], but that, for good reasons, we desired that they select 
another man in the place of the gentleman from Illinois. But 
the attitude of our opponents here now is plainly that it will be 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Raryry] or no other, in so far 
as their choice is concerned. Speaking as a Republican, having 
in mind the best interest not only of my party but of the coun- 
try, I thought that they ought to be allowed to choose the two 
men, but I do not think that they ought to put upon the com- 
mittee, nor that under all of the circumstances we ought to be 
expected to ratify their selection of, the gentleman from Illinois. 
Therefore as a Republican—not as a Republican, but as a man 
who wants to see a thorough, impartial investigation, regardless 
of whom it may hurt or help—I shall vote against the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayton]. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 
vind? CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

Mr. CURRIER. How much time? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Five minutes will be enough. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, up to the present 
time the situation presents itself in the shape of what is or- 

known as a “dog fall.” As far as Mr. MCCALL'S 
mining interests are concerned, I have some out West myself, 
and if his are no more valuable than mine, I do not think it 
ought to affect his judgment whatever. [Applause.] The sit- 
uation is this: Somehow, or somehow else, I do not know ex- 
actly how the understanding came while I was away from here, 
it was understood that the Democrats were to select two mem- 
bers of this committee. By reason of that understanding we 
called a caucus. It was largely attended. We selected two 
able men, and I undertake to say without fear of successful 
contradiction that no man can urge successfully a charge of 
incompetency or corruption or anything of that kind against 
them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is said on one 
hand that these men are partisan Democrats. Mr. Speaker, 
both you and I are precluded by our past records from raising 
any objection to a man because he is partisan in his politics. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] You believe in a robust 
partisanship; so do I. These men were elected or selected by. 
the caucus, four nominees being up, and they were selected by, 
a large vote, They are competent men, they are clean men, 
they are courageous men. 

This is not a fight against the administration. It is an effort 
to ascertain the facts. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hrrcucock] was the first, I believe, to introduce a resolution 
for investigation. He is a Democrat and a man of highest 
character. Subsequently other gentlemen in the House and 
Senate introduced resolutions for an investigation. Finally the 
administration, as I understand it, asked for this investiga- 
tion. I think that President Taft at last demanded it. If there 
is nothing wrong in the Interior Department, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. James] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Raney] can not find out that there is anything wrong 
there [applause on the Democratic side], and if there is any- 
thing wrong it ought to be dragged to the light of day. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] It does not make a particle 
of difference to me whom it hurts. What Democrats de- 
sire—and all they desire—is a fair and thorough in- 
vestigation. I have nothing against Secretary Ballinger; 
he has always treated me courteously and well. I have 
nothing against Gifford Pinchot; but I do think that we 
have the right to select our own men. On that proposition we 
rest this case and appeal to the country. If we make bad selec- 
tions we lose in the estimation of the public. I would net un- 
dertake to dictate to the Republicans any man whom they 
should select, If they selected two men or four men who are 
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obnoxious to the country, and obnoxious to me personally, I 
would still say they had the right to do it. There are all sorts 
of rumors floating around. One of them is that the President 
has expressed an opinion on these committeemen. I hope he did 


not. Personally I think a great deal of the President, I am 
not certain that I am not one of the first men in the United 
States who ever suggested to anybody that he would be nomi- 
nated for President. Three or four years ago, I have stated 
on the floor of this House once before, the minute I laid eyes 
on him I formed a high opinion of him as a man, and I have it 
yet; but if he did interfere in this matter I say it was coming 
close, indeed, to a breach of the privileges of this House [ap- 
plause on the Democratic side], and you can not get away from 
that proposition. We propose to stand by these two men. If 
you knock either one of them out we can not help it. 

I wish simply to make one suggestion that ought to sink 
deep into the hearts and minds of men, and it is that you are 
setting a very dangerous precedent if you turn down Mr. 
Raney, a precedent that may return to plague you. [Applause 
on tke Democratic side.] I do not believe in revenge. When I 
was young, being born and raised in Kentucky, I did have a 
good deal of that spirit, but lapse of years has taught me that 
it is an unwise course, and I am not making any threats; I 
am just simply making a suggestion for the good of the order, 
and I belleve, whether we make good selections or bad, that the 
Republicans, by unanimous consent, ought to give us the men 
we want, because we do not want anything in this matter except 
the truth. 

I would despise myself and the Democrats in this House 
forever if we started into this investigation with the deter- 
mination or the desire to smirch any man on the face of the 
earth. What we want is the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on my mo- 
tion. - 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move the previous 
question? 

Mr. CURRIER. On the amendment and the resolution to a 
final passage. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on ordering the previous 
question, 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 193, 
answered “ present“ 12, not voting 35, as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Adair es H es, N. J. Ransdell, La. 
Adamson Dixon, Ind. Hull, Tenn. Rauch 
Aiken * em D. A. Humphreya; Miss. ae 
Alaran ler, Mo. wa a. ames n 
de: Ellerbe Jamieson Richardson 
Ansberry Estopinal Johnson, Ky. Riordan 
Barnhart ‘err Johnson, S. C. Robinson 
Bartlett, Ga. Finley Jones Rothermel 
Bartlett, Nev. F eld Keliher Rucker, Colo. 
ll, Tex. Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J. Rucker, Mo. 
ll, Ga. Floyd, Ark. Kitchin Russell 
Boehne Foster, III. Korbly th 
Booher Gallagher Lamb unde: 
Borland Garner, Tex. Latta Shackleford 
Bowers Garrett Sharp 
Brantley Gill, Mo, Lever Shep 
Burgess Gillespie Livingston Sherley 
Burnett Glass d Sherwood 
Byrns Gedwin McHenry Sims 
Candler Goldfogle Macon Sisson 
antrill Gordon Maguire, Nebr. Slayden 
Sarin Goulden Martin, Colo. Small 
Clark, Fla. Graham, Ill. Mays Smith. Tex. 
Clark, Mo. 3 Moon, Tenn. Sparkman 
Clayton Hamlin Moore, Tex. pight 
Cline Hammond Morrison Stephens, Tex. 
Collier Hardwick Moss Talbott 
Conry Hardy Nicholls Taylor, Ala. 
Covington Harrison Oldfield ‘Taylor, Colo. 
Cox, Ind Hay Padgett ‘Thomas, N. C. 
Cox. Ohio Heflin Page Tou Velle 
Craig Helm Palmer, A. M. Underwood 
Crayens Henry, Tex, Patterson Watkins 
Cullop Hitchcock Peters Weisse 
Dent Houston Poindexter Wickliffe 
Denver Howard Pujo Wilson, Pa. 
Dickson, Miss. Hughes, Ga. Rangell, Tex. 
NAYS—193. 
‘Alexander, N. Y. Barnard Bradle, Cam 
Allen > Bartholdt Brownlow Cary 
Ames Bates Burke, Pa. Cassid, 
Andrus Bennet. N. Y. Burke, S. Dak. Chapman 
Anthony Bennett, Ky. 5 — C N.Y. 
Austin Bingham Calder Cole 
Barchfeld Boutell Calderhead C 


Graff Law y 
Cooper, W Graham, Pa. Lawrence Prince 
Coudrey Grant Lenroot Reeder 
Cowles Greene Lindbergh Reynolds 
Creager Griest Longworth Roberts 
Crow Gronna Lou Rodenberg 
Crumpacker Guernsey Loudenslager Scott 
Currier Hamer den Sheffield 
Dalzell Hamilton McCreary Simmons 
Davidson Hanna McCredie Slemp 
vis Haugen McGuire, Okla. Smith. Cal. 
Dawson Hawley McKinlay, Cal. Smith. Iowa 
8 It cee III. . Mich. 
Douglas Henry, Conn. Metaughlin, Mich Staford 
Hi McMorran teenerson 
Brideeil, M. E. Hill Madison FEE 
Dure; Hinshaw Stevens, Minn. 
Dwight Hollingsworth Martio, S: Dak. Sturkiss 
Edwards, Ky. Howell, N. J. Miller, Minn. Sulloway 
Ellis Howell, Utah Millington 8 
Elvins Howland oon, Pa. 
1 Hoang, 8 Moore. Pe Taylor Ohio 
rd, W. organ, Mo. ‘ener 
Fairchild H Morgan, Okla. Thistl 
Fassett Hughes, W. Va. Morse Thomas, Ohio 
Fish Hull, lowa Moxley Tilson 
Focht Humphrey, A aaa Murdock Tirrell 
Foelker Johnson, Murphy ‘Townsend 
Fordney Joyce Needham Volstead 
Foss Keifer Nelson Wanger 
Foster, Vt. Kendall Norris Washburn 
Foulk Kennedy, Iowa Nye eeks 
Fowler Kinkaid, r. Olcott eele 
Fuller Knap) Palmer, H. W. WIIson, III. 
Gaines Knowland Parker ood, N 
Gardner, Mass. opp ayne Woods, Iowa 
Gardner, Mich. Kronmiller Pearre Woodya 
Gardner, N. J. Küstermann Perkins Young, 
Gillett Lafean Pickett 
Goebel Langham Plumley 
Good Langley Pratt 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—12. 
Ashbrook Lundin Mann Rainey 
Burleson McCall Olmsted Webb 
Carter McLachlan, Cal. Pou Young, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Barclay Gilmore Madden Sperry 
Hamill Maynard Stanley 
Burleigh Hobson Miller, Kans. Sulzer 
Byrd Kahn Mondell Thomas, Ky. 
Capron Kennedy, Ohio Morehead Vreeland 
Denby rê udd Wallace 
Fornes Lindsay O'Connell Wiley 
Garner, Pa. Lovering Parsons Willett 
Gill, Md. McDermott Southwick 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the remainder of the session: 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. ASHBROOK. 
Mr. Youne of New York with Mr. FORNES. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Garner of Pennsylvania with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. O'CONNELL. 

Until February 4, 1910: 

Mr. Lunxprn with Mr. THomas of Kentucky. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. CARTER. 

For the remainder of this week: 

Mr. Densy with Mr. WEBB. 

Until January 21, 1910: 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. BURLESON. 

For this day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. Moreneap with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Micrier of Kansas with Mr. GILMORE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Barcray with Mr. Hopson. 

Mr. Sournwick with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. BurtercH with Mr. BROUSSARD. ` 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. Wurx with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how I am 
recorded as voting? 
The SPEAKER. 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. CARTER. Has the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Kaun] voted? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California has not 
voted. 

Mr. CARTER. I am paired with the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia and desire to withdraw my vote and answer “ present.” 

The name of Mr. Carrer was called, and he answered “ pres- 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
called the second time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recorded on the first 
call. Was the gentleman present? 
I was absent. 


The gentleman is recorded as having yoted 


Mr. Speaker, my name was not 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
pay attention. 


I was trying to 
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The SPEAKER. But the gentleman says he was absent. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I was absent for a second, and 
my name was called, and I could not get the Clerk’s ear. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was present on the second 
call and did not hear his name called; and the Clerk says he 
did not call it, because he thought the gentleman had voted on 
the first call. The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman, 

The name of Mr. Rucker of Colorado was called, and he 
voted “ yea.” 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above re- 
corded. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion. 


The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. CURRIER, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 145, 


I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


answered “ present“ 18, not voting 38, as follows: 
YEAS—186. 


Alexander, N. Y. 9 Humphrey. Wash. Payne 
Allen Ese Johnson, Ohio Pearre 
Ames Fairchild oyce Perkins 
Andrus Fassett Keifer Plumley 
Anthony Fish Kendall Pratt 
Austin Focht 8 Iowa Pray 
Barchfeld Foelker Kinkaid, Nebr. Prince 
Barnard Fordney on Reeder 
Bartholdt 088 Knowland Reynolds 
Bates Foster, Vt opp Roberts 
Bennet, N. Y. Foulkrod Kronmiller Rodenberg 
Bennett, Ky. Fowler Küstermann tt 
Bingham Fuller Lafean Sheffield 
Boutell Gaines Langham Simmons 
8 Gardner, Mass. Langley Sep 
Brownlow Gardner, Mich, Law Smith, Cal. 
Burke, Pa. Gardner, N Lawrence Smith, Iowa 
Burke, S. Dak. Gillett Longworth Smith, Mich. 
Butler Goebel Loud Snapp 
Calder Good Loudenslager Southwick 
Calderhead Graft Lowden Stafford 
Campbell Graham, Pa. McCreary Steenerson 
Cassidy Grant McCredie Sterling 
Chapman Greene McGuire, Okla. Stevens, Minn. 
Cocks, N. X. Griest McKinlay, Cal. rgiss 
Cole Gronna McKinley, Ill, Sulloway 
Cook Guernsey McKinne Swasey 
Cooper, Pa, Hamer McLaughlin, Mich.Tawney 
Coudrey Hamilton MeMorran Taylor, Ohio 
Cowles Hanna iaid ner 
Creager Haugen Martin, S. Dak. Thistlewood 
Crow Hawley Miller, Minn. Thomas, Ohio 
Crumpacker Hayes Millington Tilson 
Currier Heald Moon, Pa Tirrell 
Dalzell Henry, Conn, Moore, Pa. Townsend 
Davidson Higgins Morgan, Mo. Volstead 
Dawson Hill Morgan, Okla, W. r 
Diekema Hinshaw orse Washburn 
Dodds Hollingsworth Moxley Weeks 
Douglas Howell, N. J. Murdock Wheeler 
Draper Howell, Utah Murphy Wilson, III. 
Driscoll, M. E. Howland Needham ood, N 

urey Hubbard, Iowa Norris Woods, Iowa 
Dwight Hubbard, W. Va. Nye Woodyard 
Edwards, Ky. Huff Olcott Young, Mich, 
Ellis Hughes, W. Va. Palmer, H. W. 
Elvins Hull, Iowa Parker 

NAYS—145. 

Adair Dies Hughes, N. J. Rauch 
Adamson Dixon, Ind. Hull, Tenn, Reid 
Aiken Driscoll, D. A. Humphreys, Miss, Rhinock 
Alexander, Mo, Edwards, Ga. James Richardson 
Anderson Ellerbe Jamieson Riordan 
Ansberry Estopinal Johnson, Ky. Robinson 
Barnbart Ferris Johnson, 8. C. Rucker, Colo. 
Bartlett, Ga. Finley Jones Rucker, Mo. 
Bartlett, Nev. Fitzgerald Keliher Russell 
Beall, Tex. Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J. Sabath 

ell, Ga. Floyd, Ark, Kitchin Saunders 
Boehne Foster, NI. Korbly Shackleford 
Booher Gallagher Lamb arp 
Borland Garner, Tex. Latta Sheppard 
Bowers Garrett Lee Sherley 
Brantley Gill, Mo. Lever herw 
Burgess Gillespie Livingston Sims 
Burnett Glass Lloyd Sisson 
Byrns Gcdwin McHenry Slayden 
Candler Gcldfogle Macon Small 
Cantrill Gordon Maguire. Nebr. Smith. Tex. 
Carlin Goulden Martin, Colo. Sparkman 
Clark, Fla. Graham, III. ays Spight 
Clark, Mo, Gr Moon, Tenn. 5 Tex. 
Clayton Hamlin oore, Tex. Talbott 
Cline Hammond Morrison Taylor, Ala. 
Collier Hardwick oss Taylor, Colo. 
Conry Hardy Nicholls Thomas, N. 
Covington Harrison * Oldfield Tou Velle 
Cox, Ind. ay dgett Underwood 
Cox, Ohio Heflin i Watkins 
Craig Helm i Palmer, A. M, Weisse 
Cravens Henry, Tex, Patterson Wickliffe 
Cullop itch ers Wilson, Pa. 

nt Houston 

Denver Howard ell, Tex. 
Dickson, Miss. Hughes, Ga, Ransdell, La. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—18. 


Ashbrook Davis Madison Rothermel 
Burleson Lenroot Mann Webb 
Carter Lindbergh Nelson Young, N. Y. 
Cary Lundin Pou 
Cooper, Wis. McLachian, Cal. Rainey 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Barclay Hamill Maynard Sperry 
Broussard Hobson * Miller, Kans, Stanley 
Burleigh Kabn Mondell Sulzer 
Byrd Kennedy, Ohio Morehead Thomas, Ky. 
Capron Legare Mudd Vreeland 

mby Lindsay ` O'Connell Wallace 
Fornes Lovering 3! Olmsted Wiley 
Garner, Pa, McCall Parsons Willett 
Gill, Md. McDermott Pickett 
Gilmore Madden Poindexter 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. RoTHERMEL. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I was present at the 
first roll and was trying to listen; there was so much uproar, 
it slipped by without my hearing. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman giving attention? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As much as I could. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman brings himself within the 
rule, - 

The name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri was called, and he voted 
“ nay.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. 
Parsons] is absent at the funeral of a friend. If present, he 
would vote “aye.” 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have my 
name called. I was present. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman giving attention when 
his name should have been called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I heard my name; I was engaged in 
something else at the time my name was Called. 

The SPEAKER. But not giving attention? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets that the gentleman d 
not bring himself within the rule. 5 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I simply desire to state that if I had 
yoted I would have voted “ present.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. Curgier, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Wole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BOUTELL in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 18282, the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 2 of the bill for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment at the end of line 18 in the shape of a new paragraph, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 2 to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will reserve a point of order until I 
can hear the amendment. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the gentle- 
man explain what he desires to do before I consent to his re- 
quest. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is an estimate that the State Department 
omitted to send up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Minnesota that the gentleman from New York reserves a 
point of order and asks that the amendment be first read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, page 2, insert: 

“To meet the actual and necessary expenses of the delegates of the 
United States to the Fourth International Conference of American 
States, to be held at the city of Buenos Aires, beginning on the 9th day 
of July, 1910, and of their salaried clerical assistants, to be expended 
in the discretion of the Secretary of State, and to continue available 
during the fiscal year 1910, $75,000." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on giving unanimous con- 
sent to return to page 2. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I will not give my consent until 
I hear something about the reason for the appropriation. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this is an estimate which, by 
an oversight, was not forwarded in time to be included in the 
urgent deficiency bill when the Committee on Appropriations 


was preparing the bill. The purpose of the appropriation is to 
enable the Government of the United States to participate in 
the next Pan-American Congress, which is to be held in April, 
1910. These Pan-American congresses occur every few years 
by agreement between the United States and the South Ameri- 
can Republics. The last one was held during the administration 
of Secretary Roor as Secretary of State, and Members of the 
House will probably recall some of the details of the partici- 
pation at that time by our Government. 

This is the same amount that was appropriated four years 
ago to enable the State Department to participate and repre- 
sent our Goyernment in this Pan-American Congress. 

Mr. MACON. To what extent and how does the State De- 
partment participate, and why should it necessitate the appro- 
priation of the large sum of $75,000 to pay the expenses of our 
officials in attending this congress? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Of course, the State Department is repre- 
sented by the Secretary of State, who personally attends these 
congresses, and his secretaries and assistants necessarily attend 
with him, and this sum is for the purpose of defraying the ex- 

of our own representatives in this congress. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas will probably recall, as a result of the 
Pan-American congresses, that our relations with Central and 
South American countries haye been very greatly improved. 
As a result of the last congress there was an international 
agreement effected, and afterwards signed, under which treaties 
were entered into which have resulted in extending the busi- 
ness of the United States with the South American countries, 
and these countries are brought into closer business relations 
with us, and as a result our export trade to these countries is 
constantly increasing. „ 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the congress, 
and I am inclined to think it will result in some good to the 
United States; but what I am trying to get at is the necessity 
for the appropriation of so large a sum as $75,000 to pay the 
expenses of the Secretary of State and his secretaries when 
they are already receiving salaries from the Government and 
not entitled to any additional compensation. Certainly $75,000 
is a large sum for going to and returning from the congress 
and paying hotel bills while in attendance upon the congress 
for the short time it will be in session. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this is the amount we have 
always appropriated heretofore, and at these congresses, in ad- 
dition to the Secretary of State and his clerks and assistants 
who must necessarily go there, the President appoints four rep- 
resentative men who are in touch with the commercial business 
of the United States and who go there as our representatives, 
taking part in the proceedings of this congress. 

Of course our representatives and the representatives of the 
State Department must necessarily maintain their quarters 
while there. It is not hotel bills alone, but there is a great 
deal of work and a great many subjects that are considered in 
these congresses affecting our business relations. 

Mr. MACON. But it does not take money to consider sub- 
jects; it takes brains. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. It takes time to consider them, and there 
must necessarily be room provided for the accommodation of 
our representatives at these congresses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order to get the necessary information. 

Mr. MANN. Let me say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that it probably takes some eclat to do good work in South 
America among these Spanish-speaking people, and eclat costs 
money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MACON. How long does the congress usually sit? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About three weeks. 

Mr. MACON. What is the compensation paid the delegates 
appointed by the President? 

Mr. TAWNBY. They get no compensation at all, nothing but 
expenses. I will say to the gentleman that four years ago 
when we appropriated for the last congress the Secretary of 
State was then before the committee, and the committee went 
into the details of the expenditures very fully, and they are re- 
quired to make an accounting and report of these expenses. 

We were satisfied and recommended the appropriation, and 
Congress adopted our recommendation of this amount, beliey- 
ing and feeling confident that it was absolutely necessary. I 
trust the gentleman from Arkansas will not make the point of 
order, because this is something that the Central and South 
American countries look forward to with a great deal of inter- 


est. Our Government initiated these congresses in the days of 
the administration of the State Department by Mr. James G. 
Blaine, and they have been recurring at intervals ever since, 
and the relations between the United States and these countries 
have greatly improved as a result of these congresses, where 
all subjects not only between the United States and these coun- 
tries, but all subjects pertaining to a better state of government 
in these countries themselves and their relations with each 
other, are discussed. The last agreement that was entered into 
has been violated, it is true, by Venezuela, but that is the only 
country. All other countries have respected the agreement 
whereby war and revolution, which were so frequent in those 
countries, have almost entirely ceased as a result of the work 
of these congresses. I think it is very essential, and I am satis- 
fied, after the investigation made heretofore, that this amount 
is no more than is necessary to defray the expense of our ap- 
propriate representation at this congress, or it would not be 
recommended. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I can not reconcile so great an 
expenditure as $75,000 for the expenses of the Secretary of 
State and a few secretaries or assistants and four appointees 
on the part of the President for this conference. The expendi- 
ture is too great, and I can not conscientiously give my con- 
sent to an expenditure of that kind. If the gentleman will allow 
an amendment to appropriate $25,000, I will not object; but I 
will not allow $75,000 to be appropriated for this three weeks’ 
entertainment, so long as I have a voice to raise against it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman did not object to it when we 
passed four years ago an appropriation for the same amount 
and for the same identical purpose. 

Mr. MACON, Four years ago I was not as firmly intrenched 
in this House, perhaps, as I am now. I believe that by reason 
of my experience and my association with the membership of 
the House for the past four or five years I have attained a posi- 
tion where I can in a manner assert some things that I would 
not eyen request when I first came to Congress. I think that is 
also the experience of the gentleman from Minnesota. But 
because I may have overlooked or suffered this wrong to be 
perpetrated upon the people of this country then, is no reason 
why I should sit in my seat and suffer it to be done now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is no reason why the gentleman should 
permit a wrong to be done here and not object; but when he 
proposes to accept $25,000 he is merely guessing at the amount 
that he supposes to be necessary. It is a mere guess on the gen- 
tleman’s part. Now, I ask the gentleman from Arkansas, in all 
fairness and candor, if he wants to set up his judgment as to 
the amount that is necessary, which judgment is not based on 
any investigation whatever as to the necessity for this appro- 
priation? Does he want to set up his judgment, thus based 
upon nothing, as against the judgment of the committee, that 
has carefully investigated the matter and finds that this amount 
is necessary to properly represent our Government at a great 
international congress? The gentleman from Arkansas must 
recognize the fact that when we send representatives of our 
Government down there we do not want them to go there and 
misrepresent us by being obliged to refrain from such favors 
and courtesies as other nations extend to us while there. These 
countries come there expecting the United States to set the 
example, and wherever courtesies are extended to our repre- 
sentatives the obligation is necessarily created to return that 
courtesy, and in international conferences of this kind these 
courtesies are always accompanied by more or less expense. 
I think I am just as conscientious in regard to the expenditure 
of public money as the gentleman from Arkansas is, and after 
full investigation I am satisfied that this $75,000 is absolutely 
necessary to enable our representatives properly to represent the 
greatest nation, not only in this hemisphere but on any other 
hemisphere. 

Mr. MACON. On the face of the earth? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les, on the face of the earth; and I will say 
that if $75,000 is not necessary, the language is “so much 
thereof as may be necessary,” and if it costs less than that the 
balance of the money goes back into the Treasury. But I do 
not think that the officers of the Government and the citizens 
of the United States, who are willing to contribute their time 
and effort without compensation, will unnecessarily expend any 
part of this money. If it was not because I believe it is abso- 
lutely necessary to enable these men to properly represent our 
Government, I would not have offered this amendment or asked 
the appropriation of $75,000. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman’s committee, 
which he says has carefully investigated this expenditure, will 
furnish me with some idea as to the items that this money is 
expended for, so I can see whether or not it is a reasonable 
expenditure of the money of the country, I would not object, 
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but in the absence of that information I can not accept a whole- 
sale statement to the effect that it is necessary to have $75,000 
to defray the expenses of our part of this congress, A lump- 
sum proposition does not go with me. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the parlia- 
mentary situation is this: A request for unanimous consent is 
still pending, and the matter can be discussed by unanimous 
consent unless there is objection. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois, if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the position of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] is very natural and very proper, 
and yet it seems to me this is one of those cases where there 
is reason for making a lump-sum appropriation of considerable 
size. Everyone who is familiar with the international confer- 
ence held before recognizes the value of it. Everyone recog- 
nizes the yalue of the trip of Secretary of State Roor to South 
America, and if one will read the volume descriptive of that 
trip, I think that such person will be very much impressed. 

We haye on the south of us Central American States and the 
South American States. We have not a great deal of commerce 
with them. On the other hand, their foreign commerce is ex- 
tremely large, mostly with European countries, although they 
are naturally tributary to us. When England or Germany 
sends a representative to one of the South American countries, 
he is given carte blanche as far as expense is concerned. He 
goes in such a style as attracts attention. It becomes a matter 
of advertisement which is of great value, and he accomplishes 
the purpose of exciting the attention of the people of South 
America to the products of the country whence he comes. We 
desire to retain a commanding influence upon the American 
Hemisphere. We desire, if possible, to extend our trade to 
South America. It seems to me far better to expend $75,000 
in the arts of peace than $75,000,000 in the arts of war, and 
yet we are spending more than $100,000,000 a year on the 
navyy—in the main for the purpose of protecting our claim in 
regard to South America. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him there? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MACON. Can the gentleman show me where the last 
congress which was held in South America has had anything 
to do with the continuance of peace in that or this country? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, decidedly. 

Mr. MACON. They seem to have been raising a little dis- 
turbance down that way recently, and while they did not wage 
war against the United States as a government, they captured 
two United States citizens, who were soldiers of war, and mur- 
dered them in cold blood. 

Mr. MANN. That was in Central America. 

Mr. MACON. It is mighty close kin to South America, and 
the same kind of blood courses the veins of the inhabitants of 
Central America that courses the veins of the inhabitants of 
South America, and that country participates in the Pan- 
American Congress, 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and if we would hold more conferences 
with Central America it would be a good thing. I will say to 
my friend from Arkansas that the fact is that conditions have 
been much more peaceful in South America on account of the 
congresses or conventions that we have attended there. It is 
not very many years ago since a revolution was almost a daily 
occurrence in some of the governments of South America. 
There has been more stable government in South America as 
a result of Secretary Roor’s trip to South America than as the 
result of any other one cause. Now, it is not possible in send- 
ing these gentlemen to South America to pare the cheese. In 
dignity to this country we can not afford to say that they shall 
go there, having made out an account in advance, and keep 
themselves confined within that account. If we send men to 
South America at all, we ought to trust them at least as far as 
a private concern trusts its traveling salesmen in regard to ex- 
penses. The question, after all, is whether it is worth $75,000 
to the United States to endeavor to develop peaceful relations 
with these republics and increase its trade. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, in regard to what the gentle- 
man has said about trusting these gentlemen to spend this 
$75,000 on this trip to the Pan-American Congress, I desire to 
state that we seem to have trusted so many people to expend 
the money of the United States without question or limitation 
to such an extent that we have reached the point where we ex- 
pend more than our revenues amount to each year. 


But I think that when that condition is brought about it 
becomes time for us to limit and restrict somebody somewhere 
in the expenditure of this money, and not let them go on in a 
flaring, glaring way with pomp and pride and waste the money 
in a profligate manner. 


Mr. MANN. Well, all that the gentleman says possibly is 
true, but that does not necessarily apply to this case. There 
is no intent to have the money spent in a profligate manner, 
but, on the other hand, it is the intent, if possible, to have the 
Government represented there on the basis that it is worth 
much more to us than the cost will be. 

Mr. MACON. Just there, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will allow me, I will say, without intending to throw a bouquet 
at him, that if the Government will send representatives to 
South America to attend this Congress who will go and attend 
to their duties in the manner in which the gentleman from 
Illinois would attend to them, I would not object. [Applause.] 
But, sirs, I do not believe it is right to allow them to have all 
the money they desire with which to make a great display. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not desire the friendship or trade of any- 
body or country where it has to be bought with pomp and 
show and extravagant expenditures of the people’s money. I 
believe in buying both with common sense, with honest dealings, 
fair and honorable treatment, and if I can not get them that 
way, they can go to the winds so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman may be assured that if any 
representatives are sent to South America they will be far 
better fitted for the purpose than is the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I am in full sympathy with 
my friend from Arkansas in reference to a careful superin- 
tendence of public funds, and because possibly, of this particu- 
lar item, I have some further knowledge than my friend from 
Arkansas, I desire to say a word now. This appropriation 
would ordinarily be made by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
of which I am a member—— 

Mr. MANN. The distinguished chairman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. It 
could not be made by that committee this year for this reason: 
The conference begins in April, 1910. The appropriations con- 
tained in the diplomatic appropriation bill do not become avail- 
able until July 1, 1910. I told the Department of State that 
we could pass upon this item, and direct that the appropriation 
be made immediately available. Even then the bill has to pass 
the House, and probably will not be reached in the ordinary 
course of business before two weeks from now, and it then has 
to go to the Senate, to be returned and go into conference, and 
it will probably be well toward the Ist of April before that bill 
becomes a law, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Assuredly. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from New York, perhaps, 
being a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, can an- 
swer whether the $75,000 heretofore appropriated was spent by 
the delegates? 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not answer that question accurately, I 
regret to say. If I had known this question was to come up 
to-day I would have been glad to have furnished the exact 
figures. My recollection is that a certain amount of the $75,000 
appropriated at the last conference was turned back into the 
Treasury, and let me suggest to my friend from Arkansas and 
also to the gentleman from New York that the delegates who 
are sent there have no more control over this fund than I have. 
2 accounts must be allowed by the Secretary of State and 
audited. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Can my colleague from New York give 
me some light, because I want to vote intelligently on this 
amendment in case the gentleman from Arkansas does not press 
his point of order—was any report of the commissioners ever 
submitted to this House? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; but any Member of the House can 
obtain it at the State Department. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I understand; but this amendment comes 
up suddenly this morning upon the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota for it to be added to the bill, so that no Member 
of the House can possibly at this moment, unless he gets in- 
formation concerning it from the gentleman from New York or 
the gentleman from Minnesota, vote intelligently upon this 
lump sum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I could not state the exact amount, but let 
me suggest to gentlemen of the House one or two considera- 
tions bearing upon this question. In the first place, the gentle- 
men who go down there do not have the spending of this money. 
The $75,000 is to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary 
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of State, and they are allowed such amounts as he may think 
proper, and if there were any attempt, which I am sure there 
would not be, at wasteful expenditure, it can be checked by 
the Secretary of State, whose approval must be obtained as to 
any money expended. 

Let me further suggest that my friend from Arkansas under- 
estimates the necessary expense of this congress. These con- 
gresses have cost this country altogether perhaps $200,000. 
There have, I think, been three of them held before. Possibly 
the expense has been $250,000. The trade of this country with 
South America has very greatly increased in the last twenty 
years. It is not as much as we hope it will be, but the increase 
in the trade, both export and import, of the United States dur- 
ing the last twenty-five years has been large, and I venture to 
say that the $250,000 spent on these congresses has had more 
to do with the increase, more to do with establishing our pres- 
tige, both national and commercial, with the South American 
Republics than the millions we spent in sending a fleet of battle 
ships around the face of the earth. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How many delegates do we send there? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is in the discretion of the President. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What is the maximum? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it is about four, in addition to the 
officials of the Secretary of State, and they are necessarily 
obliged to have assistants. They go down there and represent 
different branches of industry. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. They sit in this congress, read their 
papers, and deliver their speeches, just as delegates would ordi- 
narily do in a congress? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but there are a large number of sub- 
committees, and in that congress, as in this Congress, a very 
large amount of the valuable work is done by committees. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I would like to get some idea how this 
$75,000 is to be expended in three weeks by the number of gen- 
tlemen that my colleague from New York has indicated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Allow me to say a word more. Three 
weeks is a most inaccurate statement. In the first place, this 
congress is to be held 7,000 miles away. The time occupied 
in transportation alone, the time that is spent in traveling to 
go down and get back, will occupy every member of this con- 
ference, assuming he starts from New York and not from San 
Francisco, from six to seven weeks. So there are the traveling 
expenses for a considerable number of people over 14,000 miles, 
occupying seven weeks; and while they should not go in great 
splendor, still, certainly, these gentlemen, going without charge, 
for the interest of the country, are entitled to reasonable, proper, 
comfortable, and even handsome accommodations on the ship. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. PERKINS. We do not expect them to bunk four in one 
room. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to continue for 
five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the duration of this congress, unless 
I am misinformed, is considerably longer than was suggested by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. I think these 
congresses have ordinarily remained in session several weeks. 
There is work of importance for this one. They hope to re- 
vive the endeavors by which conflicts between the members of 
this union, our own country, and the South American republics 
shall be still further brought under a system of judicial settle- 
ment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from New York will per- 
mit me, I will say that the last one continued from July 21 
until August 26, 1906. > 

Mr. PERKINS. Nearly five weeks. That was my own rec- 
ollection, and the present congress will naturally continue con- 
siderably longer. They want also to carry out in further de- 
tail the institution that has already proved of such large value, 
namely, the Bureau of American Republics, which has done 
work that I think is familiar to all of us in spreading the op- 
portunities for this country of trade in South America, both 
by their publications in English and by those in the Portuguese 
and the Spanish languages, which are circulated in South 
America. 

This item was first considered by our committee. We tried 
to be prudent and careful. It seemed to us that, in view of the 
great distance, in view of the large number of persons sent 
down, in view of the possible duration of the congress, in view 
of the fact that all was under the supervision of the Secretary 
of State, a gentleman who has the confidence of all of us, who 
will allow no unreasonable or improper expenditures, we might 
allow the amount asked for, We thought that this was not an 


unreasonable amount; and I hope that my friend from Ar- 
kansas, with whom I agree as to allowing only reasonable 
amounts, and with whom I sympathize in opposing unreasonable 
appropriations, will see that this belongs to the former class. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I understand that the proceedings of these 
various congresses have been printed and circulated? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 
eh GOULDEN. And have been for the betterment of the 

e 

Mr. PERKINS. That is true, and they have been circulated 
all over this country and in South America. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, if the gentleman will permit me, 
that the second conference, held in Mexico, was called in 
session on October 22, 1901, and remained in session until 
January 26, 1902. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was in session three months. My recol- 
lection was that it was much longer than my friend from Min- 
nesota suggested. 

Mr. TAWNET. I had an indistinct recollection about it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. How many of these congresses have been 
held? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Three; and this is the fourth. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will my colleague inform me and the 
House if these national conferences of American States are 
based upon treaty rights with this country? 

Mr. PERKINS. They are based upon agreements; they are 
not based upon treaties. The first conference was called at the 
suggestion of Mr. Blaine, and the various countries agreed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, the first 
congress was called under the authority of an act approved 
May 24, 1888, during a Democratic Congress and a Democratic 
administration, and the amount appropriated in that act to 
defray the expenses of the first congress was $75,000. 

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will allow me just there, I 
do not approve everything that all Democrats have at all times 
done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That shows, however, that the gentleman 
does disapprove, and for that reason I respect him more. 

Mr. PERKINS. These congresses that have subsequently 
met have been held in pursuance of resolutions of the congress 
itself. The congress, at the close of its session, by vote par- 
ticipated in by all of the members, all the nations taking part, 
votes that the succeeding congress should be held at such a 
place and at such a time, and the congresses have been held 
and the nations have participated in pursuance of the resolu- 
tion passed by the successive conferences. 

Mr. HARRISON. A parliamentary inquiry. What is now 
before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present parliamentary status is this: 
The gentleman from Wisconsin asked unanimous consent to 
recur to page 2 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzceratp] objected. Then they re- 
served their objections until the amendment could be read. 
The amendment having been read, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrzecrratp] withdrew his objection. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas still reserves his objection, and this entire 
discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. The Chair will 
still hold that it is under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is willing to agree to this amendment at $50,000; and 
if I agree to that amount, he will withdraw his objection to 
returning to this part of the bill. If he does withdraw his 
objection, I will agree to change the amount from $75,000 to 


Mr. MACON. Mr. if the gentleman will amend 
his request to that extent, upon the statements made by him- 
self and the gentleman from New York, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the distinguished watchdog 
of the Treasury upon the Republican side of the House [Mr. 
Mann], I will allow the amendment carrying $50,000 to be 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment to be 
considered will be $50,000 instead of $75,000. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 


from Arkansas to withdraw his objection to recurring to page 
2. Does the Chair hear objection? 

Mr. HARRISON. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is recurrence to the 
page. Does the Chair hear objection to recurring to page 2? 
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The Chair hears none, and the amendment is now before the 
committee. The gentleman from New York reserves the point 
of order. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, it is a great gratifica- 
tion to me that this matter has come up for discussion at this 


time. The discussion has shown, if anything, that compara- 
tively very little is known of these so-called “Pan-American 
congresses,” though I can assure the gentlemen of the House 
that in other parts of the world everything is known about 
them. s 

They are regarded in Europe, particularly by those states- 
men of Europe who are striving to promote the cause of inter- 
national amity, arbitration, and peace, as a model for the whole 
world. And inferentially I want to say that if the gentleman 
from Arkansas says that rather than spend $75,000 he would 
let the whole matter go to the winds, I want to say to him that 
he greatly misjudges the temper of his own constituents if he 
expects them to uphold him in his course. 

Mr. MACON. I am sure the gentleman from Missouri does 
not want to misquote the gentleman from Arkansas. I said 
that when it came to buying friendship or trade with pomp and 
show and extravagant expenditure of the people's money, then, 
so far as I was concerned, they could go to the winds. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Even that statement would not be sup- 
ported by the constituents of the gentleman—— 

Mr. MACON. I believe it would. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Because there is certainly no proposi- 
tion here to purchase the friendship of anybody; but these 
conferences are held to conclude and are necessary for the 
purpose of making these international agreements, for the pur- 
pose of negotiating international arbitration treaties, for the 
purpose of establishing the great doctrine in the countries 
south of us, international in character, but Pan-American in 
reality, peacefully to adjust all differences that may arise be- 
tween the United States and the South and Central American 
republics. There is no such proposition involved as is sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. Chairman, if this appropriation of $75,000 is not made, 
this great Republic will be appropriating less than any one of 
the small republics of Central and South Ameriea. Does the 
gentleman from Arkansas or anyone else propose that our 
delegation should go down there in a shabby condition, unable 
to meet their expenses, stopping at second and third class 
hotels, merely for the purpose of limiting themselves in accord- 
ance with the parsimony of a Congress that really does not 
seem to understand what is at stake in this matter? 

Will the gentleman. yield? 


I very respectfully submit that they will not 
have to go in a parsimonious manner with an appropriation of 
$50,000 behind them. In answer to the gentleman’s argument, 
I will say that because some of the profligate countries of 
Central or South America are willing to exploit the finances 
of their governments in an extravagant way is no reason, in 
my judgment, why the sensible Nation that the gentleman has 
the honor of representing in part should do such a wild 


thing. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. it is exceedingly strange 
that millions of dollars are voted for the navy without any 
inquiry on the part of Members as to what the money is 
being spent for. I have not seen my friend from Arkansas 
on the floor here questioning the appropriations for naval 
purposes. 

Mr. MACON. ‘The gentleman must have been out of the 
House every time a naval appropriation bill has been con- 
sidered on this floor since I have had the honor of occupying a 
Beat upon it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, I know the gentleman always ob- 
jects. When unanimous consent is asked, the gentleman is 
always on hand; but it is mighty strange that a small appro- 
priation like this, intended for the purpose of constructive 
statesmanship and constructive peace, should be cut down by 
this House. I would be ashamed to go back to my constit- 
uency and say that I had refused an appropriation of $75,000 
for the purpose of insuring the peace of this hemisphere and 
then vote $136,000,000 fer the purpose of waging war. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will an expenditure of $75,000 insure peace? 
If so, let use make it $750,000,000. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It will certainly tend in that direction. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will tend, but how will it insure it? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the appropriation were made $7,- 
000,000 for this purpose, I would vote for it, and I would say 
that the American people had received the benefits to be de- 
rived from it very cheaply at that price. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Can the gentieman from Missouri in- 
dicate how that large sum of money last mentioned by him 
could be reasonably expended by our delegates at any such 
congress? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They may need only $40,000; they may 
need $55,000; they may need $60,000; but this will be under 
the supervision of an honest official, a member of the Cabinet, 
and whatever is needed by these delegates to defray their 
expenses I am willing to grant, and I am willing to grant 
them more, if necessary, and particularly because the gentle- 
men who will be called upon to go down there as delegates will 
be required to offer their time and their services practically 
gratis to this Government. 

We could not pay that character of men in money, and the 
matter can not be measured in dollars and cents at all. I want 
to go on with the policy that was inaugurated in 1899 at The 
Hague, of proceeding along the basis of constructive peace, and 
make some to insure, by law and agreements, the 
peace of the world, instead of stinting these appropriations, 
and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment reducing the 
amount to $50,000 will not be passed, because it would be a 
humiliation of this House if it did. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary 
situation. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Minnesota fixes the amount at $50,000. The amendment is be- 
fore the committee and subject to further amendment. The 
question now is on the point of order made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hankisox], and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Livingston] calls for the regular order, which 
is a determination of the point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of 
order for the purpose of eliciting information, which I have 
since received through the courtesy of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. I took occasion to announce several days ago that, as 
far as I was able, I would raise a point of order against all 
appropriations for international bureaus or congresses which 
were not authorized by existing law; in other words, for those 
created either by convention not ratified by the Senate or 
merely by executive order. It appears upon examination of 
the statutes that this international congress was authorized by 
Congress in 1888, which became a law; and subsequently, in the 
establishment of the Bureau of International Republics, the 
power was given to a committee to fix the date of the adjourned 
meeting of these conferences from time to time. I therefore 
withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment as offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the word “fifty” and insert the word “ seventy-five.” 

Mr. MANN and others. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 
amend—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to renew it. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the amendment may be again re- 
ported. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for a 
moment. The contention of the gentleman from Missouri and 


his language and manner hardly comport with each other. He 
argues that he is the great friend of peace, and that he wants 
this appropriation made in the interest of peace, but in the 
presentation of the matter to the House he uses language and 
acts in a manner that is calculated to disturb the peace. 
[Laughter.] 

I am too much of a gentleman, however, to attempt to reflect 
upon the gentleman's actions in this House in the discharge of 
his duty as a Representative when he is acting conscientiously. 
I am too much of a gentleman to impugn his motives. The gen- 
tleman has said that whenerer there is a unanimous-consent 

on before this House I am on the spot. 
.I want to say to the gentleman that I have sat here since 
the day of thé convening of the present session of Congress, as 
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the Record will show, and have not objected to a single unani- 
mous request, and if the gentleman can find one instance where 
I have objected I will apologize to him in a manner that few 


men will. I never object to unanimous consent unless a raid 
upon the Treasury is being attempted. 

Whenever a unanimous-consent proposition is presented the 
gentleman says that I am on the spot. I venture to say that 
there have been 100 requests of that nature made to this House 
since the convening of the present Congress, and the gentleman 
says I am always on my feet to object. I hope he will examine 
the Recorp and do me the justice to correct that statement, 
because it is not so. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I may be mistaken, but I thought the gentleman 
from Missouri did not make that statement. I understood the 
gentleman from Missouri to say that whenever unanimous re- 
quest was made the gentleman from Arkansas was in his seat, 
watchful of the interests of the House. It is very much to the 
credit of the gentleman from Arkansas that when a unanimous- 
consent request is made he is in the House. He is usually in 
the House attending to his duties here, whether there is a 
unanimous request or whether there be- some other business 
before the House. I do not think the gentleman ought to take 
exception to the statement that he is on hand in the House. 
There are very few of us that will deserve that compliment. 

Mr. MACON. I am obliged to the gentleman from Illinois, 
but the gentleman from Missouri intimated that I did not oppose 
extravagant appropriations for the navy, when the fact is I 
haye opposed them in evety appropriation bill presented to this 
House for the navy since I have been a Member of the House. 
The last time a naval appropriation was before the House I 
offered an amendment to reduce the appropriation providing for 
the construction of two battle ships to provide for the construc- 
tion of only one battle ship. I have insisted on cutting down 
the appropriations for the navy at all times, and I expect to 
continue that course, notwithstanding the fact that I am n 
member of the committee that will report the bills making ap- 
propriations for its support. 

Notwithstanding I am now a member of that great committee 
in this House, I want to serve notice on the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] that I propose to be as vigilant as I 
can be and see that that bill is cut to the very last cent I can 
have it cut to. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a 
word. My relations with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] are such that I was sure he could not believe I was re- 
flecting upon him personally or was treading upon personal 
ground when I stood here in a rather belligerent manner de- 
fending the cause of international peace. I did refer to his 
custom, and I believe in what I said I will be borne out by the 
membership of the House, that the gentleman from Arkansas 
has been a great objector when unanimous consent was asked. 
As far as this session is concerned, it is rather young. I do not 
know what the course of the gentleman will be, but he certainly 
was on his feet to-day when the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Tawney] asked unanimous consent to recur to page 2 of 
the bill for the purpose of inserting this State Department item. 
I am glad to know that the gentleman voted as I voted on the 
battle-ship propositions, and I congratulate him upon that fact; 
and when I said that his people would not uphold him if he 
stinted in this instance, I believe I stated what is a fact, as he 
will find out when he canvasses his district to ascertain the 
temper of his constituents. 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. ; 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, are we now on 
the paragraph on page 18? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk concluded the reading at page 
18, line 10. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are on the naval establishment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We are still on the other items, 
on the Isthmian Canal. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk reports that he had read to 
the tenth line of the bill. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then the paragraph between 
the lines 4 and 10 is still open to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. Is it not a fact that the word 


“of” here in the paragraph at page 18, on line 6, should be 
stricken out, for the whole of the sum of $76,000 appropriated 


will go for the pay of the member of the commission in charge, 
and I would ask if the word “of” at the beginning of that 
line is not a typographical error which ought to be corrected? 
I will state that I have submitted the matter to several gram- 
marians, and they all agree with me that that is so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that if he will 
observe the comma at the end of line 5 he will see that that 
does not refer to that. The appropriation for the commissioner 
of course is carried in that language. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Is the commissioner Colonel 
Goethals? 

Mr. MANN. No, no. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Who is the commissioner? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The member of the commission who has 
heretofore served as governor. 

Mr. MANN. There is no commissioner at the present time 
in office. 

Mr. TTAWNEY. The appropriation for the commissioner has 
been made for this year. Now, the language for pay of the 
member of the commission in charge” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In charge of offices? 

Mr. MANN. No. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In charge of the Canal Zone government. 

Mr. MANN. I read the bill carefully, and the same thing 
bothered me until I straightened myself out. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not care particularly, but 
it seems to me plainly a grammatical error. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not much of a grammarian, but this is 
the way the appropriation has been made. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am not much of a grammarian 
either, but I submitted it to six or seven gentlemen, who agreed 
with me. 

Mr. MANN. I may say that trouble comes because the Public 
Printer did not put a comma after the word “ storekeepers,” in 
line 8. A comma is not always required. If he had put a 
comma after storekeepers“ it would have read “commission 
in charge of civil administration,” and that is what it means. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then I move to insert a comma 
after the word “storekeepers,” in line 8. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Naval station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii: Toward dredging an entrance 
channel of a depth of 35 feet, $300,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making a statement to the House. 
When this bill was under consideration day before yesterday 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] made some 
very startling statements regarding the defalcation of public 
money in the last fifty-two years. The statements were not 
only startling, but on examining the report of the Treasurer 
of the United States I am justified in saying that they were 
reckless and absolutely unfounded in fact. The statement of 
the, gentleman from Missouri, as shown in the stenographic 
notes taken at the time, was as follows: 

I notice in the Treasurer's report he says that there are $29,800,000 
carried to-day under the item of “ Unavailable balance.” What is an 
unavailable balance? This is $29,800,000 that has been taken out of 
the vaults of the various treasuries of the United States by those in 
charge of them, and the Government is not in a position to know 
anything about how it happened or how the business was conducted, 
and the men who have ta the money haye walked away, without 
being prosecuted or without even giving up the penalty of the bonds 
which they gave when they took it. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is a very grave charge against the 
officials charged with the duty and responsibility of administer- 
ing the expenditure of the people's money, and any repre- 
sentative of the people on this floor, before making it, ought 
at least to have examined the facts for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether or not the charge was true. Now, what are 
the facts? On page 62 of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is the statement of the unavailable balance in the 
Treasury of the United States. This unavailable balance con- 
sists of $28,101,644.91, deposited in the treasuries of 26 States 
in the nature of a loan, under the act of 1836, during the ad- 
ministration of Andrew Jackson, and the State of Missouri, 
which in part the gentleman has the honor to represent on 
this floor, is one of the States which, according to his setate- 
ment, walked out of the Treasury of the United States with 

30 of this money. On the indictment of the gentle 
man from Missouri, his State stands convicted of taking this 
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money, without prosecution or without any return to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Now, what are the facts in regard to the alleged defalcations 
of the past fifty-two years? The total unavailable balance is 
$29,859,799.15, including the temporary loan to these 26 States. 
Deducting the $28,101,644.91 you have a balance of $1,758,154.24 
of deficits and defaleations in a period of fifty-two years, dur- 
ing which period the Government was under the control of the 
Republican party for forty years and under the control of the 
Democratic party for twelve years. The aggregate expendi- 
ture of the Government during that period was over $31,- 
000,000,000. By the aid of some of my associates around me, 
who are up in mathematics, I am informed that it is sixty-three 
one-hundred-thousandths of 1 per cent of loss. [Applause.] 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, in view of these facts, the reckless 
statement of the gentleman from Missouri that made it my duty 
to lay before this House the truth in regard to the unavailable 
balance and call attention to what that unavailable balance 
consisted of. It is just such reckless and unfounded charges 
against public officials that is, unfortunately, destroying the 
confidence of our people in the integrity of public men. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD and Mr. COX of Indiana rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to get 
some information in regard to the unavailable balance. If I 
caught the gentleman’s statement correctly, it was under an act 
of Congress passed in 1836. Is that correct? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Why was it distributed throughout 
the United States? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was the act approved June 23, 1836. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Why was it distributed throughout the 
United States? 

Mr. TAWNBY. At the time there was a large surplus in the 
Treasury and they did not know what to do with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that his time may be extended for five minutes more in 
order that I may ask some questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me state the correct amount. The cor- 
rect amount received by the State of Missouri was $382,335.30. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, does the Government lay claim 
to the fund yet as belonging to the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is carried on the books of the Treasury 
Department of the United States charged against the several 
States that received the money. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Has the Government ever made any 
attempt to recover this money? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I will say the State of Indiana got 
$860,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wish it had $8,000,000 of it; but the 
question I put to the gentleman is this, Whether or not the Gov- 
ernment has made any attempt to recover this money? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has in years past, but not in recent years. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What attempt did it make? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know; but in years gone by, my in- 
formation is that the President of the United States has called 
upon the States. 

There was a controversy which arose on the part of these 
States, many of them claiming that the States that were sub- 
sequently admitted into the Union and given land grants for 
school purposes, ahd so forth, had received the equivalent of 
this deposit, and the States claimed the right to retain this 
deposit. Now, I am not criticising the distribution of the 
money. I am not criticising the States for not returning it, but 
I wanted to call attention to the recklessness of the statement 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] when he 
charged that this $29,000,000 was stolen from the vaults of the 
Treasury and ‘subtreasuries of the United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, That is a controversy between the gen- 
tleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Minnesota, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Is the $340,000 which you say went 
to Missouri included in that unavailable balance? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is included in that unavailable balance, 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has singled out but one 
of the States that received this surplus in Andrew Jackson's 
administration for condemnation. Does the gentleman now 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


847 


that none of those States have returned their share, and that 
a demand was made, but no attempt made, to have it returned? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not singling out the State of Mis- 
souri, because of not having returned the money, at all. I 
singled out the State of Missouri because a Representative from 
that State said that the money was stolen from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wish the gentleman from Minnesota 
would inform the committee as to the different demands, if 
any, the Government of the United States has made to try 
to get the States to return this money. 

Mr. TAWNBY. I can not inform the gentleman further than 
I have. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman a question or two. If you wanted to be fair about 
it, why did you not state the whole amount that was distrib- 
uted and how much each State got? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I stated that the exact amount distributed was 
$28,101,644.91, and, as included in the statement of your colleague, 
$29,800,000 was carried under the item of unavailable balance. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, the truth about that thing 
is that under a Democratic administration they had a very 
large surplus, because they paid off the national debt, except 
$7,000, because they never could find who held the bonds, and 
they had a very large surplus. They passed a bill making 
four annual distributions, and every State then in the Union 
got its part of it. Now, I want to ask another question. Do 
you not think that you Republicans ought to withdraw and 
apologize for the statement that you repeatedly make in cam- 
paigns, that when the Democrats are in power there is always 
a deficiency, and when the Republicans are in power there is 
always a surplus? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That statement when it is made in cam- 
paigns nowadays is made with reference to modern Democracy. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, yes. Now, why do you not 
put in this present state of affairs, then, and take in the modern 
Republicanism ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Simply because the mills will not grind with 
the water that has passed. But I want to say this in answer 
to the gentleman from Missouri 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, Į ask that his time 
be extended fiye minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] that I did not call attention to this for the 
purpose of criticising either the original distribution of this 
money or the failure on the part of the States to repay it or 
the failure on the part of the Government to recover it, but 
I felt it was my duty to call attention to the fact that the 
statements of your colleague reflecting upon the integrity of 
the officers of our Government the past fifty-two years were 
recklessly made and unfounded, in fact, and that they should 
not go unchallenged—that his statement that this $28,000,000 
thus loaned to the States was stolen from the Treasury of the 
United States, thus implying fraud, corruption, and neglect of 
duty on the part of the officials of our Government, was a base 
slander. And-that is my only reason for calling attention to it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to ask if the gentleman ad- 
mits that the Treasury is now carrying as an unavailable bal- 
ance $1,800,000 that has been embezzled? 

Mr. TAWNEY. From 1857 down to the present time the - 
deficits and defalcations are carried on page 62 of the report of 
the United States Treasurer. It gives each ease, and I intend 
to insert that whole page in the RECORD, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman state when these em- 
bezzlements occurred and what the amounts each year were? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, from 1857 down to the present date, 
including $37,270.06 defalcation in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). The whole amount of defalca- 
tion is stated at $1,758,000, covering a period of fifty-two years; 
and during that time the Government expended $31,000,000,000. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to know whether the gentle- 
man will put in his remarks the year and the amount, showing 
these defalcations? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir; as shown by the report of the 
Treasurer of the United States. : 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


848 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Tes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understood you to say that you are applying 
3 in the Treasury to modern Democracy. Is that 
right f 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said something about modern Democracy to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CULLOP. The Democratic party has had the adminis- 
tration of the Presidency two terms in the last forty years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Democracy has been in control twelve years 
in the last fifty-two years. 

Mr. CULLOP. I will ask you if at the end of the first ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland the Democratic party did not 
turn over to the Republican party a full Treasury and large 
surplus, and if, when the succeeding Republican administration 
went out, it turned over an empty Treasury? What has been 
the explanation of that? 

Mr. MANN. It has been told so many times before that it 
has gotten too old to rehash. 

Mr. CULLOP. I do not remember it. 

Mr. MANN. You were too young. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not want gentlemen on the other side 
to divert attention from the fact of the statement of the gentle- 
man from Missouri regarding the defalcations in our Govern- 
ment during the past fifty years are not founded on the facts. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentlemgn yield for a ques- 
tion? j 

Mr. TAWNEY. His statement to the House was this 
$29,800,000 has been taken out of the vaults of the various 
treasuries of the United States— : 
by those in charge of them, and the Government is in the position of 
knowing nothing about how it happened, or how the business was con- 
ducted, or how the men who have taken the moneys got away without 
being prosecuted or without giving up the penalty of the bonds they 
gave when they took office. 

That is all I care to say in regard to it. : 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen on 
the other side and some on this have attempted to interject 
politics into this discussion. I am not speaking for the Demo- 
cratic party nor against the Republican party. I am simply 
speaking for good government and proper administration in the 
Treasury Department. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], who has just 
taken his seat, charged that in my speech day before yesterday 
I made untrue and reckless statements about the management 
of the Treasury Department. 

What I said in my speech which the gentleman so harshly 
criticised was that the Treasury Department was not properly 
managed. I repeat that charge to-day. That department is 
very carelessly and loosely managed. In 1906 there was discov- 
ered in the United States subtreasury at St. Louis a shortage 
of $61,500. On February 20, 1907, a shortage of $173,000 was 
discovered in the subtreasury at Chicago. Mr. Boldenweck 
had been subtreasurer at Chicago for eight months at the time 
his shortage was found. Mr. Akins had been subtreasurer at 
St. Louis about four years at the time the shortage was found 
in his cash. In neither of these offices had the Treasury De- 
partment examined the books or checked up the cash during the 
entire time these gentlemen had held their positions. 

Mr. Chairman, I denounce this as the loosest kind of manage- 
ment. It was the duty of the Treasury Department to have 
made frequent examinations of these offices. When these short- 
ages were made known to Mr. Roosevelt he wrote a letter to the 
Secretary of the Treasury saying: 

I would like a thorough investigation and report made to me of the 
recent losses at the subtreasuries at St. Louis and Chi If neces- 
sary every official in any way responsible is to be removed. If the de- 
fect is in the system, I want the system changed; and I wish to know 
who is responsible for the system. 

To this letter of the President Mr. Shaw, Secretary of the 
Treasury, naively replied: 

Whether there is anything wrong with the system I can not say. Of 
course any man who handles money can steal, and Treasury officials 
handle money. 5 

Here, then, are the very words of the head of the Treasury 
Department admitting that he had no knowledge of the system 
upon which tbese subtreasuries were conducted. Do not these 
facts show that the Treasury Department was carelessly, negli- 
gently, and recklessly managed or, rather, mismanaged? 

Beth of these subtreasurers were under bonds to the Gov- 
ernment sufficient to make good the amounts of their shortages. 
It was the duty of the Treasury Department to realize on 
these bonds. The Treasury Department had no power to re- 
lease these bonds. Congress alone had authority to do that. 
It was the plain, positive duty of the Treasury Department 
to proceed upon these bonds. Was it done? No. In some of 
these bonds it was expressly stipulated that suit must be 
brought within one year after the shortage was discovered. 


The Treasury Department deliberately permitted the bonds to 
become void by reason of the time limit contained in them, 
with the result that now the penalties of the bonds are lost 
to the Government. Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to de- 
nounce this as glaring mismanagement on the part of the 
Treasury Department. 

It has been shown by the testimony before the committee 
that in the St. Louis subtreasury the subtreasurer, Mr. Akins, 
as well as other employees, were in the habit of putting their 
due bills in the cash. Every such transaction was a distinct 
violation of a positive statute. If the Treasury Department 
had periodically examined this institution, as it should hate 
done, this practice would have been detected. Proper exam- 
ination would also have developed the existence of the shortage 
before it grew to such huge proportions. Does the gentleman 
from Minnesota think this was proper management on the part 
of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you think your discussion of the details 
of one or two defalcations is an answer to or explanation of 
the statement you made to the House day before yesterday 
that $28,101,000 that was carried in these balances was stolen 
by the treasurers of the United States? . 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You are sidestepping. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are sidestepping yourself, and I do not 
wonder at it, in view of the facts. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, it is claimed by the 
friends of Mr. Akins, the subtreasurer at St. Louis, that his 
shortage was the result of embezzlement by tellers. If that be 
true, then why did not Mr. Akins proceed against these tellers, 
as he might have done, on their bonds? . He was directed so to 
do by the Secretary of the Treasury. I read from a letter of 
Secretary Shaw to Mr. Akins: 

My Dear MR. AKINS: It looks as though we were up against a 

roposition that we ought to have avoided. You have a bond from 
er. If the Government releases you from any obligation to the Gov- 
ernment, how can you maintain action against Dyer? At this writing 
it seems to me desirable that you bring suit against Dyer and Fer- 
m and then ask Congress to relieve you from any deficit after 
ving exhausted your sources of relief. 

Secretary Shaw here shows a clear idea of what ought to 
be done and suggested it. Then why did he not see to it that his 
suggestion was acted upon? This he did not do. Mr. Akins 
deliberately failed to do what his chief had suggested until 
the bonds became inoperative by stipulations contained in 
them. Bills are pending in Congress now to enter credits on 
the books of the Treasury in favor of both Mr. Boldenweck 
and Mr. Akins for the respective amounts of their shortages. 
Under the law these gentlemen are bound to make good their 
shortages, but we are asked to set aside the law and give to 
these gentlemen the respective munificent sums of $61,500 and 
$173,000. This is to be taken out of the people’s money, 
wrung from them by the hard processes of taxation. On Fri- 
day Mr. Boldenweck’s bill will come before the House, and I 
presume it will pass. He never pressed his bill before a commit- 
tee of this House till his bond to the Government had expired 
by operation of its own terms. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is all wrong about that. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if it is not a fact that the Boldenweck bill appeared before 
the committee, and that I asked unanimous consent to call it 
up more than a year ago, and that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri himself objected? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I did object. I will ask the gen- 
tleman if on the day I objected Mr. Boldenweck's bond had 
not already become inoperative by reason of a condition ex- 
pressed in its face? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I think not. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You think not. Do you know whereof 
you speak? i 

Mr. MANN. I know that it had not become inoperative prior 
to this bill being presented in this House or urged by Mr. 
Boldenweck. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Presented where? 

Mr. MANN. Presented in the House. Where else do you 
present bills? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
ask reports on them. 

Mr. MANN. Present them in the House and present them 
in committees. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That Mr. Boldenweck’s bill was pre- 
sented to the House or the committee before his bond bad be- 
come inoperative I flatly contradict. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman ought not to make a flat 
contradiction of that, because the gentleman is mistaken, and 


You present them to committees and 
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it is not fair to Mr. Boldenweck to call this up and discuss it 
and make statements unjust to Mr. Boldenweck where the gen- 
tleman is mistaken. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would not do anything to injure 
Mr. Boldenweck. I believe from what evidence I have been 
able to get that he is an intelligent, honest man of good busi- 
ness capacity and was faithful to his trust. 

Mr. MANN. The statement of the gentleman that Boldenweck 
did not press his bill until his bond had expired is not true, 
and he certainly does not want it to go before the country. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. It is my understanding of the matter 
that the bond provided that if suit be not brought within one 
year after the shortage was discovered it should become void. 
The shortage was discovered February 20, 1907, and Mr. Bolden- 
weck first appeared before the committee to be heard in sup- 
port of his claim January 13, 1909. 

Mr. MANN. His bill was presented to the House as soon as 
Congress met after the defalcation occurred. While it may 
not have been brought before the committee on formal hear- 
ings, because it is not always easy to get formal hearings be- 
fore that committee, Mr. Boldenweck came to Washington to 
prove his claim before that committee. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I ask the gentleman from Missouri if he, 
as a member of the Committee on Claims, did not at every pos- 
sible step after the Boldenweck bill was introduced attempt 
to delay and hinder its consideration and final report? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is not a fact. On the contrary, 
as soon as the bill was called to my attention I asked to have 
the witnesses called and the facts investigated. 

In the St. Louis case it was shown that the tellers passed 
money from one to the other to make their cash balance when 
they were being checked. That was a conspiracy to defraud 
the Government. What has been done about it? Nothing. 
Nobody has been prosecuted. Even publicity has been denied. 
The facts are smothered by the departments. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I think it unfair to take advantage of 
the St. Louis subtreasurer in this way. I will ask the gentle- 
man whether he does not know that the tellers in the subtreas- 
urer's office that were responsible for that loss were not really 
the employees of the subtreasurer, but were there by civil- 
service reform 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, Mr. Chairman, there has been a 
great attempt to get these bills through for these subtreasurers 
because the employees of the office were not their own ap- 
pointees, but were civil-service men. Mr. Akins knew that the 
employees were not of his own selection. He knew they were 
civil-service employees. Yet the testimony shows that he was 
persistently absent, leaving the subtreasury with its multi- 
tudinous millions in the charge of these $1,800-a-year ciyil-serv- 
ice men. If they were not his appointees, and he did not vouch 
for their faithfulness, then how can he justify going away for 
weeks at a time to make political speeches and work out polit- 
ical intrigues, leaving these men in charge? 

So, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that the Treasury Department is 
very loosely and carelessly managed. The gentleman from 
Minnesota was hasty in charging that I was reckless in my 
speech the other day. I believe he is now thoroughly convinced 
there should be a reform in the administration of this great 
department of the Government, and I am ready to do all that I 
can to assist in bringing that reform about. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Record as part of my remarks page 62 of the 
report of the Treasurer of the United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


No. 22.—UNAVAILABLE FUNDS OF THE GENERAL TREASURY AND Post- 
OFFICE DEPARTMENT, JuNE 30, 1909. 


GENERAL TREASURY, 
On deposit with the following States under the act of June 23, 1836: 


Maine 4„é!!5ẽé „4445 
New Hampshire. „„ 
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Maryland $955, 838. 25 
reinisg_ 2, 198, 427. 99 
2 POREO 
uth Carolina . 
1, 051, 422. 2 
„086. 7 
477, 919. 12 
2, . 30 
1, 433, 757. 39 
, 433, 757. 39 
382, 335. 30 
286, 751. 49 
Total on deposit with the States — 28, 101, 644. 91 
‘ in Deficits and defalcations. 5 
Subtreasur' 
? Defalcation, subtreasury United Lags New Or- 
leans, 1867, May and Whitaker $675, 325. 22 
Defalcation, subtreasury United States, New Or- 
leans, 1867, May property 5, 566. 31 
Deficit, subtreasury United States, New Orleans, 
— SR ß — 20, 959. 81 
Denat, subtreasury United States, New Orleans, $04.60 
Y. ES AES eee 28. 
Deficit, subtreasury United States, St. Louis, 1906_ 61, 500. 00 
Deficit, subtreasury United States, Chicago, 1907 173, 000. 00 
Deficit, subtreasury United States, Boston, 1907 8, 000. 00 
939, 680. 14 
—̃ ——ͤ—ͤ u.ͤ̃ꝛ —.:Ü— 


Mints and assay offices 
Deficits —. defalcations, mint United States, San 


Francisco, 1857 to 1869. 413, 557. 96 
Defalcation, mint United States, Dahlonega, 1861. 227, 959. 03 
Defalcation, mint United States, Charlotte, 1861__ 32, 000, 00 
Deficit, mint United States, Carson City, 1894. 75, 549. 75 
Deficit, mint United States, Philadelph a, 1893 13, 621. 75 
Deficit, mint United States, New Orleans, 1886 54. 00 

562, 733. 49 


Natlonal-bank depositaries 
. Fall lure, Venango National Bank of Franklin, Pa., 


1866 
Failure, First National Bank of Selma, Ala., 1867 3 
214, 761. 38 


181, 377. 51 
33, 383. 87 


wag ha United States: 
Defalcation, depositary United States, Galveston, 

TO) | a See eee 778. 66 
Defaleation, depositary United States, Baltimore, 547.50 
Defalcation, depositary United States, Pittsburg, z ‘eg 1 

SEES E ES ES NEA » 126. 
Deficit, depositary United States, Santa Fe, 1866, 
short in remittance SEP ROLF SE OE EN EGE 249. 90 
3, 702. 17 


— — 
Total deficits and defal cation 1, 720, 877. 18 


— 
Total General Treasury 29, 822, 522. 09 


Post-Office Department: 
9. United States, New Or- 


— 


ERS EE SS a ES EAI 31, 164. 44 

PRCA, depositary United States, Savannah, 205.76 

Detalention, deposttaty. United States, Galveston, 5 5 
Defalcatior a, depositary United States, Little Rock, 

car ater eee kae ere eee 5, 823. 50 

37, 277. 06 


29, 859, 799. 15 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in ten min- 
utes, tive minutes to be given to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Bartuotpr] and five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BOUTELL]. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I was called from the chair 
to answer a telephone call and was called back to the floor of 
the House while the gentleman from Missouri was speaking, 
and I may have misunderstood the first sentence that attracted 
my attention; if so, I give him opportunity to explain it. I 
understood him to say I had stated on some occasion—I did 
not quite catch the occasion—that I had a very good idea where 
the $173,000 taken from the vaults in Chicago had gone to. Did 
I correctly understand him to make that statement? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, I did not quite catch that, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. BOUTELL. As I came from the telephone room I caught 
this sentence, as I understood it, “That the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Bourret] had stated he had a very good idea 
where this money had gone to,” and so forth. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Referring to Mr. Boldenweck. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I understood the gentleman from Missouri 
to attribute that statement to me. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, no. 
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Mr. BOUTELL. I wish to say that if I did know I would 
repair to the telephone room and tell the Treasury where that 
money is. I simply do know the plain facts in this case, namely, 
that Mr. Boldenweck, the subtreasurer, never has had any 
suspicion attracted to him; that he had been exonerated by all 
branches of the Government making this investigation; that the 
bill referred to the Treasury Department has been amended as 
suggested by them, and the passage of the bill approved. This 
matter will come up for discussion, I hope, to-morrow, when the 
merits of the case may be gone into. 

I do, however, think that in this connection, so that there 
may be no misapprehension in the minds of the members of 
this committee, that another statement of the gentleman from 
Missouri should be, I was going to say, contradicted. If he 
takes that as too strong a term, I will say “explained.” The 
gentleman referred to lack of diligence on the part of Mr. 
Boldenweck in introducing and pressing his bill. Perhaps he 
lost sight of the fact that that accusation of a lack of diligence 
might seem to attach to the gentleman who had that bill in 
charge, or Mr. Boldenweck's representative, which I have the 
honor to be. The facts are these: The defalcation occurred 
in the latter part of February, 1907, within two weeks of the 
expiration of the Congress on the 4th of March. No report 
was made showing that any defalcation actually had occurred 
until a month after Congress had come to an end. When the 
Sixtieth Congress convened, in the very first days of the session, 
if not the very first week, I introduced a bill recommended and 
sent to me by the Secretary of the Treasury, H. R. 7603, author- 
izing a credit in certain accounts with the Treasury of the 
United States. That bill was referred by the Committee on 
Claims promptly to the Treasury Department. They replied 
on January 17, 1908, saying that the bill was approved with a 
slight amendment, and from that time on, after the bill had 
been introduced in the first week that it was possible, after it 
had been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury within 
the first month that it was possible, the troubles of this bill 
began, not through any negligence on the part of Mr. Bolden- 
weck, not through any negligence on the part of his repre- 
sentative, not through any negligence on the part of the Treas- 
ury Department in doing justice, but wherever delay occurred, 
in the committee or on the floor, that delay is chargeable to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. It was not my 
privilege to enter the executive meeting of the Committee on 
Claims, but I did have the honor of having several conyersa- 
tions with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD], 
and I do not know that his opposition to this bill is anything 
which should be charged up as discreditable to him. He had his 
own reason for opposing it. 

But I submit, gentlemen of this committee, that he has not 
dealt frankly with the committee in leaving the impression 
here at this time that there has been any dereliction on the 
part of either Mr. Boldenweck himself, the Treasury Depart- 
ment, or any Member of this House. The bill was before his 
committee for a report, with a faverable recommendation from 
the Secretary of the Treasury of January 17, 1908, within five 
weeks after Congress convened, when it could be first intro- 
duced. So I submit that that criticism is not dealing frankly 
with the membership of this House. The consideration of this 
matter on its merits, of course, will come up to-morrow, and I 
shall be glad to go into it fully. 

-The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lowpen having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to estab- 
lish residence upon their lands, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Gamers, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, and Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 14464. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Vice-President had ap- 
pointed Mr. Netson, Mr. FLINT, Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. Roor, 
Mr. PAYNTER, and Mr. FLETCHER members of the joint com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the joint 
resolution of January 19, 1910, entitled “Joint resolution au- 
thorizing an inyestigation of the Department of the Interior 


and its several bureaus, officers, and employees, and of the 
Bureau of Forestry in the Department of Agriculture, and its 
officers and employees.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: An act (S. 4460) permitting Salmon M. Allen 
to make second homestead entry. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 4460. An act permitting Salmon M. Allen to make a second 
homestead entry—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Mis- 
souri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] has referred to the shortage in the 
subtreasury at St. Louis, and also referred to the fact that I 
introduced the bill for the relief of the subtreasurer. I intro- 
duced that bill because my knowledge of the facts in connec- 
tion with that shortage had satisfied me that no blame could 
possibly attach to the gentleman who had charge of the sub- 
treasury at that time. I introduced that bill, furthermore, for 
the reason that in no case, either under Republican or Demo- 
cratic administrations, did the Government or Congress refuse 
to afford relief in cases of this kind. The gentleman who is 
concerned, Mr. Thomas J. Akins, the subtreasurer of St. Louis, 
now postmaster, has been in public life in Missouri for a great 
many years. 

He has held public office and positions of trust and party 
responsibility. He was the chairman of the Republican state 
committee, and national committeeman, and no whisper has 
ever been heard, either among his friends who knew him best 
or in the camp of his enemies, that he is not a man of absolute 
integrity. In connection with this transaction the officials of 
the Department of Justice and the officials of the Treasury 
who investigated that case absolved Mr. Akins from all blame. 
But I should like to refer to one statement made by my col- 
league, namely, that Mr. Akins was absent from his post. It is 
true he was absent from his post a few days at a time, but 
when you put together all the days of his absence he did not 
have the length of vacation that is accorded even an ordinary 
clerk in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will my colleague allow me to ask 
him one question right there? When Mr. Akins was absent 
from his post he left the entire subtreasury in charge of civil- 
service employees, did he not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am coming to that. When he took 
charge of that office he found employees there over whom he 
had practically no control. They were civil-service employees. 
He made inquiries as to their personal character, their respon- 
sibility, and record, and he was told their record was good. 
He accepted them as his employees. But he could not select, in 
the discharge of those responsibilities, men in whom he could 
personally have confidence. That is the fault, in my judgment, 
of the system which we hear criticised, that in financial trans- 
actions a man who is giving a heayy bond is not able to select 
the men whom he knows and in whom he has personal confi- 
dence. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have only five minutes. I beg your 
pardon, 

Mr. BOWERS. All right. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The investigation of that shortage has 
developed the fact that either one of two of the tellers are 
criminally responsible for that shortage. One of them was 
tried and acquitted. He was acquitted for the reason that the 
testimony collected by the secret-service men of the Govern- 
ment could not be admitted. It was ruled out for the reason 
that the shortage extended to a long period back, and the court 
took cognizance only of the time during which the books had 
not been checked up. Consequently the private lives of these 
tellers could not be gone into by the court and the jury, hence 
there was an acquittal. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman advise us why no suits 
were brought? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE rose. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. It has been suggested, 
Mr. Chairman, just now why no suits have been brought to re- 
cover under the bond. This bonding of subtreasurers is done 
under a system which it is time for this House to look into 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, I should like to have a few’ minutes 
more, 
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Mr. WEISSE. 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is limited by a vote of the com- 
mittee, but it can be extended by unanimous consent. 


Mr. SABATH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of Mem- 
bers who want time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the request of the 
gentleman from Lllinois—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will have to object to any further time. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). That the gentleman from 
Missouri may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is there 


objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SABATH. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes 
more. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then there is another gentleman who will 
want five minutes, and another who will want five minutes. 

Mr. SABATH. This is important. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The time, Mr. Chairman, within which privi- 
leged business can be taken up is so limited that we can not 
have extensions of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being nothing before the committee, 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tke amounts hereinafter stated, deposited in the Treasury in accord- 
ance with the requirements of the act approved March 4, 1909, section 
10 (35 Stat. L., p. 1027) are hereby reappropriated and made avail- 
able for expenditure for the purposes for which they were originally 
appropriated as follows, namely: Nayy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.: Ship- 
Wright's shop for construction and = , $19,570.56; light and power 
Station building, $28,565.90; in all, $48,136.46. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve the point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ` The gentleman from New York reserves 
the point of order on the paragraph just read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire the necessity for re- 
appropriating this amount at this time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Upon what ground does the gentleman raise 
the point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That it is not authorized by law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this 
project is authorized by law, and the appropriation is to com- 
plete that project. 

The shipwright's shop was authorized by the act of March 3, 
1899, Thirtieth Statutes at Large, page 1035. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The amount was fixed then and the 
money was appropriated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The light and power station was authorized 
by the act of March 3, 1903, Thirty-second Statutes at Large, 
page 1087, and these appropriations are for the purpose of complet- 
ing both projects. The appropriation has heretofore been made 
for this work, and under the covering-in act approved March 4, 
1899, the unexpended balance of the appropriation was turned 
into the Treasury of the United States. The work has been 
stopped, and this appropriation is for the purpose of renewing 
the work and going on and completing the project authorized 
under the two statutes which I have mentioned. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to what is proposed to be done here. Be- 
fore I entered Congress an appropriation was made, by the act 
approved March 4, 1899, to construct a shipwright's shop at the 
Mare Island Navy-Yard. The appropriation was made and the 
work was authorized, apparently because it was essential to the 
Mare Island Navy-Yard that this shop should be built. On the 
4th of March last, in the sundry civil act, it was provided that 
all unexpended balances on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment on the ist of July, 1904, should be covered into the general 
fund, unless at the time of the passage of the sundry civil act, 
March 4, 1909, the money was obligated by contract for some 
particular work. For ten years this money had lain idle in the 
Treasury to the credit of this work, for the purpose of enabling 
the Navy Department to initiate and erect this shop, so essential 
to the work in the navy-yard at Mare Island. Then it was 
ascertained that under the provisions of the sundry civil act the 
money had to be turned into the Treasury. In reality, the 
money had remained unexpended for ten years, and no contract 
even had been made which was then in existence under which 
the money was obligated to be paid. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that where it has been possible for the Navy Department 
to continue for ten years without the use of this money for the 
purpose specified it is somewhat peculiar that this extraordi- 
nary emergency should arise, necessitating the appropriation of 
the money in an urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell the committee 


whether or not the Government is now utilizing this navy-yard— 
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that is, running it up to its full capacity—or has the gentleman 
any information on that subject? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the Government utilizes it; how 
much I am unable to state. But the fact is that more than 
ten years ago a Republican administration was authorized to 
build a particular shop at the Mare Island Navy-Yard that was 
very essential to make that yard properly equipped to do the 
work that was to be done there. It has not been built in ten 
years; yet frequently it is asserted that it is impossible in navy- 
yards to do the work as cheaply as the private contractors, who 
have grown rich off such work, have been able to do it. 

It was stated before the committee that these items were 
two of a great number in a similar position, ahd that the Sec- 
retary had only recommended the reappropriation of these two 
items at this time because of the emergency that existed. It 
would be interesting to know how many other appropriations 
for important and essential work in these establishments have 
for one reason or another not been utilized, and been permitted 
to lie idle while the necessities of the Government have de- 
manded the erection of these buildings, 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the appropriation having 
been made, the authority under the act authorizing the building 
is exhausted, and this is, in effect, an appropriation beyond the 
limit of cost, or, at any rate, it must change the law under which 
the money was converted back into the Treasury, and so is 
subject to the point of order. These appropriations should be 
sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs, so that that committee 
may investigate and ascertain whether there was any justifica- 
tion or sufficient excuse for this money lying idle for ten years, 
instead of being utilized for the necessities of the service. Of 
what use is it for Congress to appropriate money. under pres- 
sure for these improvements that are considered so essential 
if, after the money be obtained, for some reason or other it can 
be permitted to lie idle in the Treasury while other schemes 
and methods of improvement are devised, with no improvement 
whatever being made? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Foster of Vermont). The Chair would 
suggest to the gentleman that he discuss the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I have not before me, Mr. Chairman, 
the statute under which the shop was authorized, but if it is 
similar to the provisions of other acts which are passed au- 
thorizing these works, it usually provides a limit of cost upon 
them. If in this particular act, of which I am unable to recall 
the exact language, because it was before I became a Member 
of the House—if it be similar to the others it would have a 
limitation of cost on the appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
seriously? 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I do. Upon mature consideration it 
seems to me that the department, having waited for ten years, 
should not be encouraged to get into this great flurry merely 
that it might have the advantage of the money a month or two 
earlier than it would if the Naval Committee had an oppor- 
tunity to investigate it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman 
from New York, and the criticism of the department for not 
executing the authority Congress gave it for the erection of a 
shipwright shop in the year 1899, I will say that the building 
was located near the end of the new dry dock at Mare Island, 
which was authorized about the same time. In the excavation 
for the dry dock and the excayation for this building of the 
shipwright shop, as it had to be located near the dry dock, 
they were obliged to cease or stop work on the shipwright shop 
on account of the washing of the walls into the end of the dry 
dock. Hence they had to wait the construction of the shipwright 
shop until the dry dock was almost completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
for a statement from the Chair? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the United States Statutes at Large, 
volume 35, page 27, section 10 reads as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances 
of appropriations which remained on the books of the Treasury on the 
Ist day of July, 1904, except permanent specific appropriations, judg- 
ments and findings of courts, trust funds, and appropriations for ful- 
filling treaty obligations with the Indians, to be carried to the surplus 
fund and covered into the Treasury: Provided, That such sums of said 
balances as may be needed to pay contracts existing and not fully dis- 
charged at the date of this act shall remain available for said purposes. 
For the pu herein declared no be pied baat made prior to July 1, 
1904, shali construed to be a permanent specific appropriation unless 


by its language it is specifically and in express terms made available 
for use until expended, 


In view of the statute, thé Chair would like to ask whether 
this paragraph in the bill involves a change of law? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. It is not a change of law. This does not 
repeal the law which authorized the construction of the ship- 
wright shop, nor the construction of the power plant. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was that law passed? 


1903, Thirty-second Statutes at Large, page 1187. 
Now, these works were in progress at the time of the act of 
March 4, 1909, and two contractors had failed on account of 


delay incident to the physical conditions surrounding the con- 


struction of the foundation of the shipwright shop and the 
construction of the dry deck. The delays, it seems, were re- 


sponsible for the two contractors failing, and the work had to 


be stopped entirely. But the remaining amount—the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation—was net obligated; and, 


in my judgment, although it was not obligated, I think fhe, 
Navy Department was altogether too hasty in stopping the 


work as soon as the act of March 4, 1909, was passed, and 
turning the money back into the Treasury. 

The fact that under the requirements of that law the unex- 
pended balances of these two appropriations should be turned 


back into the Treasury does not affect the law that authorized 


the construction of these two projects, and therefore Congress 
can appropriate now for the balance necessary to complete these 
projects, as well as it could appropriate in ‘the first instance. 

It is a work in progress, but not a work in progress alone; 
it is a work that is being done in accordance with authority of 
law. All they need to complete it is the appropriation. Now, 
the fact that the act of 1909 turned back into the Treasury part 
of the appropriation did not affect the original authority under 
which these two projects are being carried on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota give 
me the reference in volume 30? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The common practice of Congress has been 
to reappropriate unexpended balances. That has always been 
the practice of Congress, to reappropriate unexpended balances, 
where the unexpended balances have been turned back into the 
Treasury by virtue of the coyering-in act, which was passed 
in 1874. The reference to the first statute is Thirtieth Statutes 
at Large, page 1045. If the Chair has the two statutes author- 
izing the projects, he will see that the one was authorized March 


3, 1899, and the other was authorized in the act approved March 


3, 1908. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the genfleman give me the volumes 
‘and the pages? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thirtieth Statutes at Large, page 1045, and 
the second is Thirty-second Statutes at Large, page 1187. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is nothing on page 1045 of Thir- 
tieth Statutes at Large authorizing the shipwright shops. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is authorized on the naval appropriation 
bill. That is the reference given in the notes—Thirtieth Stat- 
utes at Large, page 1045. It may be a misprint here. 

Mr. MANN. What is the place? It will be in the index. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They were both authorized on the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota please 
inform the Chair what the item in the first reference 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, on page 1035, Thirtieth 
Statutes at Large, the item will be found. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair fails to find any authorization 
in this reference. In volume 30, on page 1035, is this language, 
under the head Mare Island Nayy-Yard:” 


Shipwright shop, construction and repair, $75,000. 


It is simply an appropriation of $75,000 for construction and 
repair. There is no authorization to be found there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the Chair mean to say that under an 
appropriation authorizing the construction of a public work 
subsequent appropriations can not be made to complete that 
work? There is no authorization carried in the naval appropri- 
ation bill of any kind that is not made in identically that lan- 
guage—“ for the construction of.” The same language is used 
in the authorization of the work at Pearl Harbor. All of the 
public work authorized in the nayal appropriation bill is author- 
ized in that language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some doubt about the lan- 
guage in the paragraph before him. The Chair does not quite 
understand why a simple appropriation is not made; why you 
ean not appropriate for continuing work instead of 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The work has been begun under that appro- 
priation and under the authority, implied, certainly, if not ex- 
pressed. The work has been begun and is in progress. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair admits that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, ‘This is not a deficiency appropriation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not understand why this 
money should not be appropriated from the general fund 
rather than from some particular fund that has been repaid 


into the Treasury. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The shipwright-shop law was passed March 
8, 1899, Thirtieth Statutes at Large, page 1045. The act author- ` 
izing the light and power station building was passed March 3, 


Mr. TAWNEY. We are not reappropriating from any spe- 
cific fund at all. The appropriation of the unexpended balance 
of the appropriation that was turned into the Treasury and 
went to the credit of the general fund, and this is simply put 
in form here for the purpose of showing that it is not a new 
appropriation or a new authorization, but that language is 
simply used by the committee for the purpose of indicating that 
this is simply the reappropriation of an amount or an appro- 
priation of an amount egual to the amount heretofore appro- 
priated, which has since the appropriation been turned back 
into the Treasury to the credit of the general fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman this 
question: Does he think that he should violate a provision of 
law in order to show that this is not a new appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The word reappropriated is used because 
the money that has heretofore been appropriated has passed 
into the Treasury to the credit of the general fund, and it is 
simply descriptive language. Reappropriated” is merely de- 
seriptive of the fact that this amount has heretofore been 
appropriated, and to show that we are not increasing the 
original appropriation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, in the first place it is 
legislation and in the second place it is not a deficiency. Now, 
if the Chair wants any other objections, I will enumerate some 
more, This money is in the Treasury, and they are attempt- 
ing to legislate to reappropriate it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My colleague knows that it is a very com- 
mon practice in the House—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). To reappropriate the unex- 
pended balance of appropriations that have lapsed and gone 
back into the Treasury, and the word “reappropriated” is 
always used for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not an unexpended balance. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is an unexpended balance. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The money that is turned into the Treasury 
was an unexpended balance of the original appropriation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And that was turned inte the Treasury, 
and the gentleman can only get it out of the Treasury by legis- 
lation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. By an appropriation; that is the only way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But by authority of law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. By an appropriation; that is the only way. 
to get it out of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. It seems 
to the Chair that this particular money was returned to the 
Treasury by force of law, and that this specific money can not 
be gotten out of the Treasury except by a change in existing 
law. The Chair is also of the opinion 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Chair will pardon me, I am not seek- 
ing to appropriate this specific money, because we know it 
can not be done, There is no credit on the books ef the Treas- 
ury Department given to the Navy Department on account of 
this appropriation returned. It has gone into the general fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman does not want this 
particular money, is he not asking for an appropriation that 
should be carried in the naval appropriation bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The word “reappropriated” is used, but we 
are simply reappropriating the amount that was heretofore 
appropriated, that is all; and it is the language that has been 
used in every appropriation made of money that has hereto- 
fore lapsed and gone into the Treasury of the United States. 
The We have precedents where appropriations 
have been made for unexpended balances, but in each case 
they were actually unexpended balances. Now, this seems to 
be taken from the list of unexpended balances and put back 
into the Treasury by force of law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, all appropriations, if the Chair will 
pardon me, that go back into the Treasury go back by virtue 
of law which requires them to be paid back into the Treasury 
after the expiration of two years. They go back by virtue of 
the force of law, and at every session of Congress we appro- 
priate balances that have lapsed and have been turned into the 
Treasury under the act of 1874. I will call the attention of 
the Chair to another fact. There is nothing in the law that 
says or prescribes the language in which an appropriation 
shall be made. We can use the language reappropriate“ or 
“appropriate,” either would be entirely proper and under 
either the appropriation would be expended. 7 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing the 
matter with the law; it is the rule of the House under which 
the committee is operating. The gentleman can not legislate 
on this bill; he can not make new appropriations on it; he 
can only appropriate to supply deficiencies in other appropria- 
tions. He is attempting to do two things. He is attempting to 
violate the rules by legislating, and asking us to appropriate 
for something that is not a deficiency. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, in turning this money back into the 
Treasury you create a deficiency. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; the gentleman is mistaken; in 
fact, it was a repeal of the authorization. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; it was not a repeal of the authoriza- 
tion at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, it should have been. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is different. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make one sug- 
gestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand it is very well settled that this 
work that is proposed to be appropriated for now is authorized 
by law. If that is settled 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not deny that. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then, I think the question is a very easy one. 
I do not think it is necessary we should use the language used 
here, merely for the purpose of evading the rule, by saying “ re- 
appropriate.” I think we can now appropriate according to 
the rule if this is a work authorized by law. I call attention to 
the small Manual, section 817, page 411, which deals with this 
question of delay. It is said that this work has been sus- 
pended, but the authority says: 

The omission to appropriate during a series of years for an object au- 
thorized by law does not repeal the law, and consequently an appropria- 
tion, when proposed, is not subject to the point of order. 

Turning over again now to the second page, from where I 
have read, I read another paragraph: è 

But an appropriation in violation of existing law or to extend a sery- 
ice beyond a fixed limit is not in order as the continuance of a public 
work. Interruption of a work does not necessarily remove it from the 
privileges of the rule, 

This proposed appropriation is clearly within House Rule 
XXI, paragraph 2, which reads: x 

No appro tion shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for an expenditure not previ- 
ously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
such public works and objects as are already in progress— 

And so forth. 

There has been an interruption here because the law that 
we passed seemed to take away the right to use a fund that 
was appropriated to continue this work. It was interrupted, 
but that does not affect the rule, for, as I have already stated 
and read from the book, the law still stands. The authority 
to do this work still continues, and although a period of years 
has elapsed, we may take it up and appropriate for it with- 
out violating the rule, for the purpose of continuing a work 
already begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman say to the ques- 
tion as to whether this is a deficiency? 

Mr. KEIFER. There is not any question as to whether 
this is a deficiency or not, so far as the application of the 
rule is concerned. We can put a deficiency on any other bill, 
especially, as in this case, after the subject has been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. The rule just read is the 
one we are to deal with, and that rule is here invoked for 
the purpose of defeating our putting this provision in the 
deficiency bill. There is a deficiency in a practical sense, 
but we are simply dealing with a rule in an appropriation bill, 
and we have a law authorizing the improvement. There is only 
this to be said—that we are proposing here to appropriate 
money to continue a work already authorized by law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to this precedent: 

An appropriation for an object not otherwise authorized does not 
make authorization to justify a continuance of the appropriation 
another year. 

There is no authority for this work except the appropriation 
in that appropriation bill. That money having been taken 
away, there is no authority to continue the work. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? How 
would it be in the case of a river and harbor bill, where the 
only authority is in the river and harbor bill making the ap- 
propriation? Supposing the money lapses into the Treasury, 
is there no authority for reappropriation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The rule applicable to general appro- 
priation bills does not apply to the river and harbor bill. 


Mr. MANN. ‘Take this case, which is a practical case. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The only time a point of order would 
lie against an item fir a river and harbor bill is on a matter 
over which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no juris- 
diction. The rule is entirely different, so far as it applies to 
the river and harbor bill. 7 

Mr. MANN. On the river and harbor bill it is different; but 
suppose the bill carries an appropriation of $100,000 for a 
project, and that money is not expended, but yet under such 
a provision as that passed last year and not in force now, is 
covered back into the Treasury; is not that sufficient authority 
for an appropriation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the river and harbor bill authorized 
the work, it would; but if it was merely an appropriation to do 
certain work, it would not. There is quite a distinction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The naval appropriation bill carries the 
original authority and the appropriation for this work. There 
has been delay in the prosecution of it on account of physical 
conditions over which the department had no control, and be- 
fore the department could resume work on the project the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation was turned back into 
the Treasury of the United States. Now, the department can 
proceed, and is ready to proceed to complete this public work, 
which is in progress. No matter how long the interruption 
may be or may have been, it does not defeat the rule in respect 
to appropriations being in order for the continuation of a 
public work begun and in progress and authorized by law. 
Now, the question as to whether this is or is not a deficiency is 
entirely irrelevant to the question of whether this appropria- 
tion is in order, The Committee on Appropriations has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction of all deficiencies. We can carry those defi- 
ciencies on any appropriation bill reported from that com- 
mittee, and it has been so held repeatedly in this House, and 
therefore we can even carry appropriations that are not defi- 
ciencies on a deficiency appropriation bill, and that has been 
the practice, because the committee originating the bill has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of the subject of deficiency appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that he can 
carry upon an appropriation bill an appropriation belonging to 
the Naval Committee? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not. Now, as a matter of fact, 
Mr. Chairman, this is a deficiency. I do not think there ought 
to be any technical ruling on a matter of this importance, be- 
cause this deficiency does not arise by reason of the insufficiency 
of the original appropriation. It arises by operation of law. 

The law has made this deficiency by requiring that certain 
unexpended balances at a certain time should be covered into 
the Treasury and placed to the credit of the general fund. It, 
therefore, is a deficiency in fact; however that deficiency may 
have been created is not material. Hence, this being a defi- 
ciency, whether the appropriation originally belonged to another 
committee or not is not material. It seems to me that any other 
construction of the rule would be so narrow as to make it prac- 
tically impossible to carry on the public business of this House 
so far as appropriations are concerned where it is necessary to 
supplement appropriations previously made. But the necessity 
for this appropriation arises from a deficiency, a deficiency 
created by operation of law, not a deficiency created by an in- 
sufficient amount originally appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long ago was it that that deficiency 
was created by law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, on the ist of last July. The law under 
which the deficiency was created became law on the 4th of 
March, 1909; but it took effect on the Ist of July, 1909. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. That par- 
ticular provision took effect on the 4th of March, 1909. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the appropriation did not have to be re- 
turned to the Treasury until July 1. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It had not been obligated by contract 
so as to have to be paid. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This appropriation is not obligated by con- 
tract. The contract that had been let for the construction of 
this building became inoperative by reason of the failure of 
the contractor to carry out the contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to another 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was this original appropriation 
made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was made in 1899, and it was made for 
this specific purpose. It continued available until expended for 
the purpose for which it was made. It was not like an ordi- 
nary annual appropriation. Where there is an unexpended bal- 
ance at the expiration of two years in an ordinary appropri- 
ation, that unexpended balance is covered into the Treasury 


854 


under the covering-in act of 1874. This appropriation was made 
for a specific purpose and continued available until expended; 
and the balance would have been available but for the opera- 
tion of a law which required all unexpended balances not obli- 
gated to be turned into the Treasury of the United States, and 
it was turned in under that law. A deficiency has been cre- 
ated, and the appropriation now proposed comes from the only 
committee of the House that has jurisdiction of deficiency esti- 
mates, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
ation made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. I might add, as has been 
suggested on the question of jurisdiction over this appropri- 
ation, that this particular estimate was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and therefore it is properly here under 
the rule of the House. I simply want to impress the Chair 
that a ruling on the reappropriation of unexpended balances 
might be made under the rules of this House which would have 
a very far-reaching effect, because it has always been the prac- 
tice 9r hla House, and there are a great many of them in this 
very i: 

The CHAIRMAN. Why does the gentleman refer to other 
appropriations in this bill? Are there other. unexpended bal- 
ances in this bill to which the gentleman refers under this very 
statute? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. They were all turned back under this statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. They were turned back under this statute? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They were turned back under the act of 
March 4, 1909, under a provision adopted as an amendment to 
the sundry civil bill in the Senate for purpose of reaching one 
specific appropriation without naming it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. 

Mr, MANN. This ought to be called to the attention of the 
Chair, in reference to this matter, as possibly affecting the situa- 
tion somewhat. Under that provision of law all river and 
harbor appropriations were about to be covered back into the 
Treasury, and a special resolution was passed at the special ses- 
sion of Congress for the purpose of eliminating that question. 
But suppose that resolution had not been passed, and these river 
and harbor appropriations had been covered back in the Treas- 
ury, would there be no power to appropriate for that except in 
a new river and harbor bill, as for a new original project? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say that the two items just preced- 
ing, for the War Department, for the completion of the two 
statues, to Count Pulaski and Count Kosciusko, are both re- 
appropriations of unexpended balances that went back into the 
Treasury under this same law. And there are others to fol- 
low this appropriation here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Minnesota point 
out the difference between the old covering-in act to which 
reference has been made and the covering-in act of July last? 

Mr, TAWNEY. There is a difference, certainly in effect. 
Under the general covering-in act an annual appropriation is 
made, say for the fiscal year 1910. Under the covering: in act 
that appropriation is available for the payment of any obliga- 
tion created under it during this fiscal year, and that avail- 
ability continues for two years thereafter. 

So that on obligations created during the fiscal year for which 
the appropriation is made and chargeable against that appro- 
priation, if there is difficulty or delay in the settlement of the 
account, that appropriation remains available for three years 
and then is turned into the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the general fund as an unexpended balance. 

Now, it has frequently happened in the past that these un- 
expended balances which lapse by reason of the operation of 
this law are reappropriated or appropriations are made to 
supply the deficiency thus created, because some obligation cre- 
ated during the year for which the appropriation was made 
was not presented for payment. Now, the appropriations cov- 
ered in under the act of March 4, 1909, are appropriations that 
are made available and made for specific purposes, and con- 
tinue available until expended. There are a great many mil- 
lion dollars carried on the books of the War Department, year 
after year, for fortification expenditures. The practice until 
recent years was to accumulate appropriations, as a matter of 
fact, for that purpose. And so in river and harbor improve- 
ments, appropriations are made for specific objects, and they 
are made to continue available until expended. 

Now, there was a certain appropriation in one of the depart- 
ments that had been running since 1898, and for the purpose of 
reaching that without specifically mentioning it, and because, in 
the judgment of the Senate, it was deemed advisable to have 
a cleaning up of all these unexpended balances, this law was 
passed last March, and under it all unexpended balances, un- 
less r by contracts, had to go back into the Treasury of 
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the United States, There is no distinction, so far as the effect 
is concerned. The only distinction is in the terms of the law 
and the character of the appropriation. The one continues 
available until expended and the other continues available for 
r years after the year for which the appropriation was 
made, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is very clear that 
there must be a distinction between the general covering-in act 
and the act of March 4, 1909. Under the act to which the 
gentleman from Minnesota refers, certain appropriations are 
made available by statute for two years, to be utilized for the 
purposes enumerated when the appropriation is made; all of 
such appropriations unexpended at the expiration of the two 
years must go back into the Treasury, regardless of the act 
of March 4, 1909. 

This provision in the sundry civil bill was intended to cover 
a different class of appropriations, and it specifically excepted 
permanent appropriations, appropriations for judgments and 
findings of courts, trust funds, appropriations for fulfilling 
treaty obligations; and it also declared that no appropriation 
should be construed as a permanent appropriation unless by 
its specific language it was declared to be available for ex- 
penditure until it was expended. 

Now, the act of March 4, 1909, provides that all unexpended 
balances, except as enumerated, shall be covered into the Treas- 
ury, unless at the date of the taking effect of the sundry civil 
act—that, is March 4, 1909—the money should be obligated to 
pay existing contracts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Nobody questions the fact that it was prop- 
erly turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can only take it out by 
legislation then. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But in turning it into the Treasury you do 
not deprive Congress of the power to appropriate enough more 
money to complete the work which was begun under the origi- 
nal authorization and appropriation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; Congress is not deprived of any 
power to do that. The question is whether under the rules 
this item can be carried in this deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The rules govern Congress, so far as this is 
concerned. 

Mr..FITZGERALD. It has already been shown that in the 
ease of river and harbor appropriations the House has ample 
power, without any trouble whatever, to make the necessary 
appropriations. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the House 
has the right to reappropriate this money under the precedents. 
The only question that is troubling the Chair is whether, under 
the language of the paragraph, this is a deficiency. If it is, it 
belongs on this bill. If it is not, it belongs on the naval bill, 
which will carry an appropriation for the expenditure of money 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would ask the Chair, then, what becomes 
of the rule which gives the Committee on Appropriations juris- 
diction of the subject-matter, when that subject-matter has been 
referred to the committee and reported to the House? The 
question of jurisdiction can not be raised. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The question of jurisdiction can not be raised 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can be as to appropria- 
tion bills. If this were made immediately available, then, on 
the face of it, clearly 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is made immediately available by the 
first paragraph in the bill, and the estimate haying been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations, the Committee on 
Appropriations could have reported the bill back to this House 
with that item alone in it, and the question of jurisdiction could 
not then have been raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under that paragraph the appropriation 
is clearly a deficiency, and the Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

Ice plant: For the purchase and installation in the Interior Departe 
ment building of the necessary apparatus and machinery for the manus 
facture, storage, handling, — distribution of ice, $6,2 

Mr. MACON. I reserve the point of order on the paragraph 
just read. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I should like to ask the chairman cf the 
Committee on Appropriations a question. About a year ago, I 
think it was, I listened with a great deal of attention to a dis- 
cussion by the chairman of the committee, here, showing that 
a great saving could be made by the Government in buying 
electricity, I think a saving of about one-half, I would like to 
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know whether the gentleman within the past year has been 
converted to the folly of the Government undertaking to secure 
this work by outside bids. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For electricity? 

Mr. McMORRAN, It came up on a question of electricity 
about a year ago, and the Committee on Appropriations put in 
an item, or a recommendation that the Government let the 
contract for supplying all the electricity required by the Gov- 
ernment for the ensuing year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The provision recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations went out on a point of order, and we 
never had any test under the law, because the law was never 
enacted. Therefore, I can not answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Did you not at that time make a showing 
of the saving that could be made by the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We did. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Has anything developed in the past year 
on that subject? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That showing was based upon facts. sub- 
mitted to us by the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Cor- 
telyou; but there has been nothing done since. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reported a provision looking to a re- 
form along that line, and the point of order was made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary]. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Have you seen anything, or has anything 
developed within the past year to convert you to the idea that 
the Government can do this work more cheaply than it can 
hire it done? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; because my attention has not been 
called to the fact since then. I will say that we may possibly, 
before the end of this session, be able to answer the gentleman 
specifically, for we have a power plant here in connection with 
the Capitol and office buildings and the Congressional Library, 
for the purpose of furnishing electricity and power generally for 
the operation of these buildings, but I do not know whether 
that plant is in operation yet or not. The building commission 
here may be able to give the gentleman some information. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Has your committee any information be- 
fore it that would demonstrate the feasibility of the Govern- 
ment going into the question of making ice for itself? 

585 TAWNEY. We have positive and conclusive informa- 
on. 

Mr. McMORRAN. What would be the consumption of ice 
by the Interior Department for a year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have a 5-ton-a-day plant in operation 
there now. Probably the gentleman from Michigan was not on 
the floor the other day when we were discussing the ice plant 
for the Treasury Department. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I was on the floor, and listened with a 
great deal of interest to the discussion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Last summer the Chief Clerk of the Interior 
Department came before the Committee on Appropriations and 
gave us a statement of the cost of ice for the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MoMORRAN. Do you recollect now how much that cost? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do. The bids by two ice-manufacturing 
companies were identically the same, $2.40 per ton for the 
Treasury Department and about that or a little more for the 
Interior Department. For the District of Columbia they 
charged $8 a ton. At that time the Post-Office Department had 
installed an ice plant and had had it in operation for several 
months. The Interior Department, being charged such a high 
price for ice, saw at once that if they continued to purchase ice 
at that price there would be a deficiency in the miscellaneous 
appropriation for that department, which under the law they 
are not authorized to make, and in looking around they saw 
how they could effect an economy, and they inquired as to the 
cost of an ice plant fully installed for the department. They 
had plenty of room and all the power necessary to operate it, 
and it could be operated and is operated by the engineer and 
assistant, and there is no additional cost for delivery or any- 
thing except the cost of the material and the cost of the plant. 

They had no appropriation nor had they any authority for 
the purchase and installation of a plant, and at my suggestion 
they made this arrangement with the company: The company 
installed the plant and manufactured the ice for the Interior 
Department, with the understanding that if Congress appro- 
priated the price at which they were willing to contract for the 
machine, the machine could remain there, and if no appropria- 
tion was made, then the Interior Department would have to 
pay them $1.50 a ton for the ice manufactured for the Interior 
Department with this plant while it was in the department. 

They have continued the operation of the plant ever since 
last fall, and it is in operation now, without any additional 
personal assistants or additional expense for power. They de- 


liver it with the wagons of the Interior Department that are 
under its control, Of course they are not ice wagons and they 
do not deliver every day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Minnesota be extended five 
minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEXT. All the bureaus outside of the department 
proper under the control of the Interior Department are to-day 
supplied with ice manufactured with this machine in the Inte- 
rior Department. 

Mr. McMORRAN. About how many tons do they consume? 

Mr. TAWNEX. It is a 5-ton plant, and is sufficient to accom- 
modate them, but I can not answer as to the number of tons 
they do consume. This plant will produce 5 tons a day, and 
its capacity could be materially increased by using two rooms 
adjacent to the rooms now occupied for the plant. The capacity 
of the plant could be increased so that they could manufacture 
a sufficient amount to supply the Department of Justice and 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Assuming that they use 5 tons a day for 
six months, that would be about 900 tons, and they would 
pay, under the present installation of the plant, $1,350 annually. 
I understand the gentleman from Minnesota to say that if the 
appropriation is not made, they pay $1.50 a ton: Now, how 
can the gentleman figure out any economy in that for the 
Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say that they use ice for twelve 
months in the year. 

Mr. McMORRAN. How much? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. I only know that the dealers 
in ice charge the Government from $4 to $8 a ton, and I 
know the ice is being manufactured in the Post-Office De- 
partment and in the Interior Department for less than a 
dollar a ton. 

Mr. McMORRAN. But how can the gentleman figure out 
any economy to the Government, taking the cost and the in- 
terest on the plant and the necessary depreciation, as against 
hiring the work done at the present agreement for the installa- 
tion of the plant at $1.50 a ton? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The cost of ice to the Interior Department 
is about one-half the cost of the plant in one year. That is 
practically the only cost; there is the initial cost and then the 
depreciation, which, perhaps, might possibly amount to 10 per 
cent, but that would be a large sum. I do not think there is 
any question about the economy at all. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, my point of order is that this 
is a change of existing law and that there is no law to author- 
ize it. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to the gentle- 
man from Michigan that my attention has been called to the 
fact that I made a misstatement in saying that the Government 
Hospital for the Insane was supplied by this plant. It is not; 
but that is the only one that the Interior Department does not 
supply. I was under the impression that they were all in- 
cluded. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, the other day, when I made 
the point of order against an appropriation to install an ice 
plant in the Treasury Department, it was stated upon the floor 
by the chairman of the committee that a plant had been in- 
stalled in the Post-Office Department and one in the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think I said that the installment in the In- 
terior Department was a qualified installment. 

Mr. MACON. When we reached this paragraph I thought I 
would reserve a point of order for the purpose of finding out 
whether or not somebody had not taken the law into their own 
hands and installed this ice plant without an appropriation 
for it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. MACON. How is it? I understood the gentleman to ex- 
plain to the gentleman from Michigan that the plant was put 
in temporarily, and that it is to be taken out unless this appro- 
priation is made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it is taken out, then we will pay about 
one-half of the cost of the machine for the ice that we have con- 
sumed and which the machine has made for us while it was 


there. 
Mr. MACON. That part of the explanation is satisfactory. 
Now, one other thing: The appropriation for the ice plant for 


the Treasury Department was $5,500? ` 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 


Mr. MACON. I notice this is $6,200. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a larger plant. The capacity of 
these plants determines the cost, the same as any other ma- 
chine. This plant here has a larger capacity than the machine 
that they contemplate buying in the Treasury Department. 
The Treasury Department has not as many outside bureaus. 
Here they have the Howard University 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Indian Office and the Pension Office. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the Pension Bureau, and the Indian 
Office, and the Howard University, and the old post-office, the 
Land Office, the Civil Service Commission, the Geological Sur- 
vey—all of the bureaus under the jurisdiction of the Interior 
Department. Now, the chief clerk, when before the committee, 
testified : 

We have the ice plant there now, and we have it in operation. We 
have had it in operation since the 22d of November. It works perfectly, 
and has never stop; On the final test, made a few days ago, it has 
made 21 tons of ice in four days. We are now supplying all the 
bureaus of the Interior Department except the Government Hospital 
for the Insane, and we have the storehouse full now. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose to insist 
upon my point of order if it had been shown that some official 
had taken it into his head that he could make this installation 
outright without authorization from Congress to do so, but in- 
asmuch as it appears that that has not been done and it ap- 
pearing that it is reasonable to have this plant installed, I with- 
draw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas withdraws 
the point of order, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Capitol building: For work at Capitol and for neral repairs 
thereof, including flags for the east and west fronts of the center of 
the Capitol; flagstaffs, halyards, and tackle, wa of mechanics and 
laborers ; purchase, maintenance, and driving of office vehicle, $13,541.05. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bourett, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18282, 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 
To Mr. Erts, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Mupp (at the request of Mr. Pearre), indefinitely, on 
account of illness, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 18383) 
to extend the time of payments on certain homestead entries 
in the State of Oklahoma was changed from the Committee on 
the Public Lands to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On January 19, 1910: 

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution authorizing an investigation 
of the Department of the Interior and its several bureaus, offi- 
cers, and employees, and of the Bureau of Forestry in the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and its officers and employees; and 

H. J. Res. 120. Joint resolution to remove ice gorges in the 
Ohio River. 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to tender my resignation, 
and I tender it in writing, as a member of the investigating 
committee that was appointed to-day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no one under the law authorized to accept a resigna- 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] I wish to say 
to the Chair that it has been the universal custom of this House 
to allow a Member who is appointed on a committee to send his 
resignation to the Speaker's desk whenever he thought the 
public business or private necessity required him to retire 
from the committee. It is usually the custom for the Speaker to 
submit that proposition to the House, and it has been the time- 
hovored custom for many years for the House to accept the 
resignation of a Member. 


Mr. KEIFER. But the gentleman is not a member of a 
committee of the House. The House might accept the resigna- 
tion of a member of a committee of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Anyone can resign to the source from 
which he receives his power. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is not true either in law or practice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The election of this committee is by 
this House. The House has control of its membership on this 
committee, and it is clearly within the power of this House to 
accept a resignation and fill that place by the election of some 
one else. ` : 

Mr. KEIFER. This is not a House matter at all. It has 
passed beyond the control of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, if all the committee resigned, 
does the gentleman assume that the investigation could not go 
on until another was appointed? 

Mr. KEIFER. Congress might be in session some time and 
provide for filling it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] that he knows very well this law 
does not authorize any Member of this House or any officer of 
this House to accept the resignation of any man appointed on 
that committee. Now, the only authority that could possibly 
exist for the acceptance of a resignation would be the com- 
mittee itself or the chairman of the committee after it was once 
organized, and that would have to exist by implication—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I doubt that. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). By reason of the constitution 
of the commission and not because of any express authority of 
the law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this joint committee does 
not stand in any different attitude from any other joint com- 
mittee appointed by this House. This House has filled vacan- 
cies on joint committees before; it is nothing new, and if every 
Member who has been appointed on this joint committee died 
to-night, this House would have the clear authority to fill the 
yacancies to-morrow morning by election. There is nothing 
in this resolution which prevents filling the yacancies. 

The original resolution provides that there shall be a joint 
investigating committee, and six of them should be the choice 
of this House and six of them to be the choice of the Senate. 
Now, it is clear that this House has control of its members 
of the joint committee and that we have the right to accept 
a member's resignation as well as to elect some one else in his 
stead. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is nothing in the resolution authoriz- 
ing us to create a vacancy, even if we might fill one. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest to the gentleman, if 
I may be recognized for a moment 

The SPEAKER. Oh, well, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest to this side of the 
House I do not think this question ought to be passed upon 
until after the caucus of the Democratic party acts this after- 
noon. It may be that something will turn out that will not re- 
quire it at all, and this is not the time to accept the resignation 
now, and the Speaker has no right to accept it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, It occurs to the Chair, without reference 
to what power the House may have under the law to remove 
any member of the so-called committee“ or “commission,” or 
what power the House may have to refuse to accept the resigna- 
tion on a joint committee that exists by law, without reference 
to that, without objection, the communication from the gen- 
tleman from Missouri will be read. The Chair will examine 
the question, or can examine it, and make a ruling upon the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Minnesota, but 
the communication has not been read, and, without objection, 
the Clerk will read. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Dear SIR: I hereby request to be excused from service on the joint 
committee to investigate the Interior Department and the Bureau of 
Forestry in the Department of Agriculture. 

JAMES T. LLOYD. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, and I reserve my point of order. 

The question was taken, and the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is twenty minutes to 5, and 
I move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further zonsid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER, That is in order. 


1910. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an oppor- 
taniy just at this time to state my reasons for this attempted 
action. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Minnesota has 
submitted a motion that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, which 
motion is not debatable. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resignation of 
the gentleman from Missouri be accepted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that it is nothing but a request to be excused—it is not a resig- 
nation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me a mat- 
ter of ordinary courtesy that invariably prevails in this House 
that when a Member desires to make a personal statement he is 
allowed to make it. 

The SPEAKER. There is one point of order pending to the 
other motion. The gentleman can address the House by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for five minutes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 
no quorum of the House present. 

The SPEAKER. [After counting.] One hundred and fifty 
gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I would like, before you make 
the announcement, to have an opportunity to make just a brief 
statement. n 

Mr. KEIFER, That can be given to the gentleman later. 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to make it right now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not like to see the Democratic caucus 
delayed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the representation that there was to be 
a Democratic caucus the committee rose at half past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no objection to the gentleman making 
a statement, but he should make it at the right time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers on the 
question of a quorum being present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the practice 
of the House there is no right to demand tellers on the count 
of the Chair for a quorum. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side on the 
demand for tellers. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have the privilege of extending the reason for my action 
in the Recorp if the House does not want to hear me. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, the regular order is demanded. 

ane SPEAKER. In tbe absence of a quorum nothing is in 
order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, has the Chair announced 
that there is no quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so announced. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has precedence. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNET] moves that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] moves a call of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 44. 

So the call of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll, and as the 
names are called those who are present will answer “ present.” 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (during the call). Mr. Speaker, there 
has been a misunderstanding here, and I want to make a 
motion to adjourn. I want to ask unanimous consent to make 
a statement for five minutes and then move to adjourn. 

Mr, PAYNE. I think we better have the roll call. 

Mr. KEIFER. Make the motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will permit me, I de- 
sire to state there has been a misunderstanding. 

Mr. PAYNE. There has been a call of the House ordered. 

Mr. KEIFER. The difficulty is that we may want to make an 
answer to the gentleman’s statement. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. There will be no answer to it. I just 
want to explain the misunderstanding we have gotten into, if 
the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. If it only relates to the call, I do not object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It relates to nothing else. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the gentleman making 
a statement? 

Mr. PAYNE. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a state- 
ment. We are acting under a misunderstanding. We called 
a Democratic caucus to meet here at this time to pass on mat- 
ters of interest to the Democratic party. It was supposed we 
were going into caucus at once, and I know that Republican 
Members went home in good faith under those circumstances. 
I did not know that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] 
was going to present his resignation at the desk at that time. 
I do not think it was known to the membership on this side of 
the House. When Mr. LLorp's resignation was sent to the desk 
I did not at once realize the position we were placed in, when 
we refused to adjourn by Democratic votes, having the tempo- 
rary control of the House, due to the absence of Republican 
Members who did not expect further business to be transacted. 
I rose to make a parliamentary statement in reference to the 
question presented by Mr. Lioyp’s resignation. I am sure this 
side of the House did not realize that possibly we were taking 
advantage of the absence of the majority Members. Now, the 
intention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLorp] to submit 
his resignation at that time was not a deliberate move on this 
side of the House. It came up unexpectedly on our part. It 
came without my knowledge, and, I think, without the knowl- 
edge of most Members on this side of the House. Under those 
circumstances, I think there is nothing for us to do but to 
make a motion to adjourn at once. [Loud applause.] f 

Mr. CANDLER. Before the motion is put—— 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair—as the House is 
acting under a call—that, by unanimous consent, the proceed- 
ings under the call should be vacated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I ask unanimous consent to va- 
cate all proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I yield to the gentleman from 
New York to make his usual motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. g 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
ease of Patrick Henry Bridgewater against The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 568)—to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a. copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for repairs of the government 
roadway to the national cemetery at Salisbury, N. C. (H. Doc. 
No. 567)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for authorizing 
the accounting offices of the Treasury to make credit to the 
accounts of Capt. Grayson V. Heidt (H. Doc. No. 566)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. COX of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17514) to authorize the extension of Twenty-third and R streets 
SE., in the District of Columbia, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 261), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2265) for the erection 
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of a memorial monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 265), 
whieh said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11878) to change the name of Twenty-third street north of 
Calvert street, in the District of Columbia, to Woodley place, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 259), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17531) to amend an act authorizing the Washington, Spa 
Springs and Gretta Railroad Company, of Maryland, to enter 
the District of Columbia, with amendments, approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1907, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 260), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DIEKEMA, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16367) to re- 
peal section 860 of the Revised Statutes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 266), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GOEBEL, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 18586) amending sections 246 and 247, Revised 
Statutes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 267), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOP, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 18813) to amend section 63 of the act of August 
28, 1894 (88 Stat., p. 567), reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 268), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. MILLINGTON, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6935) for the relief 
of the Merchants’ National Bank, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 263), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18249) for the relief of 
the estate of John H. Fitzhugh, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 264), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14733) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Jacobs—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17646) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward E. Carroll—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14116) granting a pension to Myrtle S. Bryan— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 18804) regulating the com- 
pensation of stationary firemen employed in federal govern- 
ment buildings in the United States—to the Committee on 
Expenditures on Public Buildings. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18805) for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Col. William 
Crawford—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18806) to authorize the 
reconstruction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across 
the Black River near Paroquet, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 18807) to authorize the re- 
construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across the 
St. Francis River near Parkin, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18808) to authorize the reconstruction, 
maintenance, and operation of a bridge across the White River 
at Augusta, Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18809) to reimburse 
the State of California for arms, ordnance and ordnance stores, 
quartermaster’s supplies, medical property, signal property, and 
other stores, supplies, and property belonging to said State and 
furnished by the United States, and lost or destroyed in the 
city of San Francisco, State of California, in the earthquake 
of April 18, 1906, and the fire subsequent thereto—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request) : A bill (H. R. 18810) to 
amend section 653 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, relative to assessment life insurance companies or 
associations—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 18811) to provide for the 
repairs and improvements to the post-office and custom-house at 
Bath, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (H. R. 18812) conferring juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims to determine the amount due 
certain Shawnee and Delaware Indians of the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOP, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department: A bill (H. R. 18813) to amend section 
63 of the act of August 28, 1894 (28 Stats., p. 567)—to the 
House Calendar. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 18814) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause a survey to be made of Sabine River, 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 18815) granting pensions 
to certain officers and men of the Fourth Regiment Arkansas 
Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 18816) to 
amend section 3364, Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by section 5, act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 18817) to abolish the Bureau of 
Equipment in the Department of the Navy, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 18818) to authorize certain 
changes in the permanent system of highways, District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 18819) creating a holiday 
known as “Inauguration Day "—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHARP: Resolution (H. Res. 295) calling for report 
from the Postmaster-General concerning ownership by the 
Government of postal railway cars—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as folows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 18820) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugene B. Dwight—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 18821) granting an increase 
of pension to Victor M. Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 18822) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry S. Weir—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 18823) for the relief of Charles 
E. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18824) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine A. Fox—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 18825) granting a pension to 
James H. Swallum—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18826) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lula Koontz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18827) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Goldwater—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18828) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Keys—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18829) for the 
relief of the estate of James Hart, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 18830) granting a pension to 
G. C. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 18831) for the relief of 
the heirs at law of P. H. Doyle, assignee of William M. Shim- 
mins and George H. McPherson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18832) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin C. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18833) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius L. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18834) granting a pension to Everett E. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18835) granting a pension to Carrie V. 
Chandler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18836) granting a pension 
to Phoebe Laing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18837) for the relief 
of Martha A. Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18838) for the relief of Laura S. Gilling- 
waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 18839) for the relief of 
the commissioners of the Judah Touro Alms House fund, of New 
Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 18840) granting an increase of 
pension to Sidney Leland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 18841) for the relief of 
Lewis Myshrall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 18842) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Roy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 18843) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew McGrath—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18844) granting 
an increase of pension to Cyrus Spriggs—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18845) 
for the relief of Maramon A. Martin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. = 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18846) grant- 
ing a pension to Franklin Peters—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18847) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Gunsoles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18848) to amend the record of Joseph S. 
Oakley and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOYCE: A bill (H. R. 18849) granting an increase 
of pension to William K. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18850) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marjorey Kuntz—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 18851) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18852) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18853) granting a pension to U. S. G. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 18854) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lafayette Cook—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 18855) granting a pen- 
sion to James T. Adamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 18856) granting an honor- 
able discharge to John Young Gooch—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18857) for 
the relief of Laura A. Wagner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 18858) grant- 
ing a pension to Katharine Grant Jervey—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18859) granting an increase of pension to 
Buell G. Alford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOXLEY: A bill (H. R. 18860) to renew and extend 
cerain letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 18861) granting an increase 
of pension to James C. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18862) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Le Hew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18868) granting an increase of pension to 
D. H. Mayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18864) granting a restoration of pension 
to Harriet McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18865) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of George H. Sherwood, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 18866) for the relief of the 
estate of Moses R. Buchanan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18867) granting an increase 
of pension to Presley J. Barrick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18868) granting a pension to George H. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18869) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis J. Laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18870) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Jumper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18871) granting a pension to Jennie T. 
Breen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18872) granting a pension to Serilda J. 
Shire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 18873) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert B. McCrory—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18874) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Carty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18875) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Earl—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 18876) to reimburse the 
Longini Hat Company, of San Antonio, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 18877) for the relief of 
Lawrence Collins and Edward J. Flanigan—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18878) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Schram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 18879) granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel A. Deyor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18880) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lemunyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 18881) granting a pension 
to Charles S. Gleason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 18882) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rona B. Roswell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 18883) for the relief of 
the estate of Vamalle Basille, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Ex-Soldiers, Sailors, and 
Marines’ Protective Association, of Lucas County, Ohio, favor- 
ing the $1 per day pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary C. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles Gordon—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Catherine A. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of Indiana Grain Dealers’ 
Association, against gambling in nation’s food products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 5 

Also, petition of Indiana Society of Friends, against any fur- 
ther increase in our naval armament—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of residents of Waldo County, 
Me., in favor of soldiers of the civil war who did not receive 
their commutation money—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of Indiana Society of Friends, 
against heavy and expensive naval armament—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Indiana Grain Dealers’ Association, against 
gambling in food products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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Also, petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Association, against 
any appropriation in aid of George Washington University, a 
private institution in the city of Washington—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Central Labor Union of Indianapolis, Ind., 
against importation of cigars from the Philippines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Luster P. Chester—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Wobena and Gilman- 
ton, Wis., against amendment of the oleomargarine law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frank Kiles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Louis Reinald, Cornelius F. Martin, Martin C. Smith, 
Mary J. Gallager, and Joseph E. Boydstun—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of Virden (III.) 
Women’s Club, against the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a 
8 tank for San Francisco—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of citizens of Manheim, Pa., favor- 
ing H. R. 14604, establishment of urban mail delivery at post- 
offices of the second and third classes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Palo Alto, Cal., ex- 
pressing appreciation of the work of Gifford Pinchot—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Cyrus Spriggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
William Davis (H. R. 2479) and Alvis H. Thomason (H. R. 
5077)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of citizens of Zanesville and Guern- 
sey County, Ohio, praying Congress not to pass S. 404, entitled 
“A bill for the proper observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia,” ete.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of citizens of Oakland, Cal., 
against the immigration and naturalization of Asiatics, except 
merchants, students, and travelers—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of soldiers of La Harpe, III., 
favoring the so-called National Tribune pension bill“ —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Lockwood Post, No. 175, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Port Byron, N. Y., favoring National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of John J. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SABATH: Petition of Illinois State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, against any appropriation for the George Washington 
University—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of West Virginia Wholesale 
Grocers’ Association, against the corporation-tax law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Fond du Lac, Wis., 
against a postal savings-bank law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 21, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
A. C. HILLIGOSS. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following privileged report (H. Rept. 286) from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 190. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House to Nellie J. Hilligoss, widow of A. C. Hilligoss, late an em- 
C 
te defray the funeral expenses of said A. C. umia 1 

The SPEAKER. Is it a report from the Committee on Ac- 
counts? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


WATKINS JOSEPH CANTILLON. 
Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Also the following, Mr. 
Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman also offers the following 
resolution from the Committee on Accounts (H. Rept. 288). 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 313. 


Resolution in lieu of House resolution No. 226: 

“ Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House to William J., Watkins Joseph, jr., and Ethel Cantillon, 
children of Watkins Joseph Cantillon, late a private of the Capitol 
pona force, an amount equal to six months of his salary, and to 

iam S. Riley and John J. Hoar, in payment for the funeral ex- 
= Aren of said Watkins Joseph Cantillon, an amount not exceeding 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue pat- 
ents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1908, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 1380. An act to construct and place a light-ship opposite 
the entrance of St. Johns River, Florida:; 

S. 4711. An act changing the name of the St. Johns collection 
district, in the State of Florida, to the Jacksonville collection 
district. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the follow 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 1380. An act to construct and place a light-ship opposite 
the entrance of St. Johns River, Florida—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4711. An act changing the name of St. Johns collection 
district, in the State of Florida, to the Jacksonville collection 
district—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House to consider busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar under the rule. 

The motion was agreed to. 8 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, with Mr. CAMPBELL in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


BANK OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY, 


The Clerk read the bill: 


A bill (H. R. 3037) to correct the lineal and relative rank of cer- 
tain officers of the United States Army, and to prevent the recurrence 
of like cases by amending the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled 
“An act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the army 
and to te promotion therein,” as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That in order to correct the lineal and relative 
rank of the officers of the United States Army hereinafter named the 
name of Granville Sevier, captain, Coast A ery Corps, shail ap r 
next a name of Robert F. Woods, captain, Coast Artillery 
Corps: the name of Theodore H. Koch, captain, Coast Artillery Corps, 
shall apear next above the name of James L. ieee captain, Coast 
Artillery Corps; the name of Richard Furnival, first lie 
Artillery Corps, shall apear next above the name of B 
lieutenant, Coast 


utenant, Coast 
race Cotten, first 


Artillery; and the name of Clarence N. Jones, cap- 

n, Field Artillery, sh appear next above the name of Augustine 
McIntyre, Field decent 

“Spe. 2. That h officers ded from promotion under the 


provisions of section 3 of the act approved October 1, 1899, entitied 

‘An act to = for the examination of certain officers of the army 
and to regulate promotion therein,” shall not, as a result of such sus- 
pension, suffer a loss of num on the lineal list of their arm, corps, 
or department in excess of the number of casualties and retirements 
occurring in such arm or corps during the period of suspension among 
the officers senior to the officer suspended.” 

During the reading, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will state his 
pavliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If I understand the order of the Chair, it 
was that the Clerk should read the first bill on the Private Cal- 
endar, and I should like to know what Dill he is reading and 
where we can find it. 
= The CHAIRMAN. Calendar No. 25 is now being read by the 

lerk, 
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Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, we have resolved ourselves 
into the committee under the rule to take up bills on the Private 
Calendar. It seems to me that the first bill that ought to be 
taken up is H. R. 14676, calendar No. 29, on page 10. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. This day is not given wholly to claims, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. To bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. You only have reference to war claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pension bills and war claims would not 
be in order to-day. All other claim bills, except pension bills 
and desertion bills, are in order. 

Mr. PRINCE, Very well, then; that bill is ahead of the bill 
that I have reference to. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What is the first bill to be considered? 
We are on the Private Calendar in this Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The one that is being read by the Clerk. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. And that is what? 

The CHAIRMAN. Private Calendar, No. 25. The Clerk will 
proceed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the House 
that this bill simply corrects an injustice to five officers. Under 
the law any officer taking the examination and not passing has 
one year for preparation before a final examination. At the 
expiration of that year he is reexamined, and if he passes the 
examination at that time he is then promoted to the next va- 
cancy. In the meantime he has lost promotions to vacancies 
occurring. These five officers were in foreign service, some of 
them in very bad health, and at the time of the first examina- 
tion failed. They have lost, under this bill, the promotion that 
would have come from natural causes, under death or retire- 
ment, but in the meantime Congress enormously increased the 
Corps of Artillery of the army, which gave a great deal of 
promotion to men in the service, and some hundred of officers 
who were below those five officers went ahead of them. Now, 
all authorities connected with the department, I think, are 
unanimous in the belief that it is only a just measure to make 
these men lose the files they naturally would lose under the 
general law, but not cause them to lose the enormous number of 
grades that they will lose on account of the young officers who 
went ahead of them as a result of the increase. They were do- 
ing good service. Their health was impaired at the time of the 
first examination, as frequently happens from tropical service, 
and the late Secretary of War, now President, the present Secre- 
tary of War, the Chief of Staff, and all officers of the army 
recommend the passage of this bill to correct this great injustice. 

Now, the bill goes further than that and provides for the 
future that officers shall not lose additional files on account of 
any large increase made by Congress in the army, and that is 
as far as it goes. 

This bill does not cost the Government a cent; it is no in- 
justice to the officers whom they are placed ahead of and does 
simply justice, in my belief, to these five men. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MANN, I quite agree with the gentleman about the 
merits of the bill and report, which I have examined. This 
bill is on the Private Calendar. It is considered as a private 
bill. If it is passed and becomes a law, will it be a private law 
or a public law? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa, It will be a private bill, so far as these 
five men are concerned, and a public bill so far as the second 
section is concerned. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that private bills and 
public bills are printed in different volumes of the statutes, and 
a man who is supposed to keep a record in some way of public 
enactments is not supposed to have to read over the private 
statutes. There are distinct committees of the House which 
have those matters in charge. I am not opposing the gentle- 
man’s bill, but it seems to me the committee has made a mis- 
take. Here is a private and a public bill combined, which 
ought never to be done. I am not sure whether this bill ought 
to be on the Private Calendar or on the House Calendar or on 
the Union Calendar. I think it would take a very exhaustive 
parliamentary examination, to ascertain that fact; although 
that point of order has not been made, I call the gentleman’s 
attention to it because he will readily see that it is not practi- 
cable, the way we print our private and public laws, to put a 
public law and a private law in the same bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that the 
bill was very carefully considered by the gentleman who is now 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the House, The com- 


mittee believed that in the future some injustice might arise 
similar to this where it does not affect the Government at all, 
but only affects individual officers. This bill makes no charge 
on the Treasury, 

Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We thought it was good policy to put an 
additional section on by which the department itself could cor- 
rect these evils without coming to Congress. Now, I will say 
that there is a compilation of military laws in which all the 
laws affecting the permanent establishment are collated and 
published, and this second section will go into the permanent 
law. I do not think the first section will. 

Mr. MANN. But we are not supposed to examine the mili- 
tary laws to get at the public statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. On the other hand, nobody but those 
who are affected by it will examine a question of this kind. I 
think it is a good idea to harmonize the whole matter, so that 
Congress will not have to act on each individual case. 

Mr. MANN. I will say that if such a bill comes from the 
committee again a point of order will be made against it. I 
think a point of order would lie now to prevent the considera- 
tion of this bill on any calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation, 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14676) for the relief of the Pittsburg Brewing Company. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

etc., That th 
metas tient Sal Secs ty gaat cua de Sera a 


reopen 
the assessment against the Pittsburg Brewing Com y made the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue on the September list. 1907 and to adjust 


the same and make such refund of the tax paid the as he may 
deem just and equitable: Provided, That the expense of ing and 
readjusting this matter shall be had at the cost of the Pi Brew- 


pany. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to reopen and 
consider an assessment of September, 1907, made by the agents 
of the Internal Revenue Commissioner with the Pittsburg Brew- 
ing Company. It is alleged on the part of the Pittsburg Brewing 
Company that that settlement was not a proper settlement. 
They now seek to have that settlement reopened at their own 
expense, We haye put in a proviso in which we say that the 
expense of reopening and readjusting this matter shall be had 
at the cost of the Pittsburg Brewing Company, so that if this 
measure shall be passed by the House it simply sends it back to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury for readjustment of the 
amount. It puts all the expense of reopening and reconsidering 
the claim on the Pittsburg Brewing Company. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE, I will. 

Mr. MANN. I have examined the bill and the report, and I 
quite agree with the gentleman as to the desirability of the 
legislation, but has the gentleman had his attention called to the 
fact that the legislation proposed by the bill will accomplish 
nothing? 

Mr. PRINCE. I am not quite prepared to say that it will 
accomplish nothing. 

Mr. MANN. Well, what will it accomplish? 

Mr. PRINCE. This is my opinion: If it should appear that 
the settlement made between the parties was not a correct 
settlement and that there should happen to be a balance due 
the Government, I am inclined to think that the Government 
would collect the balance. 

Mr. MANN. But the balance has been collected; the money 
has been collected and paid into the Treasury. If you want to 
make the bill effective you should insert after the word “ equi- 
table,” in line 9, “and such sum as is necessary to make such 
refund is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” Without some provision of that 
kind it will amount to no more than hot air. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well. These people are coming to the 
Goyernment and asking for a reopening of their account, They 
say that they will pay all the expenses of that reopening, and if 
we put in your provision then we make the Treasury respon- 
sible for the payment of the expenses incurred. The way we 
have provided in our bill the Pittsburg Brewing Company shall 
pay the expenses. 

Mr. MANN. But the trouble is it neither authorizes an audit 
nor makes an appropriation. It simply authorizes the Internal 
Revenue Office to do that which it can do now, if it wants to, 
and has already done. It will amount to nothing unless you 
audit the claim and appropriate the money necessary to pay it 
when adjusted, 
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Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the introducer of the bill is 
here, and if he desires to accept such an amendment, I do not 
think the committee would object; but we will object to any 
amendment being put in there which will cause the Treasurer 
of the United States to expend a dollar in doing this work. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, that is already covered by the proyi- 
sions of the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. As I understand this, it authorizes a 
reexamination of the subject-matter, a readjustment of the set- 
tlement, and authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to reach 
a correct conclusion under the law as it was at that time. Does 
it authorize a refunding? 

Mr. PRINCE. “And make such refunding of taxes paid 
thereunder as he may deem just and equitable.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
bill is sufficiently comprehensive. It may not make an actual 
appropriation, but a finding under this bill on the part of the 
Treasury Department would be the basis of an appropriation 
in the future. It would fix and determine finally the liability 
of the Government to the Pittsburg Brewing Company for a 
certain amount, if on reexamination of the question it should 
find there is anything due that company. Of course it may be 
well to put in the bill a provision carrying an appropriation 
here, and the matter could be settled up as soon as it is ad- 
justed and determined; but I do not think the bill is altogether 
without merits, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
says. It has some virtue, it confers some power, it authorizes 
some action, and that action has some value to it. 

Mr. BARCHFELD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ equitable,” in line 9: 


“And such sum as may be necessary to make such refund is hereby 
appropriates out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pr 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill as amended 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the bill as amended be laid’aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

S. H. LOFTIN. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
15595) for the relief of S. H. Loftin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to S. H. Loftin, of North Caro- 
lina, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $68, for rent of building for post-office in the town of Kinston, 
N. C., from January 1, 1903, to March 9, 1903. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to pay to 8. H. 
Loftin, of Kinston, N. C., for rent of post-office building from 
January 1, 1903, to March 9, 1903. A similar bill to this was 
reported favorably February 15, 1909, at the second session of 
the Sixtieth Congress. Owing to the lateness of the report the 
bill was not taken up for consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman why 
the Post-Office Department does not pay this rent? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I will answer that by reading 
from the report, in the shape of a letter from the Treasury De- 


partment, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, August 11, 1908. 

Sin: Your letter of the 6th Instant in the matter of post-office rentals 
for the part of the year 1903 is received. 

You are informed that there is no lease contract on file in this office. 
Presumably the building was occupied under a private agreement be- 
tween the postmaster and the owner, and the information you desire 
may be obtained from the person who was postmaster at that time 
or from the post-office records. The records of this office show that an 
allowance of $360 was granted by the department to enable the t- 
master to secure a suitable building for the post-office for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1903, Under this allowance the pro rata for the 
period January 1 to March 9, 1903, is $68. The postal account for the 

uarter ended March 31, 1903, shows that W. D. Pollock, 8 for 

£ H. Loftin, refused to accept the amount tendered him by the post- 
master. The appropriation for the fiscal year 1903 has lapsed, and 
there are now no available funds from which payment could be made, 
unless 2 deficiency appropriation is made by 8 

If vos desire to pursue the matter further with a view of securing 

yment, it is suggested that Pe take the matter up with the First 
Resistant Postmaster-General, Division of Salaries and Allowances. 


R tfully, < 
n C. A. McGONAGLE, Acting Auditor. 
Mr. S. H. Lortry, 
322 North Queen Street, Kinston, N. C. 


This is the amount that he refused at that time to accept— 
the amount that is due under the contract. The pro rata 
amount that would be due by reason of the allowance made by 
the Post-Office Department is $68. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 2 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I desire to ask for informa- 
tion. Is not this bill incorrectly drawn? Ought it not to have 
somewhere in it the words “that the sum of $68 is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated?” I recall, in the Fifty-ninth Congress, getting a 
bill through for a claim that did not have those words in it, and 
I had to have it put through in another bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think probably that is a good suggestion. 
I therefore offer an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ ap- 
propriated,” to insert the words “out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after “ appropriated,” in line 6, “out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, that language is 
already in the bill, and this simply repeats it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed at the Clerk’s desk 
that that language is already in the bill. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It seems to me the way it ought 
to be put in is, In line 6, after the word dollars,“ insert the 
words which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose.’ ” 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois modifies his 
amendment, and the Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ dollars.“ in line 6, the words“ which sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


CONVEYING CERTAIN LANDS TO THE CITY OF BILOXI, MISS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9570) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey 
certain lands to, the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, empowered and directed to deed to the city of Biloxi, in the 
State of Mississippi, for street pur s and no other, a strip of land 
4 feet wide on Jackson street and 6 feet wide on Lameuse street, alon 
the length of the front of the government lot on said streets, on whic 
lot is now situated the government building in Biloxi, Miss. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

R. J. WARREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11421) for the relief of R. J. Warren. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be paid, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$499.60, or so much thereof as in the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was properly incurred, to R. J. Warren, of Aberdeen, Miss., 
for expenses incident to defending an indictment made in Franklin 
County, Ala., and in the United States court at Huntsville, Ala., 
against said R. J. Warren, charging him with the murder of Houston 
Vines, while said Warren as a United States marshal was attempting 
to make an arrest of said Vines for violation of the internal-revenue 
laws of the Government. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to pay R. J. 
Warren, former United States marshal, expenses incurred in 
defending himself in the United States court at Huntsville, Ala., 
on the charge of the murder of one Houston Vines. Houston 
Vines was resisting arrest and the officer, in the discharge of 
his duties, shot him, and he asks to be refunded the amount 
of his expenses incurred in defending himself, amounting to 
$499.60. Now, if there are no questions to be asked 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman ought not the same amendment be put in this 
bill appropriating the money. In line 5, after the word “ cents,” 
insert “ which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

Mr. PRINCE. I have no objection. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Canprer] five minutes, or such time as 
he may desire. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment: In 
line 5, after the word “ cents,” insert the words “ which sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “cents,” insert the words “ which sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


BRIDGEPORT NATIONAL BANK, BRIDGEPORT, OHIO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5272) for the relief of the Bridgeport National Bank, Bridge- 
port, Ohio. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to redeem, in favor of the Bridgeport 


an 
National Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio, United States 5 7 cent coupon bond, 
issued under the act of January 14, 1875, No. 19649, for $1, with 


a bond in the penal sum of double the amount of the 
principal of said bond and the interest due thereon, with and suffi- 
cient sureties, to be approved by the of the Treasury, with 
condition to indemnify and save harmless the United States from any 
loss on account of the said bond and the said interest. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I think there is an amend- 
ment to that. Has the Clerk read the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. PRINCE. The amendment is to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert—I guess the Clerk read the bill as 
amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed at the Clerk’s 
desk that there is no amendment indicated in the bill nor in 
the report. 

Mr. PRINCE. Which one did the Clerk read? 

The CHAIRMAN, H. R. 5272. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is all right; I had another bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
ought to give a brief explanation of the bill anyhow, so we 
will know the circumstances under which the bonds were lost 
or stolen. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. TILS0N]. è 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill for the redemp- 
tion of a lost bond. This was a coupon bond lost in April, 
1899, with the interest coupons attached and then not due. In 
1904 this bond was due and payable and interest ceased. The 
loss of the bond was duly reported to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. A careful search was made by the officers of the 
bank, but the bond was not then found and has not been found 
since. There appears in the report an affidavit made by the 
cashier of the bank to the effect that the bond had never been 
found, also a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury 
to the effect that neither the bond nor any of the coupons had 
ever been presented for payment. 

The bill is drawn so as to properly safeguard the Treasury 
by providing for a penal bond in twice the sum of the bond. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Was the bond stolen from the bank, 
or does the gentleman know how it was lost? 

Mr. TILSON. The bond was not stolen, so far as the bank 
authorities knew. It was on hand at a certain time when an 
examination was made in the early part of April, as I remem- 
ber, of that year, and in the latter part of that same month it 
disappeared. From the affidavits of the cashier of the bank 
it appears that there is no knowledge as to the whereabouts 
of the bond, and no knowledge of the same is in existence so 
far as known. There is an affidavit appended of a very recent 
date, January 10, 1910, that the bond had not been discovered 
up to that date. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

REGISTERS AND FORMER REGISTERS, UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6043) for the relief of registers and former registers of 
the United States land offices. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Treas not otherwise appropriated, to 
x the 

money, under the instructions of the 3 0 
were erroneously required to deposit in the United States 


2 
subsequent 

to the approval of the act of July 26, 1892, and Aal be made upon 
| accounts stated and certified the ‘Secretary of the Interior nd 


Mr. MANN and Mr. CRUMPACKER rose, 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague [Mr. 
Hawer], who will answer any questions desired. 

Mr, HAWLEY. This is a bill to reimburse certain registers 
and former registers of the United States land offices for sums 
earned by them for issuing notices of cancellation of homestead 
entries, The act approved in 1880 provided that fees should 


not be reported to the Treasury of the United States. That 
law was changed in August of 1886, providing that the fees 
should be reported; but it was again changed back in 1892 to 
these former provisions, allowing the registers to keep the $1 can- 
cellation fee as a personal fee. The Department of the Interior 
failed to issue the necessary instructions to enable them to 
retain the fee, and the agents of the United States Govern- 
ment ordered the registers to report these fees, which were 
covered into the Treasury of the United States, 

When the matter was brought to the attention of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior he went over the law again, and decided 
that the registers and former registers were entitled to this fee 
for the cancellation of such entries. Orders were issued, I 
understand, accordingly, but they had no funds left in their 
possession to readjust former accounts. This matter has been 
taken before the Court of Claims, and we understand that some 
$15,000 of such fees have been allowed by that court, and I 
think there will be in no case a decision to the contrary when 
the facts are presented to that court for a finding. In one 
case the court says: 
shen Of law Saat TTT. 
from the United States in the sum of $166. 

The amount involved in this bill will be about $24,000 or 
$25,000 of unadjusted claims. There were several bills intro- 
duced by Members of the House relating to this subject. This 
is a general bill reported on the subject, and the committee 
have recommended that the other bills lie on the table, bellev- 
ing that this bill will accomplish all the purposes sought. 

Mr. GRONNA. Does this bill provide for the full payment of 
these claims? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It provides for the return of all such fees 
earned by the registers and former registers, provided such fees 
had not already been included in the compensation paid them. 

Mr. GRONNA. I see that you put it in your report that it 
may amount to $39,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you will find a little later, on the next 
page, that “over $15,000 of the above amounts haye been de- 
cided favorably to the claimants in the Court of Claims,” so 
it leaves only $24,000 or $25,000 to be paid in addition to such 
claims. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. NORRIS. Would the result of this act, if it became law, 
be that in any case where the receivers and registers have re- 
ceived the maximum amount of $3,000 for salaries under the 
law they would receive additional compensation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They would receive these fees, if I under- 
stand it, in every case where that fee was not a part of their 
compensation. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is the particular part of the bill that 
seems to me might be misleading. As I understand the gentle- 
man now, in explaining the bill, it would result in giving to a 
great many receivers and registers an amount in excess of the 
maximum amount allowed by law for the salary of the office, 
Is that true? 

Mr, HAWLEY. The amount that any receiver drew during 
any year was the amount of salary that he was allowed, includ- 
ing the fees up to a certain amount, and if the fees in question 
went into his compensation, as a part of his compensation, he 
would not be entitled to a return of such fees. 

Mr. NORRIS. Do these fees go into his compensation when 
they were received by these officers in the Land Department? 
Why would they not be a part of his compensation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where they had the maximum salary the 
fees would be paid in addition thereto. 

Mr. NORRIS. The maximum salary is $3,000? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think so. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, to illustrate, suppose some register or 
receiver had received payment in fees, and the fees were of such 
amount as to make the maximum compensation $3,000, but in 
addition to that he had made cancellations as described in your 
bill or report in excess of that maximum, then the enactment of 
this law would give him a salary larger than the maximum that 
is allowed by law, would it not? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Well, this bill was drawn under the recom- 
mendations of the Department of the Interior under Mr. Gar- 
field’s administration. 

Mr. GRONNA. If the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment, I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska that would 
depend entirely upon the receipts of the office. 

Mr. NORRIS. But I tried to state a case where it would not 
depend upon the fees, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now let me read to the gentleman from the 
letter of Mr. Frank Pierce, Acting Secretary of the Interior, 
which I think will make it clear: 

It should be noted that cancellation fees have been paid to the 

ters from the appropriations for salaries and commissions of is- 
ters and receivers in all instances where their earnin including 


cancellation f have been less than the maximum of $3, per year, 
specified in section 2240 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. NORRIS. Well, now, I will say to the gentleman it 
seems to me that letter is perfectly just. I believe those fees 
where they are not paid the maximum salary would be right, 
but certainly it would not be right to pay an amount in excess 
of the maximum salary allowed by law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Secretary Pierce in this same letter 
says the reimbursements should be limited 

To such cancellation fees as have been deposited in the Treasury and 
have not entered into the compensation made to them under appropria- 
tions for salaries as commissions. 

Mr. NORRIS. Well, it ought to be limited, it seems to me, 
to those cases where the office, after the officer has been paid 
and retained the fee, will not then be paid a salary in excess 
of the maximum allowed by law. 

Mr. MANN. There would be no purpose in the bill, then. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the only purpose in the bill is to pay some 
one a salary larger than the law allows, it seems to me the bill 
ought to be defeated. 

Mr. MANN. That is the only purpose of it. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, I think the question pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Nebraska’ [Mr. Norris] is en- 
tirely answered by the bill itself, in the tenth line. It is only 
where they were erroneously required to deposit these fees that 
they are to be returned. If the salary of the office had reached 
the maximum, and these fees had been received, they were not 
erroneously required to return them. It is only where the 
man’s salary was not maximum that they ought to have been 
retained, and were therefore erroneously returned. 

I do not think—— 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand the gentleman’s explanation, 
if he has properly interpreted the bill, it will be proper; but 
other gentlemen here are interpreting the bill absolutely in a 
contradictory sense than the gentleman has given us. I have 
not examined the bill myself; I have had no opportunity to do 
so; but it seems to me that if it applies in cases where the re- 
ceiver and register have already received the maximum salary 
allowed by law, then it ought to be defeated, or at least it 
ought to be amended so as not to apply to that class of cases. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. We will agree entirely upon 
that. The only question is whether the bill now covers what 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] suggests. It seems 
to me the interpretation is perfectly plain. Where the office is 
a maximum office, it could not be said that these fees were er- 
roneously required to be returned. Consequently, if they were 
not erroneously required to be returned, they would not now by 
this law be given to the officers. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will ask the gentleman this question: Let 
us take a case where there have been a great many of these 
cancellation fees and a case where, outside of these fees that 
this bill affects, the maximum salary has been paid to a re- 
ceiver and a register. Would this bill enable such a register 
or such a receiver to receive these cancellation fees? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Under my understanding of 
the bill, certainly not. 

Mr. NORRIS. If that is correct, I certainly have no objec- 
tion to the bill, but I do not understand the gentleman in charge 
of the bill to give that interpretation to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me read a paragraph from the letter of 
Mr. Frank Pierce, First Assistant Secretary, under date of 
April 29, 1908. 


From March 15, 1887, to may 16, 1907, it was held that the register 
should not be paid any fees that would increase compensation to 
over $3,000 per annum. This holding was correct until the pm 
of the act of July 26, 1892, which act is independent of the act 
making appropriations fər salaries and commissions of registers and 
receivers, this latter act providing only that they should each be paid 
no more than $3,000 from that appropriation, and not interdicting the 
payment of moneys by settlers to the register for notices of the can- 
cellation of entries, which construction of said acts required the 
issuance of paragraph 11 of the circular of May 16, 1907. 


Mr. PAYNE. Then it would seem from that that this act 
was drawn for the express purpose of increasing the salary 
beyond the $3,000, 

Mr. NORRIS. That is what several gentlemen think. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield ten minutes to me? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; with the understanding that the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. Haw ey] shall take the floor as soon 
as you have finished. I will yield you ten minutes. 

Merk MANN. Of course I could take the floor in my own 
t. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
ten minutes to his colleague, or does the gentleman take the 
floor in his own right? 

Mr. MANN. I will take the ten minutes from my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in 1880 Congress passed an act 
providing that the cancellation fees, where a successful con- 
testant had an entry canceled, should not be included in the 
money to be returned or accounted for by the register. In 
1884 it passed an act providing that these fees should be 
accounted for by the register. In 1887, during the Democratic 
administration, with a Democratic Land Commissioner and 
Secretary, an order was issued—and it is a compliment to 
that side of the House—providing that these fees should be 
accounted for. 

In 1892 Congress passed an act which apparently said that 
these fees should not be accounted for, but the original order, 
made in 1887, continued in force unquestioned, and every 
register receiving these fees accounted for them. The statutes 
provide in reference to the salaries of registers that they shall 
be paid in accordance with the amount which they have re- 
ceived; so that every individual, every register who received 
these fees, received a salary based partly upon these fees; but 
the statute provides that the salary can not exceed $3,000. 

Now, the proposition is that, because of a construction of 
the Land Office in 1907, these registers should not account 
for the fees, to wipe out the statute of limitations, which bars 
any claim being made, and pay all these registers who have 
already received the limit of the salary contemplated and pro- 
vided by law the additional amount of these fees which they 
have returned into the Treasury under the order of 1887. 
Now, the fact is that every one of these registers went into 
office supposing that the law required him to account for these 
fees. That was the construction of the Land Office. The order 
was issued and everyone obeyed it; every man who accepted 
office accepted it, and there were practically new men put in these 
new offices shortly after this original order went into effect; 
every one of these men who accepted office accepted it with the 
understanding that he should pay in these fees and that the 
limit of his salary should be $3,000 a year. 

But some wise guy, somewhere in 1907, declared that the pre- 
vious construction of the statute was erroneous. I do not 
know whether it was erroneous or not. There has never been 
any authoritative decision of that question. But Secretary 
Garfield, in 1907, issued his construction of the law, based upen 
the decision in the Court of Claims, in which he held that, 
under the act of 1892, these registers were entitled to receive 
the maximum salary of $3,000, and, in addition, to receive 
these fees. 

Evyerybody—the Government and the officeholders—having 
supposed that they were following the law, every one of them 
satisfied, no man resigning because the pay was not sufficient, 
having secured in some way a reversal of the policy of the 
Government, they want us to remove the statute of limitations 
on the ground that they would have a legal claim if it were not 
for the statute of limitations. 

No one pretends that they have any moral claim. They ac- 
cepted their offices supposing the statute provided what the 
order of the department provided. They did the work of their 
offices supposing that they were to receive the salaries which 
they did receive, supposing that they were to turn in the 
moneys which they did turn in. After they have fulfilled their 
duties, after they have gone out of the offices which they filled 
on that supposed contract, they have the nerve to come to Con- 
gress and say, “ We were mistaken and you were mistaken 
about our salaries. We thought that we were to have $3,000, 
but we find that if we had known enough then we would re- 
ceive more than we thought we were getting and you thought 
we were getting "—$4,000 or $5,000 in some cases. There is 
no equity in the case, and there is no reason why the statute 
of limitations should be removed. 
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Mr. MILLER of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if it is not true that in the past few months the Court of Claims 
has rendered a judgment in several cases involying the amounts 
that are claimed to be due from the registers? 

Mr. MANN. I believe that is true. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Then, that is the law? 

Mr. MANN. It has been decided by the Court of Claims, but 
it has never been carried beyond that court, and there would 
have been no cases in the Court of Claims if Mr. Garfield had 
not given an opinion changing the order of the department. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that the judgment of the Court of Claims was rendered 
upon the opinion by Mr. Garfield and not on the law? 

Mr. MANN. That is not what I said; the gentleman may 
understand what he pleases, 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is what I understood the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I did not say that. I said there would have 
been no cases in the Court of Claims if it had not been for the 
opinion of Mr. Garfield. Of course, neither the gentleman from 
Kansas nor myself would suppose that the Court of Claims de- 
cided cases on the opinion of a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield 
to me? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota two minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I think, upon 
refiection, that my first interpretation a moment ago in answer 
to a question by the gentleman from Nebraska may have been 
in error, and I do not desire by that statement to mislead any 
Member of the House. There is no doubt that this bill that re- 
funds to these men is a legal liability under the law, and that 
it might in some cases result in paying to certain registers more 
than the $3,000 a year by reason of additional fees by which 
they were unlawfully compelled to pay over. I do not desire to 
say to the House that it would not. 

Mr. MANN. The list is published in the report. There are 
25 States involved. Every man will receive this amount above 
the $3,000 salary. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If it was above the law, it 
could not be returned; and in that event, although there may 
be men in the 25 States who will receive the benefit, it is not, to 
my mind, going to the merits of the question. 

Mr. MANN. I do not blame the gentleman because he has 
the largest claim in the bill, to pay to a man $2,127 above his 
legal salary. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is one above that. 

Mr. MANN. I thought that was the highest. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York, if I have the time. : 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I grant the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GOLDFOGLE]. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, it was almost impossible 
to hear the discussion which was going on in respect to this 
bill over here, so I shall have to ask the gentleman from South 
Dakota some questions. Does this bill provide for payments 
to registers who have received salaries up to the maximum 
amount allowed by law? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Its phraseology does not 
refer to registers who have or who have not. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have- not reference so much to the 
phraseology as I haye to the effect of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I have already stated that 
in my opinion the fact that the register might have received 
the maximum salary of $3,000 would probably not disqualify 
him from receiving these additional amounts which have been 
held by the Court of Claims to be allowed under the law in ad- 
dition to the maximum of $3,000. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. So that under the provisions of this bill 
the registers who have received salaries up to the maximum 
sum will also be entitled to cancellation fees received and in 
the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes; the courts having held 
that these cancellation fees are no part of their salaries. 

Mr, GOLDFOGLE. That is to say they get an additional 
compensation to that allowed by law as salary. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes; and lawfully so under 
the interpretation of the law by the Court of Claims, 
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Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How far back do these fees run—that is, 
to what period of time? 

Mr. NORRIS. So far back that the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Since the act of 1892. It 
could not refer to any fees before that time. 

Mr. NORRIS. They got them all before that. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why did they wait so long before making 
a claim upon the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I think they did draw them 
for many years, and thereafter, the ruling of the Land Office 
being changed, they were required to refund them. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I know, but the gentleman from South 
Dakota has said that the claims run back to 1892. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I say they could apply to 
fees having been received since, but none back of 1892. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. This bill intends to take the money 
again out of the Treasury. Is that the idea? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The money was inad- 
vertently, under a misinterpretation, put in the Treasury, and 
now the department has decided that it was inadvertently put 
in there. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. So that the money has been in the 
Treasury for a number of years and now the registers, discover- 
ing they have a claim, desire to withdraw it from the Treasury. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It applies to four years, 
between 1892 and 1896. In 1897, if I am correctly informed, 
the ruling was again changed to conform to the old system. 

Mr. MANN. Then, the gentleman is not correctly juformed. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Is not the situation his 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr BENNET of New York (continuing). That no register 
whatever who receives less than $3,000 a year b/tween July 
26, 1892, and May 16, 1907, will get a cent? ‘That is the first 
question. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman will have to 
excuse me, as I did not hear him. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Is it not a fact that no register 
who received less than $3,000 a year between the 26th of July, 
1892, and the 16th of May, 1907, will receive a cent? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
South Dakota yield to me, in order that I may answer the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They received all the fees to which they are 
entitled. How could they ask for more if they got everything 
to which they were entitled under the law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then the answer to that is, that 
does not apply to those registers at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They got 3 to which they were en- 
titled under the law. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Under this bill they get no 


money? 


Mr. HAWLEY. They were not entitled to anything more. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Is that equivalent to answering 
the question in the affirmative—they get nothing under this bill? 

Mr. AMES. Because all they are to get is nothing. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. This bill refers only to registers 
who got $3,000 a year during that time, and increases their com- 
pensation by just so much. Is not that right? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman has undoubt- 
edly seen the report of the.department, and in the report at 
the bottom of page 6 the question of the gentleman is fully 
answered. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Then this bill is a bill to give 
the registers who got $3,000 still more money in each instance 
and the other fellows nothing. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It would give fees in addi- 
tion to the $3,000; yes. 

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to the gentleman for the purpose 
of offering an amendment for the information of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, general debate has rot ceased, 
and it is not in order to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state if the gentleman 
yields to an amendment he yields the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Let me call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that we are not in the House; we are in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. The gentleman 
may yield as he pleases, but there can be no amendment until 
the bill is read for amendment. 
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Mr. PRINCE. My colleague can withhold his amendment 
until we reach that point. I can not yield during debate for 
that purpose; otherwise, I would yield. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PRINCE. No; I have promised to yield to my col- 
league—— 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes a 
parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Illinois, not having 
the floor, a member of the committee having arisen to address 
the Chair, is not that Member entitled to the floor in his own 
right? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois yielded for 
debate to the gentleman who had the floor. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If the gentleman yielded a portion of his 
time, that is one thing. 

Mr. PRINCE. I did not yield the floor, my time not having 
expired. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. Five minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, since 1880 there have been 
six years in which registers and former registers of the United 
States have not been entitled to the fees we are asking that 
they be paid now under the law. In 1886 the law was changed 
requiring those fees to be reported, and it was changed back to 
its former status in 1892, and that has been the law since that 
time. For a period of some five years the department failed to 
issue the necessary instructions to enable the registers then in 
office to retain these fees which the law gave them, and special 
agents of the department inspecting the offices demanded of the 
registers that they should cover these fees into the Treasury, 
which they did. It was done contrary to the law, but the de- 
partment had failed to change this regulation so that the regis- 
ters could retain the fees. When the matter was called to the 
attention of the department, they examined the question, and 
ruled in accordance with the law. A man’s salary is whatever 
the law altogether offers him for his services, and the man is 
supposed to take office in view of a grant of all the compensa- 
tion offered to him for his services, and not for any particular 
item of compensation. Now, in order to establish the fact that 
these registers were duly entitled to this money, the matter was 
taken to the Court of Claims, and one case is reported in full 
in our report. There are references here to some 30 other cases 
where the court has held in like tenor, that all of the compensa- 
tion these registers were entitled to under the law should be 
paid to them, and that is all we are asking—that that which 
they earned under the law at the time of their service shall be 
paid to them. That is a fair proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

. Mr. HAWLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that these registers 
when they accepted office and while they held the office, up to 
two or three years ago, believed that the law required them 
to pay these fees into the Treasury and believing that they 
were satisfied with the salary provided by the law not to 
exceed $3,000? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have never talked with any one of them. 
and I can not answer the gentleman’s question in that regard. 
I can only say, in my opinion, a man takes office in view of all 
of the salary and compensation provided in the law. 

Mr. MANN. Does he not usually take office with the view 
to the salary that he knows about, and not with a view to an 
unknown salary concerning which he does not eyen dream? 
And did any of these registers even dream that they were 
entitled to this extra compensation up to within two or three 
years ago, and did they make claim to anybody? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to say that there is 
a land office in the city where I live, and that the register of 
the office on many occasions has protested to me that he is 
being compelled to pay into the Treasury these contest fees, 
where he believed under the law he is entitled to them. I 
simply give that to the gentleman from Illinois because he 
wanted to know if anybody ever dreamed that they would come 
back. 

Mr. MANN. Did the gentleman prefer to hold office and draw 
the $3,000 salary? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. He had te conform to the 
regulations of the department and pay over to the Treasury 
the fees to which he thought ke was entitled. 

Mr. MANN. Under the law the gentleman could have brought 
his case before the Court of Claims at any time. Did he make 
such a claim, or did he prefer to hold office at $3,000 a year? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Such claims have been made 
and sustained in the Court of Claims. 
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Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is it true that under the law as it stands 
now, without any additional legislation on the part of Congress, 
that these people mentioned, or who would be affected by the 
law if passed, could go into the Court of Claims and secure 
relief, and get the same money that you propose to give them 
by this bill without going into the Court of Claims? In other 
words 

Mr. HAWLEY. Any one of them could go into the Court of 
Claims, except where a statute of limitation prevents. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it can be established under the law and 
before the courts as they now exist, they could secure these 
fees, then I do not see any objection—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. Hawrey] has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Because they could get them anyway, only it 
would be a source of expense. I would like to know whether this 
gives any additional relief; whether that is the condition of the 
law now or is simply a shorter cut? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Court of Claims will find in favor of 
the claimants, and this bill will do away with a number of 
suits which are not barred by the statute of limitations, and it 
also gives the right to those who would not have it under ex- 
isting conditions to go into the Court of Claims and get what 
was lawfully due them and which has been unlawfully withheld 
S Mr. NORRIS. Does the statute of limitations cut any figure 

ere? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Are some of them cut out by 
limitations? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. MACON. I suppose about five minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I had not had an opportunity 
of investigating this matter up to the time it was brought be- 
fore the House. But hearing the debate upon the subject I have 
come to the conclusion that it is a first cousin, if not more 
closely related, to the well-known back-salary grab measure 
that went through this House some time during the short ses- 
sion of the Congress of 1872. It is true that Congressmen then 
voted a back salary for themselves, and this body well remem- 
bers what the result of the next election was after that grab 
was made. Now, it seems 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACON. Not just now, sir. Now, it seems that this 
is an attempt to pass a back-salary grab measure for some- 
body else. These registers accepted positions under the Gov- 
ernment at $3,000 per year, and they were glad to get them at 
that price. 

And they uttered not a single complaint in regard to this mat- 
ter to the proper authorities while they were holding their 
$3,000 positions. And now we find, after ten or fifteen years 
have rolled around, after they have been out of office for quite 
a number of years, they come to this body, when they are not 
entitled to a hearing in court, and ask this Congress to pass a 
measure that will enable them to reach back over a period of 
ten or fifteen years and grab compensation that they were not 
entitled to under the law at that time, according to any adjudi- 
cated case in a court or any ruling of a department upon the 
subject. So, in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, if the Members of 
this House undertake to grab back salaries for officials who are 
out of office, they will suffer the consequences of their acts when 
they answer to their constituents, just as the Members of Con- 
gress suffered the consequences of their acts when they passed 
their own back-salary grab bill in 1872. 

Now, I yield to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Hawtry]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill provides only for the payment of 
salaries authorized in the law. Now, I understand in the case 
of the salaries of the Members of Congress, referred to by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, that the Members of the two Houses 
voted themselves an increase in salary for a term prior to the 
enactment of the law. But in this case the registers will only 
be paid the fees accruing subsequent to the passage of the law, 
and to which they are clearly entitled. 

Mr. MACON. Well, of course. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was what was called a “salary grab.” 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. These men are only asking the compensation 
under the law which was in force after they took their office; 
and from that fact there is no grab in it at all. 


the statute of 
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Mr. MACON. I insist that it is close kin to a back-salary 


grab, though it may not be entirely on all fours with it. If we 
pass a measure giving these ex-officers compensation that they 
were not authorized to receive under existing law at the time 
they held their offices, I do not know a better designation for it 
than that of “a back-salary grab bill.” There is a law that 
authorizes them to go into the Court of Claims and have their 
cases adjudicated there and see whether or not they were en- 
titled to the compensation. 

Mr. GRONNA. I want to say to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas that is not the way of it at all. The registers were entitled 
to a salary of $3,000 plus $1 fee. 

Mr. MACON. Why did they not get it? 

Mr. GRONNA. Because the department had issued a circular 
and directed them to turn it into the Treasury erroneously. 
That is the reason why we ask to have this money paid to them 
that they were entitled to. The maximum amount which these 
age were entitled to would be $3,000 plus $1 fee under the 
law. 

Mr. MACON, Would not the gentleman, if he had a superior 
who should issue a circular directing him to pay a part of his 
salary into the Treasury, when he knew that he had no right 
to direct him to do such a thing, require the party issuing the 
circular test the matter in the courts before he did it? I be- 
lieve he would, and these gentlemen should have had the author- 
ity of their superior tested when he issued the circular calling 
upon them to deposit a part of their compensation in the Treas- 
ury before they complied with its terms. I do not believe that 
a sensible man like the gentleman would have paid a single 
dollar of his compensation into the Treasury on the issuance of 
a circular before testing it in the courts. 

Mr. GRONNA. Prior to this time they had received $1 fee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I protest against the passage of 
this bill in the name of the people as being a back-salary grab. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
the result of this discussion so far can lead to only one con- 
clusion, and that is, that this bill ought to be reported by this 
committee when it rises with the recommendation that it do 
pass, This is not merely an equitable claim, but it is a legal 
and a statutory claim. It is not a claim for back salary. It is 
not a claim for salary, technically, at all. It is a claim that is 
based on a statute granting a specific fee for the performance 
of a specific act. Now, a comparison of a salary accorded at one 
time under a statute with that fixed by a later statute is not a 
legitimate consideration at all. Conditions change. The Con- 
gress passed upon what the salary should be at one time, and 
passed again upon what it should be at a subsequent time. Such 
questions have nothing to do with the legitimate consideration 
of the merits of the pending bill; nothing at all. 

Formerly there were no restrictions, and twenty-four or 
twenty-five years ago the registers and receivers in the district 
land offices—some of them—received compensation as high as 
$6,000, perhaps $10,000, or even more, It was all fees. Then 
they were really doing a “ land-office business.” 

The Government was bound to pay them $500 salary, and 
the officials were entitled to all the fees received. But if they 
did not take in any fees, the Government was indebted to them 
$500; and the law is still that way as to the minimum salary 
of $500. It is personal knowledge of my own that in many 
of these cases the registers do not receive $3,000 in fees. 

Now, when these registers accepted their offices they accepted 
them under a contract that the United States made with them 
per these statutes involved, and they were just as much en- 
titled to the specific fee as to the salary of $3,000. 

Now, because subsequent to that condition the statute allows 
only $3,000, that does not argue morally, much less legally, 
that they were not entitled to what the law gave them at a 
former time. That contention of the opposition is not legitimate 
at all. The Court of Claims, a judicial tribunal established 
for the adjudication of just such cases, has already held that 
they were entitled to these fees upon express provisions of the 
statutes. 

Now, as to the equity of some of the claims, namely, those 
which are barred by the statute of limitations, it would be un- 
fair upon the face of it to legisiate here an appropriation for 
those whose claims the statute does not bar and Jeave out and 
deny those whose claims the statute does bar. It would be un- 
becoming, and all the precedents of the Congress of the United 
States are to the contrary. This is one of the strongest of 
claims on its merit. It is an absolute right, because it is based 
on the statute as well as equity, and every reason, judicial, 


moral, and statutory, sanctions a favorable report upon these 
claims. and upon this bill. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I think I promised to yield to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield him two minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then I will yield him three minutes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
impression prevails that if this bill becomes a law the registers 
in the several States, enumerated on pages 6 and 7, will receive 
the amounts of money that are stated there and that in each 
one of these cases these men have already received a salary of 
$3,000 per year. Now, I do not understand that that is the case 
at all, because here is a list of all the land offices in the United 
States, and I know absolutely that some of the offices in my 
own State a good part of the time from 1892 to 1897 and 1898 
were not paid more than $1,000 a year and the registers did not 
receive the maximum salary of $3,000 a year. 

It is true that in many cases, perhaps, they did, but these fees 
were a part of their compensation, and they were therefore en- 
titled to them. They were required by a mere regulation of the 
department to turn it over to the Treasury, and, as stated in 
this report, it was erroneously paid into the Treasury, and they 
certainly are now entitled to a refund of the same, and I hope 
this bill will pass and become a law. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do these registers all have a force of clerks 
paid for by the Government? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. These registers have from one 
to three or four clerks, according to the business of their offices, 
but I want to say that when an office has become reduced so 
that it only pays a salary of $1,000 or $1,200 a year they do 
not have any clerk at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you not think that is a little inharmonious, 
that system that pays a salary of $1,000 to one man and $5,000 
or $6,000 to some other man holding the same office? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That may be. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would not the gentleman cooperate to amend 
that law and readjust those salaries? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes; I will cooperate. 

Mr. PAYNE. How? By making them higher? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am usually in favor of 
good salaries. I voted for the increase of salaries for the 
Members of this House, but it was after I was defeated and 
when I knew that I was going out and could not have any 
benefit of the increase. 

Mr. MANN. You went out the next Congress? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes; I went out the next 
Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not on account of that? 

Mr. MANN. I will not put my opinion of the salaries of the 
land officers against the opinion of the gentleman from South 
Dakota, but will the gentleman allow me to call attention to 
the fact that his opinion and the opinion of the Land Office 
are utterly contradictory? On page 5 of the report is the state- 
ment that this list published is a list showing the exact 
amounts that will be payable to registers under this bill, and 
on page 3 of the report is the statement that cancellation fees 
have been paid to the registers in all cases where they have 
received less than the maximum salary of $3,000 a year. So 
that this list is a list of salaries that will be paid to registers 
who have already received the maximum salary of $6,000 a 
year, as stated by fhe Land Office. Whether they know or not, 
I do not know, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. As I understand, the state- 
ment that the gentleman refers to has reference to another 
bill—a Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. It contains the same provisions and the same 
amounts. The original amount was estimated to be $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Now, Mr. Chairman, just about a minute 
and a half or two minutes. Here is a bill seeking to restore to 
the registers and former registers of the Land Office a fee of 
$1, collected by them from each successful contestant on home- 
stead land entries, for issuing a notice of the cancellation of 
the entry. Now, notice what it is for: 


Collected by them from successful contestants on homestead land 
entries for issuing a notice of the cancellation of the entry. 


I will yield first to the gen- 
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Under the act of May 14, 1880, these fees were regarded as 
personal fees, and no part of the fees that the officer was to 
account for to the Government. I imagine it might be like the 
case of a mayor or justice of the peace or county judge being 
called upon to marry a couple, and by virtue of his office he 
performed the marital ceremony and received a fee for per- 
forming the service. 

Now, then, in 1886 the law was changed so as to account for 
the fees. The law was again changed in 1892, giving these offi- 
cers these fees as a personal fee. In the meantime the officers 
had paid in the money under protest, as has been stated here 
by the gentleman from South Dakota. Thirty cases have gone 
by direction of Congress to the Court of Claims to determine 
this question, and the Court of Claims have held this: 


J, Weekes, is entitled to recover against the United States in 

If the Congress would lift the ban, which is the statute of 
limitations, to referring these bills, as they have referred about 
thirty, to the Court of Claims, the Court of Claims would de- 
cide that the claimants were entitled to pay. 

Now, the question is whether we shall do what ought to be 
done or whether we shall say, “ You held the office you were 
willing to hold, and you were willing to part with the money 
that you were entitled to hold by virtue of duress, in a sense; 
you did not resign, and therefore, having held the office and hay- 
ing given up the money that belongs to you, you have no right 
to come back and ask that you be repaid that money.” The 
committee believe they had a right to come back and ask 
for the money. They have gone to the court in 30 instances, 
and the court has decided that they are right, and in order to 
stop individual cases we have brought in this legislation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr, OLMSTED. Do I co understand the gentleman to 
say that this bill, if passed, would not give to any former reg- 
ister any sum which, added to what he has already received, 
would exceed the aggregate compensation to which, under the 
law as it then existed, he was entitled to receive, as the law is 
now construed by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PRINCE. It would not give him any more than he was 
entitled to under the law at that time as construed by the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It merely lifts the statute of limitations? 

Mr. PRINCE. That is what it does; it makes a general law 
instead of a special law. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GRONNA. The gentleman from IIlinois has examined 
into the bill and the facts thoroughly, and I want to ask him 
this question: Is it not a fact that the maximum pay that the 
registers were entitled to under the law at this time was $3,000 
plus the $1 fee? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; whether the fee was $1 or $100, we have 
nothing to do with that. That was the law then, and that is 
what we are trying to carry out. If a man received $3,000 and 
there is $150 more due him for fees he will get it. 

Mr. GRONNA. Is it not true, as stated in the report, that 
where the registers had applied for this fee to the General 
Land Office it has been disallowed? 

Mr. PRINCE. The report will speak for itself in that re- 
spect. If there are no further remarks, Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PRINCE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am entitled to one hour. 

Mr, PRINCE. I hope the gentleman will not postpone the 
business in that way. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I propose, as a member of the committee, 
to take the floor in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois still has 
eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Very well; I claim the right to be recog- 
nized in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois yields the 
floor the gentleman from New York may take the floor in his 
own right. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think the gentleman from New York can 
present his views in eight minutes, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If I present them in eight minutes I 
shall be content, but if I want more time I propose to be heard 
in my own time under the rules of the House. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman has that right, and I will re- 
serve my eight minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New-York is recog- 
nized for one hour. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill. 
The registrars who now want to recover back about $30,000, as 
has been stated, accepted their office when they understood 
clearly that their salary should be $3,000. An order was made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in 1887 which required that 
these fees collected by the registers should be covered into the 
Treasury. Under that order and under the construction of 
the law as it then obtained these registers took their appoint- 
ment. They made no complaint. They were content to receive 
the salary of $3,000. They understood that this sum was to be 
their maximum compensation. With that understanding these 
registers paid the cancellation fees into the Public Treasury. 

Years have come and gone, and they now seek to get the 
money back from the Treasury. This bill is an attempted raid 
on the Treasury, against which we ought to stand. The time 
has come when we ought to stand against this wholesale method 
of disposing of the people’s money on old, stale, and doubtful 
claims. This is not the only one of such claims presented to 
this Congress. The Committee on Claims is burdened year 
after year with claims that have their origin in the fanciful 
imagination of men who held office long, long ago, and who 
manage to dig up some construction by a bureau officer or Cab- 
inet official, and upon that found their demands against the 
Government, These registers were perfectly satisfied to take 
their office on a $3,000 salary, and it is not saying too much 
when I venture the assertion that some of them were exceed- 
ingly well paid with that sum for the services they rendered. 

There were many of them, and yet it did not occur to a single 
one during all the years that have run that these fees belonged 
to them, in addition to the $3,000 they were receiving. After 
a lapse of many years they ask to have us give them back 
the moneys which were properly turned into the Treasury 
under the order that existed when they were appointed, under 
an order of the Secretary under whom they served. Now, is 
not this pernicious legislation? Ought not we to hesitate 
before passing bills of this character? The fee system is bad 
enough; in many respects it is pernicious. Experience has 
shown that it is unwise to provide both salary and fees which 
public officers may retain to their use 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. The United States Statutes at Large, volume 
21, page 241, contains the following language: 

In all cases where any person has contested, paid the land office 
fees, and procured the cancellation of any preemption, homestead, or 
timber-culture entry, he shall be notified by the register of the land 
office of the district in which such land is situated of such cancella- 
tion, and shall be allowed thirty days from the date of such notice to 
enter such land: Provided, That said register shall be entitled to a 
fee of $1 for the giving of such notice, to be paid by the contestant, 
and not to be reported. 

Where is there a salary grab in that, if that is the law? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That does not imply that the register 
shall put that $1 fee into his pocket. It fixes the fee, and the 
order of the Secretary directed that that fee should be turned 
into the Public Treasury, and under that order these men who 
now make the claims took office. 

Mr, PRINCE. Again, now, with the gentleman’s permission, 
I beg to read: 

Provided, That said register shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for the 
giving of such notice, to be paid by the contestant, and not to be re- 
po C 

It gives it to him individually and as a personal fee, and no 
part of the fees that he is to account for to the Government. 
Can language be plainer? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. When was that statute passed? 

Mr. PRINCE. That was passed on the 14th of May, 1880, 
and it is under that statute that these men are wanting to be 
refunded the money that belonged to them, that in no sense 
were they to report, and in no sense was it to go to the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from Illinois kindly 
inform me why it is, if the statute bears the construction 
that the gentleman from Illinois contends for, these registers did 
report to the Secretary the fees and turn them into the Public 
Treasury? 

Mr. PRINCE. I can not account for the rulings of secre- 
taries. I know that these men had evidence before the com- 
mittee that they protested. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am not asking the gentleman from 
Illinois for the rulings of secretaries. I am asking the gentle- 
man from Illinois why, if the statute to which he has called 
attention bears the construction he places upon it, the registers 
reported the fees to the Treasurer and turned the money in? 
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Mr. PRINCE. I can not answer that; but I will read from 
another volume, volume 27, page 270, section 2, with the gentle- 
3 8 ee 

8 rs shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for the giv of 
week sowed t paid by the contestant, and not AR gether i 

There it is again, reenacted when there was dispute about 
it, on July 26, 1892. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Which only emphasizes my inquiry. 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not know; T omiy now that Sp cone 
have gone to the Court of Claims under the direction of Con- 
gress, aoe in every instance it was there held they were entitled 
to the fees, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Have we confirmed that by direction to 
pay? 

Mr. PRINCE. We have not 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I should say not; and when they come 
in I may oppose them as strenuously as I do the bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. The courts have adjudicated and determined 
the act valid, and the Congress ought not, when it has estab- 
lished a Court of Claims, when a case has been regularly sent 
to it by the authority of the legislative body, and a court cre- 
ated by the legislative body to perform certain functions within 
its scope and authority has performed those functions and 
rendered a judicial decision construing the statute—I do not 
think is very nice for the Congress to stand here and say, 
“We will not carry out the instructions of the court created 
by us, with full authority to determine the question.” 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gen- 
tleman has made the last statement, because there are hundreds 
of cases now pending, but adjudicated by the Court of Claims, 
that rest in the pigeonholes of this House. There are hundreds 
of claims favorably adjudicated by the Court of Claims that 
have not been paid. This is not the first time, and it will not be 
the last, that Congress has not made appropriations for the pay- 
ment of claims that the Court of Claims said were valid. I 
recall in my long experience that there were hundreds of cases 
in which the court said claims were just, and yet we did not 
make provision for payment; but in this case I am at 
least privileged to differ with those who are in favor of the 
claims, and say that this is not the proper way to provide for 
payment of claims of doubtful validity, It seems to me, with- 
out having sufficient opportunity to examine the statutes and 
authorities bearing on them, that we ought not in this hasty 
manner settle these claims in favor of the registers; especially, 
too, when the conceded fact is that the registers were content 

With accepting the office on a $3,000 salary, and never up to the 
time the bill was introduced in this House made any claim 
against the Government. There must have been some reason 
why these registrars remained silent. There may be some other 
statute than that which the gentleman from Illinois cited; there 
may be some order, some direction, some law under which these 
registrars in almost every section of the country reached the con- 
clusion they had no claim against the Government until recently, 
when this bill was brought in. 

I am not willing to rely simply on these two statutes without 
having some opportunity to carefully examine the questions 
involved. The way we are proceeding to pass on these claims 
is not the way for lawyers to determine the validity of a claim; 
is not the way in which Congress ought to determine the just- 
ness of it; is not the way in which the people’s money should 
be voted away, when the presumption is that these officials 
were not entitled to retain the fees. I say that is the pre- 
sumption, for it may be well assumed that these registers knew 
exactly what they were doing when they turned the money in. 
The gentleman from Illinois called attention to two statutes. 
May it not be that other statutes exist under which these regis- 
ters acted? Does not the fact that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in 1887, made an order requiring the fees to be covered 
into the Treasury signify anything? Officials who have a right 
to retain fees for their personal use and for their individual 
benefit do not overlook their rights nor privileges. One man, 
two men, a dozen may, but not so many as are mentioned in 
the report and who were scattered in different portions of the 
United States. 

They have the statutes of the United States in their office, 
they can reach them and consult them, they have Congressmen 
at hand to consult, they can have lawyers with whom to con- 
fer, and they can get in easy communication with the depart- 
ment at Washington to ascertain what right exists to pocket 
the fees that are collected by them. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield for 
just a question? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Were not the registers required 
by the order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 


backed by the Secretary of the Interior, to account for or, in 
the language of the statute, “to report for” these fees, which 
the statute says they were required to report? Is not that the 
reason why they did report these fees? 

The Seeretary of the Treasury directed the fees to be covered 
into the Treasury. It must be assumed that the Secretary, 
had a right to make that order, and until convineed that the 
order was erroneous and in violation of law I am not willing 
to vote for this bill. 


The Secretary of the Interior had made the order, and there- 
fore these officers had to obey it, but the Secretary of the In- 


illegal. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. They did not have to obey an order that 
was without jurisdiction. They did not have to comply with a 
direction that was opposed to the law. On the contrary, not 
a single register raised his voice against the order; not one ap- 
plied te the Secretary for a reconsideration of it; not one went 
to the Comptroller in order to get a ruling—not one. On the 
contrary, each determined that the order was a good, valid, 
substantial order, and returned the fees on the assumption that 
$3,000 was the full salary, and accepted the office on that 
theory. Therefore, no moral claim arises in their favor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are enough just claims against the 
Government requiring our consideration without passing this 
kind of legislation to take money from the pockets of the people 
upon stale claims that have no moral foundation to support 
them. Everyone in this Chamber now will concede that these 
claims are stale, and I am surprised that such stale and doubt- 
ful claims should be dug up by somebody for the purpose of 
getting the money of the people again out of the Treasury. 

I venture the assertion that if these registers came before the 
committee and were each interrogated, most of them would ad- 
mit that up to a very recent period they never dreamed that 
they could get a dollar back from the Treasury. I venture fur- 
ther the assertion that if these men had been interrogated by 
the Committee on Claims they would have admitted, and they 
eertainly would, as honest men have been compelled to admit, 
that they believed when they took their office, and during the 
time they held the office, they were receiving adequate and 
ample pay in the way of $3,000 = 


member of this committee, is he not? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Was not this a unanimous report of the 
committee in favor of the payment of these bills? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I do not know who voted on the bill in 
the committee. I did not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Did the gentleman file any minority view? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I will answer the gentleman. The way 
reports are gotten out—I make no criticism, you understand— 
from the Committee on Claims does not afford, as a general 
rule, time to file minority views. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I simply knew that the gentleman was a 
S2 a ee ee ee 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Ohio will under- 
stand that when the Committee on Claims passes upon a bill, 
to the credit of its former chairman and to the credit of the 
present chairman be it said, the reports are gotten out very 
rapidly and filed with expedition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Still, I submit to the gentleman that no 
matter how expeditiously the majority report is gotten out the 
minority report ought to be gotten out as rapidly. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If a member has not an opportunity to 
file his minority views, he may take this floor in the interests 
of the people to stand against a raid on the Public Treasury 
and oppose an unjust and an unfair bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will ask my colleague if this same bill was 
not favorably reported in the Sixtieth Congress? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Was it fayorably reported? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir; it was. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. PRINCE. It was, and you were a member of the com- 
mittee at that time. I would ask if you made a request of 
me, as chairman, or of any other member of the committee, to 
file minority views? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I did not know until very recently that 
this report had been filed. When was this report filed? 

Mr. PRINCE. The report was filed January 17, at a regular 
meeting of the committee—a full committee. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. RO ER Re a eB Ia co 
I will ask the gentleman from Illinois? 
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Mr. PRINCE. The report was filed January 17, the same 
day we held the meeting. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. January 17? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir; and on that same day. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I will accept the statement that the 
report was filed January 17, and, of course, it was not printed 
until the 18th. 

Mr. PRINCE. Were you present at that meeting? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Wait a minute; let me finish my answer 
to the question propounded. Take the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to be absolutely accurate, the report was 
not filed till January 17. It did not come to us in printed form 
until January 18. The chances are that a Member, however 
vigilant he be, however anxious to examine every report that 
his committee filed, would not find out until January 19, at 
least, that the report was filed, and here we have the 21st. 
Will the gentleman contend there was sufficient opportunity for 
a member of the committee to file minority views, especially if 
the Member was attending to other committee duties or to de- 
partment duties, or attending to some other duties here, or was 
possibly away for a day from Washington? If I find a bill 
that, in my opinion, is a bad one, and which seeks to take out 
of the Treasury money that does not belong to the claimant; if 
I find there is any intent to get away with public moneys im- 
properly, I reserve the right unto myself as a Representative 
of the people to oppose the measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me suggest to the gentleman, and I fully 
agree with him if there is any disposition to steal; but there is 
no minority report. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. But what I do object to is that the gentle- 
man from Illinois inferentially charges that minority views 
should be filed and that ample time was given to file them. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think there was. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I trust the gentleman will do his col- 
leagues on the committee the justice to say that there was not 
ample time to file minority views. 

Mr. PRINCE. Let me state, on January 17 the report was 
filed. We passed on January 18 on another case, and the report 
was filed, and a member of the committee who was present 
asked an opportunity to file his minority views in a case soon 
to come up, and you will find that an opportunity was offered 
to that member of the committee and other members of the 
committee to file minority views; and there has been ample 
opportunity given. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Let me say that the gentleman to whom 
he refers is not the only one opposed to the bill to which he 
calls attention. That is only another case that illustrates that 
time was not afforded to file minority views. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman state whether he was pres- 
ent at that meeting? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why bring in some other report? Why 
not consider whether this is a just, valid, and proper claim? 

Mr. PRINCE. Then read the report of the committee. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have no time to argue as to the merits 
of the other bill now; but it is not quite fair, Mr, Chairman, 
to assert that members of the committee—and I am not the 
only one opposed to this bill—failed to present minority views. 
But what difference does all that make? If the claimants 
have no moral claim against the Government, the bill should 
be beaten on this floor. There has been sufficient said to 
demonstrate that even if there had been a technical legal right 
in the registers to retain the fees, they have no moral right 
to them. The attempt to take $30,000 from the Treasury is 
not fair. I shall have no objection to sending these cases to 
the Court of Claims. I desire to be fair. I wish to afford 
men who say they have claims against the Government an 
opportunity to go to a tribunal, where all the facts can be 
carefully inquired into, and there be heard. But I want the 
Government to be represented. I want an opportunity given 
both to the claimant and to the Government, so that it may be 
ascertained in that calm, deliberate, judicial way that attends 
courts whether the claims are just. Now, I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. PRINCE. On page 9 of the report the committee has 
sought to give all the information. I will state to the House 
that while I am chairman of this committee we will always give 
to the House full information upon all the cases that come 
before the committee. On page 9 of this report you will find 
this: 

Come now the above defendants, by their Attorney-General, and, 
demurring to the petition in this cause 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. You are not reading from a record per- 
taining to the claims referred to in the bill, are you? 


Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOLDFOGdLE. Well, then, if these claimants had their 
day in court, they are not concluded? 

Mr. PRINCE. Starting in with the Stephen J. Weekes case, 
some of the men interested in this bill: 


Come now the above defendants, by their Attorney-General, and, de- 
murring to the ponton in this case, state that the same does not allege 
facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action. 

Wherefore defendants pray judgment. 

Q. THOMPSON, 


JOHN 
Assistant Attorney-General. 


The Government comes to trial and the Court of Claims held 
that, by reason of the findings of fact . 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I want to get this in clear shape. I 
want to be perfectly fair 

Mr. PRINCE. I know my colleague wishes to be fair. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have no desire to be unfair to these 
claimants. But I can not conceive that they have a substantial 
moral right to ask the Government to refund the moneys to 
them. I want to know whether the beneficiaries in this Oill 
were parties to the action in which the proceedings to which 
the gentleman refers were taken? 

Mr. PRINCE. As I read from the record, the report of 30 
cases. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Were these men? 

Mr. PRINCE. Thirty of the men who will come under the 
general provision have gone to the Court of Claims, have had 
the Attorney-General or his representative appear against them, 
the case has been tried, and a verdict has been rendered in their 
favor in every instance. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. On demurrer, or otherwise? 

Mr. PRINCE. On demurrer or otherwise. The question has 
been settled beyond peradventure so far as its legal status is 
concerned. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Settled when? I should like to get the 


date. 

Mr. PRINCE. Settled by the Court of Claims. Demurrer 
filed July 30, 1908; overruled February 24, 1909. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Overruled? 

Mr. PRINCE. The demurrer that was filed was overruled. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What happened after the overruling? 

Mr. PRINCE. A judgment was rendered in favor of the 
claimants. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. On the demurrer? 

Mr. PRINCE. On the facts, if you will read page 8. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman kindly answer my 
inquiry? 

Mr. PRINCE. The final judgment, as a conclusion of law, 
based upon a series of facts, of which there are seven or eight 
specific allegations. The court came to the conclusion that the 
claimant is entitled to judgment against the United States. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I understand the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, and still I must adhere to my position. There was a 
claim made by a number of these registers. What was alleged 
in the petition or bill of complaint I do not know, and no 
Member of the House knows, unless it be the gentleman from 
Illinois. There was a demurrer filed. Then there was judg- 
ment upon the demurrer, when it was overruled. Now, I am 
not willing—— à 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes; for a moment. 

Mr. PRINCE. I wish my colleague would yield right at this 
point, because this has a bearing on his statement. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am taking the gentleman’s statement 
of it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then, if you will read on page 9, you will find 
a stipulation on the part of the Assistant Attorney-General. 
Then you will find the parties in the above-entitled cause 
agreed to its submission on the merits, on the stipulation filed. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What is the stipulation? 

Mr. PRINCE. The proofs and stipulations upon which the 
case was submitted. A demurrer was interposed and the de- 
murrer was overruled. Then a stipulation was entered into 
that they proceed to trial, and trial had upon the merits, and 
judgment of the court. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I want an opportunity at least, as one 
called upon to vote away public moneys, to examine that record 
and see whether the cases there decided are the cases here 
presented, or identical. I am not willing haphazard to vote 
away money without an examination of the record. I know 
it has been done in this House, but it is time it was stopped. 
We face a deficit in the Public Treasury. The people all over 
the land are complaining that they are grievously overburdened 
with taxation. We have heard the demands for retrenchment 
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and economy. In the face of the conditions that confront the 
country, I am not willing to vote away $30,000 in this way. 
That is not deliberate, prudent legislation. 

Mr. PRINCE. I now yield 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that the amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will have an opportunity when 
the bill is read for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read for amendment later, 
and the gentleman from New York will have ample opportunity. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Very well. Notwithstanding my opposi- 
tion tọ the bill, I am still willing to afford these claimants an 
opportunity to go into the courts. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the House but 
a moment. I want to say a word about the moral aspects of the 
bilk I think myself that the present ruling of the Land Office, 
that these fees shall not be accounted for, is a correct ruling, 
and that if these registers had made their claims In the Court 
of Claims they would have recovered the money. 

But how did this situation arise? There was an act of 1880, 
which provided that these fees should not be accounted for. In 
1886. there was a change in that aet, providing that these fees 
should be accounted for. In 1892 the act of 1880 was amended, 
not for the purpose of considering this subject at all. Congress 
had recorded its opinion by the act of 1886 that these fees should 
be accounted for. In 1892 the act of 1880 was amended for the 
purpose of inserting another provision, and the gentleman who 
drafted the bill and the committee whieh reported it, without 
proper investigation, copied the act of 1880, not as amended by 
the act of 1886, a very natural mistake for a committee which 
is not overly careful, and in copying the act of 1880 for the 
purpose of amending it, left in the language which was cut out 
by the act of 1886 when it was considered by Congress, and it 
went out without anybody, either in. or out of Congress, either 
in or out of the Land Office, knowing that it contained the werd- 
ing of the act of 1880, and that it restored these words, “ not to 
be reported.” 

The intention of Congress to change the law was perfectly 
plain. The Land Office supposed it was changed. They never 
discovered that it was not, and left the fees to be reported. It 
was a mere inadvertence on the part of Congress, following an 
inexcusable error on the part of the committee whieh reported 
it. Now, with these conditions, what is the moral situation? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to know, partly from curiosity 
and partly as affecting my vote on the question, how the gentle- 
man from IIIinois became advised that Congress twenty-odd 
years ago left out such important words as these by imad- 
vertence, and that nobody in or out of Congress and nobody in 
or out of the Land Office ever knew it. I am curious to know 
how the gentleman is able to state confidently that that is true. 

Mr. MANN. I will tell the gentleman, and probably he would 
not need to be told if he had served on the committees in this 
House and watehed other committees as long as I have. The 
bill reported back to Congress was to cover a specific purpose. 
It would have been grossly misleading to the House if the re- 
pealing of the statute of 1886 in effect was made without calling 
it to the attention of the House, and it was not called to the 
attention of the House. The charitable supposition is, or the 
natural supposition is, that the man who drafted the bill then, 
as bas frequently occurred in the drafting of bills, found the act 
of 1880 and copied it, making the change which he desired to 
make. 

Now, that being the situation, the Land Office not knowing 
that the act had been changed, the men who held the office not 
knowing that the law had been changed, everyone supposing 
when they took the office that they were taking it under the act 
which provided for the payment of so much compensation with- 
out the fees, what moral obligation is there on the part of the 
Government to pay them more than they supposed they were to 
get, or that we supposed we were to pay them? They had the 
legal right, so far as that extends. That they have exercised. 
Now, what moral obligation is there on our part—although a 
mistake was made, everybody acquiescing in the error of what 
the law was, because no one expected a change—what moral opli- 


gation is there on our part to waive the statute of limitations 
and pay these men money which we never expected to pay them 
and which they never expected to receive? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a sug- 
gestion to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I always listen to the gentle- 
man from Illinois with a great deal of respect; but would not 
the same argument apply to almost any statute that we are 
called upon here to follow and eonstrue? The gentleman’s 
assertion is that it is charitable to suppose that the man who 
drafted the act he speaks of copied the old act and inserted 
these words. I submit it is more charitable and more in accord- 
ance with common sense and more in accordance with the due 
respect. to the committees of this House, and to legislation 
generally, to suppose that they were inserted intentionally; 
and we must, in the face of a plain statute that these fees 
were not to be reported, presume that this was the intention 
of Congress. How can you say, though the language of 
the law is plain that these fees should not be reported, that 
Congress intended that they should be reported and paid into 
the Treasury? I submit that this would be a rather peculiar 
rule upon which to base a moral argument against the pay- 
ment of claims so clearly authorized by law and the judgment 
of the Court of Claims: 

Mr. MANN. But they are not authorized by law, or these 
claims would not be here. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They were authorized by the Iaw and by 
a judgment of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; they are not authorized by a judgment 
of the Court of Claims, or they would not be here now. It is 
because they are not authorized by law that they are here. 
They have no legal elaim to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Just a moment, until I reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio. I have a great respect for the reports of the com- 
mittees of this House, and I have great respect for the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Doveras], but hereafter when he brings 
in a report to the House I shall view it with great suspicion, 
for fear under his statement that he has not been frank to the 
House and stated the changes which he proposes by the bill 
that he reports. An ordinary committee of the House feels 
obligated when it reports a bill changing the law to state to the 
House what the change is in its report, but the gentleman con- 
tends that that is no part of the business of the committee and 
it is not to be assumed that it shall be. So hereafter I shall 
watch very carefully 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, the gentleman does me great injustice. 
I never said, nor intended to say, anything capable of any such 
construction. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman will understand that I 
say these things facetiously, because that was the argument of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no; I beg to differ with the gentleman, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman now yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
Martin] introduced an individual bill for the relief ef one of 
these registers, by name Ole Serumgard. Serumgard had en- 
tered a suit in the Court of Claims to determine whether or not 
under the law of the Iand he was entitled to these fees. The 
law of which we are speaking now has been the law since 1892, 
giving these men these fees. The Court of Claims found, and 
the finding is printed in this document 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that has been stated a dozen times on this 
floor, and I admit it. 

Mr. HAWLEY (continuing). That this man was entitled to 
the money under the law. 

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly. Nobody questions that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And if he is entitled to it, it is a moral obli- 
gation on the part of the Government to pay what is due him, 

Mr. MANN. But that gentleman is not asking relief, 

Mr. HAWLEY. He is asking relief. The Member repre-. 
senting the district in which he resides has introduced a bill 
for his relief. 

Mr. MANN. 
ought to do. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has not received his money. - 

Mr. MANN. All he needs to do is to wait until the de- 
ficiency bill is passed, and all of those claims that have passed | 
through the Court of Claims under that provision of law will | 
be included as a matter of course in that deficiency bill. 


Then the Member does not understand what he 
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Mr. HAWLEY. If he is entitled to his money, every other 
man is. 

Mr. MANN. Now, the gentleman is getting out of the 
domain of fact and into the domain of fancy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all. If one man earns the fees under 
this law and is entitled to them, every other man is. 

Mr. MANN. But no one has earned the fees, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Court of Claims said that they had. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. The Court of Claims has not said 
anything of the sort. The court has said that under a tech- 
nical decision and construction of the law these men are en- 
titled to the fees as they now stand. No one has said that 
they earned the fees. They have only said that under a tech- 
nical construction of the law they are entitled to these fees. 
That is no reason why we should remove the statute of 
limitations. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman from South Dakota will 
pardon me, I would like to ask one further question. In the de- 
cision rendered by the Court of Claims the Court of Claims 
does not say that on a technical construction—— 


Will the gentleman yield for 


Mr. MANN. Oh, I understand the Court of Claims never 
says that. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It says: 


Upon the foregoing findings of fact the court decides as a conclu- 
sion of law that the claimant is entitled to recover judgment of and 
from the United States. 

Mr. MANN. That is all true; that has been read several 
times before. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only it does not seem to have had due ap- 
preciation. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is absolutely incapable of under- 
standing the difference between a legal right which this man 
asserted and a moral right which they are asking us to give 
them. Now, they have their legal right under the technical 
construction of the Court of Claims. They never had any moral 
right to a dollar of the money. Now, the gentleman assumes 
that because we concede a technical right to a part of this 
money, therefore we ought to give them money which we never 
intended to give them and which they never expected to receive. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Illinois to say that this bill will give a status to 
claims that are now barred by the statute of limitation? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. $ 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And that suit can not be 
brought for any of these amounts unless Congress authorizes 
such suits to be brought? 

Mr. MANN. No suit can be brought on any of these claims 
that has not been brought before the claim is over 5 years 
old. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And—— 

Mr. MANN. Let me state the case. The decision was 
changed in 1907, three years ago. Now, if any of those people 
wish to bring a claim in the Court of Claims, they have two 
years. They do not need to have this bill passed for that pur- 
pose, and all you want to do for that purpose is to offer—and 
it is in order—it on a deficiency bill and ask a deficiency appro- 
priation for the years covered by it. 

Mr. BURKE of South. Dakota. 
have to be paid. 

Mr. MANN. They would have to be paid. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman would dis- 
criminate between those and the other cases which are barred 
under the statute of limitation. 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. If there is a claim against 
me which I do not acknowledge, which I think is absolutely 
unjust, unreasonable, and a man obtains a judgment against 
me, I pay it. Is that a reason why I pay a thousand other 
claims of the same character where the man can not obtain a 
judgment against me? The gentleman is exceedingly charitable 
in dealing with the money of the Government, but he may not 
be so charitable in dealing with his own, not if he has the good 
judgment which I give him credit for. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, if there is no further debate 
upon this bill, I move that the bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the bill has to be read for 
amendment; fhe gentleman is a little previous. 

Mr. PRINCE. We are only trying to get the machine started, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill, under the 
five-minute rule, for amendment, 


Then these claims would 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6043) for the relief of registers and former registers of 
the United States land offices. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to refund, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to hy apie and former registers 
of United States land offices money earned by them for issuing notices 
of the cancellation of entries subsequent to July 26, 1892, which money, 
under the instructions of the Secretary of the Interior, they were 
erroneously required to deposit in the United States Treasury, contrary 
to the 8 of the act approved July 26, 1892: Prorided, That 
such refund shall be made only of money deposited subsequent to the 
approval of the act of July 26, 1892, and shall be made upon accounts 
stated and certified by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided 
further, That said refund shall be made of only such fees which have 
not entered into the compensation paid to such registers out of the 
appropriation for salaries and commissions of registers and receivers 
for any fiscal year. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MANN. If there is an amendment pending to this sec- 
tion, Why 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there any amendment offered to this 
section? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think my colleague [Mr. Gotprocte] wishes 


‘to offer an amendment. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I do not wish at this present moment 
to offer my amendment; I prefer to listen to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinots. 

Mr. MANN. Mine is to add another section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add a new section, to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. Hereafter all money or fees received or collected by sters 
of the United States land offices for issuing notices of cancellation of 
entries shall be reportes and accounted for by such registers in the 
same manner as other funds or moneys received or collected.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. I desire to reserve a point of order 
against the amendment until I know something about it. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to dispose of the point 
of order, because, if it is subject to a point of order, I do not 
wish to waste the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The point of order is that the amend- 
ment is general legislation, that it is not germane to the subject 
matter of the bill. The bill provides for the payment of certain 
claims that have accrued against the Government, and it is a 
private bill. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
bill and does not refer to claims at all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. It is on the Private Calendar, and I 
assume that we are considering it as a private bill. : 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about its being a 
private bill. It is on the Private Calendar and called on the 
Private Calendar. I did contemplate making a point of order 
against it, but I thought it might as well be disposed of at this 
time as at any other time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not germane to the subject-matter 
of the bill. The bill provides for the payment of certain claims 
that have accrued, and the new section proposes to amend the 
general statute on the subject of reporting fees by registers of 
land offices. I do not think it is germane at all to the bill. I 
assume it is a private bill, however. I assume we were con- 
sidering only bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman makes his point 
of order on the assumption that this is a private bill, and it is a 
natural assumption, because we are considering the Private 
Calendar, and this bill is referred to the Private Calendar. But 
it is not a private bill. It is a public bill. Anyone could have 
prevented its going on the Private Calendar, It is a bill to 
pay certain money out of the Treasury to certain classes of 
people, a public bill for the purpose of paying money earned by 
these people for the issuing of notices of cancellation of entries, 
Now, the amendment is in relation to the same subject-matter— 
to the payment of money earned by these people for issuing 
notices of cancellation of entries, precisely the same question— 
and I süpposed probably the gentleman would be glad to ac- 
cept it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. In fact, is it not a reenactment of the law of 
1886 on the question of fees? 

Mr. MANN, I think so. 


It is not a private 
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Mr. PRINCE. I am frank to say to you that I thought this 
bill onght not to go on the Private Calendar; but it is here, 
and I agree with my colleague that if a point of order had been 
made against it—— 

Mr. MANN. I had the bill marked to make a point of order 
against it, but what is the use? We may as well consider it to- 
day as any other date. i 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I think it is a private bill under re- 
peated decisions, because it provides money for a class of 
people. The class of people in this bill to whom it provides 
the refunding of money is limited and clearly ‘ascertainable, 
and that is the distinction of a private bill as against a public 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of this bill showed to the 
satisfaction of the Chair that it is a public bill. It deals with 
people in a general class, and is general in its terms. It is 
not for the relief of any particular individual and must there- 
fore be considered a public bill. It is on the Private Calendar, 
but has been under consideration and has been for two hours, 
and it is too late to make the point of order against it as a 
public bill on the Private Calendar. The Chair therefore holds 
that it is a public bill and that the amendment offered is ger- 
mane to it. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, may the amendment be re- 
ported again? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to submit an observation or 
two upon the amendment. It may be a good one; I do not 
know. It is a matter of some importance of course. It has 
been considered by no committee, and I listened to the very 
curious argument of the gentleman from Illinois upon the 
merits of this bill. He seemed to predicate his objection to the 
bill entirely upon the ground that somebody in some way 
“bumfoozled” Congress into the enactment of legislation it 
never knew anything about. It seems to me that is a very 
weak position to occupy in relation to legislation. The bill 
had to go through both branches of Congress and be approved 
by the President of the United States. I prefer to regard the 
change of the law in 1892 as the deliberate act of the Congress. 

It had the force of law, and these claims have been judged to 
be yalid under that law. It may be that Congress made a 
mistake in 1892 in enacting the law; I do not know. But I 
think that it is a matter of very doubtful propriety on private 
claims day, on a bill the character of which at least is in doubt, 
as to whether it is a private bill or a public bill, for a provision 
of this kind, not having been considered by any committee of 
the House, to be adopted as an amendment, without more con- 
sideration than can be given it here and now and under these 
circumstances. It may be, I repeat, the gentleman's amendment 
is a worthy amendment. I know comparatively little about this 
class of legislation. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think the time will ever 
come again in the House when this subject-matter will be dis- 
cussed for two hours? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know whether this subject- 
matter will have two hours’ time again or not. But I do know 
this, that the kind of legislation the gentleman from Illinois 
proposes, and the manner in which he proposes it, is the way, 
it may be assumed, the act of 1892 was passed. Somebody pro- 
posed an amendment on the floor, not having been considered by 
a committee, and the House, not taking time to give it consid- 
eration, might possibly have made a mistake and adopted it. 
I do not think this House ought to be put into a position where 
it may be liable to make mistakes. Acts of Congress ought to 
be passed after the most mature deliberation. Committees 
ought to investigate all questions and report them back to the 
House for action, and every Member of the House ought to have 
an opportunity to read the report and investigate for himself 
the merits of each proposition. I do not like, I repeat, Mr. 
Chairman, this method of engrafting matters of public legisla- 
tion on propositions that are coming up, as if they were on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I think there is a great deal 
of force in what the gentleman from Indiana has said, and yet 
I believe this amendment appeals to all of us as one that will 
make an amendment on the existing law that will improve it. I 
think it can be well said that the probabilities are we will not 
have another opportunity to enact into law the amendment that 
is now before the committee, 


I would like to say to the gentlemen who are in charge of this 
bill they will improve their position, in my judgment, before 
the House greatly if they will accept this amendment. I began 
questioning the gentleman in charge of the bill at the beginning 
of this discussion, because it seemed to me that there had grown 
into the law a construction that was really never intended by 
Congress in the enactment of the law, that these officers should 
receive compensation in addition to the $3,000, which I believe 
was the original intention of Congress should be the maximum 
limit of their compensation. While there may be doubt as to 
whether it is a private or public bill, we are assuming, having 
eequiesced in the decision of the Chair, that it is a public bill, 
and therefore an amendment of this kind can properly be at- 
tached to it, and if it is attached there are many who will be 
inclined to vote for the bill in its amended form, because they 
realize this evil will be amended, changed, or rectified by this 
amendment, whereas if this amendment were left off there is 
grave doubt whether many Members here would vote for the 
bill in its original form. I am of that class. I am inclined to 
think that the gentleman from Oregon gave good reasons, and 
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna], for the pas- 
sage of the bill when they said that as the law was construed 
the receiver or the register of land offices were entitled to a 
compensation of the maximum of $3,000 and also, in addition 
thereto, these fees. Many of us think that this is not what 
the law ought to be. No doubt there are many who believe that 
the maximum compensation should be $3,000, and yet we were 
inclined to think that when the law is construed to mean other- 
wise we ought to acquiesce in it and not take the advantage of 
the statute of limitations, Here is an opportunity to rectify 
the mistake. Here is a chance to make the law what we think 
Congress intended it originally to be and to make it specific and 
definite, Therefore it seems to me the gentleman in charge of 
the bill ought to be willing to accept this amendment, which will 
make it general, and I think in that form it ought to pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
state that I know of no opposition to that on the part of the 
committee. í > 

Mr. NORRIS. Iam glad to hear that. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard just a 
minute or two. I have no interest in this bill, any more than 
the rest of the Members of this House have. Of course there 
are men in my State who have claims in this bill. I do not 
know all of them; some of them I do know. I am satisfied that 
they would not come to Congress for relief unless under the 
law they are entitled to it. The act of May 14, 1880, as 
amended by the act of July 26, 1892, clearly provides that the 
register shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for giving notice of can- 
cellation, to be paid by the contestant, and not reported. There 
can be no question, therefore, that the register is entitled to this 
fee. It is also clear that the error was made through no fault of 
the register, but in obedience to departmental rulings. The 
amount asked for is due these men both from a legal and moral 
standpoint. I believe in economy, but I also believe that the 
Government should pay its honest obligations the same as an 
individual, 

But I believe that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is a wise one, and I believe we should 
accept it, because it provides definitely what the law shall be 
in the future. To my mind, as a layman (and it generally 
takes a layman to construe the law), there can be no question 
as to the compensation that these registers were entitled to. 
The maximum was not $3,000; but the maximum was the $3,000 
plus the $1 fee received for each cancellation. There can be no 
question about that. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
the amendment, to strike out all from line 2 to line 12, in- 
clusive, on page 1, and line 1 to line 9, inclusive, on page 2. 

Mr. NORRIS. I make the point of order that that is not an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. : 

Mr. PRINCE. We have passed section 1, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. How much, on ar aver- 
age, are you taking away from each of these registers every 
year if your amendment is adopted? 

Mr. MANN. I think not a great deal, as far as that Is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. NORRIS. You are not taking away any from those in 
this bill. 

Mr. MANN. No. 
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Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. But I mean in the future. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The highest amount, I believe, in the bill is 

$3,000, and that covers a period from 1892, I suppose, to 1907. 

Mr, GARDNER of Massachusetts. Can the gentleman make 
any estimate of the amount? 
. No; I can not. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Has the gentleman looked 
up the procedure by which this became a law, so as to tell the 
House whether it was intended that they should have whatever 
is additional or not? 

Mr. MANN. I think I have demonstrated to the Howse that 
it was not so intended. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I know 
the difficulty of getting propositions to a vote in this House 
as well as anybody; but it seems to me that if this amounts 
to a serious sum, $100 or $200 a year, it is not right, simply 
on account of the academie proposition that we ought not to 
pay men by fees, that does not make it right on the spur of 
the moment to take away these fees without giving them some- 
thing in their place. 

Mr. MANN. The effect of this amendment will be that there 
will be no salaries to registers to exceed $3,000 a year. 

Mr. NORRIS. In the future. 

Mr. MANN. Hereafter. Up to $3,000 a year it would have 
no effect. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Nevertheless it is not fair, 
without knowing anything about it, to take a couple of hun- 
dred dollars a year from these land registers, merely for the 
academic reason that we ought not to pay them any fees, until 
we have examined it and seen that there is good reason for it. 

Mr. MANN. It has been acted upon by Congress when they 
did examine it in this way. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question before he yields the floor. 

Mr. MANN. I have not the floor, but shall be glad to answer 
the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska take 
the floor in his own right on the amendment? ; 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. I will be pleased to do so. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

I rise for the purpose of becoming more fully advised as to 
the effect of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois if adopted. I was apprehensive that it would preclude 
the register from obtaining such a fee, or from having the 
benefit of it where the office fees will not aggregate $3,000, the 
maximum salary. I fear that, from the language of that amend- 
ment, these registers would have to account for these fees and 
not be allowed the benefit where the fees do not aggregate 
$3,000, thus making up the salary to $3,000. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman need have no fear on that score. 
The amendment which I offered provided that these fees should 
be accounted for as other fees, and the existing statute govern- 
ing the payment of salaries to these registers is in this lan- 
guage, the act of 1886: 

For salaries and commissions of registers of land offices— 

And so forth 
at not exceeding $3,000 each. 

And then the sum is appropriated. 


All fees collected by thelr sala or receivers from any source whatever 
== 8 increase their salaries beyond $3, 1 


to pay the s the — cost of clerical service employed exclusively in con- 
and they shall make reports quarterly under oa 

And so forth. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I wished to offer 
an amendment to the amendment if that was not the construc- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. This is simply to cover those fees. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. If there is no further amendment, I move that 
the bill as amended be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentle- 
man from Illinois to say that if there was no further amend- 
ment. Now, I have an amendment. I move to amend by strik- 

ing out all that follows the word “assembled,” in the second 
line of the first page, and lines 1 to 9, inclusive, on the second 
page. I want to say very frankly that that is done to test the 
sense of this House on the bill as originally presented. 

Mr. PRINCE. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
we have passed the first section, and that a new section was 
added, and no amendment was offered to the first section when 

, read, and it is now too late. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York comes too 
pea perm gs fs wl can Yate 
consen 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I want to say that in dealing with this 
subject I want to test the sense of this House and this com- 
mittee. I therefore ask unanimous consent that we may re- 
turn to the first section of the bill so that I may offer my amend- 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that he can make a 
motion to recommit the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to recur to the first section of the bili for 
the purpose of offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. PRINCE. I object, unless the gentleman will offer his 
amendment and have a vote at once upon it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, I will; I do not wish to debate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the printed bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois that the bill as amended be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GOLDFOGLE) there were—43 ayes and 18 noes. 

So the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JOHN W. DULA. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
13145) for the relief of John W. Dula. 

The Clerk read the 185 as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That t eters ST ABe TINET. DAANA BAI 
ats do authorized and directed t 2 out of ang money not Sne Yehe 
Bala. 0 Ukesboro, Ixes County, N. C., 


agp ang to John W. 
sum A "$214.35, for services rendered as United States commis- 


sioner in and for the western district of North Carolina, 

Mr. PRINCE. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. Cowirs]. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, this bill has for its purpose 
the payment of $214.35, fees earned by John W. Dula from De- 
cember 3, 1908, to June 5, 1909, inclusive, while acting in the 
capacity of United States commissioner. 

Hon. George W. Esterly, in a letter concerning this claim, 
which is embraced in this report, says: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or AUDITOR FOR STATE AND DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, December 23. 1909. 

Str: This office is herewith a letter from Hon. CHARLES 
H. CowLEs, House of eee dated the 18th instant, asking 
for a report on House No. 13145, dated December 6, 1909, for the 


John W. Dula, United States commissioner, western district 
of North Carolina, in the sum of $214.35. 


for the reason that Claimant was out of office from —— 3, 
5, 1909, inclusive, the period when aoe fees were earned. 
t ane sa he was 


A reexamination of these accounts on their ete has been made. 
and, aside from the ob, already noted, the i 
ob. ions to their payment in the amount claimed, $214 

pies of 2 9 — — of said accounts are taclosed 5 herewith for 


your further 
G. W. Esterty, Acting Auditor. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. ` 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me a 


on? 

Mr. COWLES. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Dula, as I understand, continued 
to serve as commissioner after his commission had expired? 

Mr. COWLES. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And continued until he was reap- 
pointed, and during that interim when he had no commission 
he performed these services? 

Mr. COWLES. Yes; and they were accepted by the conrt. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did he sit as a magistrate when he 
had no authority? 

Mr. COWLES. He sat as commissioner; yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, And earned these fees? 

Mr. COWLES. Tes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And his services were accepted by the 
court the same as if he had been regularly commissioned? 

Mr. COWLES. Yes; those are the facts. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He was a de facto commissioner? 

Mr. COWLES. Yes. 
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Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: That after the word “cents,” in line 7, 
there should be inserted “and that sum is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
New York offering the amendment? 

Mr. PRINCE. No; and there is no objection to the amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “cents,” line 7, “ which sum is hereby appro- 
priated for that purpose.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation, 


AUTHORIZING A CREDIT IN CERTAIN ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURER 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
506) for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Chicago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accountin 
ury be, and 1 are hereby, authorized and directed, in settling the 
accounts of William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, to pass to the credit of said Boldenweck the sum of 
$272,000. being the sum which was stolen from the subtreasury at 

hicago during the year 1907. 

With the following amendments: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the easury and the pro accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department be, and they are — author- 
ized and directed to credit in the accounts of the Treasurer of the 
United States the sum of $173,000, now carried in the accounts of the 
office of the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, Iil., 
and in the general account of the Treasurer of the United States as 
‘unavailable funds,’ and 1 a sho found in February, 
1907, in the amount of money belonging to the United States while 
the custody of an assorting teller in the office of said assistant treas- 
urer, the loss of said money having occurred through no fault or negli- 
gence on the 1 9 5 of said assistant treasurer, and said sum being the 
amount carried in the statement of the Treasurer of the United States 
in his annual report since the year 1907 as unavailable funds, office of 
assistant treasurer at Chicago. And for this purpose the said sum of 
$173,000 is hereby rs baad out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act authorizing a 
credit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United 
States.” 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to give credit to 
the subtreasurer at Chicago of $173,000 now charged against 
him in the Treasury of the United States. We have amended 
the bill that has passed the Senate, but recommend the passage 
of the Senate bill as amended, for the reason that the Senate 
bill seeking to give the same relief was not in form that could 
give the relief, according to the Solicitor.of the Treasury De- 
partment. That is the occasion for the amendment of the 
bill and the amendment to the title of the bill. The merits of 
the matter are not in the slightest degree interfered with so 
far as they come to us from the Senate in the bill numbered 
506. The history, briefly, is this: 

On February 20, 1907, a shortage of $173,000 was found in 
the office of the subtreasurer at Chicago. Immediately steps 
were taken to ascertain where this loss was and how it came 
about. At the earliest possible moment after the loss oc- 
curred—and they were unable to find where the money was— 
Mr. Boldenweck came to Congress, and on December 12, 1907, 
a bill was introduced, showing that he came as early as he 
could at the convening of the Congress succeeding the loss. 
He did not allow anything in the nature of laches, so far as 
he was concerned, to intervene between the loss and the pres- 
entation of a bill for his relief, On January 13, 1909, and 
down to February 3, 1909, when my predecessor, the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MILLER], was the chairman of the committee, 
public hearings were held, and as a result of the public hear- 
ings the committee at the second session of the Sixtieth Con- 
gress favorably reported the bill. Congress closed, as we all 
know, in March, 1909. There was just about one month be- 
tween the time when a favorable report was made and the 
time when Congress could take action upon the bill. No action 
was taken and the matter was passed over. The bill was 
again introduced in this Congress at the special session, March 
16, 1909. On January 17, 1910, the Senate passed a bill and 
sent it to this House. The committee substituted by amend- 
ment the Senate bill for the House bill, and this committee has 
for the second time made a favorable report upon the bill. As 
to the details of the loss and as to what has been done, and as 
to the evidence disclosed in the report, I shall call upon my 


Officers of the Treas- 


colleague, the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY], who is 
te chairman of the subcommittee that has had the matter in 
charge. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
from Oregon proceeds, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
to yield me five minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri if the gentleman from Oregon will permit. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I filed a minority 
report against this bill in the last Congress and I have done so 
again in this Congress. I believe, as is well expressed by Jus- 
tice McLean in the decision which I quoted in the last Congress, 
that it is bad policy to relieve public depositaries from losses 
of funds intrusted to them. I believe that to relieve any man 
in such a case is to invite misconduct by others holding similar 
positions. I believe that to grant relief in such a case is 
against public policy, and that it ought not to be done in any 
case. More than that, I am opposed to the passage of this bill 
at this time for the reason that we have not the facts as we 
should have them which surround the loss which occurred at the 
subtreasury in Chicago. The testimony that is given before 
our committee indicates that Mr. Boldenweck is a man of well- 
known character for honesty and integrity, that he is a man 
who stands well amongst the people, and is a man of large 
business experience and very great business capacity. 

So much evidence as we have been permitted to have indicates 
that during the entire time that he held this office, up to the 
time the shortage occurred, he was the first man at the office 
in the morning when the door was unlocked and the last man to 
go away at night. I understand also that he did not seek the 
position that he occupies. It was offered to him because of his 
well-known character, in order to make it a good appointment 
in the estimation of the people. Mr. Chairman, there is noth- 
ing that I have been able to find that casts the slightest sus- 
picion upon the honesty, the character, the capacity, or the in- 
tegrity of Mr. Boldenweck in this particular; but that money is 
gone. Some man holding a position in the subtreasury in Chi- 
cago took $173,000 of the people’s money; and now, without any 
adequate investigation, we propose to enter a credit upon the 
books of the Treasury and to permit that transaction to be 
smothered throughout all the ages. 

If that is done, some other man in some branch of the Treas- 
ury Department will be encouraged by such a precedent to take 
the funds and arrange the testimony. Mr. Boldenweck says 
that he was practically sure as to who took the money. So 
certain was Mr. Boldenweck that he knew who took those funds 
that he had him arrested, brought before a state magistrate in 
the city of Chicago, and asked that he be prosecuted for the 
common crime of larceny. After he had done that the Treasury 
Department here at Washington notified Mr. Boldenweck that 
in the prosecution of this man charged with this offense no evi- 
dence was to be used that he had in his possession as assistant 
treasurer of the United States. He was notified that no testi- 
mony should be taken from his archives to assure the guilt of 
this man whom Boldenweck thought was guilty, and I presume 
he must have believed it, because he ordered his arrest. When 
that prosecution failed, because Boldenweck was not allowed to 
make use of the testimony that he had in the records in his 
office, this man was discharged. This man who had been dis- 
charged brought suit against Mr. Boldenweck either for false 
imprisonment or malicious prosecution. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Give me five minutes more. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield the gentleman five minutes additional. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Boldenweck then stood as the 
defendant in court, charged by this man whom he believed had 
taken the money. Mr. Boldenweck was notified by the Treas- 
ury Department at Washington that he must not, even in his 
own defense against that suit, use any documents or any evi- 
dence contained in the government archives over which he had 
control. I believe Mr. Boldenweck did not take this money, 
but I believe that before Mr. Boldenweck is relieved of respon- 
sibility it should be fixed where it belongs. I believe the man 
who asks us to reimburse him for $173,000 shortage in his cash 
ought to show not only that he did not take it himself, but he 
ought to show what became of it. Anything else will be loose 
management and invite other disasters of the same kind. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he knows the result of this suit for malicious prosecu- 
tion? 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No; I do not. 

Mr. NORRIS. Can you give us any information as to why 
the Government refused to permit Mr. Boldenweck to use the 
evidence which you say he was not allowed to use? 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska I have not the knowledge nor an imagination vivid 
enough to picture it out, but there may be some good reason 
for it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did you make any effort to ascertain the rea- 
son for the refusal? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in reply to 
the interruption, that Mr. Boldenweck did not say why they did 
that. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the committee could have obtained the 
information from the department, could it not? 

Mr. PRINCE. The committee knows. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will let the gentleman from IIlinois 
state that 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The reason was the government officials sus- 
pected other parties, and they were trying to track the offense 
to other parties, probably half a dozen, and did not want the 
evidence to come out in this case until they had rum it down 
to the other cases, and that is the reason why the secret sery- 
ice and Mr. Sims, the district attorney, and all, did not wish 
it known, and finally they discovered and concluded that the 
evidence they had was not sufficient to indict anybody in the 
federal court. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That may be the statement made by 
some of the secret-service officials, but Mr. Boldenweck, a most 
competent man and a most experienced man, in a position to 
know, thought he knew who took it, and he was not allowed to 
prove it and he was not allowed an opportunity. Now, I say 
that is not a fair, thorough administration of the Treasury 
Department. I will say it was not a fair investigation made 
by the department, and we ought not to pay this claim in any 
event; but if we do, it ought not to be done unless we track 
down the culprit who got the money, and especially here, 
where Mr. Boldenweck says he knows who got it, if the Gov- 
ernment will only allow him to show it. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow just one question? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will. 

Mr. HARDY. Was it not a manifest loss to justice to permit 
those cases. to go to trial in the absence of this testimony, with- 
held for the reason stated by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Krrenrn]? Should they not have been continued and 
facts brought out in the prosecution and attempted prosecutions 
in that suit for damages? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I think so; but in justice to the com- 
mittee I want to say this: This committee has no power to send 
for witnesses. It has no power to pay witnesses for coming 
here or to send out a committee of investigation. This com- 
mittee is powerless to do anything other than to examine such 
testimony as is voluntarily submitted, and while I am opposed 
to this bill on principle, I want to say for the chairman of the 
committee and the members of it that they have examined all 
the testimony it is possible for them to get hold of under the 
conditions that prevail here now, and all of the testimony before 
the committee tends to show that Mr. Boldenweck was not in 
any manner personally to blame for the loss that there occurred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
[ Mr, SHACKLEFORD] has again expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield ten minutes to the chairman of the 
subcommittee that has this bill in charge, the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. Haw ey]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Mr. William Boldenweck was 
appointed assistant treasurer of the United States, in charge 
of the subtreasury in Chicago, in July, 1906. In February of 
the following year there was a shortage in the accounts of one 
of the tellers, called the “assorting teller,” amounting to $173,- 
000. When Mr. Boldenweck took charge of the subtreasury he 
rearranged the cages in which the clerks who handled the funds 
were placed, bringing them closer together, in the interest of 
greater efficiency and for better supervision. He made other 
changes in the management of the subtreasury for the purpose 
of safeguarding the funds, and made a number of regulations 
relative to the administration of the subtreasury and in the 
methods of handling the moneys. Under his orders employees 
handling moneys were checked at least every two weeks, and 
frequently at intervals of three or four days. No clerk knew 
when he was to be checked or by whom, and no elerk assigned 
to check any teller knew what teller he was to check or when 
he was to do it until the time of his appointment. 


The purpose was to cause every teller to be ready at all times 
to be checked. We find no negligence on Mr. Boldenweck’s 
part, as the member of the committee who just spoke also stated. 
He was diligent in the performance of his duty, exercised per- 
sonally a careful supervision over the affairs of the sub- 
treasury, and omitted nothing that would make more efficient 
his care of the funds. 

Mr. WEISSE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will. 

Mr. WEISSE. I understood the gentleman stated before 
that the cages were not in proper shape there and that he 
criticised the way of handling the funds. Now, would the 
gentleman have taken the responsibility to keep money in there 
if he was in Boldenweck’s place, when he knew the cages were 
not proper and money could be taken out of them without 
discovery? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The judgment of one man as to the proper 
conduct of business might differ from the judgment of another. 
I simply mentioned that to show that Mr. Boldenweck exer- 
cised eare and made the improvements that he thought ought 
to be made. 

Mr. WEISSE. Then the money was lost after these improve- 
ments were made? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand so. There is in the subtreasury 
a man who is called the assorting teller. The various concerns 
that deal with the subtreasury bring to it all kinds of money. 
Hundreds of thousands of dollars are received daily in the 
course of business. A considerable portion of these receipts con- 
sists of bills, of all denominations, so worn as to be unfit for 
further use, and also coins that are worn or defaced. The 
assorting teller receives the moneys that are to be assorted in 
amounts that vary from $50,000, and sometimes hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, every day. He counts out all the bills 
that can be restored to circulation, and puts them in packages of 
the same denomination. Bills or other moneys that ought to be 
sent to the Treasury at Washington—including bills to be mace- 
rated or coins to be recoined—he puts in other packages for 
transmission to Washington. 

The shortage occurred in this assorting teller’s cage. He had 
at many times. several hundred thousand dollars in his charge 
at the conclusion of a day’s business, as it is impossible for 
him to have finished assorting all the moneys turned over to 
him by that time every day. There was a separate vault in 
which he put the unassorted funds every night. The day that 
he was counted and the shortage discovered, he should have 
had in his possession over $365,000. He had a little more than 
$190,000, and so was short in his accounts $173,000. This short- 
age occurred on the 20th of February. He had been checked 
on the 11th of that same month, and his accounts at that time 
found eorrect. Owing to the peculiar duties of this official and 
the requirements of the work, and as he retained in his posses- 
sion considerable sums of unassorted moneys at the close of 
every day’s business, it gave him opportunities to peculate 
from the funds for a short period, hoping, I suppose, by some 
means to escape detection, and possibly intending to replace the 
amounts so taken. Mr. Boldenweck took every precaution to 
see that his clerks were checked in their respective cages fre- 
quently, and to do everything possible to determine the condition 
of the funds. As soon as the shortage was determined, he re- 
ported it to Washington, in the hope of finding that an error 
had been made in transmitting money to the Treasury to be de- 
stroyed. 

The investigation made here disclosed the fact that no such 
error had been made. They then began a systematic investi- 
gation of the shortage. Every man engaged in the handling of 
the fund was investigated, so I understand, by the officers of 
the Treasury, by detectives, and by the secret-service men. 
After a long time spent in a most careful investigation they 
completely exonerated Mr. Boldenweck of all complicity in the 
loss. They found he had no connection with the loss, that he 
derived no profit by it, and that he was entirely innocent and 
blameless of any negligence in the matter. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I know the gentleman wants to 
state the facts with entire accuracy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The fact is that the secret-sery- 
ice men continued in this investigation until we passed the lim- 
itation act in the House, and then they were withdrawn from 
the investigation, but it was not concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not the fault of Mr. Boldenweck 
nor of the Treasury. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It was the fault of Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not speaking of any fault of Congress, 
The committee in the last session of Congress 
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Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from New York wishes to be 
correct, did not the Secret Service ask the Secretary of the 
Treasury to give an order that Mr. Boldenweck should not be 
permitted to produce his books when they had these men ar- 
rested? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. MANN. I am. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But I do know that they con- 
tinned that investigation until we passed the limitation. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think they were working the gentleman 
from New York on that matter. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman from New 
York” took some pains to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a 
question of my colleague? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it is brief; I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I would like to ask my colleague from 
New York, since I did not hear him, whether he means that this 
investigation was not made by the secret-service men because 
there was not a sufficient force? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I mean that it was made until 
we passed a statute in Congress prohibiting the Secretary of the 
Treasury from permitting secret-service men to be used for that 
purpose, and that they then stopped the investigation of the 
subtreasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Claims at 
the last session of Congress gave considerable attention to this 
claim. They have carefully considered it at this session. I 
can find nothing in the record 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can find nothing in any of the records or 
testimony before us or from any other source from which we 
have secured information that indicates that Mr. Boldenweck 
was in any way involved in the disappearance of this money. 
All the facts indicate that he was innocent. It is shown that 
he was very constant in his attendance upon his duties, and 
most thoroughly insistent upon a thorough and faithful per- 
formance of the duties imposed upon the different clerks. 

It was a disappearance despite the utmost care that he could 
exercise in the matter. We have printed in our report here 15 
other cases like this, where men have been relieved under simi- 
lar conditions. We believe that the relief of Mr. Boldenweck 
is entirely justified, and that it is entirely proper that Congress 
should pass this measure. It has the approval of the Treasury 
Department after careful investigation, and they recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before the gentleman takes his seat— 
this is quite an important case, and I note that there is a very 
exhaustive and voluminous report filed in support of the bill 
I will ask the gentleman if he will not have the report printed 
in the Record in connection with his remarks, so that those who 
get the Recorp can read concisely the reasons why the bill 
should pass, if it is to pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recor by inserting 
the report of the committee. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Hawrey) is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. on 
for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the Uni 
States at Chicago, after hearings on and careful consideration of 
the questions involved, ap 5 the same favorably and recommend the 
passsge of the bill with the following amendments: Amend the title 


and strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
officers of the Treasury De ent be, and they are hereby, autho: 
and directed to credit in the accounts of the er of the United 
States the sum of $173,000, now carried in the accounts of the office 
of the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, III., and 
in the general account of the Treasurer of the United States as un- 
available funds,’ and representing a sh found in February, 1907, 
in the amount of money fag pe Se the United States while in the 
custody of an assorting teller in the office of said assistant treasurer, 
the loss of said money having occurred aronga no fault or negligence 
on the part of said assistant treasurer, and said sum being the amount 
carried in the statement of the Treasurer of the United States in his 
annual reports since the year 1907 as unavailable funds, office of assist- 
ant treasurer at Chicago. And for this purpose the said sum of 
$173.000 is hereby 3 out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

So that the amended bill and amended title will read as follows: 


“A bill authorizing a credit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the 
United States. 

“Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury and the pro 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to credit in the accounts of the Treasurer of the 
United States the sum of $173,000, now carried in the accounts of the 


oper accountin 


IIL, and 
in the pana account of the rer of the United 8 as un- 
available funds,’ and represen a shortage found in February, 1907, 
in the amount of money belo: g to the United States while in the 
custody of an assorting teller the office of said assistant treasurer, 
the loss of said money having occurred through no fault or negligence 
on the part of said assistant treasurer, and said sum being the amount 
carried in the statement of the Treasurer of the United States in his 
annual reports since the year 1907 as unavailable funds, office of assist- 
ant treasurer at pyar ap And for this purpose the said sum of $173,000 
is hereb SPEDEN out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropr. Aye 

The committee regard shortages in the public funds in the custody 
of officials of the United States Government as an exceedingly serious 
matter, and would not favorably report a bill providing for the relief 
of any such official unless, upon careful scrutiny, it clearly appears 
that the official was in nowise implicated in the shortage, and that he 
took every precaution to prevent losses, was constant in his attendance at 
the su exercised due diligence in the discharge of his trust. 

We believe Mr. Boldenweck did all these Hune and we do not 
find that his honesty and integrity are anywhere led into question. 

William Boldenweck was appointed assistant treasurer of the 

of the subtreasury at Chicago, on July 16, 
in W. Lantz, Chief of the Redemption Bureau 

tes Treasury, ed the funds the sub- 

jury. The fact that it required some three weeks to do this 

geoana indicates the large amount of money received and kept in 
at place. 

Upon assuming control Mr. Boldenweck made certain changes in 
the methods of conducting the business of the subtreasury, for the pur- 
pose of providing additional safeguards for the keeping of the funds. 

The following affidavit contains an explanation of these chan 
as well as a history of the case, and a statement of the measures en 
after the discovery of the shortage to ascertain who were the guilty 

es: 
To the honorable Members of Congress, Washington, D. 0. 
GENTLEMEN: On February 20, 1907, the sum of $173,000 was found to 
il, As assistant 


office of the assistant treasurer of the United States at 8 
Treasu tates 


charge the subtreasury at Chicago took effect on July 16, 1 a 
July 14, following my appointment President of 
the United States and the by the 
Senate, I was informed 


watched 
the vaults of the su! 


uninterrupted! 
finished that I could hg tidy my undivided attention to the day: to- d 
had been informed by m nomi 
different occasions, within a very limited period, three packages of unfit 
currency which had been entered upon books as having been de- 
3 by the banks had either E ey from the subtreasury or 
ad not been brought in by the banks at all. This led me to first inves- 
tigate the manner in which the business of the redemption department 
was conducted. 

I found that it was the practice of the banks to bring their mutilated 
currency to the subtreasury in sealed packages, with the amounts which 
these packages contained on the outside of the wrappers. These sealed 
packages, done up in bundles, were accepted by the redemption teller, 
who gave a conditional receipt for the whole amount which the bundle 
was supposed to contain. I felt that this practice ought to be corrected, 
and accordingly I at once notified the banks that all bundles of muti- 
lated currency tendered to the swbtreas should be so done up as to 
expose the number of packages contained the bundle and the amount 
of money contained in each pack: so that these could be then and 
there verified by the redemption teller, and a receipt obtained from him 
for the number of s pa „as well as for the amount which each 
of the small pa es contained. The redemption teller was also ordered 
to take a like receipt from the assorting teller, and the assorting teller 
was instructed to take a like receipt from the men assisting him. I also 
directed the assorting teller to keep an account of all mutilated cur- 
rency turned in to him, and of all overages, shortages, and counterfeit 
money — instructed him to make a report to me with respect to 

ms. x 

In the silver and minor coin department the practice was to receive 
the baga of coin and issue receipts for them without weighing them in 
the k, and the banks were continually complaining on account of 
shortages. To correct this condition I at once gave orders that no coin 
should be received and no coin shipped without having first been 
my instructions were that if it was found to be 
vy the bag should be at once returned to the 
a count made for verification ; and in this department also 
given that in future a daily rt should be made to me 
of all shortages, overa. and so forth. Following the practice which 

thus inaugurated, experience has shown that time and again have 
been returned to the depositor as being from ten to one hundred dollars 
short in each instance, On too, overages have been found. 

The subtreas at Chicago has three vaults. These are under the 
constant supervis of two vault clerks, neither one of whom is al- 
lowed to enter the vaults in the absence of the other. After I had 
been in office for some months I accidentally discovered that the bars 
of the doors were so wide that the clerk hav: what is known 
as the “ master key“ could insert his hand through the bars and open 
the vault from the inside. I immediately reported this condition to the 
custodian of the Treasury, but the change which I deemed wise as 
tending to greater security was not approved by the Supervising Archi- 
tect. Accordingly, at my own expense, I provided temporary means of 
better protection, until the Secretary of the Treasury presently ordered 
the doors to be made safe. 
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again, I found that the wire cages in which the currency 


Then, 
counters and gold wanes worked were inadequate, so that the prac- 


tice had grown up of counting outside of the cages. Moreover, the 
cages were scattered in diferent para of the department. I had all 
these cages grouped together, and I added to them several cages which 
were in the basement and were not in use. The s as rearranged 
were so placed that a man at work in any one of the cages com- 
manded a view of all that was going on in the other cages. 

Formerly the general checking up of the cash had been allowed to 
go for several months, while now it is never allowed to go longer 
than fifteen days, and is often checked up every three or four days. 
What we call the vault proper, which used to be checked up about 
once in two weeks, is now checked every day. 

Formerly the shipping of mutilated currency was in charge of the 
vault clerks, but it is now done by two men under the supervision of 
the assorting teller, who takes their receipt for all moneys turned over 
to them, while they in turn take the express company’s receipt for the 
moneys when shipped. 

Formerly no record was kept of gold brought in by the banks in ex- 
change for gold certificates, on which the banks have to pay for light- 
weight gold at the rate of 4 cents a grain. As the office is now man- 
aged, the gold tendered in exchange for certificates is first weighed in 
bulk and the gross weight marked on a tag. The bag is then opened 
and the pieces are counted. If the number of pieces is found to be 
correct, Gen piece is weighed separately, and all light weight is charged 
to the bank. Then whatever d is found to be one-half of 1 per cent 
light—the government regulation—is put in separate bags and held at 
the subtreasury until orders arrive for its shipment to the mint, while 
the full-weight gold is bagged and put in store. Neither unfit currency 
nor light-weight gold is now paid for out of the subtreasury until the 
count and weight are amply verified and found to be correct. Depart- 
ing now from the practices prevailing at the subtreasury before and 
since my incumbency of the office, and the added precautions which I 
have from the very first taken to make my custody of government funds 
more secure, I beg to present all of the facts which are known with 
respect to the shortage of $173,000 which was discovered on February 
20, 1907, as above stated. 

Nothing had occurred to arouse suspicion or in any way to suggest 
that any shortage existed until the very moment when the shortage was 
reported. On Wednesday, February 20, 1907, at about 3.30 o'clock 
= m., Mr. G. W. Fitzgerald reported that his cash was short $173,000. 

he last * up of all of the tellers and of the cash in the vault 
had been done s 
stay” (Bare after office hours, and everythin: 

On February 20 Mr. Fitzgerald, who had m out to lunch, returned to 
his post about thirty-five minutes late. He was informed that his wife 
had telephoned to him that her sister had died and that he should come 
home as early as possible. This information was brought to me by my 
cashier, and as Mr. Fitzgerald had asked to be excused for the following 
day, I told my cashier to put Mr. Lock in charge. It appears that after 
Mr. Lock had finished his own work, at about 3.30 p. m., he inquired of 
rald if he had balanced his cash, and Mr. Fitzgerald told him 


178,000 short. 

. Lock then went into the cage and assisted Mr. Fitzgerald in 
counting the currency and found the shortage just as stated. Then 
my cashier, on learning of the shortage, immediately went into the cage, 
and with the aid of one of the vault clerks counted the cash, and he, 
too, found a shortage just as stated. The currency in the vault was 
then verified and found to be correct. We worked that night until 9 
o'clock without getting cya d clue to the missing funds. The next morn- 
ing I immediately notified Capt. T. Porter, of the Secret Service, and 
on his s tion I Soporan Pinkerton's detectives to shadow all the 
men who had any dealings with Mr. Fitzgerald. At the same time, 
thinking that perhaps the 1 funds had been by mistake packed 
and mg to the sury at Washington, I telegraphed to the Chief 
of the Redemption Bureau at Washington to personally supervise the 
opening and counting of the packages of money shipped from Chicago 
on February 19 and 20 and report to me any error. 

On the same day (February 21), in the afternoon, in the presence 
of Mr. Schumacher and Captain Porter, I had the men working under 
me brought before me, one y one, in my -private office, and there they 
were closely questioned with respect to whatever they knew or had 
seen which could tend to throw any light upon the disappearance of the 
money. This at eas poy was continued throughout all of the next 
day (Washington's B ape gee Mr. Fitzgerald's statement was that he 
had balanced the night of February 19; that he had checked his cash 
into the vault that night, and had again checked it out of the vault the 
following day, the 20th, and that it was correct. During his absence 
at lunch on February 20 his cage was locked, and it would have been 
impossible for anyone to have entered it without being seen, as the 
men’s lockers were very close to Fitzgerald's cage, and all of the em- 
ployees, in going to and returning from lunch, had to pass his cage in 
order to get to their lockers. r 

On the day when the shortage was rted there was only one visitor 
at the subtreasury. He was shown through the office, after register- 
ing, by Mr. G. Stapp. And an investigation was afterwards made as 
to him by tbe Pinkerton detectives. 

Mr. Fi rald, on being asked what his opinion was with respect 
to the shortage, felt very positive that the seam | had not been shipped 
to Washington. Word was not received from Washington until Satur- 
day, February 23, at 5.30 o’clock p. m., and the re ly which I received 
was that the shipments made from my office on February 19 and 20 
were found to be correct. 

From that day to this there has been no development, so far as I 
know, to throw any real light Soest the strange disappearance of these 
funds. Although the secret-service agents of the Government and the 
force of Chicago detectives have been continuously at work on the mat- 
ter. it still remains a mystery, 

In conclusion, I can only say, with the consciousness that I am 
speaking with perfect truth, that I have taken every step during my 
incumbency which I thought calculated to improve upon the practices 
prevailing in the office before my time; that I have done all in my 
power to safeguard the moneys of the Government; that it has been 
my invariable practice to be at my post at 8 o'clock in the mornin, 
and continue there until the vaults are closed at night, and that 


working days before that, on the afternoon of Feb- 
had been found to be correct. 


have lost no opportunity to circulate among the men who are working 
under me, so as to exercise over them the strictest and most diligent 
supervision. 

I earnestly hope that the foregoing statement will appeal to you as 
the unvarnished truth, so far as the truth 
and that you may find in i 


has come to my knowledge, 
t good ground for believing that I have 


done all that could be done to prevent this heavy loss, a loss which 
would fall as an overwhelmin ardship upon me and my bondsmen 
unless Congress acts for our relief. 

Wu. BOLDENWECK. 
STATE oF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


William Boldenweck, being first duly sworn, upon his oath says that 
he is the assistant treasurer of the United States in charge of the sub- 
te, at Chicago, III.; that he prepared the foregoing statement to 
which his name is subscribed; and that all of the matters therein set 
forth are true of his own knowledge. 

Wu. BOLDENWECK. 


wee and sworn to before me this 9th day of January, A. D. 


[SEAL] Henry Lock, Notary Public. 


The cage in which the shortage was found was checked, we are in- 
formed, on February 11, 1907, and reported as correct by the employees 
assigned to do the checking. Mr. Boldenweck stated to the committee 
that no employee knew when or by whom his accounts were to be 
checked, nor did the employees who were to do the checking know 
that they were to check any particular employee until assigned to do 80. 

He also stated that he was in his office every business day from the 
date of his appointment until the date of the shortage, and gave his 
personal attention to the business. 

The Treasury Department, upon being informed of the shortage, 
ordered Mr. G. C. Bantz, then deputy assistant treasurer of the United 
States, to Chicago to investigate, and under date of February 26, 1907, 
he reported as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT TREASURER 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Chicago, IUl., February 28, 1907. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sır: I arrived at the subtreasury last night at 4.15 p; m., and was in 
consultation with the assistant treasurer, Captain Porter, and Mr. 
Schumacher, the Pinkerton man, until 7 oel This morning I tele- 
graphed you the information I received from the assistant treasurer and 
also from Captain Porter and the Pinkerton man, a copy of which I 
inclose. As stated therein, the shortage was discovered on the after- 
noon of February 20. Mr. Boldenweck explains his failure to inform 
the department at once of the shortage in this way: He says he was 
not sure until Saturday, at about 6 o'clock, that it was not an error in 
shipments to Washington. He had wired the treasurer in regard to 
the matter, but up to that time had no reply, Then he received a tele- 
gram from the treasurer saying that the money shipped to him on Feb- 
ruary 19 and 20 was foun i right. Immediately on receipt of this 
telegram he wired you the amount of the shortage. He says that it 
was hard to believe that anyone could take $173,000 from the assortin, 
teller's cage. Mr. Fitzgerald, the teller, had his entire confidence, an 
until Saturday night he could not believe that anything was seriously 
wrong. Captain Porter and Mr. Schumacher have several of the em- 
ployees under suspicion and watched. Just what may develop from 
their efforts I am unable to state. 

Mr. Boldenweck states that on the 21st all the paper money in the 
office was counted, bill by bill, to make sure that no error had been 
made in any of the paper money. This count was in addition to a 
count that was made on the 20th of the paper money in the vaults. 
Not finding anything wrong there, he felt that the error was in the 
shipments to ashington, until he received the telegram from the 
treasurer. Neither the assorting teller (Fitzgerald) nor the others 
suspected haye been suspended as yet. This action or inaction by the 
assistant treasurer is the result of the advice of Captain Porter and 
Mr. Schumacher. Neither think that suspension or arrests at this time 
is the proper thing, and the United States district 5 J (Mr. Sims) 
seems to think they are right. Mr. Fitzgerald will be given leave of 
absence to-morrow, I think. The assorting teller does not deal with 
the public in any way. His dealings are entirely with the different 
tellers, and the loss is not the result of a wrong payment to anyone 
on the outside. Personally, I think it is a clear case of steal. In 
order to establish the fact that the shortage is not somewhere in the 
case, I suppose an official count will be necessary. I have not had an 
opportunity to give much attention to the books, as I have been bus; 
with Captain Porter and others all day. The books do not seem at all 
promising to me. The assorting teller has nothing to do with any of 
the books except the cash settlement book and the tellers’ settlements. 
All these books have been checked by the cashier and nothing found. I 
shall take them up to-morrow. I shall report immediately anything of 
importance. 

Awaiting your instructions, I am, 

Respectfully, G. C. Banrz, 
Deputy Assistant Treasurer. 
And on March 30, 1907, Mr. Bantz reported further : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, March 30, 1907. 
Hon. GEORGE B. CORTELYOU 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sin: I have the honor to submit the following report of the examina- 
tion of the book accounts and moneys in the office of the assistant 
treasurer of the United States, Chicago, III., made under authority of 
department letter of March 2, 1907. 

was assisted in the examination by Mr. John Moon, of the office of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and by Messrs. W. J. Manning, E. M. 
McLeod, and H. H. Hulbirt, of the office of the Treasurer of the United 
States. 

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, I left Washington for 
Chicago on February 24, arriving in 0 N 8 on the 25th, but my assist- 
ants did not arrive until Sunday, March 3. 

The count of the assets disclosed a shortage of $173,000, the liabili- 
ties of the office being that amount in excess of the assets. This short- 
age appeared when the assorting teller’s cash was counted. 

Following is an account of the manner in which the examination and 
count were conducted : 

The examination of the books and accounts and the count of the 
assets began on the morning of March 4 and was finished March 
1907. All the currency was counted note by note. Much of the gol 
coin was counted piece by piece; the remainder was weighed against 
carefully counted test nae The silver dollars, subsidiary silver coin, 
and minor coin were handled in the same manner. Statements of the 
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accounts of the Treasurer of the United States and of the various offi- 


the Government were rendered to the close of business March 2, 
1907, and acknowledgments of the correctness of the balances as shown 
by these statements have with few exceptions (8) been received. Where 
such acknowledgments were not received, the balances in the accounts 
were proven by aye. d credits and debits since the last acknowledg- 
ments received by the Chicago office. 

I inclose herewith a statement sho the liabilities of the office on 
the several accounts and also the assets, 1987. kinds and classes of money, 
=> hand at close of business March = 

In addition to the assets, bank gi d certificates, series of cachet ved 
the nominal value of $1,580,000 peii i found. This amount agrees wi 
the records of the United States Treasury. 
handle ths t letter of March 2 authorized me to employ laborers to 
the bags of coin, but the assistant treasurer objected to 
angers in the office, and for that reason none were emplo: In 
piaco of of the laborers, a detail of the office force was given me to handle 

There” is carried in the assets of the office uncurrent coin to the 
amount of $2,965,000. 

After an examination and test by weight of a quantity of this 
coin, I am satisfied that at least 40 per cent of it is current coin and 
should not be classed as uncurrent; therefore I have the honor to 
recommend that the assistant treasurer be requested to have af . — 

nder 


in, I „ will 
in cost of recolnage. 

I desire to bring to your oe esis the poor compensation given those 
responsible at the arasy —.— digs! for the ee "of the sai and 
care of very large sums of th the exce m of the salaries 
of the assistant treasurer and tthe cashier, the * — salary paid any 
employee is $1,800. 


The matter was submitted by the committee to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the og dy o 1 favorable to the” passage of a measure 
for the relief of Mr. Boldenweck were received : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, January m 1908. 
CHAIRMAN 9 CLAIMS, 


ouse of Representatives. 
Sin: I have the gees to acknowledge the recei your reference 


t, b 
for 8 and chy pi e ot H. R. 7 8 2 bin, authorizing a 
credit in certain the {ie obs, be the Uni og States. s 


tant treasurer of the United States, 
„ a shortage of $173,000 in the amount of money belonging to 
nited States we 0 the eee of the assistant treasurer of 
the United States at a 00 — = o is responsible for the safe- 
ing thereof under ie gl 

he shortage was discovered 3 Ported to the department by Mr. 
Medea Boldenweck, assistant treasurer at Chicago, February 24, 1907, 
ook inclosed. A part of experts from a department made a thor- 
5 of the office, and Mr. C. Bant 
the * States, who = 5 

stated 12 his repo 30, 
disclosed 3 of 3 the Able; of the office being that 
amount — excess of the assets. This shortage appeared when the 
assorting teller's cash was counted. 


Mhe amount of the liabilities was found to be $62, 401, 507. 62 
‘And —— amount of the assets in— 


‘ay teller's cash -=-= 81086, 096. 67 
Recei teller’s cash 44, 401. 49 
Cc ller's cash 2 26, 164. 72 
Redemption teller's cash 39, 927. 73 
Gold teller's c RR — 9 . 00 
ee ] a Oe. 
Assorting teller's cas 190, 905. 00 

62, 228, 507. 62 


KERS books of the office showed that 
$ or 5888. teller should have had 


Assets short 173, 000. 00 


— 82, 401, 507. 62 

veg effort has been made to discover the cause of the shortage, 
8 avail, and the department is satisfied the K occurred through 
no fault or negligence on the part of the t treasurer, and the 
is a with the su; tion that the words “out of any money 

in the 8 pas otherw appropriated "’ be added after line 7, 


page 2, of the b 
e Gro. B. CORTELYOU, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
—— OF THE 


hington, F. — 
Was € 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTED ON CLAIMS. wi 
House of Representatives. 
I have the honor to acknowled; 
ne "eth instant, pace eo of the report made 


1908. 


nly to the side of the 
yer completed it would be detrimental to public 
interests to furnish copies of the rts at this time, but his investiga- 
tion disclosed noth: to indicate that Mr. Boldenweck, assistant treas- 
peste ho the United States, was in any wise at fault or negligent in the 
matter. 

rt has been received from United States Attorney Sims, and 

ies antes erstood no one has yet been indicted. of ii 

Herewith are inclosed copy of the reports of Mr. G. C. 1 
pag ct tance treasurer, the examiner in charge, and Sones ar letters m 
— J. B. REYNOLDS, Acting Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, January 8. 1909. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 7th instant, asking for any additional facts and information bear- 
ing on H, R. 7 being a bill authorizing a credit in certain accounts 
of the Treasurer of the United States. 

In reply you are informed that no additional information has been 
5881050 ai a office 3 January 17, 1908, on which date a letter 
on fring, at 1 the information available in the case and 

with the suggestion that the words “out of pay 
ry not otherwise appropriated” be added after line 
A copy of the le 5 3 herewith inclosed. 


GEORGE B. CORTELYOU, Secretary. 

All the employees in the Chicago subtreasury were under civil 
service, and no c were made in the office force when Mr. Bolden- 
weck took charge. he vee, an D rns while his predecessor bad 
charge were continued in office, and he had no power to remove any of 
them or appoint new men in case of vacancies. 

Being under the civil service, these employees were not uired by 
law to give bonds either for the faithful performance of the — 
or for the safe-keeping, accounting for, and paying over the pablic 
moneys that came into their hands in the course of business. 

However, Mr. Boldenweck's predecessor, believing that employees who 
handled large sums of gon moneys should be bonded, t volun 
bonds to cover them. ese bonds were in force when Mr. Bolden 
took charge and continued under When the shortage was dis- 
covered steps were taken by him to collect from the surety company 
the face of the bond covering the employee in whose the shortage 
was discovered, but the surety company failed about this time. 

The following correspondence shows the diligence of Mr. Boldenweck 
in endeavoring to recover on this bond 

OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
July 12, or. 

Sm: I have the honor to inform you that I have been requested by 
Hon. William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United States at 
Chicago, to bring suit a inst the Metropolitan Surety Company, of 

g Wiliam P. Williams, assistant treas- 
urer, Mr. Boldenweck’s predecessor, against loss by larceny and embez- 
en rit ote ame a former employee in the 


was sent to 
approving the ba, " bi 
8 in the 
7, page 2, of the tilt bill, 
Respectfully 


attorney for The im 
of this particular 3 arises out of the recent loss of 173.000 


from the subtreasu: 
I would hich the y ar “for instructions as to whether or not this is 
a case in which the — — 1 — States attorney shall represent the assistant 
treasurer of the U tates, 
Very „ 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C. 


win W. Sus, 
United States 8 


DEPARTMENT or JUSTICE, 
Washington, July 15, 1907. 


of the shortage in the su ry at that place. 
Please advise me whether it is r desire that this course should be 
pursued to recover the amount the loss. 
* Acti: 6 Gases 
0 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. Hd 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE 1 Br oF 3. 9 3 


shington, D. O., July 18, 1907. 
Sin: I have been handed a letter pbc Mr. Purdy, 5 — Acting Attor- 
General, inclosing copy of a letter from Mr. Sims, the Uni States 


represent the assistant treasurer in a proposed suit against wa Metro- 
= itan Surety © 
Williams, iota. assi: 
ment on the part of 
office of the subtreas 
There is noth in correspondence submitted to show whether 
the alleged default of $173,000 occurred during the administration of 
the office of assistant treasurer by Mr. Williams or by the present 
assistant treasurer, Mr. Boldenweck. Nor does it appear that the 
benefit of the guaranty extends to Mr. hl tia successor, under whom 
3 default is believed to have occurred. 
that there is an existi on the part of the said 
enfo: by the present 


company as surety 1 85 Reigo prane wh Pome ma, 
ai ras By be repre- 


rge 
at Chicago. 


assistan rer, I the opinion that he ma: 
senta by the parea States 2 — — suit shoul 
he papers seer Aren are herewith 


F. A. REEVE, Assistant Soliottor. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 1, 1909. 
Sin: Referring to your letter of the 21st ultimo, in regard to the bill 
for the relief of Will am Boldenweck. assistant treasurer of the United 
States at 3 III., I beg to that, after careful consideration of 


the matt tation with t e United States attorney at ang 
I am of opinion that the passage of this measure will not interfere 
the punishment Pas any employees of the subtreasury who stole the 
money ref 
iy, CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
Attorney-General. 


Hon. W. C. HAWLEY, 
House of Representatives. 
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Mr. Gideon C, Bantz, assistant treasurer, and 


who has been connected 
continuously with the Treasury Department of the United States since 
1873, submitted to the committee for its information the following 
statement, in answer to a request from the committee: 


Acts passed by Congress for the relief of various o; ‘or losses which 
occurred 4 ei 


in their offices through no fault or neglect of said officers. 


United States 
Statutes at Large. 


Name. Amount. 


George Eyster, lateassistant treas- 


urer, Philadelphia, Pa June 9,1880 21 553 $882.50 
E. late Treasurer 

States 22 260 | 47,007.65 

22 261 650.61 

2 313 257.00 

25 911 | 24,016.43 
George W. Bishop, assistant treas- 

urer, Baltimore, Md —- 8 25 912 | 1,243.00 
O. N. Felton, late assistant treas- 

urer, San Francisco... Jan. 8,1891 26 1333 | 9,980.00 
S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer, 

San Franciseo.........-....-..... Mar. 3, 1891 2⁰ 867 10, 000. 00 
N. H. Camp, late assayer, Boise, 

Idah July 28,1892 27 285 | 11,611.08 

29 778 800.00 

30 108 200.00 

30 658 856.00 

30 1510 | 12,810.82 

$1 283 | 2,644.75 

33 1219 


j 25,000.00 


In compliance with the 


uest of the committee for information 
as to the standing of Mr. William Boldenweck with business men who 


were in a ition to know his reputation for honesty and diligence 
in the conduct of business, and who had epee. to know of his 
financial standing and transactions, the Toe letters and affidavits 
were filed with the committee and made a part of this report: 


CHICAGO, January 12, 1910. 
Hon. WILLIAM BOLD) 


ENWECK, 
Care Subtreasury, Chicago, III. 


My DEAR Mr. Botpenweck: Permit me to state, regarding your ac- 
count with this bank, that there is nothing in the way of deposits or 
other transactions of an unusual character or of an unusual amount, 
in any way whatever, to indicate any suspicion in the line of specu- 
1 or of any transactions in la ; in fact, your account 
all along has been a modest one, running about the same. 

I am also pleased to add that it is my conscientious belief—in fact, 
absolute confidence—that you have in no mer been en in any 
apereletions whatever that might involve serious or important loss 

ce Tete been in your present official position. 

y, yours, 
L. A. GODDARD, President. 


I, Frank C. Russell, of the city of Chicago, county of Cook, and 
State of Illinois, on oath state t I am, and since way 1, 1899, 
have been the cashier of the United States subtreasury at Chicago, Ill. ; 


that I am personally acquainted with William Boldenweck, the assistant 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago, and have been closely asso- 
ciated with him in the subtreasury since his appointment as assistant 
treasurer of the United States in July, 1906. 

I further state of my own knowle that the said William Bolden- 
weck has been constant and careful in the conduct of his office and in 
his efforts to safeguard the funds in the subtreasury; that he, the said 
William Boidenweck, is usually at his office not later than 8 o'clock 
a. m. each working day, and remains until the close of the day’s busi- 
ness, absenting himself only a short time at noon for luncheon; and 
further, that the said William Boldenweck has not been absent from 
his office a single day since he assumed his duties in July, 1906, except 
Ran in Washington on government business a few days in January, 
I further state that in my judgment the said William Boldenweck is 
one of the most conscientious men in the government service with whom 
I have come in contact during my connection with the United States sub- 
treasury at Chicago, and that the business standing of William Bolden- 
weck in the community is high and his reputation above reproach. 

FRANK C. RUSSELL. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 12th day of January, 1910, 
at Chicago, Ill. 
[SEAL.] W. F. MITCHELL, Notary Public. 


I. John F. Burrell, of the city of Chicago, county of Cook, and State 
of Illinois, on oath state that I am, and since August 13, 1902, have 
been, the vault clerk of the United States subtreasury ; that I am per- 
sonally acquainted with Willlam Boldenweck, the assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Chicago, and that I know of my own knowledge 
of no day since his Sem to the position of assistant treasurer 
of the United States July, 1906, when the said William Boldenweck 
was absent from his office or did not discharge his customary official 
duties, except for a few days during the month of January of last year, 
. — = time I was informed that he was in ashington on 

c usiness. 

I further state, from my personal observation, that I belieye the said 
——— Boldenweck to be 

c 


J. F. BURRELL. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910, 


at Chi III. 
[SBAL. W. F. MITCHELL, Notary Public. 
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a careful, conscientious, and honest public” 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, sa: 


Theodore Brentano, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes and 
s that he is one of the fudges of the superior court of Cook County, | 
III.; that he has known intimately and well for more than twenty years ` 
William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, 
III.; that du said time he has been in a position to know of the 
habits and conduct of the said Boldenweck and that said Boldenweck 
has at all times been a man of the highest character, most highly 
8 by his neighbors, acquaintances, and the citizens of Chicago 
generally. 

Affiant further says that said Boldenweck has been living modestly 
for more than five years last past in an apartment building, together 
with his wife, and that his manner of living is inexpensive and wholly 
within the means of said Boldenweck, and has been the same since his 
appointment as assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, III., 
as before that time. 

Affiant further says that so far as he knows and he firmly believes 
that said Boldenweck has made no unusual purchases of property or in- 
vestments since his appointment as assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago. 

THEODORE BRENTANO. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of January, 1910. 

[SEAL] WILLIAM G. WISE, 

Notary Public, Cook County, IU. 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

John J. Healy, being first duly sworn, on his oath d and says 
that he has been a resident of Chicago, Cook County, Ill., for more than 
thirty years; that for more than fifteen years last past he has been well 
and intimately acquainted with William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Chicago, III.; that during that time he knows 
that the said Boldenweck has not changed his method of living; that he 
has been residing in practically the same neighborhood in the city of 
Chicago as this amant, and has lived together with his wife in an apart- 
ment building and has been so living in the same place for more than 
ears last past. 

Affiant further says that he has been associated with the said Bolden- 


the past five years. 

This affiant further says that he was formerly state’s attorney for 
Cook County, III.; that during his term of office as such state’s attorney 
he had occasion to thoroughly investigate the matter of the loss of 
$173,000 in the office of the said Boldenweck as assistant treasurer ; 
that he examined into the matter very carefully, and that it was his 
firm conviction after 3 all of the evidence and facts which 
were brought to his attention in connection with such loss that 
money was abstracted from said subtreasury by some person other than 
William Boldenweck. 

Joun J. HEALY. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910. 

[SEAL] WILLIAM G. WISE, 
Notary Public, Cook County, Ill. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

James Pease, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes and says 
that he is the president of the Chicago and Carterville Coal Company, 
and has been a resident of Chicago, Cook County, III., for more than 
thirty years last past; that he has been closely and intimately ac- 

uainted with William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United 

tates, of per ag III., for more than twenty years; that he has been 
associated with him in a business enterprise, and has had every oppor- 
tunity to know as to his method of living, and considerable concerning 
his business affairs. 

Affiant further says that the said William Boldenweck has been living 
in a modest apartment building on the north side of Chicago, with his 
wife, for more than five years last past, and has not changed his method 
of living during that time, and that the said Boldenweck has never 
lived extravagantly during all of the acquaintance of this affiant with 
him; that the said Boldenweck has not within the past five years made 
any unusual purchases of property or investments; that he has made 
no purchases of property or investments other than that which an 
ordinarily prudent man in his financial circumstances would make. 

Affiant further says that during all of his acquaintance with the 
said Boldenweck the said Boldenweck has lived prudently and modestly, 
has never been a speculator, and that his life, both public and private, 
has been most exemplary. 

JAMES PEASE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1010. 

[SEAL.] WILLIAM G. WISE, Notary Public. 


Stare or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

Henry Strassheim, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes and 
says that he has been a resident of Chicago, Cook County, III., for 
more than thirty years last past; that during all of that time he has 
been kangen yd acquainted and associated with William Boldenweck, 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago; that during a portion of 
said time he and the said Boldenweck have been engaged together in 
the real estate business in Chicago, III., and that after their business 
connections ceased this afflant's firm, Strassheim & Co., have had and 
now have charge of the said Boldenweck’s real estate and real estate 
investments in said city of Chicago. 

Affiant further says that during the past five years the said William 
Boldenweck has made no unusual purchases of real estate or invest- 
ments and that his investments bave been such as he ordinarily has 
made and was able to make according to his means. 

Affiant further says that he has been most intimately associated with 
the said Boldenweck for the last twenty years, and that he knows him 
to be a man of the best character; that he has never engaged in specu- 
lation of any kind and that he has always lived within his means and 
has for the last five years been living modestly, together with his wife, 
in an apartment bullding in the same neighborhood in Chicago where 
this affiant resides. 

HENRY STRASSHEIM. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of January, 1910. 

[seau.] Henry MOENG, 

Notary Public, Cook County, IUl 


1910. 
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Srare or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, sa: 


Fred. Lange, being first duly sworn, on his oath says that he is the 
8 of the Brookman Manufacturing compe, of Chicago, III.; 

at he has been well and intimately acquainted with William Bolden- 
weck, assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, III., for more 
than ten years, and that during a portion of said time he was associ- 
ated with said Boldenweck in business. 

Affiant further says that during said period of time the said Bolden- 
weck has always lived carefully within his means, and never en- 
tered into any speculations of any kind; that said Boldenweck is now 
and has for more than five years last past lived, together with his 
wife, in an apartment building, and that he has not changed his mode 
of living since he became assistant treasurer. 

Affiant further says that so far as he knows the sald Boldenweck has 
pate no unusual purchases of property or investments during the past 

ve years, 

Affiant further says that he has had every opportunity to know the 
said William Boldenweck intimately; that the said Boldenweck is a 
man of the highest character, and is so regarded by all of his neigh- 
bors, acquaintances, and the public of Chicago ee 

“RED. LANGE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910. 
[SEAL.] WILLIAM G. WISE, 
Notary Public, Cook County, III. 


In addition to the above, the following petition, largely signed by 
the leading business men of Chicago and near-by cities, containing 
about 700 signatures, was also submitted: 


To the honorable Members of the Sixtieth Congress, 

- Washington, D. 0.: 

Believing that our rsonal acquaintance with William Boldeaweck 
(assistant treasurer of the United States in charge of the subtreasury 
at Chicago) amply qualifies us to judge of his private character and 
official conduct, we are firm in the conviction that the disappearance 
of the sum of $173,000 from the subtreasury of Chicago on February 
20, 1907, was nowlse due to any act or omission upon bis part. 
The disappearance of these funds, we are confident, was one of those 
untoward circumstances as against which the utmost precaution will 
oftentimes not avail. We know Mr. Boldenweck to be rigidly honest 
and faithful to the last degree. And that he and his bondsmen should 
be subjected to liability for the loss of funds in question would seem 
to us to be a matter of unparalleled hardship a extreme injustice. 
8 preot this Lao per jes npon Mr. er tga pena and 

estly and urgently request of you the passage of an act of Congress 
for Mr. Boldenweck’s relief. 4 eee 
W. A. COWEN. 


M. HEALY. 

SAMUEL H. SMITH. 
HENRY MENCH. 

H. K. MISENHIMER. 
(And about 700 others.) 


SEPARATE VIEWS OF MR. SHACKLEFORD. 


I can not concur in a favorable report of this bill. 
In the first place, it is a dangerous 3 to allow public depositaries 
1a any case to be relieved from liability for loss of funds intrusted to 


em. 
If relief in any instance is to be given, it ought to be ulred that 
the party seeking it should fully account for the loss. In this case I 
believe the committee should have had before it the employees at the 
subtreasury to t as to the facts. I asked for these witnesses, but 
they were not called. In y Mir Spore that a depositary should say 
that he is short in his cash not enough to warrant turning over to 
amaia large a sum as is involved here. We ought to have had the 
c 


I am constrained to say, however, that, so far as the evidence went, 
it shows that Mr. Boldenweck was a man of high character, splendid 
business capacity, and large business experience; that he was constant 
in his attendance at the subtreasury; and that he exercised a close 
watch over his trust. . 

But I believe this committee could have, and should have, ascertained 
what became of the money lost before reporting this bill. 

Respectfully, 


D. W. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to pages 10, 11, 12, and 13 especially of this report. ` Some of 
the members of this committee desired knowledge of Mr. Bol- 
denweck’s financial transactions and of his business standing, 
to see whether during the period of his incumbency in this of- 
fice he had made unusual investments in real estate, was en- 
gaged in speculating in stocks, or in any other way engaged in 
any occupation or business that might lead him to large ex- 
penditures of money. A number of men gave affidavits. They 
were men who personally knew his financial condition, includ- 
ing his own banker, and they all state that his business trans- 
actions were modest, his habits of life were simple, that he had 
the reputation of being a safe and conservative business man. 
There is added a petition, printed on page 13, signed by more 
than 700 of the leading business men of the city of Chicago, 
calling attention to Mr. Boldenweck’s favorable record for 
integrity and business ability, and expressing their confidence 
and belief in his honesty and affirming their confidence of his 
innocence in this matter. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CULLOP]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill and 
opposed to this class of legislation. When a man assumes a 
public office, he takes it with its responsibilities as well as its 
emoluments. I have heard no excuse offered why this man 
should be released from the payment of this large sum. The 
fact that Mr. Boldenweck is a good fellow is not a sufficient 
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excuse to relieve him from the payment of $173,000 for which 
he is legally bound to the Government of the United States. 
[Applause.] If this kind of a precedent is to be set, it will 
only be placing a premium on defalcation and malfeasance in 
office. The question of his liability for the repayment of this 
sum is not only fixed by the bond, but in such cases the courts 
have held that the excuse he offers here is not a legal excuse 
for release from liability. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to a case directly 
in point upon the subject, found in Third Howard, at page 578, 
United States Supreme Court Reports, a case that arose out of 
a similar transaction in the office of the receiver of public 
moneys in the city of Chicago. I refer to the case of the United 
States v. Eli S. Prescott and others. The syllabus of the case 
is as follows: 

The felonious taking and carrying away of the public moneys in 
the custody of the receiver of public moneys, without any fault or 
negligence on his part, does not discharge him and his sureties, and 
can not be set up as a defense to an action on his official bond. 

This certainly meets the contention squarely of the gen- 
tlemen who have advocated the passage of this bill, and I de- 
sire to read a portion of the case from the opinion as rendered 
by Justice McLain. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. May I ask the gentleman when that case 
was decided? 

Mr. CULLOP. Away back in 1845, but it is the law to-day. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. There was no civil service in operation 
at that time, was there? 

Mr. CULLOP. The civil service constitutes no defense and 
no excuse. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I do not claim that it is a legal defense. 

Mr. CULLOP. It is no defense in morals or in law. It 
was Mr. Boldenweck's duty to take bonds from the employees 
under him to make good to him any deficit that might be cre- 
ated in their department. [Applause.] 

There is no excuse for the passage of this kind of legislation. 
You will find none in law, you will find none in the minds of 
the people who are to make up this loss, you will find none in 
morals for it. The fact that he was a good fellow is no excuse, 
because there are millions of good fellows in this country. Let 
me read from the opinion in the case I have referred to: 

Publi ej ry o 1 
ene Not only thet be. should 
exercise the highest degree of vigilance, but that “he should kee 
— ” the moneys which come to his hands. Any relaxation of th 
condition would open a door to frauds which might be practiced with 
impunity. A depositary would have nothing more to do than to lay 
his plans and arrange his proofs so as to establish his loss without 
laches on his part. t such a e be applied to our postmasters, 
collectors of the customs, receivers of public ery oe and others who 
receive more or less of the public funds, and what losses might not be 
anticipated by the public? No such principle has been recognized or 
admitted as a legal defense. And it is believed the instances are few, 
if indeed any can be found, where any relief has been given in such 
cases by the interposition of Congress. 

As every depositary receives the office with a full knowl of its 
responsibilities, he can not in case of loss complain of hardship. He 
— stand by his bond and meet the hazards which he voluntarily 

I call special attention to the first sentence of the paragraph 
I have read: 

Public lic: ires th å itar the public mone 
should 56 re iea tat eaaa A 85 7 

If you are in legislation of this kind to relieve men from losses 
on the excuse that has been offered here, and the only excuse, 
where would the end be in such cases as this? It would be put- 
ting a premium on negligence in the administration of the office, 
It has been said here that this man was not negligent. This 
offense occurred in the daytime, when he was at his office, at a 
time when there is no reason why he should not have discov- 
ered it, at a time when he and the other employees were in 
charge of that office. If he was not negligent, if he was not 
careless in the discharge of a public duty, how can you find an 
excuse or a reason why he did not discover this loss at the 
time? And the further fact remains that no examination has 
been had sufficient to probe this matter, to see really where this 
loss occurred. And the fact, if it be a fact, that this occurred 
by some one under the civil service is not an excuse why Mr. 
Boldenweck in this case should be relieved of the liability 
which he undertook when he took upon himself this office. 

It was his duty to look into the character and conduct of 
every one of these employees. He had a right to take a bond 
from them payable to himself to reimburse him for any loss 
that might occur under their administration, and under it he 
would have had a right to have recovered in the courts in this 
country whatever losses were sustained. The negligence of 
Mr. Boldenweck is this, that he did not do that which he ought 
to haye done, and fully protect the Government and protect 
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himself and protect the public in requiring the giving of these 
bonds by the clerks who were under him. I submit to this 
committee that to pass this bill and relieve Mr. Boldenweck 
from the payment of $173,000 is not wise legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CULLOP. I will. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman how the treas- 
urer could require the civil-service employees in his office to 
give a bond to him. If they refused, how could he compel them 
to give bond; and if he did not know which one committed the 
offense, what good would a bond do him anyway? 

Mr. CULLOP. He had two ways, and one was to apply to 
an insurance company for insurance. He had a right to do that, 
in order to make up any deficit that might occur in their ad- 
ministration of the different positions they held. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Who would pay the premiums? 

Mr. CULLOP. He could have paid them and should have 
paid them. It was his duty to do it when he took upon himself 
the office. I doubt not but that there are a thousand patriots 
in Chicago who would have taken his place and taken that pre- 
caution to hold that responsible office. I say that he should 
have done that as a matter of safety to himself, to protect him- 
self against this loss and protect the Government. So, Mr. Bol- 
denweck, instead of being free of ee was guilty of the 
grossest kind of negligence in this respect. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH]. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP], who has just spoken, in his 
general logic, but I do not think that he has closely sifted the 
facts in the case. I do not agree with him upon the statement 
that the assistant treasurer could secure from the employees 
under the civil service bonds sufficient to cover cases of this 
kind. Here was a defalcation of $173,000. It was utterly im- 
practical for the assistant treasurer in the case to secure bonds 
from the various employees in that office, who were under the 
civil service, and who held their positions not by virtue of the 
appointment of the assistant treasurer, but by virtue of the 
exercise of the civil service, in carrying out that process of em- 
ployment to people who worked under this man. For that rea- 
son I say that the point 

Mr. WEISSE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. In a moment. For that reason I say 
that the point made that the assistant treasurer should take 
bonds from the employees is not practical, because the cost of 
a bond of that size would simply exclude the employee from 
giving the bond. 

Mr. WEISSE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes. 

Mr. WEISSE. Does not the gentleman believe, then, that 
if we did not have the civil service, and these employees were 
not under the civil service, the gentleman who takes charge of 
the subtreasury could then hire men under whom a shortage 
of this character would not occur or he could hire men who 
would give a bond to protect him? If the civil service forces 
him to take men that he knows are not right, or that he thinks 
will take funds, is it not about time to abolish the civil service 
in these places where funds are placed? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. C the question is a proper 
one. I simply would maintain this, that if the civil-service system 
is going to be carried out, then the persons employed, the per- 
sons under whom the civil-service men are employed, should be 
responsible simply for due and proper care and diligence in see- 
ing that they perform their duties and not absolutely responsi- 
ble for their conduct. It would be hard to get men to fill offices 
of great responsibility if they knew they were liable for all 
employees, even if they used the utmost care in the super- 
vision, as the officer did in this case, as clearly shown by un- 
disputed evidence. The utmost care and diligence should be re- 
quired, and I believe it was exercised in this case. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, in 
the case of St. Louis, where the men were under the civil serv- 
ice, the subtreasurer did haye the bonds of the clerks, and the 
one who confessed that he stole 861.500 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Minois yield 
for a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has this bill been before the House this 
session except at this time? 


Mr. PRINCE. No; I think not. A favorable report was 
228 but I do not think action was taken on it in the 

se. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This is the first time it has come before 
the House? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. I think it was brought up once under 
a request for unanimous consent, but objection was made to it. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to know what the fact in this 
subtreasury was in respect to the matter of giving out money to 
employees by the subtreasurer and having it accounted for in 
the eyening. In banks, for instance, in the morning the teller 
is given so many thousands of dollars, and if that runs out dur- 
ing the day, then he is given so much more, but at night there 
must be an accounting, and he returns what he did not dispose 
of during the day. I want to know if that practice prevailed in 
that subtreasury. 

Mr. PRINCE. Here is a clerk, called the“ assorting clerk,” 
who is in a wire cage. When the banks of the city bring him 
money that they want assorted, they state the amount con- 
tained, and it is counted and he gives a receipt for it. For 
every dollar that goes in there a receipt is given by this em- 
ployee in the cage. For every dollar that he passes out he 
gets a receipt from another person, so that there are checks 
and balances on him all the time. Now, he is under the civil 
service. The office is examined on February 11. It has been 
examined repeatedly before that. On the 20th a shortage 
occurs, and the assistant treasurer of the United States goes 
there and examines it. He testifies before the committee that 
this man told him—this assorting clerk—that on the night of 
the 19th his accounts were correct. Then he asks, How does 
it turn out that they are incorrect now? ‘The clerk answers 
that he does not know. He is then asked what has become of the 
money, and he further answers that he does not know. For 
the first time it is known to Mr. Boldenweck at noon of the 
20th, or about that time, that there is a shortage. The sub- 
treasurer of the United States makes a written statement every 
day and submits it to the Treasury Department of the United 
States, showing in specie every kind of money that he has on 
hand. He has had the accounts examined by clerks unknown 
to the persons in charge of the different money cages. He finds 
the shortage on the 20th. He thinks, perhaps, this shortage 
might have occurred by reason of a bundle of money which 
was going to the macerating department in Washington; that 
some good money had accidentally got in with that he sent to 
have macerated. He telegraphed to the department in Wash- 
ington to see if by any possibility sueh a mistake had occurred. 

No such mistake had oceurred. He calls upon the Secret 
Service Department; he calls upon private detectives to make 
a thorough and careful and rigid examination of the office, and 
is unable to locate upon anybody the loss of this money. Now, 
he asks us for relief, and we find that there have been 15 cases. 
of relief by acts of Congress somewhat similar to the very one 
in controversy, not so large in amount. Does that answer the 
gentleman's question? 

Mr. MACON. This $173,000 was taken from the office of the 
subtreasurer by some one within a period of nine days, and yet 
the subtreasurer discovered nothing of that during that time? 

Mr. PRINCE. The subtreasurer gets his reports from officers: 
in the service making detailed statements to him and they make 
the statements. He then every week or two weeks takes up 
these statements and sends those statements to Washington. 
Now, that is done, and what could any man, what could any 
bank petah, do with an officer in his charge who wants to 
take money 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What was the name of the 
bonding company who secured the Government in this case? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not know; there is no bonding company. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What bond did Boldenweck him- 
self give? 

Mr. PRINCE. He gave sufficient, so far as that is concerned, 
if we do not relieve him. It is relief that he is asking. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What was the security that he 

ve? 

Mr. PRINCE. He gave security which was sufficient, I can 
not say what. 

Mr. ce we Wisconsin. I understood it was secured by 
a bonding 

Mr. PRINCE. 7 III _yield to my colleague, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Bourert] who ean state that particular 
question, and in addition to that I will yield ten minutes, or so 
much thereof as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I may need more time than that. . 
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Mr. PRINCE. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. PRINCE. I have only eight minutes remaining, and the 
gentleman can take his own time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I would like for the gentleman to yield two 
minutes to me. 

Mr. PRINCE. I can not; not now; I will try to do so later. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Was the bond given by a com- 
pany or by individuals? 

Mr. PRINCE. That will be answered by the gentleman from 
Illinois in his remarks, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am told it is a bonding com- 
pany; does not the chairman of the committee know who the 
officers were? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think it was a bonding company. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does he not know who and what 
the officers were and where they resided? 

Mr. TIRRELL. If the gentleman will turn to page 9 of the 
report he will find the bonding company mentioned there, and 
the conditions under which they tried to collect. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How long a time did the defal- 
cation begin 

Mr. PRINCE. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will wait a 
minute the gentleman from Illinois will answer all such ques- 
tions when he sqeaks. Now, I yield the balance of my time, 
with the exception of two minutes, to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN]. É 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I did not favor this bill when it 
was first before our committee in the last Congress. I joined with 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD in a minority report. I did not believe at that 
time that Mr. Boldenweck had gotten one penny of this $173,000, 
and I did not believe at that time that he had violated a single 
rule of the Treasury Department or a single rule of prudence 
and care, but I felt that we only had his testimony before us 
and it would be bad policy to recommend the passage of a bill 
for anyone’s relief upon such person’s testimony alone. I gaye 
that as my reason before the committee and I gave that as my 
reason in the minority report. I said then that we should have 
proof other than his own testimony that Boldenweck was a 
man of high character—and, gentlemen, the only thing in the 
world I knew about his character was that he was a Republican 
official, and that, of course, does not carry to me a conclusive 
presumption that he was necessarily a square, honest man 
[laughter]—that we ought to have some evidence not only of 
his high character, but of his business ability; that we ought to 
know whether he was a speculator, whether he or his family 
gambled in futures; that we ought to know whether he was a 
spendthrift, whether he was living extravagantly, beyond his in- 
come, or was a man of economic habits; that we should have 
clear additional evidence that he was at his post of duty all 
the time, guarding with watchful care the interest of his Goy- 
ernment and its money delivered to his custody. In other 
words, that it should be shown that he was in no way negligent 
in respect to the loss of the money, but was most diligent in all 
things. 

When this bill came before our committee at this session 
they produced overwhelming evidence that did not leave a 
single doubt in my mind but that Boldenweck acted with the 
utmost prudence; that he guarded with as jealous care and 
diligence the safe-keeping of the money intrusted to him as it was 
possible for him or anyone in his position to do. He was there 
every day. He was the first man in the building and the last man 
out, He was present every morning when the money vaults were 
opened and every evening when they were closed. He neyer left 
his office, nor was he absent from his duty for a single day from 
the time he was appointed until he was called before our com- 
mittee. The evidence is that he is a man of sober, industrious, 
and economic habits, a modest liver, and a gentleman of the 
highest character; that he was no speculator; that he never 
played the stock market; that he did not gamble in futures. 
We have the evidence of the treasury officials in Chicago that 
he was on duty every day and every hour of the day. He 
had the books and cash of the cashier and different tellers 
checked up at least once in every two weeks, and often every 
three or four days, and what was known as the vault proper 
checked up every day. No one knew what day or what person 
would do the checking. He took every possible precaution. 
According to the evidence, which is overwhelming, there is not 
an official of a bank or other commercial enterprise, there is 
not an official in this Government, that has ever used more 
caution and prudence and care or has been more scrupulously 
conscientious in the performance of his duties than this official 
in this office. 


But they tell us that he has given a bond, and he and his 
bondsmen are liable in law, and they cite a decision of the 
Supreme Court rendered in 1845, in which it is declared that 
when a man has given a bond for the safe custody and de- 
livery of money and he is sued upon it, he can not put it up as 
a defense that somebody else stole the money. Gentlemen, they 
need not read that decision to this body. There is not a justice 
of the peace in the United States who does not know that such 
a plea to a suit on the bond is not available in law, That is 
simply a legal question. But the court in that very decision 
suggests that claimant's only remedy in cases like this is an 
appeal to Congress. How has Congress for the last forty years 
answered such an appeal in cases like this? There has never 
been a bill presented by a subtreasurer in the United States 
or other official having money or property of the Government 
in his custody, either to a Republican Congress or a Demo- 
cratic Congress, that failed of passage when it was shown that 
the man who claimed relief had absolutely nothing to do with 
the loss or embezzlement of the money, that he was in all respects 
diligent and careful, and was guilty of no negligence and of 
no violation of the rules of the department under which he was 
working. During Mr. Cleveland's two administrations, and 
in Democratic Congresses, several bills of similar nature were 
passed when it was shown that the subtreasurer or other offi- 
cial seeking relief had done everything in his power to protect 
and guard the money and was in no respect negligent. 

Mr. MACON. Was the money all taken at once? 

Mr. KITCHIN. It seems that it was all taken at once. The 
bills taken were in denominations of $10,000, $5,000, and $1,000, 
which would make only a small package. Fitzgerald's books 
and money were all checked up a few days before. Fitzgerald 
said that there was no shortage the night before; that his books 
balanced on the night of the 19th of July. The office is a large 
one, The cashier and the several tellers have cages, located in 
rows, side by side. Boldenweck’s office was not adjoining the 
cages. He could not have been in the cage of everyone of these 
men all the time; but every day he would circulate around by 
these cages, and see what was going on; and this very day, as 
he was making a round, he saw the cashier and another teller in 
the cage of the assorting teller counting the money, and asked, 
What is the trouble?” He was told that Mr. Fitzgerald, the 
assorting teller, was $173,000 short. Boldenweck at once com- 
menced a thorough investigation by his assistants. He imme- 
diately reported it to the Secret Service and to the district attor- 
ney. He also employed detectives to shadow all the different 
tellers and officials who had anything to do with the handling 
of the money. He at once wired to the department at Washing- 
ton. He has done everything in his power to find track of the 
lost money and detect the guilty. 

Mr. MACON. Why could not the assistant treasurer have 
taken this money out the night before, after Fitzgerald had 
checked it up and before he discovered the shortage the next 
day? 

Mr. KITCHIN. He could not have taken it out. 

Mr. MACON. Why could he not have taken it out? 

Mr. KITCHIN. The subtreasurer does not handle the money 
personally. This is done by the cashier and tellers. Every 
dollar that enters into the vault has a balf dozen eyes to see it. 
When the day’s work is done it goes into the vault, then a time 
lock is set, and no one can get into the vault until the expira- 
tion of the time set—the following morning, at the opening hour 
for business. The vault is also set with electric burglar alarms, 

Mr. MACON. Why was it necessary for the assistant treas- 
urer to be the first one to arrive at the subtreasury in the 
morning and the last to leave it at night, if no one could get to 
the money after the time lock was set? 

Mr. KITCHIN. It was not necessary, but out of abundance 
of caution he was there in the morning when the vault was 
opened and the money taken out by the different tellers and 
ue at night when they returned it to the vault and it was 
closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman want more time? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I would like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina may 
proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KITCHIN. As I said a while ago, there never has been 
a bill of this kind presented to a Democratic Congress or 
under a Democratic administration that did not pass, unless it 
was shown that the claimant was negligent in his duties. I 


hold in my hand a long list of similar bills which have been 
passed, dating as far back as 1880, some under a Democratic 
administration and in Democratic Congresses, some under a 
Republican administration and in Republican Congresses. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. All subtreasuries? 

Mr. KITCHIN. There are 15 in all, and 11 of them were for 
the relief of subtreasurers. 

Mr. CULLOP. Permit me to ask a question there. Did not the 
Supreme Court in the case cited by me suggest that it would 
be a dangerous policy for Congress to pass such bills? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I believe that decision was rendered in 1845, 
and was to the effect that in law the plea that some one else 
stole the money, although the claimant was guilty of no negli- 
gence, was no defense; but if it did make such suggestion, I 
will say that neither a Republican nor a Democratic Congress 
has followed the suggestion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, because every bill since then similar to this, where 
claimant was guilty of no negligence, has been passed. It is 
asked, Why did he not give bond? He did give bond to the 
United States. They say the passage of this bill will be a relief 
to Boldenweck’s bondsmen. Why, certainly it will. And they 
ask, Why not make Boldenweck’s bondsmen pay. If his bonds- 
men pay, then he must in turn pay to his bondsmen the amount 
they pay. It is for the relief of Boldenweck. He will get the 
sole benefit of it. If you will take the trouble to go through 
these cases that have been before former Congresses, Democratic 
and Republican, you will find they took the very view of them 
that this committee has taken, and which the House should take. 

They say that admitting the man who probably took this 
money was a civil-service appointee and not the appointee of 
Mr. Boldenweck, yet that Mr. Boldenweck having control over 
him, although not over his appointment and although he was 
guilty of no negligence, but was in all respects most careful and 
diligent, ought to be held responsible for what such appointee 
did. ‘There is not a bank or other business institution in the 
United States that would hold one of its officials to this hard 
rule. Suppose a bank had put its cashier in charge of funds 
and he had given bonds for the safekeeping of the same and 
the directors of the bank had put in a teller, the cashier having 
nothing to do with his appointment or selection, and the teller, 
without any fault or negligence on the part of the cashier, 
should steal a part of the money, can you conceive on what prin- 
ciple of justice the directors should hold personally responsible 


the cashier? 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 


Mr. HARDY. Were any of these cases that you cited in- 
stances where no track of the money had ever been found, or 
were they cases where it was clearly shown, by establishing the 
guilt of others, that the subtreasurer himself was not guilty? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know about that. I would imagine 
in a great many cases they never found anything, for the rea- 
son that some of these items are in the unavailable balance to 
which my friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] and 
my friend the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] re- 
ferred yesterday. I suppose if they had caught the guilty per- 
son the money would have been returned. I suppose they could 
not account for a great many of them, otherwise the amounts 
would not be in the unayailable balances. 

I venture the assertion that my record here and in the com- 
mittee will show that I am about as careful as anybody in this 
House in protecting the Treasury of the United States from un- 
just claims and demands, whether they are of a public or pri- 
vate nature, but I do not hesitate to express the opinion that 
there was never a more just claim presented to or passed by the 
House of Representatives than this, and I shall vote for it. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say that 
under all the circumstances I am going to oppose this bill. I 
think it is one of the most dangerous measures that has been 
up for consideration since I have been in Congress. I think 
the precedents referred to by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Krrcutn] show to this House that it is time to call 
a halt. The money that has been refunded by the Govern- 
ment to subtreasurers, in some of these cases, never to an 
amount greater than $40,000, is now greater than ever before, 
and has increased to $173,000. These head officers of the Goy- 
ernment who have charge of the Government’s money must be 
charged with the responsibility of honestly handling that money. 
The insurance companies now insure the honest conduct of the 
men working under these chief officers—that is, they stand 
ready to do it—and if we will hold the head officer responsible 
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he will take steps to make himself safe, and that will make the 
Government safe. 

I think this Congress ought to put the stamp of its disap- 
proval upon this kind of legislation. If a man can steal from 
the Government, and then his superior officer, the subtreasurer, 
can show that he had nothing to do with it, where, I ask, will 
this thievery stop? If the cashier of a bank steals money, he 
goes to the penitentiary. If the clerk in a store steals money, 
he goes to the penitentiary, but a man under the shield of the 
civil service of this Government must go unwhipt of justice; 
and the subtreasurer comes up here and says “I do not know 
anything about it.” It is high time that this House should go 
on record as saying to the subtreasurer “ You must go to the 
bonding company and have them insure you for any loss that 
may come from the misconduct of those who are under you.” 
The civil service does not prevent that; but if it does, then the 
civil service is rotten and is a shield for thieves. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this matter ought to be held up. Give 
the secret-service detectives a longer time to help ferret out this 
business in Chicago, and not relieve this man, the subtreasurer, 
from responsibility, as is suggested in this amendment. Let the 
Government’s secret-service men and detectives get busy and find 
the criminal in this matter, but do not let this Congress permit 
this proposition to have our sanction at this time. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, my only ex- 
cuse for detaining the committee at this late hour is that a 
number of errors as to the facts have crept into this discussion. 
From a careful analysis of the committee report and other 
documents available, I feel quite confident that when these facts 
are placed before you there will be little, if any, opposition to 
this bill. 

Let me say at the outset that the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cutior], who has made reference to a legal 
decision bearing on this case, and my good friend from Missouri 
[Mr. SHACKLEFORD] have together made as strong an argu- 
ment as could be made in favor of the passage of this bill. 
I think upon a little reflection they will both agree with me 
in that proposition, and I hope to see them vote for this meas- 
ure. I would also like to ask the special attention of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN], for I believe that he will 
be led, on more careful consideration of the principle involved 
in this case, to change his views. I have, of course, no contro- 
versy with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cuttop] as to the 
law. 

The gentleman from North Carolina has well stated, in reply 
to the gentleman from Indiana, that if Mr. Boldenweck were 
not technically liable, if there were no possibility of a liability 
under the bond, there would be no need of coming to Congress 
for relief. That brings me, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, to 
the principle involved in this case. 

This bill presents a much more important principle than is 
involyed in the adjustment of the accounts of a public officer, 
eyen for so large an amount as $173,000. This is what I wish 
to call to the consideration of the gentleman from Alabama 
especially, as well as other members of the committee, It has 
been said that there are 15 cases of subtreasurers or receivers 
of public money who have been relieved by act of Congress 
where there has been a shortage in their office through no negli- 
gence of their own. 

I may say that in addition to these cases of assistant treas- 
urers and receivers of public moneys there have been hundreds, 
I think I may even say thousands of cases, where this same 
principle has been applied to postmasters. Every other Govern- 
ment has the same problem to deal with. The principle is 
this: Shall the Government hold an official in charge of public 
money—who is technically and legally liable—responsible for a 
loss occurring under the administration of his office from an un- 
discovered or undiscoverable theft when there is no negligence 
attributed to him? ‘That is the principle involved, and if the 
gentleman from Alabama will look over the history of cases 
coming from his own State he will find numerous cases where 

ers have had to come here for relief, where there have 
been embezzlements, burglaries, and fires. Perhaps the most 
important case of this nature was the case that came from 
Chicago, also, where burglars tunneled under the stamp and 
money vaults of the post-office, drilled through the steel floor 
and stole something like $100,000 in stamps; it was exactly the 
same principle as is here involved. Congress very promptly 
gave relief in that case. 

Now, gentlemen, if you will stop and reflect for a few mo- 
ments, you will see that unless Congress grants this relief in 
a case of undiscoverable theft or an inexplainable loss, that 
you could not get in the United States a man who would accept 
on any terms a position of assistant treasurer or receiver of 
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public moneys or eyen the humblest postmaster. That is the 
principle involved in this case and why Congress is called upon 
to act. 

That brings me to the second question, whether the facts in 
this case are such as to justify this action, which has been 
uniform in cases of postmasters and other custodians of public 
money. William Boldenweck was appointed by President 
Roosevelt assistant treasurer at Chicago in charge of the sub- 
treasury in 1906. On the 16th of July he took the oath of office 
and qualified by giving a bond prescribed by the Government in 
$250,000 penalty, the amount prescribed by the Government, with 
the American Bonding Company, of Baltimore, Md., as surety. 

The bond is unlimited in its continuance and is still in full 
force and effect. The opinion of the Attorney-General is that 
the financial standing and responsibility of this company are 
good. When Mr. Boldenweck entered on the discharge of his 
duties he was 55 years old. 

Mr. MANN. Will my colleague yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Missouri yes- 
terday [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] to say that the bond had expired; 
that the right to bring suit on the bond had expired. 

Mr. BOUTELL. That was a misapprehension. There is no 
limitation in the bond, and I will place the bond in the record 
as an appendix to my remarks. When Mr. Boldenweck entered 
upon the discharge of the duties of this office he was 55 years 
old, a man well known in Chicago as a successful business man, 
of tried integrity and of proven financial ability. He had earned 
the confidence and esteem of his fellow-citizens by his upright 
and successful life among them, and by the conduct of his pri- 
vate affairs, and the discharge of the duties of numerous offices 
of trust and responsibility to which he had been called. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an 
inquiry? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] 
said that there was nothing on the face of the bond to show 
that it was not to run for an unlimited period. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes; there is no limitation in the bond. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman know whether 
there is a statute applicable to this case which prescribed that 
suits upon it must be brought within a certain time after the 
discoyery of the defaleation? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I do not. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I will make the state- 
ment that in some of these bonds there was a stipulation that 
if suit was not brought within one year after the discovery of 
the shortage it could not be maintained at all. I supposed that 
the bonds were uniform, and that it was contained in this, but 
I do know that that was a stipulation in some of the bonds 
that came before the committee that we examined. 

Mr. BOUTELL. ‘There is absolutely no such stipulation in 
this bond; it is unlimited as to its terms, and I have here a 
telegram from Mr. Boldenweck which I just received, in which 
he says: 

n ncurrent with commission. Abili of surety 
statute of limitations, twenty years. S We 

I may be pardoned, Mr. Chairman, for taking a few minutes 
to speak a little further of Mr. Boldenweck’s personality on 
account of the somewhat contemptuous way in which he was 
referred to by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CuLLor], who 
insisted that we ought not to favorably consider this bill simply 
because the beneficiary was a good fellow. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, Mr. Boldenweck is much more than that. He was born 
in Germany and brought with his parents to Chicago when he 
was an infant, with six other young children, and was left an 
orphan when he was a few years old. He went through the 
usual public sehool education. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. Was he not an applicant for this office, or 
was the appointment forced upon him? 

Mr. BOUTELL. He was not an applicant for the office. He 
considered very carefully before accepting it. It was urged 
upon him by the associated banks of Chicago. He was very 
averse to taking it. 

Mr. CULLOP. He never applied for it? 

Mr. BOUTELL. No. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then, you have not as many patriots in 
Chicago as elsewhere. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Well, we have our share of public-spirited 
citizens, and we also have those who have a good knowledge 
of the fitness of men for offices of high trust and responsibility. 

So, then, this young man who had been left an orphan in a 
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strange city worked his way up through the public schools, 
and then by the usual employment open to young men of that 
sort and by the time he was 25 years of age had earned a posi- 
tion as member of the firm of stone contractors of which his 
elder brother was the founder. Later on he became associated 
with larger financial transactions in the real estate and 
private banking and manufacturing business. 

In 1887, I think it was, he was living in Lake View, a 
municipality adjoining Chicago on the north, organized under 
an old township charter. He was elected supervisor of that 
town. Shortly after that Lake View organized as a city. He 
was unanimously nominated by the Republicans for the office 
of mayor. Such confidence did his fellow-citizens of all parties 
have in him that the Democrats unanimously indorsed him, 
and by an unopposed vote he was chosen the first mayor of 
this young city, next to Chicago. He was reelected, and then, 
when Lake View was taken into Chicago, he was appointed a 
member of the board of education, a position which in Chicago 
means much more than the name might seem to imply. It is a 
board that has the handling of all the millions of trust prop- 
erty devoted to school purposes. Later he was elected a mem- 
ber of the board of drainage trustees. He was reelected, sery- 
ing for eight years, three years of that time as president of 
the board. He declined the nomination for city treasurer of 
the city of Chicago, and when in 1906 the banks and other 
financial institutions urged him to take this position as assist: 
ant treasurer, he gave up his other business connections ang 
assumed this public office with some reluctance. 

Now we come down to the facts about the robbery. When 
Mr. Boldenweck took charge of the subtreasury in Chicago he 
found confronting him three things: First, he found that the 
Government furnished him the building, the rooms, the vaults, 
the cages, and all of the appliances for conducting the business 
of the subtreasury. The main office is a large first-floor room, 
like a banking office, in the federal building, with vaults in 
the basement. The cages of the tellers are arranged like the 
cages ina bank. Mr. Boldenweck has his private office like the 
cashier or president of a bank. The vaults are below in the 
basement. As this is a large office and there are many em- 
ployees, sometimes having custody of $100,000,000, you can see 
that the duties devolving upon him were those of the highest 
responsibility. 

Secondly, the Government not only furnished him with quar- 
ters, but the Government furnished him all of his employees and 
assistants, I call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
especially to this point. They were all appointed under the 
civil service. He could not change them. He could not even 
appoint a confidential assistant in his office. 

Thirdly, he had no right under the law to require indemnify- 
ing bonds of these men, but in answer to the point made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, I wish to say that all the employees of 
this office had given voluntary bonds to the predecessor of 
Mr. Boldenweck, so that when he came in he found all of his 
subordinates and all officials and employees of the office under 
these voluntary bonds. Now then, with a room and appurte- 
nances, with all the clerks and employees furnished for him, 
what happened? On the 20th of February, 1907, the assorting 
teller having charge of one of those cages in which the money 
was assorted reported to him that he was $173,000 short. An 
immediate examination was made, and the money was counted 
in the different cages and in the vaults. It was supposed that 
it might have been accidentally shipped to Washington. That 
was the only immediate explanation. It was found this was 
not true. Then, the department at Washington was notified 
and an examination was made. The examination disclosed the 
state of facts as represented by my colleague [Mr. PRINCE] and 
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

What did Mr. Boldenweck have to face? Simply this: That 
in the faithful discharge of his office he was met with an un- 
discovered, and, so far as he is concerned up to date, an undis- 
coverable, theft. The loss was just as unconsciously and 
unwillingly forced upon him as though the building had been 
destroyed by fire or blown up by a dynamite bomb. But not 
content to leave the discovery of the offender simply with the 
Department of Justice and the Treasury Department, Mr. Bol- 
denweck, who is a man of means, employed private detectives 
at his own expense, and he has told me that he has spent 
already over $5,000 in trying to have this thief discovered 
and brought to justice. He reported it at once to the dis- 
trict attorney of the city of Chicago, and told the district 
attorney that Fitzgerald, in whose cage the shortage occurred, 
had given a voluntary bond for $15,000, the amount required 
by his predecessor. Steps were immediately taken to begin 
suit to recover on that bond, when the surety company on 
Fitzgerald’s bond failed, showing no assets or no funds out of 
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which it could be paid, In every step of this case Mr. Bolden- 
weck has not only shown the diligence of a careful, prudent 
public official, but he has shown a personal interest in the 
matter of relieving the office under his jurisdiction from any 
stigma of negligence or mismanagement of any kind. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly. 

Gast TAWNEY. Did the assistant treasurer give a surety 

md? 

Mr. BOUTELL. The assistant treasurer has on file in the 
Treasury Department a bond of $250,000, without limitations, 
and signed by the American Bonding Company, of Baltimore. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under that bond is the company liable for 
the defalcation? 

Mr. BOUTELL. That, of course, is a technical legal ques- 
tion. That is the very question raised by the gentleman from 
Indiana. I do not attempt to dispute what he stated respecting 
the law, because it depends altogether upon the language of the 
bond, which I will print in the RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOP. I did not understand the question of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota as to the liability of the bond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I asked if the assistant treasurer had given 
a bond, and whether under that bond the company was not 
liable for the amount of the defalcation? 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; there is no question in law about that; 
none whatever. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not seen the bond. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I think the gentleman from Indiana will 
agree with me, without questioning the legal decision, that it 
depends altogether upon the language of the penalty in the 
bond as to what the liability is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it is a competent company, the bonding 
company is liable; then this is for the relief of the bonding 
company. 

Mr. CULLOP. Does not the law require the department to 
take a bond that was competent, and if they do not do it, then 
the negligence is both upon the subtreasurer and the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States, because the statute re- 
quires what that bond shall contain and the measure of its 
liability? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Of course, what the Government can enforce 
in the bond depends on the terms of the instrument. If the 
bond covers in a general way the entire safe-keeping and return 
of money, of course, the gentleman is right. 

If, however, the bond is one that he will not speculate, then 
loss that occurs by that reason could be recovered under that 
bond. If it is a bond that he will not engage in any’ other 
business, then a loss that occurs by theft could not be re- 
covered under that bond. It is simply a question of interpre- 
tation by the court of the liability under the bond. 

Mr. CULLOP. But the gentleman does not assume for a 
moment that, with the care that the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Tawney] has pointed out in the administration of the 
Treasury Department, it would take a bond that was not re- 
quired and in pursuance of the letter of the statute? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then the bond is liable. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been stated here that the effect of this 
bill, if passed, would be to relieve the bondsmen. I do not so 
understand it. I understand the bill is simply to give the 
credit to the officer giving this bond, and that the liability of 
the bond will be entirely unaffected as between the General 
Government and the bondsman. Is there any doubt about 
that? 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELL. This bill gives him credit on the books. 

Mr. CULLOP. If you relieve the principal, there is nothing 
for the surety to make good. You are wiping out now by this 
legislation the liability of the principal, and, of course, his 
surety is then relieved from responsibility. It follows as a 
natural legal result. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman’s statement as a general 
proposition of law may be good, but the proposition of this bill 
is not to relieve the principal, except to the extent that it is 
stated in the bill. The lability remains, if there is a liability, 
on the bond. The liability remains to sue that bond. There 
is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to state right here that there 
is no proposition on the part of the committee, no suggestion 
ever made by me or anyone else, that there was to be any effort 
made to relieve the surety on the bond, in case the surety can 
be held, as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kxirxn]. 

Mr. CULLOP. But that is the legal effect. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Assuming, now, that the bondsmen are lia- 
ble, and that judgment would be obtained against the bondsmen, 


and the bondsmen should have to pay the amount to the Gov- 
ernment, would not the bondsmen immediately proceed against 
the assistant treasurer and collect their money from him? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understood the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL], in answer to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], to state that it might be or would be possible 
for the Government to recover from the bonding company upon 
this bond, although it passed this bill and relieved the assistant 
treasurer of the liability. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], if any legislation can bring about that 
result, this legislation will. This simply adjusts the accounts 
of the subtreasurer. It does not mention the bond. There is 
not anything in this bill that would show there was a bond in 
existence, and I would not like to commit myself, offhand, as to 
what the opinion of the Supreme Court would be on a suit on 
this bond. But there is no attempt in this bill to relieve the 
bondsmen, in express words. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman must appre- 
hend that if the bond is given to answer for the conduct of the 
assistant treasurer or subtreasurer in any manner covered by 
this bond, and Congress relieved the subtreasurer from liability 
of matters for which the bond was given to secure, the Govern- 
ment would have no recourse to recover. 

Mr. BOUTELL. If the gentleman from Georgia is right, he 
has made another very strong argument in favor of the passage 
of this bill and the uniform practice of Congress in relieving 
postmasters and other custodians of public money, who have had 
undiscoverable thefts occur under the administration of their 
offices. But we do not need to pass upon that question here. 
If the Treasury has any further rights after the passage of this 
bill, they would certainly exercise them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the gentleman will permit, 
I will say I have tried to listen to what he has said, which I 
always do, with attention and pleasure. The fact that the 
bondsman would be relieved would not be any reason why I 
should vote against the bill. I believe that if the Government 
ought to relieve this man, and the facts justify it in relieving 
him, it should be done, no matter if it would relieve the bonds- 
man. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I am very glad the gentleman believes that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will simply close, as it is getting late, 
with the hope—— 

Mr. CULLOP. Has the Government ever brought any suit 
on this bond? 

Mr. BOUTELL. No. 

Mr. CULLOP. Do you not think that it ought to exhaust its 
remedy for the purpose of uncovering this theft before we 
pass this bill? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I do not think that would uncover the theft. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then, you are not in favor of a legal investi- 
gation of the matter in order to convict the man who did it? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I do not think that it is a fair conclusion— 
that a fair man would make—to say that because a suit had 
not been brought on the bond that every effort had not been 
made to discover the thief. There have been a great many 
innuendos just like that thrown out by the gentleman from 
Indiana that have appeared in newspaper comments on this 
case and elsewhere to the effect that no efforts had been made 
to discover the theif, and that some one was being shielded. 

I think that those insinuations are entirely out of place in 
this committee. We have an organized bureau, under an 
organized department, for examining into these matters. Any 
attempt to investigate this theft by a committee of Congress 
would perhaps thwart the effort of this department and prevent 
the discovery of the thief right at the threshold of such discov- 
ery. Any attempt to bring the secret-service men in here and 
publish broadcast what they know might absolutely prevent 
catching the thief when they had their hands almost upon him, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will close by simply saying—— 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I must decline to yield, on account of the 
lateness of the hour. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—— / 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Just a question. 

Mr. BOUTELL. For just a question. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The prosecution having been in the state 
court, should not the department at Washington have either 
permitted the giving of testimony in the state court to secure 
the detection of the thief or else turned the matter over to the 
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Department of Justice, so that the prosecution might be had in 
the federal court? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will say, in answer to that, that if the 
Secret Service Bureau thought that they had information tend- 
ing to show that there was every probability that some one else 
was the thief and that by disclosing the facts known to the 
@epartment the thief would be enabled to escape, then they are 
justified in withholding their information; and I should say 
probably that was their reason for withholding it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I just want to suggest the department at 
Washington never gave any assistance to Mr. Boldenweck, whom 
A believe was active and zealous about the thief 
that stole the money, and the department at Washington with- 
‘held all assistance from Boldenweck. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Another very excellent reason why we should 
stand by the uniform practice adopted by Congress and pass this 
bill and give Mr. Boldenweck relief. 

I will simply say, in closing my remarks, that this measure 
officials; it is approved by the De- 

Senate unanimously in the 


the report of the Committee on Claims on the bill, with the 
wiews of the minority: 

TREASURY 
2 January 30, 210 
Hon. H. B. * 2 


t tre: 
4 Mr, Bol executed a bond in the sum of 
250, on J 8, 1906, with American Bonding Company, of 
m as sure’ That is now ån full force and effect. This 
company is certified by the Attorney-General of the United States as a 
ee one See ee ee bonds running to the United States in 
accor. ith p: of the act of Congress of August 13, 
1894. The certification of the Attorney-General is now in force as to 
this company, and the —— and annual financial statements of the 
said company to t show that it is at this time a per- 
growing are 


bond has not yet run four n to be renewed. 
2. The office of assistam of the Uni States Eg ae ea 
TH., was transferred to Mr. Boldenweck on Jul he 
ified for said office on that soci Soc e Imme- 
tely following his tion and entrance upon d there was a 
complete examination of the office and count of the which was 
found to be correct, as shown by the books on the day when Mr. 


Boldenweck entered upon 
8. Mr. Boldenweck advised 
1907, of bape? eth at the 
amounting to . 
I inclose herewith a 
Very respectfully, 


his office by telegram dated February 26, 
close of —— on February 20. 1007. 


BOND—ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


(Section 3600, Revised Statutes United States.) 


following rules must be observed in the execution of this bond: 


The 
1. ed under the act of Con- 


. The full name and 
written in the body of the 
ame Ae DODA Munt DOSE BAS AS SE EBS RY SR REM TE On Mey 

uted. 

4. The bond must be signed the princi, and surety, and the sig- 
nature of each party must E be —.— in the —— of two persons, 3E 


must sign names as wi 5 
5. A seal of wax or wafer must be attached to the signature of the 
2 and of each individual surety. A corporate surety must affix 
col 


rporate seal. 

6. Evidence of the qualification of a surety company under depart- 
ment rogoi tons, and of the authority of its officers or agents executing 
the bond on its behalf, must be filed in the department, but must not be 
attached to the bond. ; 

T. All erasures or interlineations must be noted above the signatures 
of the witnesses as having been made before execution of the bond. 

RULES APPLICABLE ONLY TO INDIVIDUAL SURETIES. 

B. There must not be less than two individual sureties. 

9. The sureties must justify in unencumbered real estate at its fair 
market value in amounts the aggregate of which will be equal to at least 
twice the ty of the bend. 

10. surety must make and sign an affidavit of the amount he is 
‘and above all his debts and liabilities and such exemptions 


. —— . ties — t 
A A sure are si en 
to the full ty of the bond. 

A woman wiH not be accepted as a surety. 


That we, William Boldenw: of Chicago, III., as prin 
timore as surety, — 


of 
States of America in 
d do 


1906. 


ents. 
Sealed with and dated this 3d day of July, in the 
2 2 sach that w the 


The condition of foregoing obligation 
President of the United States hath, pursuant to law, ted 
William assistant treasurer of the United 


Corpora te seal of Company of Baltimore. J. 
Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of— 
„ W. DURHAM. 


[House Report No. 239, Sixty-first Congress, second session.] 
WILLIAM BOLDENWECK. 


recommend the 
endments: Amend the title 
ieu thereof 


“That the Secretary of 


resenting d in Fe 1907, in 
belonging to the United States while in the custody 
of an assorting CCC 


said money ha 


as 

for this purpose the 

of any moneys in the Treasury not 

So that 

“A pill authorizing a credit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the 

opty “ United States. 

“Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury and the pro 
officers of the Department be, and ate Soret, 
and directed to credit in the accounts of the of 


nited States the sum of $173,000, now carried in the accounts of 
the ofco of the t treasurer of the United States at Chicago, III., 
and in the general account of the Treasurer of the United States as 
* unavailable 8 5 found in February, 
1907, $n the amount of money belo to the United States while in 
the custody o in the office of said assistant treas- 
urer, the loss of said money having occu through no fault or negii- 
gence on the treasurer, and said sum bein: 
amount statement of the Treasurer nited i 
in his annual reports since the year 1907 as unavailable funds, office of 
assistant treasurer at for e said sum of 
$178,000 is hereby ro out of any moneys in 
otherwise 
ee er ee ee in the public funds in the custeer 
of officials of the United States Goverment as an exceedingly serious 
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matter, and would not favorably report a bill providing: for the relief 


of mr such official unless, upon careful scrutiny, it clearly 1 45 
that the official was in no wise implicated in the shortage, and t he 
took every precaution to prevent losses, was constant in his attendance 
treasury, and exercised due diligence in the discharge of his 


We believe Mr. Boldenweck did all these things, and we do not find 
that his honesty and integrity are anywhere called into on. 

William Boldenweck was 8 assistant treasurer of the United 
States, in charge of the subtreasury at Chicago, on July 16, 1906. 
With Mr. Franklin W. Lantz, Chief of the Redemption Bureau of the 
United States Treasury, he counted the funds in the subtreasury. The 
fact that it required some three weeks to do this counting indicates the 
large amount of money received and kept in that place. 

Upon assuming control Mr. Boldenweck made certain changes in the 
methods of conducting the business of the subtreasury, for the purpose 
of providing additional safeguards for the keeping of the funds. 

he following affidavit contains an explanation of these changes, 
as well as a history of the case, and a statement of the measures taken 
—_ the discovery of the shortage to ascertain who were the guilty 
parties : 


To the honorable Members of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: On February 20, 1907, the sum of $173,000 was found 
to have disappeared from the subtreasury at Chicago, Ill. As assistant 
treasurer of the United States in charge of the subtreasury at Chicago, 
I was charged with the custody of these funds, and inasmuch as a bill 
has been laid before Congress to relieve me and my bondsmen from lia- 
bility for the loss thus sustained by the Treasury Department, I deem 
it proper that I should make a full statement covering the whole period 
of ey incumbency in office, but embodying more especially those facts 
which tend or e lsc to throw light upon the mysterious disappear- 
ance of these fun 

My al gto as assistant treasurer of the United States having 
charge of the subtreasury at Chicago took effect on July 16, 1906. On 
July 14, following my appointment by His Excellency the President of 
the United States and the confirmation of that appointment by the Sen- 
ate, E was informed that on July 16 Mr. Lantz, ief of the Redemption 
Bureau, would be at the subtreasury in Chicago, with his assistan 
verify the cash then on hand, and that I should be there with one re 
resentative (whose pay should not exceed $5 per day) to satisfy myself 
as to the correctness of the count. I appeared there at the time ap- 
pointed with my representative, and in so far as I could I watched the 
entire count in person. To count all the money then in the vaults of 
the subtreasury took about three 5 business going on uninterrupt- 
edly in the meantime. It was not until the count was finished that I 
could devote my undivided attention to the Nar ype 4 duties of my 
office and look into the system and working of the department. I ha 
been informed by my 28 in office that on three different occa- 
sions, within a very limited riod, three 7 of unfit currency 
which had been entered upon the books as having n bay Sry ee by the 
banks had either disa from the subtreasury or had not been 
brought in ar the banks at all. This led me.to first investigate the 
manner in which the business of the redemption department was con- 

u A 

I found that it was the practice of the banks to bring their mutilated 
currency to the subtreasury in sealed packages, with the amounts which 
these packages contained on the outside of the wrappers. These sealed 
packages, done ap in bundles, were soepen by the redemption teller, 
who gave a conditional receipt for the whole amount which the bundle 
was supposed to contain. felt that this practice ought to be cor- 
rected, and accordingly I at once notified the banks that all bundles 
of mutilated currency tendered to the subtreasury should be so done up 
as to expose the number of packages contained in the bundle and the 
amount of money contained in each pa „so that these could be then 
and there verified by the redemption teller, and a receipt obtained from 
him for the number of small packages, as well as for the amount which 
each of the small ckages contained. The redemption teller was also 
ordered to take a like receipt from the assorting teller, and the assort- 
ing teller was instructed to take a like receipt from the men assistin, 
him. I also directed the assorting teller to keep an account of al 
mutilated currency turned in to him, and of all overages, shortages, 
and counterfeit money, and instructed him to make a report to me daily 
with respect to these items. e 

In the silver and minor coin department the practice was to receive 
the bags of coin and issue receipts for them without weighing them in 
the bulk, and the banks were continually complaining on account of 
shortages. To correct this condition I at once gave orders that no 
coin should be received and no coin shipped without having first been 
weighed in bulk, and my instructions were that if it was found to be 
either too light or too heavy the bag should be at once returned to the 
depositor and a count made for verification; and in this department 
also an order was given that in future a daily report should be made 
to me of all shortages, overages, and so forth. Following the practice 
which I thus inaugurated, experience has shown that time and 


i 
bags have been returned to the depositor as being from $10 to 100 
short in each instance. On occasions, too, overages have been found. 


The subtreasury at Chicago has three vaults. These are under the 
constant supervision of two vault clerks, neither one of whom is allowed 
to enter the vaults in the absence of the other. After I had been in 
office for some months I N discovered that the bars of the 
doors were so wide apart that the clerk haying what is known as the 
“master key ” could insert his hand through the bars and o the vault 
from the inside. I immediately reported this condition to the custodian 
of the Treasury, but the change which I deemed wise as tending to 
greater security was not approved by the Supervising Architect. Ac- 
cordingly, at my own expense, I provided temporary means of better 

rotection, until the Secretary of the Treasury presently ordered the 
oors to be made safe. 

Then, again, I found that the wire cages in which the currency count- 
ers and gold weighers worked were inadequate, so that the practice 
had grown up of counting outside of the cages. Moreover, the cages 
were scattered in different parts of the department. I had all these 
cages grouped together, and I added to them several cages which were 
in the basement and were not in use. The cages as rearranged were so 
placed that a man at work in any one of the cages commanded a view 
of all that was going on in the other cages. 

Formerly, the general checking Me of the cash had been allowed to go 
for several months, while now it is never allowed to go longer than 
fifteen days, and is often checked up every three or four days. What 
we call the vault proper, which used to be checked up about once in two 
weeks, is now checked every day. 


alike el a eh ee a ee aati Sas 


Formerly. the shipping of mutilated currency was in charge of the 
vault clerks, but 17 is now done by two men under the supervision 
of the asso teller, who takes their receipt for all moneys turned 
over to them, while they in turn take the express company’s receipt for 
the moneys when cme goed 

Formerly no record was kept of gold brought in by the banks in ex- 
change for gold certificates, on which the banks have to pay for light- 
weight gold at the rate of 4 cents a grain. As the office is now man- 
aged, the gold tendered in oranye tpr certificates is first weighed in 
bulk and the gross weight marked on a tag. The bag is then opened 
If the number of 


and the pieces are counted. ieces is found to be cor- 


rect, each piece is weighed separately, and all light weight is charged to 
the bank. Then whatever gold is found to be one-half of 1 per cent light 
(the government regulation) is put in separate bags and held at the 


subtreasury until orders arrive for its shipment to the mint, while the 
full-weight Id is bagged and put in store. Neither unfit currency 
nor light-weight gold is now paid for out of the subtreasury until the 
count and weight are amply verified and found to be correct. Depart- 
ing now from the practices prevailing at the subtreasury before and 
since my incumbency of the office, and the added precautions which I 
have from the very first taken to make my custody of government funds 
more secure, I beg to present all of the facts which are known with 
respect to the shortage of $173,000 which was discovered on February 
20, 1907, as above stated. 

Nothing had occurred to arouse suspicion or in any way to suggest 
that shortage existed until the very moment when the shortage was 
reported. On Wednesday, ee 20. 1907, at about 3.30 o'clock 
p. m., Mr. G. W. Fitzgerald reported that his cash was short $173,000. 
The last checking up of all of the tellers and of the cash in the vault 
had been done six working days before that, on the afternoon of Feb- 
ruary 11, after office hours, and everything had been found to be cor- 
rect. On February 20 Mr. Fitzgerald, who had been out to lunch, re- 
turned to his post about thirty-five minutes late. He was informed 
that his wife had telephoned to him that her sister had died and that 
he should come home as early as possible. This information was 
brought to me by my cashier, and as Mr. Fitzgerald had asked to be 
excused for the following day, I told ny Scere to put Mr. Lock in 
charge. It appears that after Mr. Lock had finished his own work, at 
about 3.30 p. m., he inquired of Mr. Fitzgerald if he had balanced his 
cash, and Mr. Fitzgerald told him he was $173,000 short. 

Mr. Lock then went into the cage and assisted Mr. Fitzgerald in 
counting the currency and found the shor just as stated. hen my 
cashier, on learning of the shortage, immediately went into the ê, 
and with the aid of one of the vault clerks counted the cash, and he, 
too, found a shortage just as stated. The currency in the vault was 
then verified and found to be correct. We worked that night until 9 
o'clock without getting any clew to the missing funds. The next morn- 
ing 1 immediately notified Capt. T. Porter, of the Secret Service, and 
on his suggestion I employed Pinkerton's detectives to shadow all the 
men who had any dealings with Mr. Fitzgerald. At the same time, 
thinking that per 1 e missing funds had been by mistake packed 
and shi to the asury at Washington, I telegraphed to the Chief 
of the Redemption Bureau at Washington to personally supervise the 
opening and counting of the packages of money shipped from Chicago 
on February 19 and 20 and report to me any error. 

On the same day (February 21), in the afternoon, in the presence 
of Mr. Schumacher and Captain Porter, I had the men working under 
me brought before me, one by one, in my private office, and there they 
were closely questioned with respect to whatever they knew or had 
seen which could tend to throw any light upon the ppearance of 


the money. This investigation was continued throughout all of the 
next day (Washington's Birthday). Mr. Fi rald's statement was 
that he had balanced the night of February 19; that he had checked 


his cash into the vault that night, and had again checked it out of 
the vault the following day, the 20th, and that it was correct. ge. | 
his absence at lunch on February 20 bis cage was locked, and it woul 

have been impossible for anyone to have entered it without being seen. 
as the men's lockers were very close to Fitzgerald's cage, and all of 
the employees, in going to and returning from lunch, had to pass his 
cage in order to to their lockers. 

On the day when the shortage was reported there was only one 
visitor at the subtreasury. He was shown through the office, after 
registering, by Mr. G. Stapp. And an investigation was afterwards 
made as to him by the Pinkerton detectives. 

Mr. Fitzgerald, on being asked what his opinion was with respect 
to the shortage, felt very positive that the money had not been shipped 
to Washington. Word was not received from Washington until Satur- 
day, February 23, at 5.30 o'clock p. m., and the reply which I received 
was that the shipments made from my office on February 19 and 20 
were found to be correct. 

From that day to this there has been no development, so far as I 
know, to throw any real light upon the strange disappearance of these 
funds. Although the secret-service agents of the Government and the 
force of Chicago detectives have been continuously at work on the 
matter, it still remains a mystery. 

In conclusion, I can only say, with the consciousness that I am 
speaking with rfect truth, that I have taken every step during my 
incumbency which I thought calculated to improve upon the practices 
prevailing in the office before time; that I have done all in my 

wer to safeguard the moneys of the Government; that it has been m 
nvyariable practice to be at my post at 8 o'clock in the morning an 
continue there until the vaults are closed at night, and that I have 
lost no opportunity to circulate among the men who are working under 
me, so as to exercise over them the strictest and most diligent super- 
vision. 

I earnestly hope that the foregoing statement will appeal to you as 
the unvarnished truth, so far as the truth has come to my knowledge, 
and that you may find in it good ground for believing that I have done 
all that could be done to prevent this heavy loss, a loss which would 
fall as an overwhelming hardship upon me and my bondsmen unless 


gress acts for our relief. 
a War. BoLDEN Weck, 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, 88: 


William Boldenweck, being first duly sworn, upon his oath says that 
he is the assistant treasurer of the United States in charge of the sub- 
8 at Chicago, III.; that he prepared the foregoing statement to 
which his name is subscribed; and that all of the matters therein set 
forth are true of his own knowledge. 

War. BOLDENWECK. 


eile and sworn to before me this 9th day of January, A. D, 
[SEAL] HENRY LocK, Notary Public. 


1910. 
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The cage in which the shortage was found was checked, we are 
informed, on February 11, 1907, and a eae as correct by the em- 
ployees assigned to do the checking. r. Boldenweck stated to the 
committee that no employee knew when or by whom his accounts 
were to be checked, nor did the employees who were to do the check- 
ing know that they were to check any particular employee until 
assigned to do so. 

He also stated that he was in his office every business day from the 
date of his appointment until the date of the shortage, and gave his 
personal attention to the business. 

The Treasury Department, upon bei informed of the shortage, 
ordered Mr. G. C. Bantz, then deputy assistant treasurer of the United 
States, to Chicago to investigate, and under date of February 26, 1907, 
he reported as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT TREASURER 
F THE UNITED STATES, 


0 
Chicago, III., February 26, 1907. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, age 3 
Washington, D. C. 


Sır: I arrived ať the subtreasury last night at 4.15 5 m., and was 
In consultation with the assistant treasurer, Captain Porter, and Mr. 
Schumacher, the Pinkerton man, until 7 o'clock. This morning I tele- 
graphed you the information I received from the assistant treasurer and 
also from Captain Porter and the Pinkerton man, a copy of which I 
inclose. As stated therein, the shortage was discovered on the afternoon 
of February 20. Mr. Boldenweck explains his failure to inform the 
department at once of the shortage in this way: He says he was not 
sure until Saturday, at about 6 o’clock, that it was not an error in ship- 
ments to Washington. He had wired the treasurer in regard to the mat- 
ter, but up to that time had no reply. Then he received a telegram from 
the treasurer, saying that the money shipped to him on February 19 and 
20 was found all right. Immediately on receipt of this telegram he 
wired you the amount of the shortage. He says that it was hard to 
believe that anyone could take 3 from the assorting teller's cage. 
Mr. Fitzgerald, the teller, had his entire confidence, and until Saturday 
night he could not believe that anything was seriously wrong. Captain 
Porter and Mr, Schumacher have several of the employees under suspi- 
cion and watched. Just what may develop from their efforts I am 
unable to state. 

Mr. Boldenweck states that on the 21st all the paper money in the 
office was counted, bill by bill, to make sure that no error had been 
made in any of the paper money. This count was in addition to a count 
that was made on the 20th of the paper money in the vaults. Not 
finding ag bee wrong there, he felt that the error was in the ship- 
ments to Washington, until we received the telegram from the treasurer. 
Neither the assorting teller (Fitzgerald) nor the others suspected have 
been suspended as yet. This action or inaction by the assistant treas- 
urer is the result of the advice of Captain Porter and Mr. Schumacher. 
Neither think that suspension or arrests at this time is the proper 
ne and the United States district attorney (Mr. Sims) seems to 
thin ney are right. Mr. Fitzgerald will be given leave of absence to- 
morrow, I think. The assorting teller does not deal with the public 
in any way. His dealings are entirely with the different tellers, and 
the loss is not the result of a wrong payment to anyone on the outside. 
Personally, I think it is a clear case of steal. In order to establish 
the fact that the shortage is not somewhere in the case, I suppose an 
official count will be necessary. I have not had an op rtunity to give 
much attention to the books, as I have been busy with Ca Porter 
and others all day. The books do not seem at all promising to me, 
The assorting teller has nothing to do with any of the books except the 
cash-settlement book and the tellers’ settlements. All these books have 
been checked by the cashier and nothing found. I shall take them up 
to-morrow. I shall report Immediately anything of importance. 

Awaiting your instructions, I am, 

Respectfully, G. C. BANTZ, 
Deputy Assistant Treasurer. 
And on March 30, 1907, Mr. Bantz reported further : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, March 30, 1907. 
Hon. GEORGE B. CORTELYOU, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Sır: I have the honor to submit the following report of the ex- 
88 a e 12 15 3 . the office of the assistant 
reasurer o e Un es, Chicago, „ Made under authort 
department letter of March 2, 1907: To 
was assisted in the examination by Mr. John Moon, of the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and by Messrs. W. J. Manning, E. M. 
sce rep, and H. H. Hulbirt, of the office of the Treasurer of the United 
atés. - : 

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury I left Washington for 
Chicago on February 24, arriving in Chicago on the 25th, but m 
sistants did not arrive until Sunday, March 3. 2 2 eae 

e count oi e assets 00 a shortage of $173,000, the lia- 
bilities of the office being that amount in excess of the assets. This 
shortage appeared when the assorting teller’s cash was counted. 

Following Is an account of the manner in which the examination and 
count were conducted : : 

The examination of the books and accounts and the count of the 
assets n on the morning of March 4 and was finished March 18, 
1907. All the currency was counted note by note. Much of the gold 
coin was counted piece by piece; the remainder was weighed against 
carefully counted tests bags. The silver dollars, subsidiary silver coin, 
and minor coin were handled in the same manner. Statements of the 
accounts of the Treasurer of the United States and of the various oft- 
cers of the Government were rendered to the close of business March 2 
1907, and acknowledgments of the correctness of the balance as shown 
by these statements have with few exceptions (8) been received. Where 
such acknowledgments were not received, the balances in the accounts 
were proven by checking credits and debits since the last acknowledg- 
ments received by the Chicago office. 

I inclose herewith a statement showing the liabilities of the office on 
the several accounts and also the assets, by ds and classes of money, 
on hand at close of business March 2 2 

In addition to the assets, blank gold certificates, series of 1900, of the 
nominal value of $1,580,000 were found. This amount agrees with the 
records of the United States Treasury. 

laborers to 
o stran, 


Department letter of March 2 authorized me to emplo; 
handle” the bags of coin, but the assistant treasurer ob, gers 


ie 
rers, a 
There is carried 


In place of the 


and for that reason none were employed. 
etail of the office force was given me to handle the coin. 
in the assets of the office uncurrent coin to the 
amount of $2,965,000. 

After an examination and test by weight of a quantity of this cani 


I am satisfied that at least 40 F spol cent of it is current coin and shou 
not be classed as uncurrent; therefore I have the honor to recommend 
that the assistant treasurer be requested to have this coin reweighed 
at such times as the work of his office will admit. Under its present 
classification this coin is only fit for recoinage, and I estimate that the 
cost of recoinage would be at least $14,825. A reweighing of the coin, 
I think, will result in a saving of probably $3,000 or $4,000 in cost of 

I desire to bring to your notice the poor compensation given those 
responsible at the Chicago 9 for the receipt, yment, and 
care of very large sums of money. ith the exception of the salaries 
of the assistant treasurer and the cashier, the highest salary paid any 
employee is 51, 800. 

The matter was submitted by the committee to the Treasury De- 
partment, and the following “he nee favorable to the passage of a 
measure for the relief of Mr. Boldenweck were received: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE sens 
2 


Washington, January 1908. 


CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, * your reference 
for consideration and report, of H. R. 7603, being a bill authorizing a 
eredit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United States. 

The relief sought in this case is authority to remove from the ac- 
counts of the Treasurer of the United States an item carried therein 
as “Unavailable funds, office of assistant treasurer of the United 
States, Chicago,“ a shortage of $173,000 in the amount of money be- 
longing to the United States while in the custody of the assistant 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago, III., who is responsible for 
the safe-keeping thereof under his official bond. 

The shortage was discovered and reported to the department by Mr. 
William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer at Chicago, February 24, 1907, 
copy incl A party of experts from the department made a thorough 
examination of the office, and Mr. G. C. Bantz, Deputy Assistant Treas- 
urer of the United States, who was in charge of the examination, stated 
in his report, dated March 30, 1907, that the count of the assets dis- 
closed a shortage of $173,000, the liabilities of the office being that 
amount in excess of the assets. This shortage appeared when the 
assorting teller's cash was counted. 


The amount of the liabilities was found to be 
And the amount of the assets in— 


$62, 401, 507. 62 


55, 000. 00 
61, 766, 012. 01 
190, 905. 00 


62, 228, 507. 62 

(The books of the office showed that ö 
3882888 teller should have had 

r eek TS} 000.00 

ia — 62, 401, 507. 62 


Every effort has been made to discover the cause of the shortage 
without avail, and the department is satisfied the loss occurred through 
no fault or negligence on the part of the assistant treasurer, and the 
bill is approved with the su tion that the words out of any mone 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated” be added after line 7, 


page 2, of the bill. 
e GEO. B. CorTetyou, Secretary. 


— 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, February 11, 1908. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 6th instant, asking for copies of the report made by the experts 
sent to Chicago from She department and by Chief Wilkie and others 
sent to Chicago to investigate the shortage found last February in the 
office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in that city. 

The Chief of the Secret Service Division states that his work and the 
reports of his operatives relate only to the criminal side of the case, 
and as it is not yet completed it would be detrimental to public interests 
to furnish copies of the reports at this time, but his investigation dis- 
closed nothing to indicate that Mr. Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of 
the United States, was in anywise at fault or negligent in the matter. 

No report has been received from United States Attorney Sims, and 
it is understood no one has yet been indicted. 

Herewith are inclosed copy of the reports of Mr. G. C. Bantz, deputy 
assistant treasurer, the examiner in charge, and copies of letters from 
Mr. 8 

Y, 


Respectful J. B. REYNOLDS, Acting Secretary, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, ; 
Washington, January 8, 1909. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 7th instant, asking for any additional facts and information bear- 
ing on H. R. 7603, being a bill authorizing a credit in certain accounts 
of the Treasurer of the United States. 

In reply you are informed that no additional information has been 
received in this office since January 17, 1908, on which date a letter 


was sent to you giving all the information available in the case and 


GEORGE B. CORTELYOU, Secretary. 


All the employees in the Chicago subtreasury were under civil service, | 
and no were made in the office force when Mr. Boldenweck took 


The emplo while his p had charge 
were continned 45 omiee, he had no power to remove any of them 
or appoint new men case of vacancies. 


Being employees were not uired by: 
Jaw to = bonds either for the performance o T ther duties 
or for the safe-keeping, pep Sone for, and paying —.— the publie 
moneys that came into thei the course of business. 

However, Mr. Bol: ‘s pred believing that 
handled large sums of public moneys should be bonded, t 

ds to were in force 


‘bon ‘cover 

weck took charge and r under him. 
discovered steps en by him to collect 
ithe face of the bond covering the employee in whose 


cage the 
was discovered, but the surety e failed about this time. 
The following correspondence — the diligence of Mr. Boldenweck | 


in endeavoring to recover on this bond: 
OFFICE or UNITED STATES ATORES 
July 12, 1907. 


Sin: I have the honor to inform you that I have been requested by. 
Hon. William Bo t treasurer of the United States at 


suit against the M ien SUT er recur ge New 
York, ing suit aaxthet the Metrop: Williams, urer, 
Mr. Bol ‘eck's by larceny and embezzlement 
po nk of s W. Fitzgerald, a former employee in the office of 
the su a 


I have not been instructed by the Treasury — REENA 
attorney for Mr. Boldenweck in a suit of this nature. —— 
2 47 — Oren be V 


. ewe a respectfully ask for instructions as to whether or not this 
a case in which the attorney shall represent the assist- 
sant treasurer of the United States. 


Very respectfully, Bown W. SIMs, 
8 United States Attorney. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI 
Washington, July 13° 1907. 

Sin: I have the honor to submit herewith a copy of a letter re 

ved from the United States ‘attorney for the n district of 
Illinois relative to the est of the present assistant treasurer of the 
United States at t he institute United. Bates. to ree bond of 
the former ass of the recover the 


istant 
amount of the eg e subtreasury at that place. 
Please advise me — it is your Geke that Anis course should 
pursued to recover the amount of the loss. 
ully, M. D. Pourpy, 
Acting Attorney-General. 
The SECRETARY or THE ‘TREASURY. 


„ D. C., July 78, 1907 


Sm: I aana: been handed a letter from Mr. Purdy, ana Acting Attor- 
copy of a letter from Mr. Sims, the States 


Uni 
3 for the northern district of Illinois, inquiring whether he shall 


represent the assistant treasurer in a proposed suit inst the Metro- 
Einem qig OS Company, 3 New N on its bond insuring William 
Wi inst loss by larceny and em- 


mr iger ¥ art a George W. W. F ees a former employee in 


in the gray egy Selim VS submitted t 


There is nothin o show whether 
£ = TIESIN naeia * the P Errail of 


the alleged perme a 
the office 


of ass by. illiams or the present 
assistant treasurer, ag "Bo enweck. Nor does it that the 
of the 3 extends to Mr. Williams's successor, under 
whom the default is to have occurred. 
that 2 E. an ng i liability on the . 7 — the 
companx as surety for w may be enfo resent 
ass treasurer, I am the —- — ly p 


JE the United States attorn 
ar — are toner, — 


F. A. Reeve, Assistant Solicitor. 
The SECRETARY OF THE ‘TREASURY. 


„ 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 1, 1909. 
Sm: Referr to your letter of the 21st ultimo, in regard to the 
bili for the reli Felt o ot William tem yrs 8 treasurer of der: 
n 0 8a at, after careful consider- 
ation ot the matter s er aad consitiation with tae United States attorne 2 


Chiengo, I am of the measure will no in- 
terfere with yeg . —. nt of 9 of the subtreasury W. 
stole the money referred to. 


„ CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
Attorney. 


Hon. 5 E a 
ouse of Representatives. 
Mr. niece . 


Bantz, Assistant Treasurer, and who has been con- 
nected continuously with the Treasury Department of the United States 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| ginco 1878, submitted to 


JANUARY 21, 


AE ETAR EE O EO Aan EN 
ing statement, in answer to 2 request from the committee 


. ops the relief of various o 
offices through no fault or neglect 


for losses — 


in their offices of said officers. 


United States 
Statutes at Large. 


Date of act. Amount. 


: 


— — Aug. 7.1882 
Assistant treasurer United States, 
New York. 


mint, adelphia, 
0. 22 53 assistant treasurer, 


B S8 88 8 8 R B BRB BS 
S E853 2 E88 2 


Es he mandina oF Me, Mi 
as e standing o 
were in a to know his 


of the committee for information 
Boldenweck with business 


eee January 12 1910. 
Hon. AERE BOLDENWECK, 
— Chicago, III. 
My DEAR 


sad BOLDENWECK: Permit m state, regarding your 
FCC 
or other transactions of an unusual character or of an unusual amount, 
in we way whatever, ‘to indicate any suspicion in the line of speculat- 
‘ing, o oe any transactions in — in fact, your account all 
alo the same. 


7 a o aa ha conscientious belief—in fact 
I am also to that it is my jen — 
absolute n have in no been engaged in any 


way 
since you h whatever tha might involve serious or Joss 
9 ‘have been in your present official position. 


W L. A. Goppann, President. 


I. Frank C. Russell, of the oy of Chicago count, 
State of Illinois, on oath state that I i since Ju 
been, the cashier of the United States sub cago, III.: 
eg I am eof the, ao uainted — William Bol 5 the assist- 


ited States at and have been - closely 


Chica: 
pene eee with him in the. pAr degr ap Bea ince bis appointment as assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States in July, 1906. 


I further state, of my own knowl „ that the said William Bolden- 
weck has been constant and l the conduct of his office and 
in his efforts to safeguard the funds in the subtreasu yom OB pwn Reng 
said William Boldenweck, is usually at his office -n ter than 8 
o'clock a. m. each wor A gee Mie Migr eon 
day's ‘business, absenting himself on a short time at noon for 
luncheon; and further, that * said William Boldenweck has not been 
absent from his office a sin: day since he assumed ‘his duties in July, 
1906, except while in W m on government business a few days 


in January, 1909. 
the said William Boldenweck is 
ment service with whom 


standing of William 
and ‘his reputation above 


ot Cook, and 
1, 1899, have 
at Chi 


t Chicago, and 
e enter is 


FRANK C. RUSSELL. 
Sworn = subscribed to before me this 12th day of January, 1910, 
at Peig = 
W. F. MITCHELL, Notary Public. 


of Chi county of Cook, 
22 wal eines 
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that I believe the 
entious, and honest 


J. F. BURRELL. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910, 


at Chicago Ill, 
[SEAL.] W. F. MITCHELL. Notary Public. 


I further state, from my 
said William Boldenweck to 
public oficial. 


peryana observatio; 
a careful, 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, 88: 
Theodore Brentano, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes 
and says that he is one of the judges of the superior court of Cook 
County, Ill.; that he has known intimately and well for more than 
twenty years William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, III.; that during said time he has been in a posi- 
tion to know of the habits and conduct of the said Boldenweck and 
that said Boldenweck has at all times been a man of the highest char- 
acter, most highly esteemed by his neighbors, acquaintances, an 
citizens of Chicago generally. 

Affiant further says that said Boldenweck has been living modestly 
for more than five years last past in an apartment building, together 
with his wife, and that his manner of livi: is inexpensive and wholly 
within the means of said Boldenweck, and 
1 as assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, 
III., as before that time. 

Atlan 
that said Boldenweck has made no unusual purchases of property or 
investments since his appointment as assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago. 


s been the same since his 


t further says that so far as he knows and he firmly believes 


THEODORE BRENTANO.” 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of January, 1910. 
[sHaL.] WILLIAM G. WISE, 
Notary Public, Cook County, III. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


John J. Healy, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes 
that he has been a resident of Chicago, Cook County, III., for more than 
thirty years; that for more than fifteen years last past he has been 
well and intimately acquainted with William Boldenweck, tant 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago, Ill.; that during that time 
he knows that the said Boldenweck has not changed his method of 
living; that he has been residing in practically the same neighborhood 
in the city of Chicago as this affiant, and has lived, together with 
wife, in an apartment building and has been so living in the same place 
for more than five Years last past. 

Affiant further says that he has been associated with the said Bol- 
denweck in a business enterprise and that he has had occasion to 
know something of his affairs, and this affiant knows that the said 
Boldenweck has made no unusual purchases of property or investments 
during the past five years. 

This affiant further says that he was formerly state's attorney for 
Cook County, III.; that during his term of office as such state's attorney 
he had occasion to thoroughly investigate the matter of the loss of 
$173,000 in the office of the said Boldenweck as assistant treasurer ; 
that he examined into the matter very carefully, and that it was his 
firm conviction, after examining all of the evidence and facts which were 
brought to his attention in connection with such loss, that said gis 
was abstracted from said subtreasury by some person other than Wil- 
liam Boldenweck. 

Joun J. HEALY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910. 
[SEAL.] WILLIAM G. WISE, 
Notary Public, Cook County, IU. 


and says 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, 88: 
James Pease, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes and says 
that he is the president of the Chicago and Carterville Coal Company, 
and has been a resident of oe Cook County, III., for more than 
thirty years last past; that he been closely and intimately ac- 
quainted with William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, Ill., for more than twenty years; that he has been 
associated with him in a business enterprise, and has had every oppor- 
tunity to know as to his method of living, and considerable concerning 
his business affairs. 
Affiant further says that the said William Boldenweck has been liv- 
ing in a modest apartment building on the north side of Chicago, with 
his wife, for more than five years last past, and has not changed his 
method of living during that time. and that the said Boldenweck has 
never lived extravagantly during all of the acquaintance of this afflant 
with him; that the said Boldenweck has not within the past five years 
made any unusual purchases of property or investments; that he has 
made no purchases of property or investments other than that which 
an ordinarily prudent man in his financial circumstances would make. 
Affiant further says that during all of his 9 with the said 
Boldenweck the said Boldenweck has lived prudently and modestly, has 
never been a speculator, and that his life, both public and private, has 
been most exemplary. 
JAMES PEASE. 

of January, 1910. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th da, 
ISE, Notary Public. 


[SEAL.] WILLIAM G. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

Henry Strassheim, being first duly sworn, on his oath deposes and 
says that he has been a resident of Chicago, Cook County, III., for more 
than thirty years last past; that during all of that time he has been 
intimately acquainted and associated with William Boldenweck, treas- 
urer of the United States at Chicago; that during a portion of said 
time he and the said Boldenweck have been engaged together in the real 
estate business in Chicago, Ill., and that after their business connections 
ceased this affiant’s firm, Strassheim & Co., have had and now have 
charge of the said Boldenweck's real estate and real estate investments 
in said city of Chicago. 

Affiant further says that during the past five years the said William 
Boldenweck has made no unusual purchases of real estate or invest- 
ments and that his investments have been such as he ordinarily has 
made and was able to make according to his means. 

Affiant further says that he has been most intimately associated 
with the said Boldenweck for the last twenty years, and that he knows 
him to be a man of the best character; that he has never engaged in 


[ 
d the 
assis 700 
his 


speculation of any kind, and that he has always lived within his means 

and has for the five years been living modestly, together with his 

wife, in an apartment building in the same neighborhood in Chicago 
les. 


where this t resid 
HENRY STRASSHEIM. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th 9 January, 1910. 
SEAL. ] ENRY MOENG, 
Notary Public, Cook County, IN. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


Fred. Lange, being first duly sworn, on his oath says that he is the 
president of the Brookman ufacturing Company, of Chicago, III.; 
that he has been well and intimately acquainted with William Bolden- 
weck, assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, Ill., for more 
than ten 22 and that during a portion of said time he was associated 
with said Boldenweck in business. 

Affiant further says that during said period of time the said Bolden- 
weck has always lived carefully within his means, and has never en- 
tered into any speculations of any kind; that said Boldenweck is now 
and has for more than five years last peni lived, Migs head with his wif 
in an apartment building, and that he has not changed his mode 
living since he became assistant treasurer. 

Affiant further says that so far as he knows the said Boldenweck 
hse made no — purchases of property or investments during the 
past five years. 

Affiant further says that he has had every opportunity to know the 
said William Boldenweck intimately; that the said Boldenweck is a 
man of the highest character, and is so regarded by all of his neighbors, 
acquaintances, and the public of Chicago generally. 

FRED, LANGE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of January, 1910, 
[SEAL.] WILLIAM G. WISE, 
Notary Public, Cook County, III. 


In addition to the above, the following petition, largely signed by 
the leading business men of Chicago and near-by cities, containing about 
signatures, was also submitted: 

To the honorable Members of the Sicticth Congress, Washington, D. C.: 
Believing that our personal acquaintance with William Boldenweck 
(assistant treasurer of the United States in charge of the subtreasury 
amply qualifies us to judge of his private character and 


at Chicago 
official conduct, we are firm in the conviction that the disappearance 
of the sum of $173,000 from the subtreasury of Chicago on February 


20, 1907, was in nowise due to any act or omission upon his part. The 
disappearance of these funds, we are confident, was one of those un- 
toward circumstances as against which the utmost precaution will often- 
times not avail. We know Mr. Boldenweck to be rigidly honest and 
faithful to the last d And that he and his bondsmen should be 
subjected to liability for the loss of funds in question would seem to 
us to be a matter of unparalleled hardship and extreme injustice. We 
hereiove La pp tais pennon — . r. 1 yoo and 
earnestly and urgently uest of you the passage of an act of Congress 
for Mr. Boldenweck's rellet. 
W. A. COWEN. 


M. HEALY. 

SAMUEL H. SMITH. 
HENRY MENCH. 

H. K. MISENHIMER, 
(And about 700 others.) 


SEPARATE VIEWS OF MR. SHACKLEFORD. 


I can not concur in a favorable report of this bill. 
In the first piace it is a dangerous ir to allow public deposi- 
taries in any case to be relieved from bility for loss of funds in- 
trusted to them. 
If relief in any instance is to be given, it ought to be required that 
the party seeking it should fully account for the loss. In this case I 
believe the committee should have had before it the employees at the 
as to the facts. I asked for these witnesses, but 
they were, not call In my judgment, that a depositary should say 
that he is short in his cash is not enough to warrant turning over to 
2 so large a sum as is involved here. We ought to have had the 
‘acts. 
I am constrained to say, however, that so far as the evidence went it 
shows that Mr. Boldenweck was a man of high character, splendid 
business capacity, and large business experience; that he was constant 
in his attendance at the subtreasury; and that he exercised a close 
watch over his trust. 
But I believe this committee could have, and should have, ascertained 
what paoe the money lost before reporting this bill. 

R 


‘ully, 


subtreasury to testif. 


D. W. SHACKLEFORD. 


Mr. PRINCE. I think we have bad a fair discussion of the 
bill, and I move that it be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Arkansas rise? 

Mr. MACON. For the purpose of discussing the amendment. 
This is an important bill, and I think it ought to be freely dis- 
cussed. I also propose to speak to the merits of the bill just a 
moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. MACON. I can not give my consent to the passage of 
this bill until the responsibility for this embezzlement has been 
lodged elsewhere. If there had been some examination into 
the question, and the responsibility lodged somewhere, then I 
would be willing to vote to relieve this gentleman, but until 
that is done I can not get my consent to do it. If the man 
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whom they sought to prosecute could have beem lodged: in the 
penitentiary as the party who committed the theft, that would 
clearly have shown that the assistant treasurer had nothing to 
do with it. 

A great many things have been said here about. the honesty 
and integrity of this assistant treasurer, and I am not here to 
say that he is not one of the most honest officials that ever held 
an office; but we are told that the angels fell, and therefore 
we might presume without great violence that a man who had 
occupied the very high position in his community that this 
gentleman has might fall, might be tempted to the extent that 
he would put his hand into the Treasury and draw therefrom 
a large amount of money, as was done by some one in this in- 
stance. We know that has been done not only by Republicans, 
but by Democrats: 

I am not here to say that a Democrat is less excusable than 
a Republican or that a Republican is less excusable than a 
Democrat when defaults are committed by them. They stand 
equally before me when I am called upon to pass judgment 
upon their peculations. I insist that this matter is too myste- 
rious for me to vote to relieve this gentleman until the mystery 
is somewhat cleared up. If I had desire tb commit a theft of 
this kind, and was in a position to commit it, just as this gen- 
tleman was, I would have taken the $173,000 and hidden it 
where no mortal eye eould have discovered it, and after having 
done that I would have employed detectives and lawyers and 
all the other aids and assistants that I could get, just as this 
gentleman did, to investigate the matter, knowing full well that 
I had hidden the money so completely that no one could find 
it. And I would not squander one cent of these stolen funds. 
In fact, I would become more economical than I had been 
before the theft. 

I would have been sure not to exploit myself in any way, and 
in that manner I would have shifted suspicion from myself to 
some one else, and after having removed suspicion from myself 
by my vigilant, energetic, and economical acts, I would be in a 
first-class position to come to Congress and say Gentlemen, I 
have heretofore had a good character, and have been economical 
since the theft, and I can prove it. I have not taken the money 
that belonged to the Government, or, at least, you can not prove 
that I did, because I took it at a time when no human eye 
could see, and I put it in a place where no human being could 
find it. Therefore, all things considered, I think you ought to 
pass a bill relieving me from all liability in connection with the 
theft.” Gentlemen, I haye recited, in a few words, the course 
I would have pursued if I had been the assistant treasurer at 

and had been wicked enough to embezzle $173,000 of 
the funds intrusted to my keeping, and I ask you in all candor 
if you think that it would have been a very unnatural course 
to — * pursued. 

CULLOP. Has the Department of Justice ever given 
an 3 that they could not recover on this bond and make 
good this loss? 

Mr. MACON. No; of course not. 

Mr. CULLOP. Has the department ever done one thing 
toward recovering this money? z 

Mr. MACON. Nothing that I have heard of. 

Mr. CULLOP. It is now three years since this occurred, is 
it not, or will be the 20th of the coming month? 

Mr. MACON. I will accept the gentleman’s statement on 
that. I believe the evidence shows that it was about three 
years ago. 

Mr. CULLOP. Now, do you not think it well to wait until 
after the Government has exhausted its remedy before a relief 
measure is passed? 

Mr. MACON. I do; and I do not think the House would pass 
this bill if we were to wait until then to consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I ask for a vote on the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was. to. 

Mr. PRINCE. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Macon) there were—ayes 72, noes 27. 

Accordingly, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bills favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee determined to rise, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. CAMPBELL, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration sundry bills on the Private 
Calendar and had directed him to report the same to the House, 


some with amendments and some without, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bills do 


pass. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be considered as ordered upon all bills 
and amendments to the final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the several bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House and amendments thereto to their final passage. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and the Clerk will read the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3037) to correct the lineal and relative rank of 
neers. — — Unt States Army, and to mt the recurrence of 

by amending the act approved tober 1, 1890, entitled 
“An oct to py rovide for the examination of certain officers of the army 
and to regulate promotion therein.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 14676) for the relief of the Pittsburg Brewing 
Company, with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 15595) for the relief of S. H. Loftin, with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole wat 
the bill (H. R. 9570) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 
purposes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole wag 
the bill (H. R. 11421) for the relief of R. J. Warren, with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 5272) for the relief of the Bridgeport National 
Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read. a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 6043) for the relief of registers and former regis- 
ters of the United States land offices, with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 13145) for the relief of John W. Dula, with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 506) for the relief of William Boldenweck, assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the votes 
by which each of the several bills were passed and to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to move to reconsider the votes by which the sev- 
eral bills were passed and that that motion He on the table. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent reference of Senate joint resolution No. 
14, for the relief of the firm of Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New 
York and Shanghai, was changed from the Committee on Claims 
to the Sanes on Foreign Affairs. 

By unanimous consent reference of bill (H. R. 16336) au- 
thorizing certain changes in the plan for the t system 
of highways for that portion of the District of Columbia lying 
west of Rock Creek Park, north of Klingle road, east of Con- 
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necticut avenue, and south of Ellicott street NW. was changed 
from the Union Calendar to the House Calendar. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 5197. An act to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
n and Charlotte, in the western district of North 

ro ; 

8. 3929. An act to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Ken- 
tucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn.; and 

S. 4016. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Granam of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, was 
given leave of absence indefinitely on account of illness. 


INVESTIGATION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw the paper which I filed yesterday afternoon with refer- 
ence to the Ballinger investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has the 
right to withdraw the paper, as the House has taken no action 
on it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I now wish to offer my resignation as a mem- 
ber of that committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, January 21, 1910. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 


Speaker of the 5 of Representatives. 


Sin: I hereby a member, selected on the part of 
of Representatives, o the. joint select committee authorized e Poit 
resolution approved T 19, 1910, providing for the rsd by the 0 of 


artmen’ 
wie James T. LLOYD. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I tender this resignation—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
that, that it is not competent for the gentleman to do this. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman makes the point too late. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the request is out of order on account of the fact that this body 
has no jurisdiction to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard upon 
the point of order? 

Mr. MORSE. I do not. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be permitted to 
say, in addition to the reasons I gave yesterday for desiring 
relief from service on this committee, that I wish to be relieved 
on account of the important duties that I have which devolve 
upon me. At the present time, in addition to my duties as a 
Member of this House, I am expected to perform the duties of 
chairman of the Democratic congressional committee, and be- 
cause of that important work I wish to be relieved from service 
on this committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. As to the right of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. LLorp] to resign, this is the situation: The gentle- 
man was appointed under the joint resolution, which is a law, 
which provided that the House should select six members and 
the Senate six members of the joint committee or commission 
of investigation, the Vice-President appointing the Senate mem- 
bers and the House electing the members on the part of the 
House. The commission exists under law. The House of 
Representatives, in the opinion of the Chair, has no power in 
this instance to make a removal or refuse a resignation. In 
many respects a resignation from this joint committee is like 
unto the resignation by a Member of Congress. Ordinarily the 
resignation by a Member of Congress is to the House. It may 
be to the governor of the State. The governor of the State in 
such case notifies the House, or the Member notifies the House 
that he has sent his resignation to the governor. 

Now, the House, under the law, has the power which it has 
exercised in appointing the members of the commission in ques- 
tion. In the event of a vacancy among the House members 
upon the commission the House, as the law provides, has the 
power to fill that vacancy. 

A somewhat similar question has arisen before. In Febru- 
ary, 1908, the Speaker laid the following communication before 
the House: 

To the Speaker: ERE S 2 

It has just come to knowledge an a member 
Joint Prtating Commission. 


the Interior 


my opinion that membership of the Joint 
is intended to carry =e it ex officio member- 
— 122 of the Joint Commission on Printing. I therefore tender here- 
5 5 resignation as a member of said Joint 8 on Printi 
rom 


that the tleman f South Caro ocratic 
aiwa of the Joint Printing Commi be into in stead 

on the Joint Commission on Printing. * * a 
Respectfully, James M. Grices. 

A question rising as to the acceptance of the resignation, the 
Speaker said: 

3 ee ae 5 — oS 

office, crea’ * eman resign 

without leave from the House. tas = * * 

On March 3, 1909, the Speaker laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter, which the Clerk read, as follows: 

Usirep STATES —= or EEO ge ey 
Hon. JOSEPH G. 8 8 
8 = a 9 Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I hereby tender my 6 as a member of the commission 

created for the purpose of tending the construction of the House 


of Representatives Office Building and a lighting and heating plant. 
Your obedient servant, 
W. P. HEPBURN. 


This was a commission created by law. Mr. Hepburn’s term 
as a Member of the House expired with that legislative day. 
The Speaker designated a Member as his successor on the com- 
mission, having the power to do so under the law. 

Senator Cockrell also resigned from the Senate building com- 
mission in 1905 by a communication to the Senate. 

The Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are chosen under 
a law similar to the law authorizing the joint commission. In 
1855 Mr. Rufus Choate resigned his position as one of the 
Regents. 

That is sufficient to show what the practice has been; but if it 
were an open question, the House having the power under the 
law to appoint this commission, while it has no power to accept 
a resignation and no power to refuse to accept such a resigna- 
tion, in the opinion of the Chair the resignation may be to the 
House, which has the power to select a successor, or it may be 
to the commission. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it adjourn 2 meet on Monday next. 
The motion was 
Es PRINCE. Mr. 88 I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
9 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of ma- 
chinery, tools, implements, and animals for Indians on the 
Tongue River Reservation in Montana (H. Doc. No. 570)—to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for -classification of 
lands in the Yakima Indian Reservation in Washington (H. Doc. 
No. 571)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
favorable recommendation, a draft of proposed legislation pro- 
viding for the purchase of certain land at Fort Hancock, N. J. 
(H. Doc. No. 572)—to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Wicomico River, Maryland (H. Doc. No. 569)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Marquette Harbor, Michigan (H. Doc. No. 573)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Leipsic River, Delaware (H. Doc. No. 574)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

7. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
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case of George T. Wilson against The United States (H. Doc. 
No. 578)—to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
schedule of useless papers in the files of the Interior Depart- 
ment (H. Doc. No. 577)—to the Joint Select Committee on 
Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and ordered to be 
printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a favorable recommendation, a draft of proposed legisla- 
tion to authorize an allotment to Frank H. Pequette on the 
Bois Fort Indian Reservation, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 576)—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a favorable recommendation, a draft of proposed legisla- 
tion authorizing allotments to Indians within national forest 
reserves (H. Doc. No. 575)—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
i RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to 
which was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. J. Res. 66) 
amending section 18 of the act of July 2, 1909, entitled “An act 
to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial cen- 
suses,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 287), which said resolution and report were re- 
8 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

on. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18817) to abolish the 
Bureau of Equipment in the Department of the Navy, etc., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 293), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4830) establishing 
regular terms of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the northern disttict of California at Sacramento, Cal., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
289), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16037) to amend 
section 810 of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 290), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 17743) to authorize Clay County, Ark., to 
construct a bridge across Current River, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 291), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KNOWLAND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 5040) to authorize Bonners Ferry Bridge Commission to 
construct a bridge across the Kootenai River at Bonners Ferry, 
Idaho, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 292), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. ; 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 1188, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 296) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs of Azraih Mitchell, accompanied 
by a report (No. 269), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 4734, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
297) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
heirs of James Watson, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
270), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, te which was referred 
House bill 5444, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 


298) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Oliver P. Boyd, accompanied by a report (No. 271), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5447, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res, 
299) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
William H. Taylor, accompanied by a report (No. 272), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 5450, reported in lien thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
800) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the legal representatives of Dr. Thomas B. Waters, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 273), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referral 
House bill 7629, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
301) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Emma F. Everman, accompanied by a report (No. 274), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 7648, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res 
302) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case o} 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Louisa, Lawrence County, 
Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 275), which said reseiution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 9733, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
803) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of Simeon Graves, deceased, of McMinn County, Tenn., 
accompanied by a report (No. 276), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. > 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 11839, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
804) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the estate of James H. Hyatt, accompanied by a report (No. 
277), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 13075, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
805) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs of George C. Lull, accompanied by a report (No. 278), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17973, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
806) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Washington West, accompanied by a report (No. 279), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

He also, from thé same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17974, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res, 
807) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Evelyn Clark, of Catahoula Parish, La., accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 280), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 17979, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
308) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs or estate of Henrietta Bauers, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 281), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18029, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
309) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Solomon Lyons, of Hawkins County, Tenn., accompanied by a 
report (No. 282), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18030, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
310) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the heirs or estate of Bryant Wheeler, deceased, late of Clai- 
borne County, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 283), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18271, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
311) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Walter T. Dough, accompanied by a report (No. 284), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 18798, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
312) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
the trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist Church, of Roanoke 
Island, N. C., accompanied by a report (No. 285) which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration. of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7032) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Chase—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16080) granting a pension to Mary S. Houghtal- 
ing—Committee on Pensions: discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18823) for the relief of Charles E. Parkhurst— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 18842) granting a pension to Julia A. Roy— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18855) granting a pension to James T. Adam- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions: discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of a following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 18884) to amend section 
4804 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18885) to revise and amend the statutes 
relating to patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 18886) to amend section 4889 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—to the Committee on Patents, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18887) authorizing the Commissioner of 
Patents to issue certificates of correction—to the Committee on 
Patents.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18888) to amend sections 4893 and 4917 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 18889). to exclude 
from the Ozark National Forest all lands lying within the coun- 
ties of Van Buren, Stone, and Clebourne, and restore same to 
the public domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 18890) regulating the settlement 
of the accounts. between the United States and the several States 
relative to the disposition of the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 18891) to promote the com- 
fort of patrons of hotels, restaurants, cafés, and eating houses in 
the District of Columbia—to. the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 18892) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to have constructed a direct road, leading from the 
southern end of the New Highway Bridge across the Potomac 
River to the national cemetery at Arlington and Fort Myer—to 
the Committee om Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 18893) relating 
to the title of lands inherited by minor heirs of Indian allottees 
and sold by order of court, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian. Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18894) for cer- 
tain improvements at Fort Screven, Tybee Island, Georgia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 8 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18895) to authorize the 
Wilson and Glassport Bridge Company to: construct a bridge 
across the Monongahela River between Wilson and Glassport 
boroughs, Allegheny County, Pa.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 18896) to create two 
additional judicial circuits and ordain and establish courts 
therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 18897) im reference to the 
issuance of patents and copies of surveys of private land 
claims—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 18898) to further regulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 18899) to create in the 
War Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a 
roll designated as “The civil war volunteer officers’ retired 
list,” to authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain 
surviving officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States in the civil war, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18900) au- 
thorizing a survey of the Amite River from the mouth of Bayou 
Manchac, in Louisiana, to a point west of Liberty, in Amite 
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County, Miss., 12 miles north of the state line of Louisiana 
and Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 18901) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to loan naval 
equipment to certain military schools,“ approved March 3, 
1901—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18902) to 
amend an act approved August 13, 1894, entitled “An act rela- 
tive to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, 
and to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety 
thereon ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 18903) to authorize the 
construction of a public building at Mansfield, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18904) to authorize the construction of a 
public building at Winnfield, La.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18905) to authorize the construction of a 
public building at Minden, La.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18906) to regulate the com- 
pensation of skilled mechanics in the Naval Gun Factory of the 
Washington Navy-Yard, in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 18907) to grant. 
public land to the town of Steamboat Springs, Colo., for public 
park purposes to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 296) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 1188—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 297) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4734—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 298) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5444—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 299) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5447—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar: 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 300) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5450—to the Pri- 
vate: Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 301) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 7629—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 302) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 76483—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 303) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 9733—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 304) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 11839—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 305) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13075—to the 
Private: Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 306) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17973—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 307) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17974—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 308) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17979—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same: committee, resolution (H. Res. 309) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18029—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 310) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18080—to the 
Private Calendar. 2 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 311) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18271 —to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 312) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18798—to the 
Private: Calendar. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 314) requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to furnish the House certain information relative to 
the Ozark Forest Reserve in the State of Arkansas—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RODEN BERG: Resolution (H. Res. 315) relating to 
the pay of certain officers and employees of the House —to the 
Committee on Accounts, 
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By Mr. SULLOWAY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 124) to 
reimburse the depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 125) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows : 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 18908) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Spear and Lang, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 18909) for the relief of Dennis 
E. White, administrator of the estate of Buckner and Sarah 
Henderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 18910) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Gatchell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 18911) granting a pension 
to John Ritter—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18912) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul L. Krouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18913) for the relief of A. H, Raynolds— 
-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18914) for the relief of William Strover— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18915) for the relief of Jesus Gallegos y 
Vigil—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18916) for the relief of the Tucumcari 
school district, county of Quay, Territory of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18917) for the relief of the Artesia school 
district, county of Eddy, Territory of New Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18918) for the relief of the heirs of How- 
ard Leland, late register of the United States land office at Ros- 
well, N. Mex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 18919) 
for the relief of Clement C. Anderton—to the Committee on 
War Claims. R 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18920) for the relief of S. H. 
Tison—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18921) for the relief of John J. Mullins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18922) for the relief of William C. Short 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18923) for the relief of Martha A. Barry, 
widow, and the heirs of Capt. J. B. Barry, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18924) for the relief of Lyda G. Miller, 
George R. Miller, and Fannie L. Ricketts, heirs of John G. 
Miller, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18925) for the relief of the heirs of John 
G. Miller, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18926) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. Corpier, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18927) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert McCoy, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18928) for the relief of the 
heirs of Bethel A. Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18929) for the relief of the 
heirs of Nash L. Cox, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18930) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. 
Susan Gregory, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18931) for the relief of the 
estate of John Ivey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18932) for the relief of the 
estate of Nathan Renwick, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18933) for the relief of the 
estate of John B. Russell, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18934) for the relief of the estate of John. 


G. Snell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 18935) for the relief of the 
estate of William H. Hugley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18936) to refund to Jesse H. Smith, of 
2777 County, Tex., the sum of 5449.51 —to the Committee on 

aims. : 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18937) for 
the relief of Clarence T. Birkett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 18938) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Barton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - t 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18939) granting an increase of pension to 
John Frick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 18940) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Hile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18941) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard D. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18942) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr..CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 18943) for the relief of 
the heirs of Alexander Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18944) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason Cutler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18945) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 18946) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Lewis Levaw—to the Committee on Claims. ' 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 18947) for the relief of 
Schuyler B. Mayhall—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18948) granting an increase 
of pension to Simeon F. White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18949) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Culbreath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18950) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Theodore D. Bidwell—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 18951) granting a pension to 
Charles P. Crysel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18952) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 18953) granting a pension to 
L. M. Henson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18954) granting a pension to Mary D. 
Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18955) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. King—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18956) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 18957) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 18958) granting an increase of 
pension to Rudolph Sechler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18959) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Pope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 18960) for the relief of Emanuel Sassa- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 18961) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Bennett—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 18962) for the relief of cer- 
tain counties in the State of IIlinois—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H, R. 18963) granting a pension 
to Maidora C. Parker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18964) grant- 
ing a pension to Georgia L. Burnand—to the Committee on 
Pensions. z 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18965) granting a 
pension to Emmanuel P, Miller—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18966) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Darius Atkinson—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 18967) for the 
relief of Amberson G. Shaw, a white man, providing for his 
enrollment and allotment of land with the Indians of the Rose- 
bud Reservation, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 18968) grantiag an increase 
of pension to Jacob C. Blair—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18969) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Childers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18970) granting an increase of pension to 


| Virginia Sowards—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


| | 


1910. 


By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 18971) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18972) for the relief of William E. Mont- 
gomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 18973) granting a pension to 

William H. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18974) granting an increase of pension to 


William R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois. A bill (H. R. 18975) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel F. Martin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18976) granting a 
pension to Ella Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18977) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Holmes—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma : A bill (H. R. 18978) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patent in fee 
simple to the city of Anadarko, State of Oklahoma, for the 
following-described tract of land: A portion of the southwest 
quarter and the southéast quarter of sections 15 and 16, in 
township 7 north, of range 10 west of the Indian meridian, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18979) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue patent in fee simple to the Great National Salt 
Plains Sanitarium Company (a corporation), of Cherokee, Okla., 
for the following-described tract of land: The northeast quar- 
ter and the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of sec- 
tion 34, township 26 north, of range 10 west of the Indian 
meridian, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18980) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve the final proof and issue patent in fee simple 
to George H. Plowman for the southwest quarter of the north- 
east quarter and the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of section 19, township 22 north, of range 21 west of the Indian 
meridian, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18981) for the relief of Howard V. Hinckley, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 18982) granting a pension to 
D. M. Maxson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 18983) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. McDonaki—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18984) granting an increase of pension to 
Lauson Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18985) granting a pension to John G. 
Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18986) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Oursborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18987) granting a pension to J. F. Ellis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18988) granting a pension to Sylvania 
Engle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18989) for the relief of Sarah J. Hobson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18990) for the relief of Abram Floyd and 
S. H. Floyd, heirs of Mahala Floyd—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18991) for the relief of Laclede County, 
Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18992) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
W. A. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18993) to correct the military record of 
Robert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 18994) granting an increase 
of pension to John Ruhm—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18995) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram McKim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18996) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Little—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 18997) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Dickinson—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 18998) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hollis L. Rich—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 18999) granting an increase 


of pension to John Avery—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 
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A bill (H. R. 19000) granting a pension to 


By Mr. RAINEY: 
Aaron Cohen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 19001) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Esch—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 19002) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Estes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 19003) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William D. Carter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19004) granting an increase of pension to 
William Given—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19005) granting an increase of pension to 
William Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 19006) granting a pension 
to Floy E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 19007) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Hyatt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19008) granting 
a pension to A. P. Withington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19009) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah S. Wilson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19010) authorizing proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department to reopen pay 
accounts of certain officers of the nayy—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 19011) granting a 
pension to Louisa Lane Benedict—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19012) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Prior—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 19013) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. Devaney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19014) granting an increase of pension to 
H. H. Throop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 19015) for the relief 
of Albert R. Heilig—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19016) for the relief of Charles Edstrom 
and C. Petersen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 19017) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert L. Pruyn—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 19018) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Berry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19019) granting an increase of pension to 
John Moyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19020) granting a pension to Genge W. 
Lyons —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 19021) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Ann Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19022) granting an increase of pension to 
Prosser McMillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 19023) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles E. Hurd—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 19024) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen F. Sarle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19025) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19026) granting an increase of pension to 
Van Buren Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19027) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Feeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Eugene B. Dwight, James Beistle, Andrew Mesnard, and Wil- 
liam Poorman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of William Fisher and 
others, citizens of Hebron, Ind., against postal savings banks— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Ross Talbott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Clarence T. Birkett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of Local No. 1721, of Valley 
Head; Local No. 1077, of Dry Creek; Local No. 5825 of Spring- 
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ville, Farmers’ Union of America, all in Alabama, against gam- 
bling in futures on agricultural products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association, for relief of corporation income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Black River Falls, Wis., 
against amendment to the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of local lodge of United 
Mine Workers of America, of Breese, Ill, and Illinois Federa- 
tion of Labor, favoring House bills 1544, 2713, 3058, 15413, and 
12000—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Ernest Nevergood et al., citizens of Walnut 
Hill, III., against raising rates of postage on periodicals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford Folding Carriage 
Company, of Rockford, IN., in favor of repeal of corporation- 
tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committée on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, petition of Chapin & Gore, of Chicago, III., favoring 
certain amendments of the corporation-tax clause of the Payne 
tariff bill, ete.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Rev. E. L. Benson, of Belvidere, III., against 
the proposed appropriation for George Washington University, 
a private institution in the city of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Albert Schwill & Co., of Chicago, III., favor- 
ing certain amendments of the corporation-tax clause of the 
Payne tariff bill, ete.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Watervliet, 
Mich., against increase of rate of postage on second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: Petition of W. A. Siddall and 64 other 
citizens of East Cleveland, Ohio, favoring children’s federal 
bureau—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

Also, petition of A. L. Weston and 25 other citizens of Dover, 
Ohio, against increase of postage on periodicals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Commercial Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against enactment of that part of House biil 
16362, comprehended in section 4, increasing tonnage dues on 
entry of vessels from a foreign port—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Charter Oak Grange, No. 1685, 
Peoria County, III., against ship-subsidy legislation, ete.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of Pomona Grange, No. 33, of Peoria, III., for 
election of Senators by direct vote, favoring postal savings-bank 
law, favoring parcels-post law, favoring deep waterways, and 
obi IRNAN for good roads—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 33, of Peoria County, 
Ill, against ship-subsidy legislation—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 33, of Peoria County, 
III., against amendment of the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of Ohio ex-soldiers of the 
Union Army, favoring the Sherwood service pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizéns of the United States, 
urging adoption of a resolution declaring that the United States 
will not increase its territory by conquest, and inviting the 
at to give like assurance—to the Committee on Foreign 

‘airs. 

By Mr. McKINNBY: Petition of Fortnightly Club, of Mon- 
mouth, Ill, against the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a 
water tank for San Francisco—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Ella Neff, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Joseph H. 
Paist, against a postal savings-bank law—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Smith, Kline & French Company, favoring 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Elliott Company, of North Phila- 
deiphia, Pa., against an increase of postage on periodicals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of B. K. Elliott Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.; 
Owen M. Bruner Company, Patrick, Carter & Wilkins Company, 
John L. Gaumer Company, the Hess Bright Manufacturing 
Company, Bowen Dungan Company, H. O. Wilbur & Sons, Lewis 
F. Shoemaker & Co., and the Wholesale Grocers’ Association, all 
of Philadelphia, Pa., against the publicity-clause requirement 
of the corporation tax embodied in the Payne tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Peter J. Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
John Ruhm, Martin V. Little, and Hiram McKim—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Hallis L. Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Jerseyville, III., and 
M. O. Atterbury and 5 other merchants of Oakford, III., against 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REID: Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of 
George Byerly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Rhode Island State Fed- 
eration of Women’s Clubs, for an appropriation of $50,000 for 
special inspectors in the white-slave traffic—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution adopted by the Seymour Con- 
gregational Church, of Seymour, Conn., favoring prohibition 
es the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of St. Paul (Minn.) 
Commercial Club, favoring bill amending the ocean mail act, 
the Humphrey bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. y 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Pugh & Beavers Grocery 
Company, of Grafton, W. Va., against the corporation tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of commandery of 
the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, 
Denver, Colo., favoring Senate bill 4183, civil war officers’ re- 
tired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert L. Pruyn—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, January 24, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Kran and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, 
and the Journal was approved. 

POST-OFFICE AT LIMA, OHIO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that 
an appropriation of $5,500 be made to provide temporary quar- 
ters for the officials at the post-office building at Lima, Ohio, 
pending the extension, remodeling, ete, of that building (S. Doc. 
No. 306), which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE AT CHARLESTON, W. VA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that 
an appropriation of $10,000 be made to provide temporary quar- 
ters for the officials at the post-office and court-house building 
at Charleston, W. Va., pending the extension, remodeling, etc., 
of that building (S. Doc. No. 302), which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE AT DANVILLE, VA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that 
an appropriation of $4,000 be made to provide temporary quar- 
ters for the officials at the post-office and court-house building 
at Danville, Va., pending the extension, remodeling, etc., of 
that building (S. Doc. No. 303), which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE AT FREMONT, NEBR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an 
appropriation of $3,500 be made to provide temporary quarters 
for the officials at the post-office building at Fremont, Nebr., 
pending the extension, remodeling, etc., of that building (S. Doe. 
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No. 304), which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 
POST-OFFICE AT JACKSON, TENN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an 
appropriation of $6,000 be made to provide temporary quarters 
for the officials at the post-office and caurt-house building at 
Jackson, Tenn., pending the extension, remodeling, etc., of that 
building (S. Doc. No. 305), which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

OBSERVANCE OF JANUARY 19. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 18th instant, certain information 
relative to the permission granted the collector of customs at 
Newport News, Va., to close the office of the collector of customs 
on January 19, 1910 (S. Doc. No. 807), which, with the accom- 
panying paper, on motion of Mr. Heysurn, was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

STREET RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting 
the second annual report on the street railroads in the District 
of Columbia (H. Doe. No. 587), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. 

USELESS PAPERS IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, schedules of useless papers, books, etc., 
on the files of the department, its bureaus and offices, which are 
not needed in the transaction of public business and have no 
permanent value or historical interest. 

The communication and accompanying papers will be referred 
to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Pa- 
pers in the Executive Departments. 

The Chair appoints the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Sn«mons] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER] members of the joint select commiteee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of February 16, 1889. The 
Secretary will notify the House of Representatives of the ap- 
pointment of the committee on the part of the Senate. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

John S. Simon, administrator of George S. Simon, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doe. 316) ; 

The trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Gravelly Run, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 317) ; 

Daniel P. Culhane v. United States (S. Doc. No. 308) ; 

Alonzo Thirlkill v. United States (S. Doc. No. 309) ; 

Theodore Kipp v. United States(S. Doc. No. 310) ; 

Wilson Byerly v. United States (S. Doc. No. 311); 

Joseph C. Leddy v. United States (S. Doc. No. 312); 

Erwin R. Wadhams v. United States (S. Doc No. 313); 

Martin H. Avey v. United States (S. Doc. No. 314) ; and 

Charles A. Davidson and Charles M. Campbell v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 315). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


4 message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 3037. An act to correct the lineal and relative rank of 
certain officers of the United States Army, and to prevent the 
recurrence of like cases by amending the act approved October 
1, 1890, entitled “An act to provide for the examination of cer- 
tain officers of the army, and to regulate promotion therein ; ” 

H. R. 5272. An act for the relief of the Bridgeport National 
Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio; 

H. R. 6043. An act for the relief of registers and former regis- 
ters of the United States land offices; 

H. R. 9570. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 
purposes ; 
H. R. 11421. An act for the relief of R. J. Warren; 

H. R. 13145. An act for the relief of John W. Dula; 

H. R. 14676. An act for the relief of the Pittsburg Brewing 
Company; and 


H. R. 15595. An act for the relief of S. H. Loftin. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 506) for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant 
treasurer of the United States at Chicago, with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 3929. An act to authorize the Tennessee, Alabama and Ken- 
tucky Railway to construct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River at or near the town of Gainesboro, Tenn. ; 

S. 4016. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company; and 

S. 5197. An act to change the times for holding the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Greensboro and Charlotte, in the western district of North 
Carolina. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Italian 
Chamber of Commerce of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Association of American Agricultural Colleges and Experiment 
Stations held at Portland, Oreg., expressing their appreciation 
of the work of the Country Life Commission and fayoring a 
general distribution of the Report of the Commission on Coun- 
try Life, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association for 
the Advancement of Science, of Boston, Mass., praying for 
the appointment of an eminent astronomer to take charge of 
the United States Naval.Observatory, and also for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of mines in the Interior Department, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., praying for the repeal 
of clause 6 of section 38 of the corporation-tax law, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Associated 
Charities of the District of Columbia, praying for the ena¢tment 
of legislation to prohibit usurious rates of interest charged by 
the loan companies in the District of Columbia, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of southeast 
Washington, D. C., and a memorial of the East Washington 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, remonstrat- 
ing against any further extension of the present contract with 
the garbage company to retain the so-called “ garbage transfer 
station,” south of Garfield Park, in the District of Columbia, 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of Little York Grange, 
No. 441, Patrons of Husbandry, of Homer, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Middletown Council, No. 326, 
United Commercial Travelers of America, of Summitville, N. Y 
praying for the enactment of legislation concerning baggage 
and excess of baggage carried by common carriers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Territories and common carriers engaged 
in commerce between the States and between the States and 
foreign nations, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DICK. I present a resolution adopted by the twenty- 
first annual convention of the United Mine Workers of America, 
of Indianapolis, Ind. I ask that the resolution be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as ®llows: 

UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA, 


AFFILIATED WITH AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Indianapolis, Ind., January 22, 1910. 


The ion o£ th is the resolution adopted by the twenty- -first annual 
convention of the United Mine Workers of America 
ereas there is now pending before the United States Congress 
bills for the creation of a bureau of mines and mining; and 
“ Whereas the importance of creating such a bureau is fully recog- 
sit by every individual conversant with the mining industry of the 


count 
rhereas we belleve the awful catastrophes In the mines should 
rompt Congress to act immediately in the enactment of a law to es- 
fabli a bureau of mines and mining; 
“Resolved, That we, the representatives of the twenty-first annual 
of the United Mine Workers of America in convention as- 
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to immediately 
ich bills as necessary for the creation of a u of mines and 


mining. 
Unanimously adopted by a rising vote of the tes. 
L. Lewis, 


President United Mine Workers of America. 


Mr. DICK presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lewis- 
burg, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ postal savings-bank bill,” which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Sunrise Grange, No. 1550, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Woodstock, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ parcels-post and postal savings-bank 
bills,” which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Stoker Post, No. 54, of Find- 
lay; of John Brown Post, No. 504, of Summerfield; and of 
Vance Post, No. 680, of Scott, all of the Department of Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “National Tribune pension bill,“ 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lewisburg, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors into prohibition 
districts, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the city council, of Akron, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to sec- 
tion 1 of the present interstate-commerce law relative to natural 
and artificial gas, which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Trumbull 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Pioneers’ Association of 
Wyandot County, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a monument at 
Crawford, in that State, to commemorate the capture and burn- 
ing of Col. William Crawford by the Indians in 1782, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr.- SHIVELY presented a petition of the Indiana Grain 
Dealers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit gambling in food products and remonstrating against 
the high duties imposed on certain grains, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Club of Terre 
Haute, Ind., remonstrating against the destruction of the 
natural resources and scenery in the Yosemite National Park, 
which was referred to the Committee on National Resources. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Rutherford County, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to increase the rate of postage on periodicals or 
to restrict rural delivery, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Mayfield, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the improvement of the harbors and inland waterways of 
the country, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the Nebraska State Hor- 
ticultural Society, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying that an annual 
appropriation be made in aid of the agricultural colleges of the 
several States and Territories, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Ie also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 4659) 
granting a pension to William W. Maltman, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill (S. 
8296) granting an increase of pension to Allen Price, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5436) to create a legislative 
council in the district of Alaska, to confer legislative powers 
thereon, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5018) for the relief of Henry 
W. Lee, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 112) thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3360) to amend 


an act entitled “An act to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report (No. 126) thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17500) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with 
an amendment, and I submit a report (No. 113) thereon, I 
give notice that I shall call up the bill to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 17161) to authorize the Union Railroad and 
Dock Company to construct and operate a bridge across the 
Monongahela River in the State of West Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 16388) to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 12289) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 


Mr. BURTON. I present a preliminary report of the United 
States National Waterways Commission. I move that the re- 
port be printed (S. Doc. No. 301) and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


Mr. KEAN. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate resolution 25, submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERDGE], I report a substitute, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute reported by the 
committee will be read. 

The Secretary. The committee report to strike out all after 
the word “Resolved,” and to insert: 

That the Committee on Territories be, and the same is hereby, au 
thorized to employ a stenographer from time to time as may be 
sary to report such hea‘ as may be had on bills or other matters 
oe A same . Its — E Pawnee expenses to be pad 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed as a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5595) for the relief of the estate of 
Henry Blaufuss, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5596) for the relief of Mrs. Eugenia D. Potts, ad- 
ministratrix of Dr. Richard Potts, and Mrs. Elizabeth Huette, 
administratrix of P. I. Huette; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5597) carrying out the findings of 
the Court of Claims concerning the estate of John G. Hallo- 
way, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5598) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 


Dye; 

A bill (S. 5599) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hall; 

A bill (S. 5600) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Morgan; 

A bill (S. 5601) granting an increase of pension to Gideon P. 
Myers; 

A bill (S. 5602) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 5603) granting a pension to Maria M. Wandelohr; 
and 

A bill (S. 5604) granting a pension to William M. Heaton; 
te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5605) prohibiting the issuing of revenue stamps to 
and the receiving of a special tax upon distilled spirits and 
fermented liquors from persons designing to sell such spirits 
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and liquors for use as a beyerage in any State or Territory or 
subdivision of any State or Territory in which the sale of dis- 
tilled spirits and fermented liquors for use as a beverage is 


prohibited by law; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

A bill. (S. 5606) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture 
station at a point in the eastern portion of the State of South 
Dakota to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor; 
to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 5607) to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building at Huron, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5608) for the relief of the estate of William H. 
Chase, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5609) for the relief of Anaise F. Zeringue and the 
estate of Mathilde Champagne Zeringue (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5610) granting a pension to Silvester C. Peters; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 5611) for the relief of George T. Larkin; and 

A bill (S. 5612) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims for the relief of the Boiling Fork Baptist Church, of 
Cowan, Tenn.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5613) granting an increase of pension to Rufus 
Conger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 5614) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
C. Schroeder (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5615) for the relief of the heirs of William Swin- 
dell, of Hyde County, N. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (S. 5616) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Jasper, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5617) for the relief of Alberti Operti; 

A bill (S. 5618) for the relief of Alberti Operti; and 

A bill (S. 5619) for the relief of Alberti Operti; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 5620) for the relief of heirs or estates of Elbert 
H. Ellett and Malinda Ellett, deceased (with an accompanying 


paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5621) for the relief of Samuel H. Yarbrough and 
estate of John Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5622) for the relief of heirs or estate of C. C. 
Blancit, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5623) for the relief of Dempsey Smith, heir of Wade 
Smith, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5624) for the relief of William J. Hammond and 
8 M. Warren, heirs of the estate of Solomon Kean, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 5625) for the relief of David C. and Daniel W. 
Reece, heirs of Andrew Reece, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5626) for the relief of Susan Seymour, heir of 
Edward H. Wade, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5627) to purchase the portraits of Chief Justices 
Marshall, Taney, Chase, and Waite; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 5628) relating to homestead entries in the former 
Siletz Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 5629) to set apart certain lands in the State of 
Oregon as a public park, to be known as the “ Saddle Mountain 
National Park; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5630) granting a pension to Mary Haney; and 

A bill (S. 5631) granting a pension to William M. Powers; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5632) to amend section 4889 of the Revised Statutes 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5633) to amend sections 4893 and 4917 of the Re- 
vised Statutes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5634) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents 
to issue certificates of correction (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5635) to amend section 4894 of the Revised Statutes 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5636) to revise and amend the statutes relating 
= patents (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

atents. 

A bill (S. 5637) for the relief of the widow of Eugene Dick- 
inson, deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 5638) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Karr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5639) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Willard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 5640) granting an increase of pension to ra W. 
Dunn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5641) for the relief of John D. Toppin, passed as- 
sistant engineer, U. S. Navy, retired; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

A bill (S. 5642) for the relief of Commander William S. Hogg, 
U. S. Navy, and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5643) granting a pension to Mary S. Hollinshead 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5644) granting an increase of pension to Leonard B. 
Corliss (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5645) granting an increase of pension to Cyril 
Boutiette (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5646) granting an increase of pension to Enos 
Gordon (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5647) granting an increase of pension to John 
Allen (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
J. Russell; and 

A bill (8. 5049) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
McCook (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5650) for the relief of Frederick B. McGuire, 
trustee for Bessie J. Kibbey, owner of lot 75, square 628, Wash- 
ington, D. C., with regard to assessment and payment of dam- 
ages on account of changes of grade due to construction of the 
Union Station, District of Columbia (with accompanying 


papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5651) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the Washington Sanitary Housing Company,” approved 
April 23, 1904 (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5652) to authorize the opening of a road along the 
Anacostia River in the District of Columbia (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5653) authorizing the extension of Massachusetts 
avenue NW. from Wisconsin avenue to the District line (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 5654) to promote national health by the establish- 
ment in the United States Bureau of Education of a division 
for the collection of scientific data on physical education and 
for the dissemination thereof; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 5655) to increase the efficiency of the Army Nurse 
Corps; and 

A bill (S. 5656) to modify the One hundred and twenty-second 
and One hundred and twenty-fourth Articles of War (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5657) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Cody, in the State of 
Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 5658) granting an increase of pension to Harding 
W. Stoddard; and 

A bill (S. 5659) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. Kruger (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5660) for the building of a national road from 
Wagon Wheen Gap to the Wheeler national monument, Colo- 
rado; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 5661) for the relief of the estate of Samuel H. 
Elbert; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 5662) for the relief of Alfred James Saynor; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
ae bill (S. 5663) granting an increase of pension to Kate 

wh; 

A bill (S. 5664) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Clark (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5665) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 


Cooper ; 
‘A bill (S. 5666) granting an increase of pension to David 
Milford (with an accompanying paper); and 
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A bill (S. 5667) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
C. Weatherby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 5668) for the relief of heirs of Nicholas DNS. 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5669) for the relief of Martha E. Conklin; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A vin (S. 5670) granting an inerease of pension to Charles 
White; 

A bill (S. 5671) granting an increase of pension to Grantville 
F. McClure; 

A bill (S. 5672) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
P. Duncklee ; 

A bill (S. 5673) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Graham ; 

A bill (S. 5674) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Hastings; and 

A bill (S. 5675) granting an increase of pension to Naham 
B. Dickey, alias Hiram B. Dickerson; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5676) providing for liens on vessels for repairs, 
supplies, or other necessaries; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 5677) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A “pii (S. 5678) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Oden; and 

A bill (8. 5679) granting an increase of pension to Azariah 
Merrill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BULKELEY : 

A bill (S. 5680) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Connecticut River, in the State of Connecticut, be- 
tween the towns of Old Saybrook and Old Lyme; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 5681) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Greer; 

A bill (S. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
N. Arnold; and 

A bill (8. 5688) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 

A bill (S. 5684) granting an increase of pension to Charles I. 
Krickbaum ; 

sr 5 (S. 5685) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
J. Sharp; 

A bill (S. 5686) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Beasley; and 

A bill (S. 5687) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Graham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 5688) to pay the balance due the loyal Creek In- 
dians on the award made them by the Senate on the 16th day 
of February, 1903; 

A bill (S. 5689) providing for the equalization of Creek allot- 
ments; 

A bill (S. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to set aside the forfeiture of and reinstate a coal lease to the 
Sans Bois Coal Company, and to permit the relinquishment of 
lands in certain Choctaw and Chickasaw coal leases and the 
substitution of other lands therefor, and for other purposes; 


and 

A bill (S. 5691) authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and 
adjudicate the claim of the Great and Little Osage tribe of In- 
dians to the civilization fund; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5692) granting a pension to Martin L. Williams; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5698) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. 
Grahame; and 

A bill (8. 5694) for the relief of Mary E. Bell, William H. 
Bell, Thomas S. Bell, Katie Bell Price, Theodore C. Bell, and 
Flora Bell Judson, widow and heirs of William H. Bell, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 5695) to amend an act entitled “An act extending 
the mining laws to saline lands;” to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


By Mr. TALIAFERRO: 

A bill (S. 5696) granting a pension to George W. Lewton 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 5697) to authorize the change of name of the 
steamers A. B. Wolvin and Cambria, owned by the Port Huron 
and Duluth Steamship Company; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5698) to correct the military record of John W. 
Curtis and to grant him an honorable discharge (with an ac- 
companying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 5699) to provide a suitable memorial in New York 
Harbor to the memory of the North American Indian; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McENERY: 

A bill (S. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Georgia 
McDonald (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PILES: 

A bill (S. 5701) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Pieper (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5702) for the relief of Mrs. James 
M. Jett; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5703) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nathan Renwick, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 5704) to authorize the issuance of patents to States 
for lands chiefly valuable for water power; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5705) to authorize the issue and sale of certifi- 
cates of indebtedness against the reclamation fund; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 68) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment relative to the 
retirement of officers of the United States Army, intended to be 
proposed by him to the army appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. NIXON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $5,000 for completing the approaches and retaining wall at 
the river front, Reno, Nev., post-office, intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

TANSAN MINERAL WATER. 


Mr. WARREN. I move to reconsider the vote of July 8, 1909, 
ordering Senate Do~-ment No. 124 to be printed, and the vote of 
August 4, 1909, ordering Senate Document No. 124 to be printed 
with corrections. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the original papers be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I present an article by Senator A. O. Bacon 
in the Saturday Evening Post of December 25, 1909, on the atti- 
tude of the Democratic Senators to the present tariff law. I 
move that it be printed as a document (S. Doc. No. 319). 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 3037. An act to correct the lineal and relative rank of 
certain officers of the United States Army and to prevent the 
recurrence of like cases by amending the act approved October 
1, 1890, entitled “An act to provide for the examination of cer- 
tain officers of the army and to regulate promotions therein,” 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

H. R. 5272. An act for the relief of the Bridgeport National 
Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio; and 

H. R. 14676, An act for the relief of the Pittsburg Brewing 
Company. 
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H. R. 6043. An act for the relief of registers and former regis- 
ters of the United States land offices was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

H. R. 11421. An act for the relief of R. J. Warren; and 

H. R. 13145. An act for the relief of John W. Dula. 

H. R. 15595. An act for the relief of S. H. Loftin was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

WILLIAM BOLDENWECK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 506) for 
the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Chicago, which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secret: of the Treasury and the proper accounting ofi- 
cers of the Treasury, Department be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit in the accounts of the Treasurer of the United 
States the sum of $173,000, now carried in the accounts of the office 
of the assistant treasurer of the United States at CRIOAD; III., and in 
the general account of the Treasurer of the United States as 
available funds,” and representing =e i 


in the amount of money 8 

custody of an assorting teller in the office of said assistant treasurer, 
the loss of said money hav: occurred thro no fault or negligence 
on the part of said assistant surer, and d sum be the amount 
carried in the statement of the the United States in his 
annual report since the year 1907 as unavailable fun ofice of assist- 
ant treasurer at Chicago. And for this purpose the d sum of $173,- 
000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


Amend the title so as to read: “An act authorizing a credit 
in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United States.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECLAMATION PROJECTS. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
150), which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 
Senate resolution 150. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate a statement of the amount of money 
required to finish vey, one of the reclamation projects now under con- 
struction, together with a statement of the amount of money that has 
already been expended upon each of them, giving the nature of the 
work completed and to be completed upon each one of them. 

That he also be instructed to furnish an estimate of the amount of 
the income reasonably expected from the sale of public lands, the in- 
come from which shall each year for ten years be contributed to the 
reclamation fund. 


ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. PENROSE. I present a copy of the laws, reports, and 
decisions relating to claims of postmasters who served between 
July 1, 1864, and June 30, 1874, for readjustment of salaries 
under the act of March 3, 1883. I move that the compilation 
be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN OREGON, 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I submit a resolution 
and ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for its imme- 
diate consideration. After it is read by the Secretary I should 
like to be heard briefly upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 151), as follows: 

Senate resolution 151. 


Whereas at the first session of the Sixtieth Congress the following 
resolution was duly adopted, to-wit : 

“ Resolved, etc., That the Attorney-General of the United States be, 
and he hereby is, authorized and directed to institute and prosecute any 
and all suits in me ope actions at law, and other proceedings which he 
may deem adequate and appropriate, to enforce any and all rights and 
remedies of the United States of America in any manner arising or grow- 
ing out of, or to, either or any of the following described 
acts of Congress, to wit: ‘An act granting lands to aid In the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Central Pacific Railroad 
in California to Portland, in Oregon,“ approves July 25, 1866, as amend- 
ed by the acts 3 June 25, 1868, and ays 10, 1869; also ‘An 
ace eens lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of 
a tary wagon road from the navigable waters of Coos Ba: 
burg, in said State,’ approved March 3, 1869; also ‘An act granting 
lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
Portland to Astoria and McMinnville, in the State of Oregon,’ approved 
May 4, 1870; including all rights and remedies in any manner relating 
to the lands or any part thereof, granted by either or any of said acts; 
and in and by any and all such suits, actions, or proceedings, the Attor- 
5 shall, in such manner as he shall deem appropriate, assert 
all rights and remedies existing in favor of the United States relating 
to the subject of such suits, actions, and proceedings, including the 
claim on behalf of the United States that the lands granted by each of 
said acts, perpective; or any part thereof, have been, and are, for- 
feited to the United States, by reason of any breaches or violations of 
any of terms or conditions of either or any of said acts, w. 


to Rose- 


de alleged and established in any such suits, actions, or proceedings; 


it not being intended hereby to determine the right of the United 
States to any such forfeiture or forfeitures, but it being intended to 
fully authorize the Attorney-General, in and b 
proc to assert on behalf of the United 

courts ore which such suits, actions, or dings may be insti- 
tuted or Reading, to entertain, consider, and adjudicate the claim and 
right of United States to such forfeiture or forfeitures, and, if 
found, to enforce the same; 

“ Resolvi rther, That the authority and direction hereinbefore 
given shall d to any and all suits, actions, or proceedings which 
may be instituted or pen under the authority of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral at the time of the adoption and approval hereof ;” and 
EP hep said resolution was approved by the President April 30, 

Whereas, because of the large area involved in said grants, the great 
value of the same, the importance of the legal questions involved. and 
the necessity for a y determination ereof, in order that the 
title may be adjudica settled, and re ge ane the rights of the 

an 


Government with respect thereto ascertain determined: There- 
fore be it 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he hereby is, directed to 
report to the Senate, what proceedings, if any, have been instituted 
by him with respect to the lands involyed in each of the aforesaid 

tuted, and, procesdingn nave ‘ot best . e bees 
to said resolutions, Bis reasons for failure to do so. nie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. That is rather a long resolution. I think it 
had better go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to make a very brief state- 
ment as to my reasons for asking its immediate consideration. 

Mr. KHAN. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, while the resolution 
which has been read appears to be long, it is simply a request 
upon the Attorney-General of the United States to report to the 
Senate what, if anything, has been done by him with reference 
to a joint resolution which was passed by Congress in 1908. 

It will be observed by reading the preamble of the resolution 
just introduced that the joint resolution of the Senate and 
House of Representatives was approved by the President April 
30, 1908. A hearing was had before the Public Lands Com- 
mittee of the House at that time, and the Attorney-General of 
the United States appeared before the committee and stated 
that he had been at work upon the subject of the special grants 
mentioned in the resolution, and had practically all the informa- 
tion necessary to institute proceedings at that time. So I 
assume that after all the power had been given him by the 
joint resolution which he asked, he was ready to commence pro- 
ceedings to have these land grants forfeited if the facts war- 
ranted such a proceeding. 

Now, nearly two years have elapsed, Mr. President, and as 
yet nothing has been accomplished by the Department of Justice 
so far as the public are informed. It is an important matter 
not only to the people of Oregon, but to all the people of the 
United States. The amount involved in one of the land grants 
at least exceeded 3,000,000 acres, and the amount patented by. 
the Government to the land-grant company prior to 1902 was 
about 2,800,000 acres. 

The original grant, with the subsequent amendments, pro- 
vided that these lands should be sold to actual settlers in not 
to exceed 160 acres to each and at a price not to exceed $2.50 
per acre. One hundred and twenty-seven thousand acres alone 
have been sold in pursuance of the terms of the grant, while 
about 685,000 acres have been sold in larger quantities than 160 
acres, or at a larger price than $2.50 per acre—a clear viola- 
tion, Mr. President, of the terms of the original grant. It is 
important to the people of this country to find out whether the 
railroad company can violate the terms of the grant with im- 
punity and whether the persons who have purchased from them 
in acreage larger than 160 acres haye a good title or not. Asa 
matter of fact, the title of all the people who purchased since 
the investigation was first commenced has been clouded. Those 
who have purchased from the railroad companies have been un- 
able to sell, and the railroad companies, even if they desire to 
sell, are prevented from so doing by virtue of the investigation 
which is pending. 

The people of Oregon are particularly interested, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because there are over 2,000,000 acres of land now in the 
possession of the Oregon and California Railroad Company 
which they decline to sell at any price. It is not because they 
feel that they are forbidden tg sell by the terms of the grant, 
but they refuse to sell because they say they are holding the 
lands for future generations, whatever that may mean. So it 
is important to the people of Oregon to ascertain whether or 
not, first, those who have purchased from the company have 
secured a good title; and, second, whether or not the railroad 
company can be compelled to sell the 2,000,000 acres of land 
which they now hold from settlement and cultivation. 

I am therefore anxious, Mr. President, that the Department 
of Justice shall report to the Senate what the Attorney-General 


such suits, actions, or 
tates, and the court or 
procee: 
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has done in pursuance of the joint resolution which was passed 
in 1908, so that the Senate may be advised what further steps, 
if any, are necessary, either to remove the cloud from the title 
or to compel the railroad companies to dispose of land which 
they now hold in the State. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to the resolution, but it 
seemed to me on hearing it read that it was very long and 
therefore ought to go over. However, I remember very well 
the circumstances of the passage of the joint resolution in 1908, 
and therefore, as the Senator from Oregon asks only for infor- 


mation as to what was done by the department at that time, I 


withdraw my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If further consideration is not ob- 
jected to, the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, one moment, please. Before 
this matter passes from the attention of the Senate, I want to 
make a few observations. 

I presume that other Senators besides myself were a little 
surprised at the executive order which emanated some time in 
November, I think, from the White House, forbidding any officer 
of the Government other than heads of departments to convey 
information or respond to inquiries. Recognizing that I might 
get some one into trouble if I made a personal visit to anyone, 
and being busy, and interested in this particular matter for the 
reason that the joint resolution which is quoted by the Senator 
from Oregon in his resolution grew out of a resolution of in- 
quiry which I presented, I wrote to the Attorney-General. . Some 
of you are familiar with my desire in 1907 to buy some land in 
Oregon, located on a land grant, and the effort made by Mr. 
Roosevelt to create the impression that I was playing the rascal 
in regard to it, and all that sort of thing. 

I have followed up this matter on account of my personal 
interest then enlisted, not in the purchase of land any more, but 
to see that the people have the right to buy according to the 
terms of the grants to the railroads and to the military roads. 
I found out long ago that neither I nor anyone else could buy 
them according to the terms of the grants. So about a week 
ago I wrote to the Attorney-General the letter which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January N, 1910. 
Hon. Grorce W. WICKERSHAM, $ 


Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sin: Something over two years ago I instituted inquiry 
in the Senate in regard to the land 7 to railroads in the North- 
west, and the discussion resulted in the 1 11 of a joint resolution, 
approved 2 4 30, 1908, a copy of which I inclose. In January last 
oyag at the Department of Justice gave me the information that no 

t had been instituted then against the persons 8 the land 
grants for the military road from Coos Bay to Roseburg. he present 
occupant of the Attorney-General’s office has had over eight months to 


obey the order of Congress. Will you please inform me whether or not 


any suit has been instituted in acco ce with the resolution above 


“ont Yours, respectfully, B. R. TILLMAN. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This letter is a week old, and as yet no reply 
has come. The joint resolution I allude to there is one which 
has just been read, quoted in the resolution of the Senator from 
Oregon. It is an express order on the part of Congress, passed 
April 30, 1908, to the Department of Justice to institute legal 
proceedings to recover these lands if the courts shall decide 
that they are now held unlawfully. 

There has been a great hurrah and fanfaronade, Mr. Presi- 
dent, about the conservation of our national resources. We 
have had conventions, and parades down the Mississippi, and I 
do not know what else. We now have a little tempest in a 
teapot, I may call it, in an investigation by a joint committee 
of Mr. Ballinger in relation to some patents for coal lands in 
Alaska, or something of that sort. 

But here are 2,000,000 acres of as valuable timber land, much 
of it, as there is on this continent held by the Southern Pacific 
Railroad, or by the Harriman interests, in absolute and direct 
violation of the terms of the grant, which they refuse to sell to 
anybody. They have already sold over 500,000 acres contrary 
to law, and when the Department of Justice is instructed by the 
Congress to take legal proceedings to determine what are the 
rights of the railroads and the rights of the Government noth- 
ing seems to come of it. At the pace at which these law suits 
go on it will give us the verdicts about the year two thousand 
and something; I do not know when. It will be worse than 
Jarndyce v. Jarndyce. All the timber will be cut off and all the 
coal will be mined out before we will get a legal determination 
at this rate. 

I wrote this letter to the Attorney-General a week ago. He 
has not deigned to reply. I am very glad that the Senator 
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from Oregon has seen fit to call the attention of the Senate to 
this matter and to make inquiry of the Attorney-General—his 
highness or his lordship, or whatever designation may suit 
him—as to what he has done or what he proposes to do. I 
use this language because I had a right, I think, to a prompt 
auswer to a respectful inquiry. 
- Wheń the resolution has a reply, if it secures one, I may 
feel called on to say something in addition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. OLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16388) to authorize the Mononga- 
hela Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Monongahela River between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa., 
which was reported from the Committee on Commerce this 
morning. 

25 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


` FRANKS FOR SEEDS AND DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. KEAN. Is the morning business closed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Before the close of morning business I 
8 75 send the following to the desk, and I ask that it 
rea i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter presented by the Senator from Idaho. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1910. 
To Members of the Senate and House of Representatives. 4 
GENTLEMEN: Inasmuch as the Post-Office Department does not see 
its way clear to ca your franks for seeds and documents to this 
department, if you will leave them in bundles with the Postmaster 
of the Senate or House, as the case may be, I will have a wagon from 
the department call for them daily, or oftener if necessary. 
Tr James WILSON. 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, there seems to be some diffi- 
culty between the departments as to whether or not the franks 
to convey public documents and matters sent out by the Gov- 
ernment under frank shall be carried free through the post- 
office to the Department of Agriculture. It is the most singu- 
lar proposition that has confronted me for some time. I have 
sent the letter to the desk and asked that it might be read in 
order that the attention of Senators might be called to it. 
I think the difficulty between these departments should be ad- 
justed perhaps in some diplomatic way. The idea of providing 
that we shall leave documents at the post-office and at the same 
time providing that they shall not pass through the medium 
of the post-office to another department is a singular condition, 
to say the least. I ask that the letter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that reference 
will be made. 


DEED OF LAND TO BILOXI, MISS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 9570) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street pur- 
poses, which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should be glad to obtain the 
action of the Senate on this bill now. The bill has passed the 
other House. It is simply a cession for street purposes of a 
strip of land 4 feet wide on one side of a public building at 
Biloxi and of 6 feet wide on another side to the street. The 
lot borders on two streets. The city authorities have been 
repaying the streets, and the Secretary of the Treasury has 
already granted the license, pending the action of Congress on 
this bill. The line has been corrected and the pavement laid 
in accordance with it. The bill is simply to confirm the au- 
thority given by the Secretary of the Treasury, and I ask the 
Senate to concur in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, of course I have no objection te 
the bill, but I wish to inquire if the Committee on Public Build 


Is there objection to the present 
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ings and Grounds of the Senate has had this matter under con- 
sideration? 

Mr. MONEY. The bill would not go to that committee. It 
comes from the Committee on Public Lands in the House of 
Representatives and, I suppose, would be sent to the same com- 
mittee in the Senate. There has been no action here, however, 
by any committee, nor is such action necessary, when you con- 
sider the fact that the work is already done, that the cession 
has already been made by authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and no Senator will object to it, I imagine, if he has 
an opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. KEAN. This is merely giving permission to the Secre- 
tary to do what he has already done, as I understand? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deed to the city of Biloxi, in the State 
of Mississippi, for street purposes and no other, a strip of land 
4 feet wide on Jackson street and 6 feet wide on Lameuse 
street, along the length of the front of the government lot on 
those streets, on which lot is now situated the government 
building in Biloxi. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, morning business is closed, and the calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

INJUNCTIONS AND PRACTICE IN CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 


The bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States was an- 
nounced as first in order on the calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under objection. 


PETER FLEMING. 


The bill (S. 2445) granting an honorable discharge to Peter 
Fleming was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That Peter Fleming, late a Pree in Battery E, Third walters Sens 
Artillery, by reason of faithful services as a soldier for a A iky 
nearly three years and his present mutilated and disabled condition, — 
and he is hereby, declared to be entitled to admission to the Soldiers’ 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and to any branch thereof, 2 5 
withstanding the charge of desertion against him, and he shall 
admitted at his request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this bill was up a 
few days ago I objected to it for the reason that it appeared 
that the beneficiary was a deserter. I have carefully looked 
into the facts in the case, and notwithstanding he was a tech- 
nical deserter, I really think he ought to have the privileges 
which are granted to him by the bill. I object, however, to the 
form of the bill, inasmuch as in the text it notifies the world 
that he is a deserter, which is not necessary. Those facts are 
brought out in the report. Therefore, I offer what I send to 
the desk as a substitute for the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The Secretary. In place of the substitute reported by the 
committee for the bill it is proposed to insert: 

That Peter Fleming, late private in Battery E, Third United States 
Artillery, be, and he is hereby, declared to be entitled to admission to 
the Soldiers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendmént was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
to read: “A bill for the relief of Peter Fleming.” 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] 
being absent, -I ask that Order of Business 64 and Order of Busi- 
hess 65, being Senate bills numbered 183 and 2341, the next 
two orders on the calendar, be passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The titles of the bills will be 


stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 183) to authorize the sale and 


disposition of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in 


the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, 
and making appropriation and proyision to carry the same into 
effect; and 

A bill (S. 2341) to authorize the sale and disposition of a 
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Pine Ridge 
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], the bills will be passed over. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 1630) to provide for the construction of a me- 
morial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to 
the Arlington property was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 


OBSERVANCE OF SUNDAY, 


The next bill on the calendar was the bill (S. 404) for the 
proper observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over on the objection 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 


DESCENDANTS OF THE SIGNERS. 


The bill (S. 1425) to incorporate the Descendants of the 
Signers was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] ob- 
jected to that bill the other day. I also ask that it go over. 

Mr. BULKELEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
permit me, I will say that I have conferred with the Senator 
from New York and that he withdraws the objections he had 
to the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New York heretofore made 
objections to the bill, and I think the biil will lead to some 
debate. 

Mr. President, I will state in a word what the trouble with 
the bill is, it involves the hereditary principle. The objects 
of the society are laudable and the purposes are patriotic; 
but I think we want to consider a little carefully before we 
create hereditary orders. It exists entirely as an hereditary 
order. I know that the Senator from New York spoke to me 
about the bill and objected to it very strongly on that ground. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I haye no objection to the bill going over 
if it is likely to lead to any discussion. 


COMMISSIONS TO CERTAIN RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


The bill (S. 1025) to authorize commissions to issue in the 
eases of officers of the army retired with increased rank was 
announced as next in order. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That officers of the army on the retired list whose 
rank has been, or shall hereafter be, advanced by operation of or in 
accordance with law shall be entitled to and shall receive commissions 
in accordance with such advanced rank. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report with the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the report be read. 

9 VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The report is somewhat lengthy, and as 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is not pres- 
ent, I ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. WARREN subsequently said: Mr. President, while ab- 
sent from the Chamber a moment ago, the bill (S. 1025) to 
authorize commissions to issue in the cases of officers of the 
army retired with increased rank was reached on the calendar, 
and under objection was passed over. I now ask unanimous 
consent that that bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to the Senator making an 
explanation of the bill. It will still then be open to objection. 

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, in explanation of the meas- 
ure, I will say that there is no expense attached to it, which, 
I suppose, is one of the grounds for the objection of the Senator 
from New Jersey. It merely provides that when, by operation 
of law, civil-war veterans go out of active service and pass to 
a higher rank a commission may be written for them. Its 
only use will be to serve as a memento of civil-war service that 
their families may preserve. Such a bill was asked for by a 
former President; it was asked for by the Secretary of War, 
Mr. Taft, now President; it passed the Senate, went cver to 


the House, and was there amended by making it apply to officers 
of the Navy, the Marine Corps, and later on, on this side, to 
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the Revenue-Cutter Service. When the President, in the hurry 
of the last days of the session, referred the bill to a member 
of the Cabinet, as is quite usual in the examination of bills, 
it went to the Navy Department instead of the War Depart- 
ment, and, as I learned afterwards, through a misunderstand- 
ing, it was reported back to the President with a recommenda- 
tion that it be vetoed. As reported now it provides for officers 
of the army alone. To that there never has been any objection 
whatever from any source. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to ask, for in- 
formation, under what circumstance is a retired officer ad- 
vanced in rank? 

Mr. WARREN. A law passed some years ago provided that 
every officer with an honorable record below the rank of briga- 
dier-general who had served in the civil war should, when re- 
tired, be advanced one grade higher than that occupied at the 
time of his retirement. ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. Does this anticipate any other condition 
under which the rank may be advanced? 

Mr. WARREN. It does not; it only refers to what has 
already been provided for by law, to give them the paper eyi- 
dence of a rank which the law has already given them, and on 
which they are now being paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It involves no increase of com- 


pensation? 
Mr. WARREN. Not a cent. 
Mr. HDYBURN. The word “ existing” should be inserted 


before the word “law.” It is very indefinite to one who is not 
as familiar with the bill as is the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. The law provided for all of those officers 
who should be retired under such conditions. It is existing law, 
and -the law has not passed its usefulness, because I have in 
mind two or three or more veterans who are still in the service. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think it is a good law, but I think the 
word “ ” should be incorporated in line 5. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. F 

EXTRADITION OF FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE, 
The bill (S. 4462) to amend section 5278 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was announced as next in order, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, this seems to be a rather broad, 
complicated bill. I see, at the top of page 2, in line 1, the words 
“or other crime.” I think it ought to be “or other extraditable 
crime,” or something of that kind. I do not know anything 
about the bill, but it looks as if it were designed for one case 
alone. 

Mr. PILES. Oh, no, Mr. President. The only change of the 
present law is this: The circuit court of appeals for the fourth 
circuit has held that a fugitive from justice may not be ex- 
tradited upon an information. I have therefore proposed to 
amend this statute so as to provide that a fugitive from justice 
may be extradited on an information. He may now be ex- 
tradited upon an indictment found by a grand jury or upon an 
affidavit made before a justice of the peace. A great many, 
in fact, practically all the prosecutions in the Western States 
are by information. We rarely have a grand jury in many of 
the Western States. Inasmuch as this decision has been ren- 
dered by the court referred to, a number of governors have de- 
clined to honor requisitions where the fugitive has been com- 
plained against by information. The junior Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] while governor of that State declined 
to honor such a requisition. 

Mr. KHAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PILES. Certainly. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that there are no grand juries 
in the State of Washington? 

Mr. PILES. We do have them, but rarely. Practically all 
of our prosecutions are by information filed by the prosecuting 
attorney. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE] asked me to let this bill rest until he could be here. 
He was in the committee when the bill was taken up. I shall 
therefore have to ask, as I can not find him at present, that the 
bill pass over, retaining its place on the calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill goes over. 

RIO GRANDE RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN TEXAS AND MEXICO. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 15815) authorizing the construction of a 
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railroad bridge across the Rio Grande River between Laredo 
Tex., and Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


The bill (H. R. 12288) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River in said city, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW BRIDGE AT MORRELL, ARK. 


The bill (H. R. 12140) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at a 
pons near Morrell, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW BRIDGE AT WILMOT, ARK, 


The bill (H. R. 12139) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Wil- 
mot, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW BRIDGE AT PORTLAND, ARK, 


The bill (H. R. 12138) to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Port- 
land, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE AT DARDANELLE, ARK. 

The bill (H. R. 5463) to provide for a change in the bridge 
authorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building 
of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,“ approved September 30, 1890, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIWASSEE RIVER BRIDGE, TENNESSEE. 

The bill (H. R. 18872) to authorize the counties of Bradley 
and McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and 
Calhoun, in said counties, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


The bill (H. R. 14496) to authorize the city of Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in said city, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MERRITT & CHAPMAN DERRICK AND WRECKING COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 3905) for the relief of the Merritt & Chapman 
Derrick and Wrecking Company was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, that bill is an old one, and I 
will say that personally I have never liked it very well. I 
would not want to give unanimous consent for its consideration 
without some explanation of why we ought to pass that char- 
acter of bill. If it is going to take any time, I presume some 
Senator will want it to go over. Therefore, unless the Senator 
reporting the bill is anxious to proeeed with it now, I ask to 
have the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over. 

ESTATE OF JOHN STEWART. 

The bill (S. 3906) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased, was announced as next in order, and was read. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I ask that that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I do not think this bill ought 
to go over. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will withdraw 
his objection. It is a meritorious claim, and it has already 
passed the Senate twice, carrying a much larger sum than is 
reported here. It is the case of a very faithful public servant 
who worked nights and saved perhaps millions of dollars to the 
Government in a very important case. My only objection to the 
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bill is that it does not award enough. It should carry $5,000 
instead of $2,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, this bill has been pounding 
around Congress for a great many years; in fact, ever since I 
have been in Congress. It is a bill to pay a man who was a 
clerk, on salary, on the government pay roll at the time this 
alleged service was performed. As I recall, he was a clerk in 
the War Department on a salary of fourteen or fifteen hundred 
dollars a year when these Potomac Flats cases came up. He 
was in charge of the old records. He was assigned to assist 
the Department of Justice in getting up these old records, and 
he did so. There is no question probably that he rendered some 
good service to the Government. But he was on a salary, and 
if every time any employee renders good service to the Govern- 
ment we are to make an extra appropriation, I do not know 
where the end will be. 

This bill has passed a time or two, but if has always been 
caught somewhere or other and turned down. I think we 
ouzht not to go into its consideration without Senators know- 
ing what sort of a bill it is. The amount involved is not very 
large, to be sure, but it sets a mighty bad precedent. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I do not think it sets a bad 
precedent. I think it is a good precedent, because the man 
performed the service. This claim has been recommended at 
different times for payment, at $5,000, by the War Department, 
by the Treasury Department, by three successive custodians of 
buildings and grounds, and by the assistant district attorney 
under whose supervision the services were performed, mostly 
at night, at great expense. I think th® claim ought to be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be observed that 
the services in this case were rendered after office hours, in the 
evening, and when this man might well have been taking his 
Jeisure. I think under such circumstances, especially in so im- 
portant a case as this, compensation ought to be made. 

I notice that Mr. Spaulding, a very careful man, while Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommended the payment of $5,000 
to this man, and the present distinguished Senator from New 
York [Mr. Root], while Secretary of War, made a similar 
recommendation. They looked into this matter very carefully; 
they had before them all the papers and data; and notwith- 
standing the age of this claim, it seems to me we ought not to 
haggle about paying this man $2,000 for services which his 
superiors say were worth $5,000. Not only that, but one offi- 
cial says had it not been for the service rendered by Mr. Stew- 
art the Government would probably not have won its case and 
would have been out a very much larger sum than $5,000. 

Mr. President, I get somewhat impatient when an objection 
is made to the payment of a claim on the ground that it is an 
old one. The only claim I ever succeeded in getting through 
the Congress of the United States was for a citizen of my own 
city, a poor man, who had been here seven winters urging the 
payment of a claim of seven or eight hundred dollars. It was 
as just a claim as ever existed in the history of the world, and 
he spent more than the amount due him in prosecuting it before 
Congress. I was a Member of the other House at that time and 
took an interest in it, and being a member of the Committee on 
Claims succeeded in getting it through the House. It passed 
the Senate. With my own hand I carried it to President Cleve- 
land to have it signed. From the White House I went to the 
boarding house of this poor man, and was told that he died 
three days before and had been buried at the expense of the 
Good Templars of the city of Washington. That was the only 
claim I ever got through the Congress of the United States. 
In debate it was objected to because it was an old claim, just 
as this claim is objected to on that ground. 

It does seem to me we ought not to postpone the payment of 
this small claim, nor a preceding one which went over under an 
objection; but that we ought to pass them both on their merits. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I made the objection to the 
preceding claim, too. That might have been paid in the regular 
way if it had been demanded and if the parties had not been 
trying to get three times as much as the report itself shows 
that the board which was appointed to pass on the damages 
said they were entitled to. It is not necessarily evidence that 
a claim is a bad one because it is old. Nevertheless, it is very 
good evidence that a good many people have questioned the 
claim all the way along. 

As to the services performed, to be sure there is a statement 
that the services were rendered after office hours. However, 
there is not anything very conclusive as to that, aside from the 
statement of the man, and that is very hazy. It does not say how 
much or when or how often or anything about it. The report of 
the assistant district attorney, who this man was helping, does 
not indicate that the Government's case would haye been lost 


if it had not been for this man's services alone. I doubt the 
advisability of passing the bill, and I am going to ask to have 
it passed over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Dill, notwithstanding the 
objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read. 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Orıver on the 10th instant. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I do not care, so far as I am 
concerned, unless some one else wants the report read further, 
to have its reading continued. I therefore withdraw my request 
for its further reading. I have gone through the rest of the 
report, having read it a little faster than the Clerk has, and 
I will say there is nothing further in the report except memo- 
randa written by those many years removed from the time of 
the performance of this work and who have no personal knowl- 
edge, I think. The letter of Mr. Taggart completes the state- 
ments of those who have any personal knowledge. So I will 
just ask, without having the reading of the report continued, 
that the report may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection the re- 
port in full will be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (S. 3906) 
for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, deceased, having had the 
same under consideration, respectfully report the same back to the 
Senate with the recommendation that the bill pass without amendment. 

The facts upon which this claim is based are fully set forth in the 
report of this committee presented at the second session of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, which report is hereto attached and made a part 
hereof. The claim as et erupt presented by Mr. Stewart was for 
$5,000, and the payment this amount was recommended at different 
times by the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, 
by two successive custodians of buildings and grounds, and by the 
assistant United States attorney for the District of Columbia, under 
whose immediate supervision the services which form the basis of the 
claim were performed, and bills providing for the payment of this sum 
twice passed in the Senate and once in the House. In the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, however, for the reason stated in the report of the 
committee above referred to, the amount was reduced to $2,000, and 
while this sum is but meager compensation for the work performed, 
ib committee does not feel justified in advising the payment of a 
arger amount. 

[Senate Report No. 501, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 803) 
for the relief of John Stewart, beg to submit the following report : 

Your committee is of the opinion that the valuable services of this 
claimant should be recognized, and that he should receive compensation 
for those services, as well as remuneration for moneys expended; but 
in view of the fact that the claimant was in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment at the time the services were performed and the moneys ex- 
pended, and was receiving a salary of $1,400 per annum, and that he 
was enabled to do the work in 1 because of knowledge gained 
in such employment, your committee believe that the sum of $2,000 
would be a just and equitable compensation. Therefore it is recom- 
mended that the bill be amended as follows: 

m eo 6 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ two.” 

It is further recommended that, when so amended, the bill do pass. 

The following is a résumé of the case: 

On December 31, 1886, the Secretary of War directed the claimant 
to assist Mr. Hugh T. Ta rt, of the United States district attorney's 
office for the District of Columbia, in the examination of maps and 
records of the city of Washington, in connection with the preparation 
and prosecution of the suit of the United States v. Morris et al., com- 
monly known as the “ Potomac Flats case.” This claim is for compen- 
sation for extra services performed and expenses incurred in the per- 
formance of said work. 

The claim, in the sum of $5,000, was transmitted as a regular 
estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury—the Secretary of War 
requesting that it be included in the general deficiency bill—as will be 
seen in House Document No. 626, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, 
quoted below: 

[House Document No. 626, Fifty-seyenth Congress, first session.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, May 24, 1902. 

Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of 
Congress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of War of the 
22d instant ee an estimate of appropriation for inclusion in 
the general deficiency bill of $5,000 for payment of the claim of John 
Stewart, civil engineer, for extra compensation for services rendered 
by him to the Government in connection with the Potomac Flats cases. 

Respectfully, 
O. L. SPAULDING, Acting Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 22, 1902. 
Sir: I have the honor to forward herewith, for trasmission to Con- 
gress, estimate ($5,000) of appropriation for “claim of John Stewart,” 
with Bot bese that it be included in the general deficiency bill. 


ELIHU Root, Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 8 xer 


ery respectfully, 
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Estimate of a riation wired for the service of the fiscal year 
f — . June 30, Nas, by tor War plesat a 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 
Claim of John Stewart— 

For payment of claim of Mr. John Stewart, civil engineer, 
for extra compensation for services rendered by him to 
the Government in connection with the Potomac Flats 
chee.’ (eapetitted ) ok x 


Notre.—The claim of Mr. John Stewart, civil MEOE, is for extra 
dered by him to the 


compensation for services reni 

nection with the preparation of testimony for the 
ECC 

, un 1894, about seven years, Mr. 


the Potomac Flats case, Dur 

in litigation, from January, 188 

Stewart was engaged, by tion of the Secretary of War, in assistin 
the United States district attorney in the examination of the maps an 
records of the city of Washington and preparing therefrom matter to be 
used as evidence in the case. This was performed almost en- 
tirely outside of office hours, and required Mr. Stewart's presence at his 
office and at the United States district attorney's office from early in 
the evening until late at night. 

In an expression of his Se Age on the nature of Mr. Stewart's rela- 
tion to the case and the justice of the claim, Mr. Taggart, the assistant 
United States district attorney in charge of the case mare: 

“I kept no memorandum of the number of visits made to Mr. 
Stewart's office nor of the conversations I had with him from time to 
time in reg to the evidence on behalf of the Government to be 
supplied from the records under his charge. These visits and con- 
versatlons were numerous and seriously encroached, no doubt, upon 
time that would have otherwise been devoted to the ordinary work of 
his office. He was examined frequently as a witness, and as a result 
of all this much of Mr. Stewart's time outside of his usual office hours 
was necessarily consumed in an effort to Koen = with such ordinary 
work. I may add that, as exigencies uired, Mr. Stewart often at- 
tended me until a late hour at his office during the evening and 
after it closed for the day. His services were undoubtedly of great 
value to the Government and were of a kind which it would be unrea- 
sonable to hold fell within the scope of the ordinary and usual duties 
of his employment; and this being so, he should, justice, be com- 


pensated for them. 

It is difficult, not to say 9 under such circumstances to 
find and apply to the matter of compensation proper to be allowed 
any exact standard of measurement, but as a matter of opinion, based 
upon my pee knowledge in the premises, I should say That the sum 
menti ($5,000) is a 3 one.” 

The Attorney-General, in his opinion on the claim, says in 

“Mr. rt (assistant United States dist: 
the value of the services 1 by Mr. 
satisfied from the information contained in the 

rformed extra services in the preparation presentation of the 

tomac Flats case for which an me a age aR might ar and 
equitably be made. As to the amount to be allowed, t must be 
determined by Congress. I have nothing before me except what is pre- 
sented in bas ee and have therefore no reason to differ from the 
conclusion of Mr. that $5,000 is a reasonable compensation.” 

The above document mentions certain opinions, which are more full 
set tres bie in copies of the official papers on file in the War Department, 
as follows: 


work 


Wen DEPARTMENT, 
Orricn or PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, D. C., May 1, 1900. 

Sm: Deem! myself entitled to some compensation for serv- 
ices performed by me and e incurred in connection with the 
preparation and prosecution of the suit of the United States v. Morris 
et al, commonly known as the “ Potomac Flats case,” I respectfully 
submit the following statement: 

On the 31st day of December, 1886, I was directed by the honorable 
Secretary of War to assist Mr. H T. of the United States 
district e i= office, in the examination of the maps and records 
of the city of Washington, Mr. biag in ae of the said 
case on behalf of the Government. Pursuant to the instructions of 
the said order, I met Mr. Taggart at my office on the following morning, 


January 1, 1887. 
From the said Ist — or January, 1887, to the final determination 
of the case in favor of the Government in 1894 the greater portion of 


of the en 
account o; 


was eek continued until midnight and often very much later. 
meet ngs at Mr. Taggart’s office necessitated the hire by me of convey- 
ances for the transportation there and back of the records of my office, 
which were too bulky to be carried by me otherwise. 

These conferences with Mr. T. t at either his office or mine after 
oflice hours occurred almost continuously from the said Ist day of 
January, 1887, to the final disposition of the case by the court in 1894, 
a period of seven years. I was informed at the time that there was 
no fund available from which I could be compensated for the extra 
services rendered by me in the prosecution of this work. It is a well- 
known fact that my services in searching for, . „ and supplying 
data from the old records, maps, and plans of e District of Columbia, 
of which I was more conversant than any other m by reason ot 
my knowledge and familiarity with said reco: 2 ete., contributed 
to the success of the Government's case. is may be verified 
by reference to the report of the trial of the case and to my testimony 
therein, which covers in all about 250 Coser 3 of said 

rd, to wit, volume 2, pages 445 et seq., et seq., 633 et seq, 
654 et seq., and volume 4. pages 1499 et seq. 

I may say here that no compensation has been received by me for 
services as witness to case. 

In conclusion, I beg to call your attention to the fact that during 
the years in which I was en in ass ae Big geod I WAE TO 
ceiving a salary of only $1,400 per annum, from which I could ill afford 

h red for the hire of vehicles for 


to expend the amounts which were 
the transportation of records, etc. or my extra service in this con- 


rd: * 
nection performed from 1887 to 1894, both inclusive, I ask compensa- 


tion in the sum $7,500, which I think a reasonable amount in view of 

the nature of the services and the unusual times when I was called 

upon 19 perform them. 
ery 


„ your obedient servant, 
Joux Stewart, C. E. 
In Charge of 


Old Records. 
The SECRETARY or Wan, Washington, D. C. 


Orricn oF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
4 d Washington, May 8, 1900. 
In: Your letter of May 7 has been received, presen of your 
claim for extra services rendered in connection with thaw t of the 
United States v. Morris et al., commonly known as the “ Potomac Flats 


Your statement is, I believe, strictly true and moderate. There is 
no doubt in my mind that you are entitled to compensation for the 
large amount of extra labor, outside of your regular office work, ex- 
pended by you in 8 a Bren oe 1 0 = dae eee 

y viction tha out you ta 
the United States would "probably not have won that’ extremely ra 
Pol aincerely. hope that th thoritt 

cerely hope e pro) authorities will see the matte 
the same light and award you N compensation you deserve. e 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Colonel, United States A 

‘olone! x 
Mr. JOHN STEWART, C. E., : ee ee 

In Charge of éla Records, 
Office Public Buildings and Grounds. 


— 


Copy of third indorsement of Col. Theo. A. Bingham upon letter 
John Stewart, dated May 1, — 7. 
(Third indorsement.] 
OFFICE PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Respectfully returned to the Chief of 1 
espec! y returned to the of Engineers, United Stat s 
It is my opinion that compensation is due to Mr. Stewart . 
United States for his extra work out of office hours, in assisting the 
8 3 3 2 N Government's side in the 
0 c case. s dou e Governm 
tiig can, Dut For Air, Stewart Agneta st of the mn, of ni 
r, r unable to get a ement of the val 
extra assistance from the assistant United States district. a 5 — 
nor is Mr. Stewart able to furnish a detailed statement of the extra 
sna 5 — by a e the case. 
s the case lasted some seven rs, an extra compensa 
per ear does not seem to be exorbitant. i SOS ESON 
ore respectfully recomme 
application_for bis axtre gp — 
rate of $1,000 per year. 


Mr. Stewart’ 
services for seven and one-half years at the 


THEO. A. BINGHAM, 


Colonel, United States Army, Major, Corps of Engineers, 
In Charge of Public Bulidings and Grounds. 


Copy of fourth indorsement of Gen. John M. Wilson u letter of John 
Stewart, dated May 1, 1900. 2 ave 


{Fourth indorsement.] 


Orrice CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
May 26, 1900. 


which Mr. t 
terest of the United States. 

I concur in Colonel Bingham's opinion that extra compensation should 
be paid Mr. Stewart, and recommend that the Attorney-General be re- 
quested to obtain from Mr. Hugh T. Taggart, of the United States dis- 
trict attorney's office, an expression of his opinion as to the value of 
Mr. nau services in the case and what amount he should receive 
therefor. 

Jons M. WILSON, 

Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


War DEPARTMENT, August 21, 1900. 
Respectfully referred to the Attorney-General, invit attention to 
the recommendation and request of e Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, as contained in the preceding indorsement. 
The return of these papers is respec y requested. 
G. D. MBIKLEJOHN, 
Assistant Secretary of War, 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1902. 
Sır: The claim of John Stewart for compensation for services ren- 
dered by him in connection with the Potomac Flats c referred to 
this department under date of August 21, 1900, is herewith returned, 
and with it a report made on said claim by Hugh T. Taggart, assistant 
district attorney for the District of Columbia; also a copy of a letter 
Caren drt an nt from Ashley M. Gould, United States attorney of 
said 


pectfully, P. C. Knox, Attorney-General. 
The Secrerary or War. 
OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
District or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. O., February 12, 1902. 
Sır: I beg leave to submit the following in response to your request 


for an expression of my opinion as to the merits of the claim made b, 
He Zodi under Colonel ae ing Corps of Engl 
of the city of Washing- 
by him to the Gov- 
‘otomac Flats case, 


Mr. John Stewart, custodian 
neers, United States Army, of the early records 

ton, for extra com on for services rendered 
ernment in connection with the case known as the 
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of which I had charge as a special assistant to the United States attor- 


f district. 

15 y hben the claim was first referred by the Department of Justice to 
Mr. Anderson, your predecessor in office, for report, he consulted with 
me in to it, and in going over the matter orally with him I ex- 
pans as well as I could from memory the nature of Mr. Stewart's re- 
ation to the case, 

I kept no memorandum of the number of visits I made to Mr. Stew- 
art's oMfice, nor of the conversations I had with him from time to time 
in regard to the evidence on behalf of the Government to be supplied 
from the records under his charge. These visits and conversations 
were numerous and seriously encroached, no doubt, upon time that 
would have otherwise been devoted to the o work of this office; 
he was examined frequently as a witness, and as a result of all this 
much of Mr. Stewart's time outside of his usual office hours was neces- 
sarily consumed in an effort to keep up with such ordinary work. I 
may add that as exigencies required, Mr. Stewart often attended me 
until a late hour at his office during the evening and after it had 

osed for the day. 

q In my Werse ens with him I 7 found him courteous, prompt, 
and cise ne ana disposed to render every assistance in 
poner. no matter what the inconvenience to himself might be; his sery- 
ces are undoubtedly of great value to the Government, and were of a 
kind which it would be unreasonable to hold fell within the scope of 
the ordinary and usual duties of his employment, and this being so he 
should, in justice, be compensated for them. 

After the final decree in the court below, Mr. Stewart spoke to me in 
regard to his right to an allowance of extra compensation for his serv- 
ices, and I then stated to him that in my opinion such allowance would 
be just and proper, but that in order to obtain it an application to Con- 

ess would necessary, as I knew of no fund which was available for 
fhe p of paying it. I remember saying to him that upon a 
reference of the matter I would cheerfully appear before any commit- 
tee of Congress to whom it might be referred and make a statement in 
1 behalf. * recollect his idea then was that $5,000 would be a fair 

owance to him. 

It is difficult, not to say 22 under such circumstances to 
find and apply to the matter of the compensation proper to be allowed 
any exact dard of measurement, but as a matter of opinion, based 
upon my general knowledge in the premises, I should say that the 
sum mentioned ($5,000) is a proper one. 

Two statements made by Mr. Stewart in his application seem to re- 
quire notice. He mye 

From the Ist of January, 1887, to the final determination of the 
case in favor of the Government in 1894, the greater portion of my 
time during office hours was devoted to searching old records of the 
city 55 and preparing therefrom matter to be used as evi- 
dence e case.” 

The encroachments upon his time were very considerable, as I have 
stated, but could hardly have reached the extent claimed, as I judge 
from my own experience in the pre tion of the case and in attend- 

to the taking of the testimony in it. 

ithin the t stated I did some investigating myself of rec- 
ords in the War De; t and elsewhere; at the outset I made in 
person a thorough examination not only of the records in the office 
of Mr. Stewart, but also of those in the Department of State and in 
the district surveyor’s office, and made memoranda under appropriate 


ds of such documents as had a bearing, parently, upon any phase 
pigs These notes I arranged chreoplegt and had printed ; 
they made a pamphlet of 84 pages. In addition to this I made es 


in the Department of the Interior; in the Congressional Library, and 
among the early records in the District courts; in the office of the 
recorder of deeds; in the land land office and in the Maryland 
courts at Annapolis; in the records of the former municipalities of 
3 and Georgetown in cha of the District Commissioners; 
and in the other offices and places, public and private, and made similar 
memoranda which were added, from time to time, writing, to the 
printed notes. 

The utility of the list as an index of such documents as might be 
required in the Government's case in chief and in rebuttal must be 
obvious. With the list I was enabled to determine what documents 
were wanted and where to find them, and documents from all the 
sources named were used in the case; but, while Mr. Stewart's field of 
investigation was not quite so extensive as mine, I do not intend in 
what have said to detract from the value of the services a 
rendered by him. 5 sufficient, in my opinion, to justify the 
conclusion at hien I have arrived in regard to the allowance proper 
+ * > 0 . a 


Very respectfully, HuGH T. TAGGART, 
pay 7 Assistant District Attorney. 
ASHLEY M. GOULD, 


Esq. 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia, 
Washington, D. C. 


to be made to 
» 


Copy of an indorsement by Col. Theodore A. Bingham, dated March 26, 
1902, upon letter of Attorney-General o; 1 20, 1902, which twas 
referred to Colonel Bingham by the Chief of Engineers for further 


remark. 
[Second indorsement.] 
OFFICE PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, March 26, 1902. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 

This is a most worthy case for reimbursement by The ac- 
companying correspondence contains a strong recommendation to this 
effect as I know how to make, which recommendation is respectfully 
urged upon the favorable consideration of higher authority. 

Mr. Stewart's claim is also confirmed and corroborated by the accom- 
sir letter cf Mr. Hugh T. Taggart, special assistant tọ the United 

tes district attorney for the District of Columbia. 

Mr, Stewart's claim is also recommended in strong terms by the 
Indorsement herewith of Gen. John M. Wilson, former Chief of En- 
ginecrs, United States Army. 

It is unfortunately im ble to itemize an account of this kind, 
which at first had small nnings and accumulated as time went on. 
In my Indorsement of May 23, 1900, I recommended as a reim- 
bursement $1,000 per year for seven and one-half time dur- 
ing which Mr. Stewart's services were 9 which period ended with 
a decision of the courts in favor of the United States. 

As Mr. Taggart, the speciai United States attorney in the case, rec- 
ommends $5,000, for the sake of uniformity and to ayoid any difficulty 


on this account, I 
the amount of $5,000, which is regarded as vay reasonable. 
Mr. he past been overlooked, 


wing it needs only to be 
investigated to be a and I take the liberty of res itu sug- 
and recommending that If this claim be approved the Secre- 
of War, it may be transmitted by him to the Attorney-General of 
the United States, with the np wags that the money necessary to pay it 
be asked for from Co: by Department of Justice after the usual 
manner customary in case of approved claims. 
THEO. A. BINGHAM, 
Colonel, United States Army, Major, vores of Engineers, 
In charge of Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Copy of an indorsement by Gen. G. L. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, dated March 31, 1902. 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War, inviting attention to 
the preceding Indorsement of Col. Theo. A. Bingham, United States 
» in of public buildings and grounds, and his recommenda- 
tion of the claim of Mr. Stewart as a most worthy case for reimburse- 
ment by Co and that if the claim be approved by the Secretary of 
War the Attorney-General be requested to recommend to Congress an 
appropriation sufficient to pay the claimant. 
Attention is also especial 8 to the Indorsement, dated May 26, 
1900, of Brig. Gen. John M. Wilson, the then Chief of Engineers, 
the claim to the Secretary of War, concurring in 
Colonel Bingham that extra compensation should be 
and to the letter of Mr. H 


re 2 
the opinion of 
aid Mr. Stewart, 
h T. Taggart, of the United States district 


for them. 
that Mr. Stewart is 3 compensation 
and recommend that the claim referred to the 
Attorney-General, with the request that he recommend to Congress such 
an appropriation as may appear to him just and equitable. 


G. L. Sari 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


Copy of indorsement by the * of War, dated April 15, 1902, in 
e case. 


{Fourth indorsement.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, April 15, 1902. 
ranr returned to the Attorney-General, with recommendation 
that the within claim may be submitted by him to Congress with 
recommendation for such an 8 as he may consider just and 
equitable, attention being invited to the preceding indorsements of the 
Chief of Engineers and the officer in charge of public buildings and 


From an examination of the accompanying papers I am of the opinion 
that $5,000 is not an unreasonable com tion for the extra service 
rendered by Mr. Stewart outside of office hours In the matter of the 


within claim. 
E. Roor, Secretary of War. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 24, 1902. 
Str: The claim of John Stewart for compensation for services ren- 
dered by him in connection with the Potomac Flats case has 
received, as per your reference dated the 15th instant, 
It appears from a statement made by Mr. Stewart that said services 
were rendered by direction of the Secre of War, said direction being 
given December 31, 1886, and that said Stewart was at the time a 


clerk of class 3 in the War t. 

vi ed that this department should not 
take any action toward ap See, an appropriation for the services ren- 
dered. 3 bir |e this department procured a statement from 
3 ven Attorney Taggart in regard to the services rendered 

y Mr. wart. 
The pavers relative to said claim are herewith returned. 
pectfully, 


Pere a RICHARDS, 
The SECRETARY or WAR. Col 


OFFICE or PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 30, 1902. 

My Dran Mn. RICHARDS: I hand you herewith the papers in Mr. 
Stewart's case, including letter of April 24, by which they were returned 
to the of War over your signature, a fact that I was not 
aware of when I spoke to you. 

While Mr. Stewart rendered the services referred to in the papers by 
direction of the Secretary of War, that was merely a necessary for- 
mality to enable the Department of Justice to obtain the benefit of his 
services, and, as stated to you, the work that was done, for which com- 
pensation is requested, was work done entirely out of office hours and 
entirely for the 9 of Justice. Moreover, it was for the prose- 
cution of one of the most important cases which the Department of 
Justice has had in the District of Columbia that Mr. Stewart expended 
his energies. Therefore it- seems to me that the case of reimbursing 
Mr. Stewart is entirely one which belongs to the Department of Justice, 
because his technical connection with the War Department has no bear- 
ing whatever upon Mr. Stewart's claim for reimbursement. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THEO. A. BINGHAM, 


Colonel, United States Army. 
Hon. J. K. RICHARDS, 
Solicitor-General of the United States, Washington, D. O. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1902. 
to the letter dated the 24th ultimo, respecting the 
tewart for compensation on account of extra services 
rendered by him in connection with the Potomac Flats case, I ire 
to say that the letter o be to be taken as ex 


pressi an inion 
that no a be made for the benefit of te 


r. Stewart. 
that in view of the fact that the sery- 


ropriation shoul 
What I intended to convey was, 


È 
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ices were rendered by direction of the Secre of War and the claim 
for extra compensation made to the Secretary, it was thought that this 
department ought not to initiate action toward securing an appropria- 
tion from Congress. . 

At your request, the department procured a statement from Assistant 
District Attorney Taggart, who had charge of that case. Mr, art 
estimated the value of the services performed by Mr. Stewart at $5, i 
I am satisfied from the information contained in the papers that Mr. 
Stewart performed extra services in the preparation and presentation 
of the Potomac Flats case for which an appropriation might properly 
and enian be made. As tọ the amount to be allowed, that must be 
determined by Congress. I have nothing before me except what is 
presented in these > papers, and have, therefore, no reason to differ from 
the conclusion of Mr. Taggart that $5,000 is a reasonable compensation. 


Very respectfully, 
P. C. Knox, Attorney-General. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
on this claim. There is not any use in trying to insist further 
on the reading of the report here, anyway, with so few Senators 
present, because, if the bill comes to a vote, they will not have 
heard the report. But I did want to have it read in part to 
refresh my mind a little upon the facts. The report as read, 
and as I have gone through the remainder of it, substantiates 
absolutely what I said and what the real objection is to this 
claim, 

Here was a man who was working in a department as a 
clerk of class 3 at a salary of $1,400. He was assigned by the 
Secretary of War to do certain work, to assist the assistant 
district attorney in looking up data with reference to the 
Potomac Flats case. He himself never thought of putting in a 
claim against the Government until some years after he had 
performed the work. In fact, not until 1900, which was sixteen 
years after he had begun the work, did he think of putting in 
a claim, and then for the first time appears this claim so far as 
the report is concerned. 

He very naturally estimated the value of his services highly, 
and I have no doubt they were valuable. That is what he was 
employed for. That is what he was paid his salary for. No 
man ought to be working for the Government who is not render- 
ing valuable services. 

The case ended in 1894, and, as I said, in 1900, six years 
after he had performed his service, he makes the statement of 
the kind of services he rendered, and states that he thinks he 
ought to have $7,500 for it. The case lasted from January 1, 
1887, to 1894, which was seven years. He was a clerk drawing 
for his time to the Government $1,400 a year, and he concluded 
that he ought to have a little over $1,000 additional for extra 
time each year, almost as much for extra service as he was 
drawing for his full time under his contract with the Govern- 
ment. 

There is not in all of the report a statement by anybody who 
knows anything about the work except, of course, Mr. Taggart, 
the assistant district attorney. This claim, as is stated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, is based upon very meritorious 
and valuable services rendered by Mr. Stewart outside of his 
office hours. He says that continuously and very frequently he 
was required to take books to his office and go to the assistant 
district attorney's office after office hours, and the assistant 
district attorney detained him late in the evening. 

The assistant district attorney, Mr. Taggart, in making his 
statement here, says that he did not keep any particular data 
as to how often, but he did go there frequently. I think the 
assistant district attorney does not mention the fact that he 
came to his office, but he says that he, the assistant district 
attorney, frequently went over to this clerk’s office and went 
over some of the books. Then the assistant district attorney 
reports his own work in the matter. 

I am sure that while anyone looking at this question must 
believe that these services were valuable, and the man did get 
together some old records and that sort of thing, there is noth- 
ing to make one believe that there was such extraordinary serv- 
ice rendered out of office hours, or even during office hours, as 
would warrant us in passing this claim twenty years old. The 
claimant himself is dead. This claim is brought here by the 
administrator. Congress for twenty years has never seen the 
equity or the justice of passing this claim. In fact, the claim- 
ant himself did not see the justice of filing it for half a dozen 
years after he had done the work. 

I submit to the Senators who are here that we are going a 
long ways in paying the claim twenty years after the work has 
been performed, with no evidence before us—and there is not 
a word of evidence in the report—as to how many times the 
claimant ever went to the assistant district attorney’s office. 


He says frequently during seven years, but during that seven 
years he drew a salary of almost $10,000. He might have gone 
there from time to time a great many times; nobody knows. 
Nobody kept any record of it. The claimant himself did not 


was, but six or seven years after he did the work it seemed to 
him to be a whole lot of time. 

I submit it is not a yery meritorious claim, and twenty years 
after the work was performed, with Congress passing it over 
and throwing it aside during all those years, we are scarcely 
justified in passing the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate 
but a moment. 

I think there is no controversy as to the service this man 
rendered after office hours. It covered a period of seven years. 

In looking over the report I find that O. L. Spaulding, Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, who was one of the most careful 
men I eyer knew, and who always looked after the interests of 
the Government, gave it as his opinion that $5,000 was hot an 
excessive compensation for the service rendered. Secretary 
Roor likewise gave his indorsement to the matter; and Colonel 
Bingham, who is well known to Senators, also expressed the 
opinion that in his judgment $5,000 ought to be paid, saying 
that without the assistance of Mr. Stewart the Government 
would probably have lost the case, which was a very important 
one. Gen. John M. Wilson, whom we all know, and who has 
served the Government in a high position long enough to look 
after the interests of the Government, concurred in Colonel 
Bingham's opinion. Then we come to Mr. Taggart, who was 
the assistant district attorney. Mr. Taggart knew all about the 
matter. He did not know exactly how many hours this man had 
worked; of course he did not. If our service here was paid 
for precisely the number of hours we work each day, I am 
afraid some of us would fall short when our monthly check 
reached us. But that he did perform service; that it did cover 
mildest years; and that it was very important service is undis- 
puted. 

Now, Mr. Taggart says: 

Based upon my general knowledge in the premises, I should say that 
the sum mention (35,000) is a proper one. 

Mr. Taggart was the man who knew about this thing. Then, 
General Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, approved the claim, after 
looking it over, and I find that Attorney-General Knox also 
gave his approval, all of them naming $5,000 as proper com- 
pensation. 

Notwithstanding all this testimony, that $5,000 was a proper 
allowance for the work performed, the bill that we are con- 
sidering to-day allows the administrator only $2,000. The 
money has been withheld for a great many years, and the claim 
is scaled down from the proper sum of $5,000, as testified by all 
these distinguished officials, to the sum of $2,000. And yet we 
are asked not to pass the bill at that amount. 

Mr. President, I hope the question on the passage of the bill 
will be put. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I would just like to call at- 
tention to the sort of indorsement Mr. Knox did give to this 
claim, and it is about the same the rest gave. None of them 
knew about the claim, but it was just handed along and recom- 
mended on the strength of what was before them. Neither Mr. 
Knox nor any of the rest ever went into the claim to learn 
whether he performed the service or not, and we haye nothing 
except a general statement. This is what Mr, Knox says: 


I have nothing before me except what is presented in these papers, 
soe 5 5 — 18600 — no reason to differ from the conclusion of Mr. Tag- 
ga a x 


air. GALLINGER. That $5,000 is a reasonable compen- 
sation.” 

5 BURKETT. “That $5,000 is a reasonable compen- 
sation.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a pretty good indorsement. 

Mr. BURKETT. If that is any sort of indorsement of the 
correctness of this bill, when, as I said in the beginning, there was 
nothing before him except what he had been told; and that is 
all the rest of them say. The facts are that the bill never has 
had consideration on its merits. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Depew in the chair). If 
there be no amendments as in Committee on the Whole, the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. é 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the 
third time. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I should like to have a divi- 


sion of some sort. I want to know just how the bill is going 
through the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will, then, ask for the yeas and nays. 
There is evidently no quorum present. 
Mr. BURKETT. I want to know how many are here when 


keep a record of it, and was not able to tell how many times it! the bill is passed. 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


911 


he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Seeretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE: (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and 
vote ven.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FLINT (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Cunzerson]. He is absent, and therefore I with- 


draw my vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr}. In his absence, I withhold 
my vote. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. BACON. The absence of my colleague [Mr. Crary] has 
been noted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
with whom he is paired. I simply desire to say that my col- 
league is necessarily detained at home by- personal illness. 

Mr. FLINT. I desire to state that my eolleague [Mr. 
Perkins] is detained at home by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas. 43, nays 7, as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Bacon Cullom Hughes Penrose 
Bankhead Curtis oncs Piles 
Bourne Depew n 
Bradley Dillingham 0 ith, M 
Brandegee Elkins MeCumber Smith, Mich. 
Briggs Pletcher McEnery Smith, S. C. 
Bulkeley gm Martin Stephenson: 
Burrows Gallinger Oliver Stone 
Carter Gordon. Overman Warren 
Chamberlain Guggenheim Page etmore 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Paynter 
NAYS—7. 
Brown Burton La Follette Tillman 
Burkett Davis Shively 
NOT VOTING—42, 

Aldrich Culberson Gore Root 
Bailey Cummins Hale Scott 
Beveridge Daniel Johnston Simmons 
Borah Dick Lorimer Smoot 
Bristow Dixon Money Sutherland 
Burnham Dolliver Nelson. Taliaferro 
Clap du Pont Newlands Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Flint Nixon Thompson 

'oster Owen 'arner 
Crane Frazier Perkins 
Crawford Gamble Rayner 


So the bill was passed. 

PETER M'KAY, ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate. bill 5436. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please state 
the calendar number? 

Mr. LODGE. It is not the purpose of the Senator to go on 
with it to-day? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all, I will say to the Senator. I 
desire only to make a statement. 

Mr. PILES. I ask the Senator from Indiana to allow me to 
call up a bill from the calendar for passage. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; I will withhold my motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4455) for the relief of Peter McKay. 
I am required to leave the Chamber in a few moments, as is 
also my colleague. A similar bill passed the Senate once before. 
It is a very short one, and I should like: to get it off the cal- 
endar before I go out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, which 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Seeretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “four thousand“ and insert “two thousand five hundred,” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
y, authorized and ee Pe E to 

ury not 3 ter MeKay,, or his 

tives the sum of 


of log hurled by the explosio Wi 
charged without warning by employees of the United ot “ponds “Govern: 
ment engagea in clearing lands at said Fort Worden under the 
and control of the United States — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as sd and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF ALASKA. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I move: that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 5436, reported favor- 
ably with amendments from the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please. state 
the calendar number? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It has just been reported this morning 
and has gone to the calendar. It has not been printed on 
the calendar as yet. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask the Senator if this is the 
epee comprehensive bill in regard te the government of 

aska. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; it is, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Does not the Senator think, as 
the bill has just been reported to-day, that he would expedite 
—.— re by allowing it to go over until the report has been 
print 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That would be true except for one con- 
sideration. However, of course, if the Senator wants 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not object. I simpy eall 
attention to the fact that it was reported only today. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE., I merely want the Senate to have it 
under consideration. There is no attempt at all to. force the 
passage at this time. I desire to: have it under consideration 
by the Senate and to make a brief statement in lieu of a re- 
port, I will state to the Senator that I will let it go over, of 
course, if he says so; the committee would be glad if we might 
proceed to its consideration now. As soon as the Senate has 
proceeded to its consideration and I make the brief statement 
which I contemplate making, we will, of course, at once lay 
it aside temporarily without prejudice. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Can not the Senator make that 
statement without making the bill the unfinished business, as 
it will become if the Senate proceeds now to its consideration? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I could, but I think the other course is 
the regular method. I will assure the Senator that making it 
the unfinished business will not stand in the way of the trans- 
action by the Senate of any other business any Senator may 
want to call up, beeause even if the Senate itself did not see 
fit to do so, as far as the committee are concerned I can say 
to the Senate they will be glad at any time to lay it aside 
temporarily, without losing its status of unfinished business, 
for the consideration of another measure. I hope the Senator 
bie let us proceed, 

. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not going to object to the 
Benih of the bill, but I wanted to bave it understood, and 
to express my belief that it is a very important bill and can 
only be determined by the Senate after due consideration, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE: I heartily agree with the Senator in 
that, and, as I said before, there will be every disposition on 
the part of the committee to have the fullest consideration; 
and not only that, but the bill at any time will be laid aside 
temporarily if any Senator wants to transact any other busi- 
ness. Of course, however, we will not lay it aside temporarily 
when such action might imperil its passage. But, aside from 
endan the passage of the bill, the committee will gladly 
lay it aside temporarily at any time to expedite other business 
or to accommodate any Senator. So I make the motion, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 5436) to create a legislative council in the Territory of 
Alaska, to confer legislative powers thereon, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary based 
The bill now becomes. the unfinished business unless. disposed of 
to-day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 4 

Mr: BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. T just want to know the status; that is all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It has now become the unfinished busi- 
ness. It will come up every day at 2 o’clock and will be laid 
aside from time to time at the Senate's convenience, under the 
limitations stated in my answer to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Wyoming sap €narxy}. 

Mr. President, I desire to submit a very brief statement con- 
cerning this bill, its subject, and its purposes. 

Putting it in a sentence, it is a bill to provide an effective’ 
civil government for what has heretofore been known as the 
“district of Alaska.” As all Senators and everybody else knows, 
Alaska is a district of country of very great extent. I think 
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its area is about 600,000 square miles, or between a fifth and a 
sixth of the entire area of the United States proper. 

The physical characteristics of that enormous stretch of coun- 
try are also well known, and are peculiar. It is mountainous. 
At present it is in many places almost impassable on account 
of marshes which arise from the climatic conditions up there, 
holding frost in the ground, and so forth, a thing that will be 
gone into later. í 

The distances are, of course, very great. For example, from 
Juneau, the capital of what has heretofore been called the 
district of Alaska, to Nome, one of the principal towns, is some- 
thing over 2,250 miles, and yet that great distance is less than 
half of the distance by.water, the only available route, to ex- 
treme points of Alaska. 

The population of that country, by the best information the 
committee can get, is estimated at not more than 30,000 white 
people nor less than 25,000 white people. Of the white people 
in Alaska the proportion of men to women is about three to 
one. Excellent authorities, who are perfectly disinterested, 
give it as four to one. ? . 

This population is very largely—I might almost say exclu- 
sively—engaged in mining and in the transportation which it 
necessitates. There are very great fishing industries there, but 
they engage the efforts of no large number of people, except 
for short periods in summer. There are great salmon can- 
neries and things of that kind. 

The principal occupation to which those people devote them- 
selves, as I have said, is mining. The population is divided as 
to location into four clumps. Those four clumps are in the 
four judicial divisions. In what is called the southeastern por- 
tion of Alaska, which constitutes the first judicial division, in 
which the capital of the entire country is located at Juneau, it 
is estimated that there are from 7,000 to 9,000 people, and those 
people are engaged in fishing and quartz mining. It is in this 
district, which is the nearest one to Seattle and the United 
States, that the famous Treadwell mines and stamping mills 
are located, and these great mines, with their stamping mills, 
constitute the largest single industry in that entire division. 

There is also fishing there, as I have said before. The extent 
of that one division, as the bird flies, is probably 600 miles 
in itself. The next division along the coast is the third judicial 
division. The court sits at the town of Valdez, although in 
population Valdez is probably not now quite so large as Cor- 
dova, which is the ocean terminus of a short railroad which is 
being built to the copper mines in that district. 

In this judicial division it is estimated that there are be- 
tween four and five thousand white people, yet this one divi- 
sion is of vast area. They are engaged in fishing, canning, 
copper mining, gold mining, and pursuits of that kind. 

The next district is the interior division of Tanana, including 
the Tanana Valley. It is the fourth judicial division, the 
principal town of which is Fairbanks, and that is by all odds 
the largest town in the whole country. It is the center of the 
placer-mining industry of that district and it is contiguous to 
the British Klondike region. It is probably a continuation into 
American territory of the mineral phenomena disclosed in the 
Klondike region. The population of the district is probably 
now larger than that of any other, being from eight to nine 
thousand white people. 

The next district, as we go toward the Arctic Circle, is the 
second judicial division, in which is located the famous Nome 
region, on Seward Peninsula. Everybody who is familiar with 
the map will know where Seward Peninsula is. It is between 
the Aleutian Islands, apparently about two-thirds of the way 
toward the Arctic Cirele itself. Compared with what it is 
now, there was a very considerable population there at the 
time of the visit of the subcommittee some years ago, possibly 
10,000 people, but the best information now is that the popula- 
tion is from five to seven thousand. The excess has left, as is 
always the case in a mining country. This district is devoted 
exclusively to gold and placer mining. 

Now, that the Senate may see just what it means for these 
clumps of people to communicate with one another, I call atten- 
tion to the fact that from Valdez to Nome, via Fairbanks, which 
is the only overland route which you can travel at all, is about 
1,100 miles. By water—that is, around through Unimak Pass— 
is about 1,600 miles. Of this 1,100 miles from Valdez to Nome, 
a part of it is a road which the Board of Road Commissioners, 
which Congress authorized some three or four years ago, has 
partly constructed from Valdez to Fairbanks. That road is 
passable in winter part of the way for two-horse and four-horse 
sleighs and the rest of the way for single-horse sleighs or dog 
teams, In summer it is practicable most of the way for wheels. 


That is the longest and, indeed, the only road of any conse- 
quence in this immense territory. 

After you get to Fairbanks the rest of the way to Nome over- 
land is 750 miles, at least. That is not a road at all, but it is 
a winter trail, which is sometimes used for dog sleds and ve- 
hicles of that kind; but in summer it is totally impassable over- 
land on account of the marshes and the condition of the coun- 
try, which. makes land travel absolutely out of the question. 
So during the summer. months the communication between this 
colony of Americans in the Tanana Valley and the colony of 
Americans on Seward Peninsula at Nome is by water—that is, 
down the Tanana River into the Yukon, down into Nortons 
Sound, and then by boat to Nome. Outside of that there are 
no other roads except short supply roads from the towns to the 
neighboring mines. . 

The road from Fairbanks to Nome, as I have said, is about 
750 miles, and by water, which is the only route possible in 
summer, it is some 1,300 miles. Fram Valdez to Fairbanks, 
then, is 350 miles. * 

So, Mr. President, we have this enormous extent of territory 
of the physical character I have mentioned and with a popula- 
tion that I have named, divided into little clumps in these four 
judicial districts, with these immense spaces between them, 
and with very limited and very difficult methods of communi- 
cating. Nor are all of these people in these districts in a single 
clump. They themselves, especially in the third judicial dis- 
trict, are more or less divided and have more or less difficulty 
of communication. 

The resources of the Territory, so far as yet demonstrated, 
are almost purely mineral and fishing, and, probably hereafter, 
lumbering; but at present, so far as actually demonstrated on 
any large and practicable scale, I believe it is agreed that they 
are substantially mining and fishing. The resources to which 
these two classes of industry address themselves, however, are 
enormous, incalculable, unknown. It is known that the value 
of the coal deposits and the copper and the gold and other min- 
erals is immense, but their extent has not yet even been fore- 
casted. So we have a district of territory of the physical 
characteristics I haye named, of the resources that I have indi- 
cated, and inhabited by from 25,000 to 30,000 white people, 
divided in the proportion of 3 to 4 men to 1 woman, and those 
separated, with a communication among themselyes of the very 
greatest difficulty, not paralleled in this country, I suppose, at 
the present time, or at any time in the past. 

For years Congress 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like—— 

a FRAZIER. Does the Senator wish to finish his state- 
men 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to finish my statement, 
which is in the nature of a report, and then I will suspend. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Very well. I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, for about forty years Con- 
gress has legislated directly with reference to this district, and 
there has grown up necessarily a mass of laws, some of them 
applicable, some of them inapplicable, some of them harmonious 
with others, and others again that are not harmonious. I 
think there is a unanimity of sentiment in the committee that 
what might be popularly called any uniform and consistent set 
of laws concerning Alaska does not now exist. There are, of 
course, some very excellent statutes, as, for example, the civil 
and criminal code, which Congress passed about ten years ago, 
and the excellent law which was drawn up by the subcom- 
mittee after their visit to Alaska and after they submitted 
their admirable and exhaustive report which provided a board 
of road commissioners, created “the Alaska fund,” and began 
the work of creating means of rtation, which is the 
prime and important necessity for this district and of the people 
who live there. 

It has become clear, Mr. President, therefore, that there must 
be some body of men created who can legislate for this district, 
this territory, as the bill now calls it, from first-hand knowl- 
edge; men who will be absolutely, as far as legislative safe- 
guards can provide, above any selfish consideration whatever; 
men who can take up the entire subject of necessary legislation 
for Alaska and amend or repeal or otherwise modify such exist- 
ing laws as are not wise or have become out of date, or other- 
wise inapplicable, and enact any new legislation which the 
situation may require. This bill accomplishes that purpose as 
fully as the committee feel that legislation at present can 
accomplish. 

It provides for a legislative council, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States, and constituted as follows: A 
governor, an attorney-general, a commissioner of the interior 
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and of mines, to be appointed by the President for a period of 
four years each. These men may or may not be residents of 
Alaska at the time of their appointment, but every minute of 
the time they serve they must be there. 

The duties of these three members of the legislative council, 
as this bill calls it, are specifically enumerated in the bill itself, 
and I think will meet the approval of Senators when they come 
to look at the duties imposed upon these officers, These duties 
are both legislative and executive. 

The other members of the legislative council are eight in num- 
ber. The original bill as introduced provided for four, to be 
appointed by the President from residents of each of the judicial 
divisions into which Alaska was at that time divided; but the 
committee, after very mature consideration, concluded that it 
would be wiser to have the number eight, instead of four, two 
from each judicial division instead of one from each judicial 
division. These eight men, to be appointed by the President, 
are to be bona fide residents and qualified voters of the divisions 
in Alaska from which they are appointed. 

These eleven men, then, constitute the legislative council. It 
is their business to meet once a year at the capital of the terri- 
tory of Alaska, and to remain in legislative session not longer 
than sixty days. It is provided that the governor may, with the 
prior approval of the President of the United States, convene 
the legislative council in extraordinary session, and that no 
extraordinary session of the council shall be longer than thirty 
days. 

It becomes the business of this legislative council to act as 
the legislative body of Alaska; to enact all laws that may be 
necessary, and to repeal, amend, or modify such as are in ex- 
istence; all, however, Mr. President, under most careful restric- 
tions as to their legislative powers. 

All members of the committee will agree with the chairman, 
I am sure, in saying that to the section which places limita- 
tions upon the legislative powers of this legislative council 
the most exhaustive and mature consideration was given, and 
extreme care has been taken, as that section of the bill will 
show, in placing limitations upon this legislative council. I 
think that the limitations placed upon it met the approval of 
every member of the committee present, assuming that such a 
bill as this is to pass at all. 

All laws, of course, passed by the legislative council are sub- 
ject to the approval of Congress and must be submitted to Con- 
gress; so that in addition to the limitations named in the bill 
itself upon the powers of the legislative council is the addi- 
tional safeguard in the requirement that the laws enacted by 
the council shall be submitted for approval to the Congress 
itself. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Idaho? f 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to say to the Senator that 
this is a preliminary statement in lieu of a report, and I would 
be glad, if it is convenient, that the Senator would defer inter- 
ruption until we begin the debate on the bill. 

Mr. BORAH. I was merely going to ask the Senator from 
Indiana a question as to the disposition of the bill. I was called 
away from the Chamber, and I wish to know whether it is the 
purpose of the Senator to do anything else this afternoon other 
than make his statement? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no, I will say to the Senator—he 
was absent when it was done—that the bill has been made the 
unfinished business, and at 2 o'clock each day, of course, as is 
always true in like cases, it will be called up as unfinished 
business and considered from time to time or laid aside tempo- 
rarily, without prejudice, when any other business of the Senate 
is to be done, or even to suit the convenience of Senators, pro- 
vided such temporary laying aside does not endanger the 
passage of the bill. I will say to the Senator that the status 
of the bill now is merely that it is the unfinished business, and, 
as chairman of the committee, I am making a broad statement 
as to the subject-matter, the purposes, and the large outlines of 
the bill itself. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator if it is 
his purpose as chairman to make a report upon this subject at 
a subsequent time? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will, if the Senator would like to have 
me do so. I have taken the alternative. As the Senator is 
aware, there has been no opportunity given the chairman to 
prepare a report, and so I thought that this statement, as is 
frequently done, might take the place of one, That is the 
reasor I am making it at this time. 
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Mr. FRAZIER. Yes. I am not suggesting that a report be 


made. I think the statement of the Senator is amply sufficient, 
but the bill, as I am advised, has not yet been printed, as it 
was reported this morning. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 

Mr. FRAZIER. And I was somewhat surprised at the Sena- 
tor having called the bill up and having it made the unfinished 
business. I was temporarily called from the Chamber at the 
time he made that request. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that I conferred 
with some of his colleagues when he was out. The matter of 
bringing it up and making it the unfinished business to-day was 
largely a matter to suit the personal convenience of members of 
the committee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I should be glad to accommodate the Sena- 
tor, of course. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Otherwise, of course, the regular pro- 
ceeding would have been to have proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill to-morrow; indeed, the objection of any Senator 
to-day could have preyented the motion being made, but, after 
some little discussion, no one saw fit to object to my moving its 
consideration to-day, so the motion was put by the Chair, and 
the bill was made the unfinished business. Otherwise, of 
course, it would be printed, and we could, in regular order, 
make it the unfinished business to-morrow. In any event, it is 
a matter that was done practically by unanimous consent; 
that is to say, I had unanimous consent to make the motion. 
The bill was not made the unfinished business by unanimous 
consent, but by a motion, The Senator is quite right as to the 
regular proceeding. There is no doubt about that. I thank 
the Senator for his courteous acquiescence. 

In addition to the legislative council, Mr, President, the bill 
provides for two other officers—a secretary and ex officio treas- 
urer of Alaska, whose duties are carefully provided for in the 
bill and are such as the title of his office suggests; and the 
auditor of the territory, whose duties are such as that term 
implies and are specifically named in the bill, 8 

The treasury of Alaska itself is at first provided for until 
this body of laws can be created and some rational methods of 
taxation can be devised, all of which are carefully limited by 
specific provisions in the bill, by transferring to the treasury of 
Alaska all that part of that fund now known legally as the 
Alaska fund” in the United States Treasury which is derived 
from the collection of licenses outside of incorporated towns. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator state approximately 
what the amount of that fund is? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. About $178,000 a year. However, it is 
provided that the board of road commissioners of the district— 
which board is continued under the bill—shall not in any event 
expend nor shall the legislature appropriate therefore be less 
than the 70 per cent of this fund which is now by law devoted 
to the creation of roads, trails, and other forms of communica- 
tion. They may expend more; they can not expend less. 

It is further provided that one member of the legislative coun- 
cil—that is, the commissioner of the interior and of mines, the 
attorney-general, the executive board of the legislative council, 
or the governor—may be a United States army officer, either 
on the active or on the retired list; and that in the case of the 
appointment of such an officer his salary as an officer of the 
army shall be deducted from his salary as such member of the 
executive division of the legislative council. 

The salaries of these officers have been considerably cut, Mr. 
President, from the bill as originally introduced, and the com- 
mittee, after a good deal of debate and consideration, fixed 
the salary of the governor at $7,500, of the attorney-general at 
$7,000, of the commissioner of the interior and of mines at 
$7,000 annually. 7 

The other members of the legislative council, who have no 
functions at all except to attend the legislative sessions of the 
legislative council, have a compensation fixed at $20 a day and 
mileage of 15 cents by the nearest trayeled route. The latter, 
I think, perhaps may work something of a hardship, because 
the nearest traveled route might be impracticable at a certain 
time of the year, and they might have to travel two or even 
three times as far; but the committee, in its anxiety to keep 
down expenses as much as possible, fixed the traveling allow- 
ance at 15 cents per mile and the compensation at $20 a day; 
which $20 a day is less than the original bill provided. The 
salaries for the secretary and ex officio treasurer and for the 
auditor are the same—$3,500 a year. They are not members 
of the legislative council. 

That, Mr. President, is a very brief and a very broad outline 
of the general provisions of the bill, and a fair statement, I 
think, of its large general purposes. I submit it to tue Senate 
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in making the bill the unfinished business, in order that the 
main points of this proposed legislation may be understood, as 
to its subject-matter, its purposes, and the methods to carry 
them out. 

It has been suggested, of course, that the legislative council, 
instead of being appointed by the President, should be elected; 
but it was clear tò a majority of the committee that, on ac- 
count of the sparse population, the enormous extent of territory 
in which they are located—because it can not be said at all in 
any way that they inhabit that territory—but the enormous 
extent of territory, in which as clumps and groups they are 
located, the difficulty of communication, in physical hardship, 
and in time and in expense, make the question of an elective 
legislature impracticable. 

There are other considerations also that no doubt will de- 
velop in debate, showing why an elective legislature is not a 
matter susceptible of practical development, Nothing but an 
appointive legislative council will answer the purposes, 

I think, Mr. President, that with this statement I will now 
suspend, and if the Senate desires to proceed with any other 
business I will be very glad to ask that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. In the absence of objection it is so ordered. 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5573) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular 
Army and Navy and wars other than the civil war, and to cer- 
tain widows of such soldiers and sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pension 
the following-named persons at the rates stated: 

Grace M. Hunt, widow of George M. Hunt, late of Company 
G, Thirty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Spain, $12 per month, and $2 per month additional on ac- 
count of each of the minor children of the said George M, Hunt 
until they reach the age of 16 years. 

Josephus Hosier, late of Capt. Wiliam B. Lewis's company, 
Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory Indian war, $16 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Persis M. McKee, widow of Thomas McKee, late of Captain 
Allred’s company, Nauvoo Legion, Utah Volunteers, Utah In- 
dian war, $12. 

Adolphus N. Pacetty, late captain Pacetty's boat company, 
Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, $12. 

Antoinette A. Darnall, widow of M. Duke Darnall, late pay- 
master’s clerk, United States Navy, $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

Vincent A. Witcher, dependent father of Adison Witcher, late 
of Company F, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, war 
with Spain, $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Daniel Fallen, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment United 
States Infantry, $10. 

Edward R. Edmonds, late of Hospital Corps, United States 
Army, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Peter F. Pellicer, late of Captain Moseley’s independent com- 
pany, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Anna K, Lederer, widow of Alexander G. Lederer, late of 
Company M, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, $12. 

George S. Rust, late of Captain Callister’s company, Smith's 
Regiment, Utah Volunteers, Utah Indian war, $16 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Jobn L. Dick, late of Company B, United States Engineers, 
war with Spain, $12, 

Hugh Black, late of Captains Parkhill and Brevart’s com- 
pany, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole 
Indian war, $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Israel J. Wells, late of Capt. W. H. Kendrick’s company and 


Capt. I. J. Carter’s independent company, Florida Mounted Vol- 
unteers, Seminole Indian war, $16 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to ask the Senator for an 
explanation as to the occasion of this special bill. I merely ask 
the question for information on the subject. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We have simply combined in an omnibus 
bill a few bills granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
soldiers who have served in wars other than the civil war. 


The reason for this is that in the House of Representatives, 
instead of all pension bills going to one committee, those re- 
lating to civil-war soldiers go to one committee and those re- 
lating to soldiers who served in wars other than the civil war 
go to another committee. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I now ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 5574) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
civil war and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pension 
the following-named persons at the rates stated: 

George W. Bachus, late of Company B, Loudoun Rangers, 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William Gaunt, late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment, and 
Company E, Eighty-first Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
$24 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

Wait B. Steenbarger, late of Company D, Ninety-eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Perry Fellers, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Joseph Hough, late of Company B, Fifty-ninth Regiment Ti- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Jane Warren, former widow of Michael Malloy, late com- 
missary-sergeant First Regiment Washington Territory Volun- 
teer Infantry, $12. 

John Galvin, late of Company C, First Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company M, Fourth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

James Franklin Woodcock, late of Company F, Fifty-first 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tyrus C. Dickinson, late of Company L, Eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Henry Fightmaster, late of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

John E. Gilmore, late of Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Towa Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Henry Hime, late of Company C, One hundredth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Mary S. Adams, widow of Henry H. Adams, late first lieu- 
tenant, Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, colonel 
Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and brigadier-general, 
United States Army, retired, $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

Stephen M. Taylor, late of Company E, Forty-second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Miner A. Robbins, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

John A. Blake, late of Company A, One hundred and twenty- 
seventh Regiment, and Company E, Fifty-fifth Regiment, Tli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Lyman A. Holcomb, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

William Stein, late unassigned, Fifty-fourth Regiment, and 
Company K, Fifty-first Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Albert S. Winchester, late of Company F, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving, 

John Hopper, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Caspar Wilky, late of Company E, Twenty-first Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William Murray, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


915 


John T. Young, late captain Company A, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Edward Thornberry, late of Company A, First Regiment, and 
Company F, Forty-third Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Charles W. Taylor, late of Company D, Second Regiment 
California Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, Eleventh Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

George R. Wait, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Osmund Mikesell, late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Milton Bates, late of Company E, Third Regiment New York 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company C, Ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. = 

Elizabeth S. Reed, widow of Caleb R. Reed, late acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, $12. 

William ©. Hudnall, late of Company H, Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Anna C. Hutchinson, widow of Thomas Hutchinson, late second 
lieutenant, Thirty-second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and major Thirty-sixth Regiment Enrolled Kentucky 
Militia, $12. 

Hugh Berryman, late of Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Fidelana Whitehead, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

David L. Smith, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Frederick Fouce, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

Laura M. Hoard, widow of Joseph S. Hoard, late major and 
lieutenant-colonel One hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

Henry F. Sanford, late of Company C, Hatch's Battalion 
Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

William W. Barlow, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Mitchell S. Barney, late of Company K, Thirty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William D. Lovelace, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

George D. Anderson, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Engineers, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

John W. McDaniel, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment, and 
Company I, Sixth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

John B. Holt, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment, and 
Company D, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment, New York 
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Ransom Manning, late of Company K, Second Regiment New 
York Volunteer Veteran Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

John Dixon, late of Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Tli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Oliver Hand, late of Company A, Second Battalion, and Com- 
pany G, First Battalion, Eleventh Regiment United States In- 
fantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Isabella S. Hull, widow of James S. Hull, late of Company 
H, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, $12. 

Hiram Buckingham, late quartermaster-sergeant, Sixteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

William Ford, late of Company E, Third Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Heayy Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


William Smith, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Francis A. Martin, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Charles J. Rhoades, late of Company K, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment, and Company K, Sixth Regiment, Massachusetts Militia 
Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Orlando Willsey, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

James M. Hallett, late of Company H, Second Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Henry H, Frampton, late of Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

William L. Southgate, late of Companies A and G, One hun- 
dred and seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Francis M. Thompson, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Edward J. Schnell, late of Company D, One hundred and sec- 
ond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Albert N, Raymond, late of Company B, One hundred and 
fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

David W. Aldrich, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regiment, 
and Company H, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment, Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Alfred N. Webb, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Missouri 
8 Cavalry, 830 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

America V. Vincent, widow of Joseph G. Vincent, late of Com- 
pany K, Second Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, $12. 

Charles G. Craig, late of Company H, Third Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Benjamin F. Hays, late second lieutenant Company C, Fifty- 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving, 

Eudora McLaflin, widow of Edward MeLaflin, late major 
First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $25 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

James H. Little, late of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. - 

Alonzo Hil, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of tbat he is 
now receiving. 

Henrietta E. Jordan, widow of Henry Jordan, late lieutenant- 
colonel Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

William F. Bockhouse, late of Company H, Two hundredth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Elizabeth Streit, widow of John Streit, late of Company A, 
Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, $24 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That 
in the event of the death of Gertrude C. Streit, helpless and 
dependent daughter of said John Streit, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided further, 
That in the event of the death of Elizabeth Streit, the name of 
the said Gertrude C. Streit shall be placed on the pension roll at 
$12 per month from and after the date of the death of said 
Elizabeth Streit. 

William M. Campbell, late of Company H, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Sixth 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Edward M. Savage, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Third Battery, Vermont Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Hans Wickstrum, late of Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 

Luella A. Taylor, widow of Henry P. Taylor, late of Company 
G, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, $12. 

Henry Cooper, late of Company B, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month m 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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Henry M. Trimble, late first lieutenant Company E, Ninety- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

George F. Blue, late of Company H, First Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Light Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Alfred Rector, late of Company C, Third Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

John D. Capps, late of U. S. S. Ohio, Potomae, and Lacka- 
wanna, United States Navy, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William Hess, alias William Smith, late of Company B, 
Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

James J. Ballinger, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

John Welch, late of Company I, Thirteenth t Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Thomas S. Gilbert, late captain Company A, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and Third Independent 
Battery, Connecticut Volunteer Light Artillery, $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Jonas Fulmer, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty- 
second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Richard Butler, late captain Company E, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer „ $30 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

George W. Tilghman, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Jacob R. Riblett, late hospital steward, One hundred and 
eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 830 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Joshua F. Spurlin, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Basil McClain, alias Henry Burgess, late of Company A, 
Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is reeeiving. 

William S. Edgerton, 2d, late of Company ©, Seventh Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Stephen W. Glenney, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Laura Troxel, widow of Absalom Troxel, late of Company O, 
Eighty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $12. 

Abram N. Randolph, late of Company K, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Ellwood Craig, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Dela- 
ware Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William Crotzar, late of Company F, Ninety-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Henry Silker, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $380 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Albino R. Stone, late of Company E, Eighty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

John W. Miller, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

George W. Newbury, late of Company C, Two hundred and 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

John F. Clough, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Sophia W. Sanborn, widow of Fred G. Sanborn, late captain 
Company F, Fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


John H. Sargent, late of Company H, Fourteenth ent 


Regimi 

Vermont Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Mary A. Jordan, widow of William H. Jordan, late colonel 
Nineteenth Regiment United States Infantry, $30 per month. 

George M. Lanpher, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 


Annie E. Belden, widow of Henry D. Belden, late first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, $12. 

Charles H. Windsor, late of Company F, First Battalion Del- 
aware Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Don Carlos Sinclair, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Winfield S. Robinson, Iate of Company E, Fifth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

George F, Keeling, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Benjamin C. Flanders, late of Company L, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Alice I. Simpson, widow of James F. Simpson, late captain 
Company K, Second Regiment United States. Veteran Volun- 
teer Infantry, and Third Regiment United States Cavalry, $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Thomas H. Revis, late of Company H, Third Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Edward Sams, late of Company B, Second Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

James H. Hubbard, late of Battery I, Third Regiment United 
States Artillery, war with Mexico, and captain Company B, 
Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

James P. Albee, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

Charles H. Miller, late of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Gardner B. Clark, late first lieutenant and captain Company 
C, First Regiment United States Sharpshooters, and first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant, Sixth Regiment United States Veteran Vol- 
unteer Infantry, First Army Corps, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Charles H. Eding, late of Company D, Second Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Mattie Shepard, helpless and dependent daughter of Ira 
Shepard, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $12. 

Constantine C. Glenn, late second lieutenant Company A, Thir- 
teenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

William Reynolds, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Benjamin F. Boots, late of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Edward Baker, late of Company B, First Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Stephen F. Balliet, late second lieutenant Company K, One 
hundred and twenty-third Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

James W. Tucker, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

John J. Fritzer, late of Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Morris B. McKeever, late of Company A, One hundredth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

John A. Farmer, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Peter Hahncke, late of Company H, One hundred and forty- 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Evelyn Dutton, late of Company M, Second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
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Katherine E. Kemble, helpless and dependent daughter of 
James R. Kemble, late captain Company L, Third Regiment 
United States Cavalry, $12. 

Nancy J. Bloomer, widow of Samuel Bloomer, late of Com- 
pany G, Seventy-second Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, $12. 

Samuel I. Scammon, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

George Rice, late of Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Phillip R. Snedecor, late captain Company B, One hundred and 
sixty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Amos S. Bean, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Nyrum Phillips, late first lieutenant and adjutant, One hun- 
dred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Elizabeth C. Way, widow of William B. Way, late lieutenant- 
colonel Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, $40 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

John S. Jorstead, late of Company E, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Winfield S. Van Horne, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
IIlinois Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

John Olson, late of Company M, First Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Cyrus E. Hunter, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving, 

William Reardon, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

William H. H. Dickinson, late of Company C, Third and Tenth 
Regiments Kansas Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Joseph P. Rankin, late of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Nelson Stewart, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Dempsey Coats, late of Company H, Eighty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Eighth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

John S. Steele, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Michi- 
gan Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Dicie C. Alexander, helpless and dependent child of Franklin 
Alexander, late of Company F, Seventieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, $12. 

Aaron Phillips, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

William Varian, late surgeon, United States Volunteers, $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

William H. George, late of Company B and quartermaster- 
sergeant, Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Fletcher Crite, now known as Fletcher Matthews, late of 
Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Webster A. Whiting, late captain Company B, Eighty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Timothy C. Root, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is 
now receiving. 

Jesse T. Thompson, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Adam Landaittel, late of Company K, Eighteenth Regiment 
= iam Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Alexander F. Safely, late of Company H, and second lieuten- 
ant Company D, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘ment of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay 


Mat Coleman, helpless and dependent son of William T. 
Coleman, late of Company M, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, $12. 

Rinehart Miller, late of Company E, First Regiment Michigan 
Yoter Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

Andrew Goodwin, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

Oliver Garrow, late of Company G, Second Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Lewis J. Ingalls, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Amos K. Smith, late surgeon, First Regiment Michigan Vol- 
pas nad Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

Mark Simpkins, late of Company B, Twentieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

George W. Kurtz, late of Company K, Fiftieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. g 

Othello Delano, late of Company E, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

Elias E. Cox, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Vermont 


Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving. 

James B. Atkinson, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Silas W. Morrison, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Isaac H. Marrow, late second lieutenant Company B, Buc- 
hanan’s battalion, Maryland and District of Columbia Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and colonel Third Regiment Ohio Vol- 
8 Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

Abraham T. Dearborn, late of Company G, Third Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant Company 
G, Fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Francis E. Pellett, late of Company A, First Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Cavalry, $80 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Mary A. Heap, widow of Henry Heap, late of Company G, 
First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

John Shields, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

Rebecca Dull, widow of William Dull, late of vig red F, 
Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, $12 

James T. Barnhart, late of Company D, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In line 5, page 7, I move to strike out 
“twelve” and insert in lieu thereof “twenty.” In explana- 
tion, I desire to say that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
PAYNTER] has given considerable information concerning this 
case since it was reported, and the information which I have 
received from him is sufficient to justify the raise from $12 to 
$20 in this particular case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 7, line 5, strike out “twelve” 
where it occurs before the word “ dollars” and insert “ twenty,” 
so as to read “ $20.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR NARRAGANSETT BAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the calendar be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us proceed with the calendar. 

The ML aA Fanart gate Without objection, the calendar 
will be proceeded wi 

The bill (S. 290) te provide for the construction and equip- 
and 
adjacent waters, to take the place of the revenue cutter Dezter, 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
appropriate $225,000, to be expended, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in constructing and equipping a 
steam revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and 
adjacent waters, with headquarters at Newport, R. I., to take 
the place of the revenue cutter Dezter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


FOG-SIGNAL STATION ON BOON ISLAND, MAINE. 


The bill (S. 4725) for the establishment of a fog-signal station 
at or near the light station on Boon Island, Maine, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appro- 
priate $20,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor, for the construction of a fog- 
signal station of the first class at or near the light station on 
Boon Island, Maine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LE BEAU LAND DISTRICT, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


The bill (S. 640) authorizing the creation of a land district 
in the State of South Dakota, to be known as the “Le Beau 
land district,” was announced as the next business in order on 
the calendar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let the bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under 
objection on the part of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER subsequently said: I wish to withdraw my 
objection to the immediate consideration of Senate bill 640, 
which heretofore I asked might be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Calendar No. 104 will be taken up, 
the Senator from North Dakota having withdrawn his objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. If I remember rightly, this is a bill which we 
had up here last year, to establish a land district at Le Beau, 
and the Secretary of the Interior, as I recall it, recommended 
that the office be established somewhere else. 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, sir. The report of the Secretary of the 
Interior accompanies the report of the committee. 

Mr. KEAN. Does he not say it ought to be established some- 
where else? 

Mr. GAMBLE. The Secretary of the Interior recommends 
the passage of the bill, but follows it with the suggestion that 
perhaps the location of the land office might be left open in the 
bill, to be hereafter designated by the President. It was the 
judgment of the President 

Mr. KEAN. I have not read the report for some time. 

Mr. GAMBLE (continuing). And of the delegation from 
South Dakota that Le Beau could be fixed as the site for the 
land office. Then, the President will have ample power, by 
executive order, any time to change and remove it if conditions 
change by the extension of railways west and through these 
lands to be opened; and railways are now in process of con- 
struction. 

Mr. KEAN. I notice that in the last clause of the report the 
Secretary of the Interior says: 

I therefore recommend that the words “ Standing Rock” be substi- 
tuted for the words Le Beau“ in the caption of the bill and in line 14, 

on page i 3, and that the words “such point as the President may desig- 
nate” be used in lieu of the words the town of Le Beau,” in line 15, 
on page 3, and that the bill as thus amended be enacted. 

That is the only reason I called the attention of the Senator 
to it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. So far as concerns the creation of the 
land district, it is approved by the department. 

Mr. KEAN. I personally have no wish to interpose in South 
Dakota affairs, and I wished merely to call the attention of the 
Senator to this fact. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HORACE C. DALE. 

The bill (S. 3788) for the relief of Horace C. Dale, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of Pine 
Ridge, S. Dak., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Horace C. Dale, administrator of the 
estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, for buildings and im- 
5 at Pine Ridge Agency, taken by the Indian Bureau, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


YAKIMA INDIAN LANDS, WASHINGTON, 


The bill (S. 5451) to amend the act approved December 21, 
1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington,” was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order on the calendar, and was read. 

a 15 CARTER. Mr. President, what committee reported the 

Mr. KEAN. The Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER. I presume some Senator can make a brief ex- 
planation of the purpose of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone] made the report. 

Mr. STONE. I will ask to have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the report be read. In the absence of objection the Secretary 
will read it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Stone on the 20th instant. 


Mr. KEAN. If there is any question about the bill, let it go 
over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon objection the bill will go over. 


LIFE-PRESERVERS ON MOTOR VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 5143) to require life-preservers on motor ves- 
sels was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARTER. In line 11, I move to strike out “$10” and 
insert “ $100.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On line 11, page 1, after the words “ pen- 
alty of,” it is proposed to strike out “ten” and insert “one 
hundred,” so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That for any violation of this act the“ vessel shall be lable 
to a penalty of $100 for each such life-preserver lacking or improperly 
stowed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF TIME FOR CERTAIN HOMESTEADERS. 
Mr. GAMBLE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to establish 
residence upon their lands having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 5 and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, inserting in lieu of the words struck out the words 

“make entry under declaratory statement or;“ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4 and agree to the same with an 
amendment, inserting in lieu of the words struck out the words 
“make entry or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6, 
striking out section 2, and agree to an amendment amending 
the section thus restored by inserting the words“ entrymen or” 
after the word “ homestead,” in the first line of said section 2; 
and that the House agree to the same. 

ROBERT J. GAMBLE, 
C. D. CLARK, 
Gro. W. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
F. W. MONDELL, 
A. J. VOLSTEAD, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes 

t in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 

o'clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, January 25, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Daecutive nominations received by the Senate January 24, 1910. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Sterling A. Campbell, of California, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Humboldt, in the State of California. (Re- 
appointment.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Francis S. Howell, of Nebraska, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Nebraska, vice Charles A. Goss, whose term 
will expire January 28, 1910. 

: RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John H. McDevitt, jr., of Durango, Colo., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Durango, Colo., vice Daniel L. Sheets, term 
expired. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICER. 


Lieut. Col. Hiram M. Chittenden, Corps of Engineers, to be 
brigadier-general, with rank from January 24, 1910, vice Brig. 
Gen. John G. D. Knight, retired from active service on that 
date. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


James Jehu Robert, of Louisiana, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps, with rank from January 21, 1910. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Second Lieut. John F, Franklin, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from January 18, 1910, vice First Lieut. Leo B. 
Dannemiller, Eleventh Infantry, retired from active service on 
that date. 

REAPPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 

Brig. Gen. James Allen, Chief Signal Officer, to be Chief Signal 
Officer with the rank of brigadier-general, for the period of four 
years, beginning February 10, 1910, with rank from February 
10, 1906. His present appointment will expire by limitation on 
February 10, 1910. 

PROMOTIONS: IN: THE Navy. 


Commander George W. McElroy, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain im the navy from the 27th day of Decem- 
ber, 1909, with Commander Roy ©. Smith, promoted. 

Commander Robert S. Griffin to be a captain in the navy from 
the 9th day of January, 1910, vice Capt. John B. Milton, pro- 
moted. 

Machinist John L. Barnswell to be a chief machinist in the 
navy from the 6th day of August, 1909, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in his present grade. 

Machinist Louis C. Higgins to be a chief machinist in the 
navy from the 16th day of December, 1909, upon the completion 
of six years’ service in his present grade. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
Benjamin E. Walker, of Alabama, to be United: States mar- 
shal for the middle district of Alabama, vice James H. Judkins, 
whose term expires January 30, 1910. 


POSTMASTERS, 


ARIZONA, 


Kasper Hauser to be postmaster at Willcox, Ariz. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 


ARKANSAS.. 


Fred E. Johnson to be postmaster at Hot Springs, Ark., in 
place of John II. Avery. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 30, 1910. 

J. E. Kevil to be postmaster at Lake Village, Ark., in place of 

Harry E. Courtney, resigned. 

‘ Robert C. Mayes to be postmaster at Springdale, Ark., in 
place of Walter E. Dodson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

CALIFORNIA, 


John W. Duckworth to be postmaster at Anaheim, Cal., in 
place of John W. Duckworth. Incumbents commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

W. H. Harrison to be postmaster at Los: Angeles, Cal., in 
place of Motley H. Flint, resigned. 

George P. Ide to be postmaster: at Arroyo Grande, Call, in 
place of Bela C. Ide: Incumbent's commission expires Fèb- 
ruary 9, 1910. 

W. T. Tuckwell to be postmaster‘ at Dunsmuir, Cal, in place 
of Charles A. Bills, removed. 


January 29, 1910. 


CONNECTICUT. 

Seth Pratt to be postmaster at Litchfield, Conn., in place of 
Seth Pratt. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1910. 
DELAWARE, 

John A. Jolls to be postmaster at Middletown, Del, in place 

va A. Jolls. Incumbents commission expired January 8, 
FLORIDA, 

Mary A.. Carlton to be postmaster 

became presidential January 1, 1910. 
GEORGIA. 

Susie M. Atkinson to be postmaster at Newnan, Ga., in place 


of Susie M. Atkinson. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1909. 


at Micanopy, Fla. Office 


ILLINOIS. 

Otto W.. Balgemann to be postmaster at Elmhurst, III., in 
place of Otto W. Balgemann. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

Henry Brueggemann to be postmaster at Alton, Ill, in place 
of Henry Brueggemann. Incumbent's commission expires Feb- 
ruary 5, 1910: 

William J. De La Mater to be postmaster at Pecatonica, III., 
in place of Alice A. Summer. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 5, 1910, 

Frank H.. Greene to be postmaster at Geneseo, IIL, in place 


‘of Frank H. Greene. Incumbent's commission expires Febru- 


ary. 22, 1910, 

Emory Gregg to be postmaster at Fairbury, III., in place of. 
Emory Gregg. Incumbent’s commission expires February 5, 
1910. 

Harry D. Hemmens to be postmaster at Elgin, III., in place of 
Harry D. Hemmens. Incumbents commission expires Febru- 
ary 19, 1910. 

Ernest G. Howell to be postmaster at Geneva, Ill, in place 
of Ernest G. Howell. Incumbent’s commission expires: Febru- 
ary 19, 1910. 

Frank T. Moran to be postmaster at Belvidere, III., in place 
of Frank T. Moran. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 22, 1910, 

William. P. Slack to be postmaster at Carbondale, III., in 
place of William P. Slack. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 18, 1910. 

IOWA. 


Thomas F. Armstrong to be postmaster at Lenox, Iowa, in 
place of Thomas F. Armstrong. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 23; 1910. N 

Charles F. Chambers to be postmaster at West Union, Iowa, 
in place of Thomas L. Green, resigned. 

Nels C. Nelson to be postmaster at Essex, Iowa, in place of 
Nels C. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires: February 7, 
1910. 

Charles O. Ryan to be postmaster at Eldora, Iowa, in place of 
Alfred G.. Harris, resigned. 

William H. Tyrrell to be postmaster at Waverly, Iowa, in 
place of William H. Tyrrell. Incumbent's commission expires 


KANSAS, 


George T. Boone to be postmaster: at Chetopa, Kans, in place 
of George T. Boone. Incumbent’s commission expires April. 19) 
1910; 

LOUISIANA, 


Martha E. Thompson to be postmaster at Winnsboro; La. 


Office became presidential January 1, 1910. 


MARYLAND. 

Charles C. Mumford to be postmaster at Berlin, Md., in place 
of Edward S. Furbush, removed. 

H. Clay Powell to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, Md., in 
place of William M. Schoolfield. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires: January 25, 1910. 

MICHIGAN, 

George E. Adams to be postmaster at Bangor, Mich., in place 
of George E. Adams:. Incumbent’s.commission expires: February 
19, 1910. 

Melvin A Bates to: be postmaster at Grayling, Mich., in place 
of Melvin A. Bates. Incumbent's commission expires. February 
5, 1910. 

Albert B. Freeman to be postmaster at Durand, Mich., in 
place of Eugene S. Upson, resigned. 

MINNESOTA, 


Rollo C. Dugan to be postmaster at Eyota, Minn. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1910. 
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Frederick A. McVicar to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, 


Mint, in place of Frederick A. McVicar, Incumbent's commis- 
sion expires January 29, 1910. 
Sigurd B. Olson to be postmaster at Mahnomen, Minn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 
Knute O. Sandum to be postmaster at Bricelyn, Minn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 
NEBRASKA. 


Timothy B. Calnon to be postmaster at Lyons, Nebr., in place 
of Timothy B. Calnon. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 


ary 5, 1910. 

James H. Chapin to be postmaster at Decatur, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

Henry Gietzen to be postmaster at Humphrey, Nebr., in place 
of Henry Gietzen. Incumbent's commission expires February 
5, 1910. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Julian F. Trask to be postmaster at Laconia, N. H., in place 
of Frank L. Gilman. Incumbent's commission expired January 
18, 1910. f 
z NEW MEXICO. 

Robert S. Fisher to be postmaster at Fort Bayard, N. Mex. 
Office become presidential January 1, 1910. 


NEW YORK. 


Howard G. Dewey to be postmaster at Gloversville, N. Y., in 
place of Howard G. Dewey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 16, 1910. : 

George E. Perrin to be postmaster at Batavia, N. Y., in place 
of John M. Hamilton, deceased. 

OHIO. 


Solomon P, Soliday to be postmaster at Murray, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Harry B. Gilstrap to be postmaster at Chandler, Okla., in 
place of Harry B. Gilstrap. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 3 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

John C. Burden to be postmaster at St. Marys, Pa., in place 
of Jobn C. Burden. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
25, 1910. 

John C. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Everett, Pa., in 
place of John C. Chamberlain. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

Harry L. Johnson to be postmaster at Laceyville, Pa., in 
place of Harry L. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 8, 1910. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

John E. Heustess to be postmaster at Hartsville, S. C., in 

place of John E. Heustess. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1909. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 

John A. Stanley to be postmaster at Hot Springs, S. Dak., in 
place of John A. Stanley. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 5, 1910. 

WISCONSIN, 

Andrew Noll to be postmaster at Chilton, Wis., in place of 
Andrew Noll. Incumbent’s commisssion expires February 7, 
1910. 

Charles P. Peterson to be postmaster at Glenwood, Wis., in 
place of Charles P. Peterson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1910. 

WYOMING, 

Ivor Christensen to be postmaster at Hanna, Wyo., in place 
of Ivor Christensen, Incumbent’s commission expired January 
18, 1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Bæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 24, 
1910. 


ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John Doscher to be assistant collector of customs at Jersey 


City, N. J. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Enos Harry Perter to be United States marshal for the west- 

ern district of Pennsylvania. 
PoOSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 
George C. Boltz, at Camden, Ala. 
Walker T. Stewart, at Sylacauga, Ala. 


ARIZONA. 
Michael E. Cassidy, at Bisbee, Ariz. 
Frieda F. Mashbir, at Safford, Ariz. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Joseph P. Frankhouse, at San Fernando, Cal, 
Warren M. John, at San Luis Obispo, Cal. 
L. P. Mitchell, at Corcoran, Cal. 
Robert J. Nixon, at Yreka, Cal. 
COLORADO. 
Siegfried Salomon, at Platteville, Colo. 
Alexander J. Strachan, at Colorado Springs, Cola, 
CONNECTICUT. 
Bennett C. Atwood, at Watertown, Conn. 
Roswell 8. Edgecomb, at Groton, Conn. 
DELAWARE, 
William A. Mullin, at Marshallton, Del. 
FLORIDA. 
George W. Bean, at Tampa, Fla. 
Frank J. Huber, at Ocala, Fla. 
John McDougall, at Talahassee, Fla. 
GEORGIA. 
Charles R. Jones, at Rossville, Ga. 
George W. Pease, at Demorest, Ga. 
Arthur H. Prince, at Glennyille, Ga. 
John T. Stilwell, at Montezuma, Ga. 
IDAHO, 
Susan T. Libbey, at Cottonwood, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 


William F. Calhoun, at Decatur, III. 

Hugh A. J. McDonald, at Rock Island, III. 
KENTUCKY. 

James L, Grissom, at Burnside, Ky. 

MAINE. 

Marcellus L. Hussey, at Guilford, Me. 
MARYLAND, 

Harry A. Carroll, at Havre de Grace, Md. 

Asa Hepner, at Sykesville, Md. 

MASSACHUSETTS, 


Robert A. Beckwith, at Southbridge, Mass. 

George V. Bennett, at Plymouth, Mass. 

James A. Eldridge, at Williamstown, Mass. 

Edwin D. Goodell, at Brookfield, Mass. 

George W. Jones, at Falmouth, Mass. 

Frank E. Whiting, at Plainville, Mass. 

Merton Z. Woodward, at Shelburne Falls, Mass. 
MINNESOTA. 


William J. Bliss, at Stewart, Minn. 
Brayton S. Buckingham, at Argyle, Minn. 
Alexander Fiddes, at Jackson, Minn. 
Hamilton H. Judson, at Farmington, Minn, 
Elmer Owen, at Osseo, Minn. 
Caspar F. Schonlau, at Houston, Minn. 
MISSOURI. 

William C. Askin, at Salem, Mo. 
James R. Duncan, at Mountain View, Mo. 
Frank I. Swett, at Lebanon, Mo. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Fred H. Perry, at Charlestown, N. H. 

NEW JERSEY. 

David M. Anderson, at Gloucester City, N. J. 
Henry B. Rollinson, at Rahway, N. J. 
Anthony T. Woolley, at Long Branch, N. J. 


OHIO, 


Orrin C. Andre, at Waverly, Ohio. 
William B. Baldwin, at Akron; Ohio. 
Rupert R. Beetham, at Cadiz, Ohio. 
Hugh C. Bell, at Utica, Ohio. 

Clinton F. Bonham, at Harrison, Ohio. 
Orrin W. Curtis, at Swanton, Ohio. 
Horace A. Haine, at Junction City, Ohio. 
George W. Heiser, at Atwater, Ohio. 
Alexander Y. Henderson, at Maynard, Ohio. 
Ephraim D. Killinger, at Edgerton, Ohio. 
Glenn H. Salkeld, at Perry, Ohio. 

Frank Schiltz, at New Berlin, Ohio. 
Franklin M. Smith, at Mentor, Ohio. 
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Alpheus L. Stevens, at Cambridge, Ohio. 
Judson N. Stone, at Oberlin, Ohio. 
George L. Stoughton, at Westerville, Ohio, 
A. G. Woodward. at Hiram, Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
George W. Best, at East Brady, Pa. 
John M. Carson, at Homer City, Pa. 
Harrison J. Kromer, at Merion Station, Pa. 
Charles M. McDanel, at New Brighton, Pa, 
Charles J. McGill, at Dawson, Pa. 
Wallace W. Oberly, at Womelsdorf, Pa. 
Warren F. Simrell, at Hallstead, Pa. 
UTAH. 
Thomas L. McCarty, at Greenriver, Utah, 
VERMONT. 
Joseph B. Eldredge, at Randolph, Vt. 
VIRGINIA. 
Ora R. Evans, at Dante, Va. 
Codrington D. Flanagan, at Louisa, Va. 
James A. Henritze, at Lebanon, Va. 
WASHINGTON, 
Isaac Fields, at Woodland, Wash. 
Oliver Hinman, at Ellensburg, Wash. 
Edward R. Turner, at Granite Falls, Wash. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
George E. Bare, at Alderson, W. Va. 
John S. Brannon, at Glenville, W. Va. 
WISCONSIN. S 
Samuel S. Fifield, at Ashland, Wis. 
George Graham, at Tomah, Wis. 
Ida G. Grinde, at Blair, Wis. 
Frank A. Johnson, at Spring Valley, Wis. 
Hugh McInnes, at Edgerton, Wis. 
John H. Rohr, at North Milwaukee, Wis. 
William B. Tscharner, at La Crosse, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 24, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 21, was 
read and approved. 


JOINT RESOLUTION TO INVESTIGATE THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR, ETC. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
a privileged report (H. Rept. 297), which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 317. 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall proceed by resolution to elect a member of the joint com- 
mittee for the investigation of the Department of the Interior and the 
Bureau of Forestry in the Agricultural artment, to fill a vacancy 
created by the resignation of Mr. LLOYD of Missouri. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary to ex- 
plain this resolution, and I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 
of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks the 
present consideration of the resolution which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 316. 


Resolred, That James M. GRAHAM, a Representative from the State 
of Illinois, be, and he is hereby, elected a member of the joint commit- 
tee provided for by House joint resolution 103, approved January 19, 
“1910, in the place of James T. LLOYD, a Representative from the State 
of Missouri, resigned. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I present on behalf of the 
Committee on the Census the following privileged report on 
House resolution 236. j 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 236. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, requested to inform the House of Representatives, within fif- 
teen days after the passage of this resolution, if not deemed incon- 
sistent with the public interests, whether or not the Bureau of the Cen- 
sus, or the Director thereof, maintains a press bureau, or retains any per- 
son whose duty it is to write articles for or disseminate news to news- 
pe i nes, or periodicals; if so, the name of such person and- 

is title, i any: what other work he performs in addition, if any; 
what compensation he receives, if any; from what fund the same is 

d, and what authority ; whether or not his articles for such news- 
pepers, magazines, or perlodicals are sent through the mails without 
he parara of postage; how long such an employee 8 such 
service has been in the service of the Bureau of the. Census, and the 
total amount of money that has been paid for such service. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present as a priv- 
ħeged report the views of the minority on the same resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Arkansas will file the views of the minority. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
be referred to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the 
resolution be placed upon the House Calendar. Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. 

PATENTS TO PURCHASERS OF INDIAN LANDS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 14579) 
entitled An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents 
in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now existing 
or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,’ approved May 29, 
1908,” with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move to con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
13832) entitled “An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,” 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
13831) entitled “An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and cer- 
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sail- 
ors,” with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, by the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, submitted the bill (H. R. 19028) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve 
all points of order upon the bill. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent change of reference was made of 
House Document No. 557, being a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting a draft of a bill for sale of timber on In- 
dian lands, from the Committee on Appropriations to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Morcan of Missouri, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for one week on account of important busi- 
ness. 

e WOODLEY PLACE. s 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, this being District of Ca 
lumbia day, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
H. R. 11878, on the House Calendar, 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill a R. 11878) to chan 
of Calvert in 


the name of Twenty-third street north 
street, the District of Celumbia, to Woodley place. 


Be it enacted, ete., That 8 street north of Calvert street, 
in the District of Columbia, shall hereafter be known as Woodley place. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a reading 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report in the time 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report to accompany H. R. 11878. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
H. R. 11878, to change the name of Twenty-third street north of Cal- 
yert street, in the District of Columbia, to Woodley place, report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

In response to a reference of this bill to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, they recommended unfavorable action thereon, as 
appears from the following letter: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 18, 1999. 

Sim: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit the following on House bill 11878, Sixty-tfirst Congress, first 
session, “to change the name of Twenty-third street north of Calvert 
street, in the District of Columbia, to Woodley place,” which you re- 
ferred to them for examination and report. 

The object of this bill is to change the designation of Twenty-third 
street north of Calvert street to Woodley place. 

By an act of Congress approved February 16, 1904, the commissioners 
were authorized and directed to adopt a system of naming all streets, 
avenues, and highways in that portion of the Distriet of Columbia 
lying outside the old city limits of the city af Washington. The act 
stated that when such system had been adopted and recorded in the 
office of the surveyor the names given should thereafter be the official 
names of such streets, avenues, and highways. Under this system the 
street In question was given its name of Twenty-third street, and this 
designation was given in order that this street might bear its logical 
designation under that system. The change propesed by this bill is 
believed to be largely influenced by sentiment and to be based solely 
upon local considerations. 

If the change proposed in the bill is made, it will conflict with the 
a ik EE one 2 commissioners know of no reason why the change 

ould made. 

The „ recommend unfavorable action on the bill. 


ari seny, Heyry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners Distriet of Columbia. 
Hon. SAMUELE W, SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 

This committee, nevertheless, after an examination into the cireum- 
stances and a view of the premises, through its subcommittee on street 
railways, streets, and avenues, conclu that the change of name 

n this bill is not so much a matter of “ sentiment" as an actual 
necessity for the convenience of the residents in the locality. Much 
confusion and embarrassment will be obviated by the change of name. 
The committee therefore concluded to recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the 
report of the commissioners in this case I feel that we ought to 
ask that the bill be enacted into law for this reason; Twenty- 
third street, as now laid out, is about 10 blocks through a sec- 
tion of the city that will never be continued to that portion that 
is known as Woodley place. Woodley place is at the end of 
the Calvert Street Bridge and near the Connecticut Avenue 
Bridge, and is entirely and distinctly isolated from the end of 
Twenty-third street, and it has caused a great deal of annoy- 
ance to the people living on Woodley place. And since the 
commissioners made the report in this ease I have been there 
with one of them, and he himself frankly admits that the 

t bill should be enacted into law. I move its passage. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORRIS. How long is the street to be known as Wood- 
ley place? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, It is a short street, say a quarter 
of a mile long. 

Mr. NORRIS. But either end of it will be Twenty-third 
street, will it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; Twenty-third street at the 
south end of it will be 10 blocks away, but an inspection of 
the city will satisfy anybody that Twenty-third street will 
never be continued that distance. 

Mr. NORRIS. How about the north end of Woodley place? 
Will it be called, after this bill is passed, Twenty-third street? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It will be-called Woodley place 
from the Calvert Street Bridge down to the end of the street, 
and it will save a great deal of confusion and annoyance. 

The bill was ordered, to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. „ 


CHANGE IN PERMANENT HIGHWAY PLAN. 
Mr. SMITH of. Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to eall up 
the bill H. R. 16336. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up a 
bill which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16336) authorizing certain changes in the plan for the 
rmanent system of highways for that portion of the District of Co- 
umbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north of Kingle road, east of 

Connecticut avenue, and south of Ellicott street NW. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized to prepare a new highway plan 
for that portion of the District of Columbia lying west of Rock Creek 
Park, north of Klingle road, east of Connecticut avenue, and south 
of Ellicott street NW., under the provisions contained in the act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1893, entitled An act to N a perma- 
nent system of highwa in that part of the District Columbia lying 
outside of cities,” and an amendment te said act approved June 28, 
1898 ; that upon the completion and recording of said new highway plan 
it shall take the place of and stand for any previous plan for said por- 
tion of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 

of the report on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Report to accompany H. R. 16336. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 16336) authorizing certain changes in the plan for the 
1 system of highways for that portion of the District of Colum- 

ia lying west of R Creek Park, north of Klingle road, east of 
Connecticut avenue, and south of Ellicott street NW., report the same 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The necessity for these proposed changes was called to the attention 
of the committee by the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia in 
the following letter transmitting the draft of the bill: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 24, 1909. 

Sm: The Commissioners of the District ef Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith draft of a bill authorizing them to prepare a new 
plan for the permanent system ef highways in that portion of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bounded by Rock Creek Park, Klingle road, Connecti- 
cut avenue, and Ellicott street NW., with request that it be enacted. 

The topography of the section of the District covered by the bill is 
very rugged and uneven, and if streets were laid out in it as provided 
by the present highway plan the subdivision of the land into blocks and 
lots would be almost impossible on aceount of the large cuts and fills 
necessary to establish a reasonable grade. 

It is the desire of the owners of the land to develop the property by 
subdividing it in villa sites, usi Jangs parcels for purpose The 
section overlooks Rock Creek Park, and is covered with a growth of 
trees. If the bill be enacted it is the intention of the commissioners to 
prepare a plan which will provide for a system of streets better adapted 
to retaining the topographic beauties of the ground, giving them the ap- 
pearance of park roads, and the new plan would be a matter of economy 
to the District, as it would obviate the expense of cutting and filling the 
streets as now laid down on the highway plan. 

Respectfully, 
B. F. MACFARLAN 


HENRY LAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. S. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, this land in question 
runs beyond the Zoological Park and through the site of Con- 
necticut avenue. Anyone has only to visit the premises in 
question to be satisfied that there should be some change in 
accordance with the provisions of this bill. Any Member who 
has gone out Connecticut avenue on the street railway to 
Chevy Chase will remember that there are fills of at least 100 
feet depth in that read, and anyone who has traversed through 
that section of the District will see that it is difficult to lay this 
ground out strictly in accordance with the old highway act. I 
do not think there will be many cases of this sort, and it will 
be much better to change the highway plan as to that entire 
section of the District in aceordance with this provision; and 
unless there are further questions, I move the passage of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
2 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
pa 


PERMANENT SYSTEM OF HIGHWAYS PLAN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I cail up the bill 
H. R. 15448. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 15448) to authorize certain changes in the permanent 
system of highways plan, District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized to prepare a new highway plan for that por- 
tion of the third section of the permanent ayate of highways_plan 
lying west of Roek Creek. north of Massachusetts avenue and the 

bservatory Circle, east of Thirty-sixth street west, south of Cathedral 
avenue, southwest of Cleveland avenue, south of Calvert street, an 
southwest of Connecticut avenue, under the provision contained in the 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a 

rmanent system of highways in that part of the District of Columbia 
ying outside of cities,” and the amendment to said act appreved June 
3s, 1898, which reads as follows: 

“The plat of such readjustment, after being duly certified by sald 

rs, shall be forwarded to the commission, consisting of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the os of Engi- 
said co 
ange shall be recorded in the office of 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading 


comm 
Secretary of War, the 


neers of the United States Army, and when approved 
sion or a majority thereof the 


1910. 
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the surveyor of the District of Columbia, and become a part of the 


permanent system of highways, and take the place of any part incon- 


sistent therewith.” 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to 
ask the reading of the report in this case, for it is simply a 
report following that of the preceding case, and the same rea- 
sons exist for the passage of this bill as exist for the passage 
of the previous bill. I therefore move its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed, 

WASHINGTON, SPA SPRINGS AND GRETTA RAILROAD, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up for con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 17531. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17531) to amend an act authorizing the Washington, Spa 
8 * and fake rih Railroad Company, of Maryland, to enter the 
District of Columbia, with amendments, approved February 3 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 18 of an act authorizing the Wash- 

ington, Spa Sprin and Gretta Railroad Company, of Karpland. a 

corporation create land and author- 

i by an act of Congress approved February 18, 1907, to extend its 

line into the District of Columbia, as amended by an act ap roved 

March 3, 1909, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 
“Sc, 18. That the construction of the said extension of the lines 

of said railroad company within the District of Columbia shall be com- 
pleted within six months from the Rut 82 of this act and cars in oper- 
ation within the said period, in default of which this act shall be void 
and of no effect: And provided further, That all the rights, duties, 
obligations, and requirements as to permits and deposits contained in 
the act of February 18, 1907, autho zing the Wash on, Spa Sprin 

and Gretta Railroad Company to enter the District o Columbia sha 1, 

in conjunction with this amendment, remain in full force and effect. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading 


of the report in this case. 
The report (by Mr. Smita of Michigan) was read, as follows: 


mmittee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the win R. 17531) to amend an act authorizing the Washington, 
Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad Company, of api beeen) to enter the 
District of Columbia, with amendments, 1 ebruary 18, 1907, 
report the same back to the Senate with the recommendation that it 


by the laws of the State of Mar 


do pass. 

„ which 8 to extend the time for the completion of 
wh Wen 8 2 prings and Gretta Railroad line into the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, has been recommended bi the Commissioners of the 
District, for the reasons set forth in the following letter : 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA; 
Washington, January 15, 1910. 


Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit the following on H. R. 17531, Sixty-first Congress, second 
session, “To amend an act authorizing the Washington, Spa Springs 
and Gretta Railroad Company, of Maryland, to enter the District of 
Columbia, with amendments, approved February 18, 1907," which you 
referred to them for examination and pi oh 

The object of this bill is to extend the time for the completion of 
the street railway referred to in the title of the bill for a period of 
six months from the date of the passage of this legislation. 

This street-railway 8 was authorized to extend its tracks into 
the District of Columbia an act of Congress approved February 18, 
1907. This act provided that the line of this compen should be com- 

leted, with cars running thereon, within two years from its passage, 
n default of which the privilege was to be void and of no effect. 

By an act of Congress approved March 3, 1909, the time for comple- 
tion was extended for one year from the passage of that act, so that 
under the present legislation the time limit expires March 3, 1910. 
This last amendment provided further that the street-railway tracks 
should be located approximately in the middle of Bladensburg road, 
as that road should be ultimately widened to 90 feet, and that the street- 
railway company in connection with its track construction should grade 
and macadamize, at its own expense, the roadway on both sides of its 
track construction to a width of 15 feet. The railway company has 
excavated a considerable portion of this road, and unless the work is 
carried to completion the conditions will be very unsatisfactory ; more- 
over, the construction of the railway tracks and of the new macadam 
road on either side of the same during weather conditions which must 
prevail between the present time and the date of the expiration of the 
time limit for building this road will of necessity result in inferior 
work, to the detriment of public mterests. 

For these reasons, and as the railway when constructed will be of 
much benefit to the public living along the Bladensburg road, the com- 
missioners recommend favorable action on the bill. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry L. WEST, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. S8. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it must be apparent 
to anyone that when we have considered the report of the com- 
missioners on the question, and of the committee, that it is 
evident that the railroad company could complete its grading 
within the time required it it were not at the request of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia that they are prac- 
tically stopping the work on account of the work on the street. 
Therefore it is from that fact that the continuation of the com- 
pany’s work is being delayed, and it is as much at the request 
of the Commissioners of the District that the bill is asked for 
as any other way. I ask to have inserted in the Recoxp a letter 


from the president of the company, Mr. S. S. Yoder, without 
having it read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be inserted in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, SPA SPRINGS AND GRETTA RAILROAD COMPANY, 
5 Washington, D. C., January 24, 1910. 
Hon. 8. W. SMITH, 


Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SIR: Should a reason for a short extension of time to permit 
the Washington, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad to complete the con- 
struction of its road into the District of Columbia be requested, you can 
truthfully state that the local people here have subscribed funds to 
construct the road, under the directions of the commissioners, who have 
established the grade in order to make it a first-class road, so that 
water and sewer mains and gas pipes have to be changed, and the 
freezing weather conditions entail an enormous expense, both to the 
contractors and to the District, and the work will be unsatisfactory if 
3 under the present conditions. 

e funds are provided by local people, contract let to the Henry 

A. Allen Construction Company, who are responsible, and two-thirds 
of the road is completed. o compel them to complete the road under 
resent conditions within the time limited by act of Congress under 

he unfavorable coeditions would be very unsatisfactory to all concerned, 

These are the only reasons that the commissioners recommend the ex- 
tension. There have been no objections from any source to the exten- 


sion of this time. 
Very respectfully, yours, S. S. Yopur, President. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, unless there are 
some further questions, I moye the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of District 
business on the Union Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PERKINS in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of Dis- 
trict bills on the Union Calendar. 


GRADE CROSSING ON Q STREET NE. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
H. R. 11989. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11989) to provide for the removal of present grade 
crossing, and construction of a new grade crossing on the line of Q 
street NE., District of Columbia, 

Be it enacted, ctc., That within thirty days after the passage of this 
act the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the Philadelphia, 
Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company be, and they are hereby, 
directed and uired to remove the present grade crossing over their 
tracks between and Q streets NE., in the District of Columbia, and 
to construct a grade crossing over said tracks on the line of Q street 
NE.; all work within the limits of the rights of way of said railroad 
companies to be done by them at their own cost and expense and all 
a xsi PO ie outside of said rights of way to be done by the District 
of Columbia. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the read- 
ing of the report in this case. 
The report (by Mr. Fıs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11989) to provide for the removal of present 97 0 
0 


N and construction of a new grade crossing on the line 
street NE., District of Columbia, report the same back to the House 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The passage of this bill was recommended to this committee by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The purpose of the pro- 
posed legislation and the reasons for its enactment are set forth in the 
commissioners’ letter transmitting the draft of the bill. They say: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December z, 1909. 

Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit the following on House bill 11989 (Gist Cong., Ist sess.), 
“To provide for the removal of present grade crossing. and construc- 
tion of a new grade crossing on the line of Q street NE., District of 
Columbia,” which you referred to them for examination and report: 

The purpose of this bill is to provide a crossing at grade on the 
freight lines of the Baltimore and Ohio and the Philadelphia, Baltimore 
and Washington railroad companies in the vicinity of the subdivision 
of Kenilworth, near the eastern boundary line of the District of Colum- 
bia, to replace a similar grade crossing near the line of P street ex- 
tend the availability of which has been interfered with by building 
operations in the vicinity. 

The bill requires the railroad companies to remove this existing 
grade crossi. and to construct a new grade crossing; the cost of the 
work within the limits of the rights of way of the railroad companies 
to be borne by them, and the work outside of the rights of way to be 
borne the District of Columbia. The expense of the proposed: cross- 
be nominal, both to the railroad companies and to the Dis- 
trict. Its purpose is to serve a number of scattered dwellings to the 
east of the railroad and to enable communication from them to the 
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While the commissioners are opposed to the 
tional grade cr in the District of Columbia, this case is excep- 
tional, as the limited freight service of these railroad lines is such as 
to render a grade crossing wholly unobjectionable. 

The bill carries no appropriation. 

The commissioners recommend favorable action on the bill. 


Respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. S. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the present grade 
crossing is certainly a very dangerous one, because on the west 
side there are some buildings very close to the track which 
obscure the view, and on the eastern side it leads into private 
ground. This proposed change is less than a quarter of a mile 
farther away, and is at a much better place for a grade cross- 
ing than the present site. The removal is about 500 feet. 
Unless there are some questions, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
District Committee whether or not that committee has given 
any consideration to the question of the abolishment of grade 
crossings in the southeastern section? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. While I want to be 
clearly understood during this session of Congress, we have 
not taken that question directly up; some members of the com- 
mittee have visited that section, and we think that as the com- 
mittee advises itself more and more of the conditions there, no 
doubt before the session closes we will bring up the changes 
in that section, and throughout the city. 

Mr. DAWSON. Is there a bill pending before the committee 
on this subject? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I believe there has been; but the 
subject ‘has been much discussed by those members of the 
committee who visited this section of the city, and they may 
have it under consideration. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am very glad to have that assurance from 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the change in this grade cross- 
ing from one point to another involve any extra expense on 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Not to exceed $200; and we are 
told by the commissioners that it can be done by the chain 
gang, if that expense is necessary. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
this is done for the benefit of the railroad. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. And it ought to pay for if. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to say to our fellow-mem- 
ber that the railroad is not wholly interested; and that the 
District is interested, as well as the railroad, for the safety of 
property and the lives of people. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. It seems to me the railroad ought to 
pay the entire cost of making the change. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They do pay for their own, and if 
there is any expense in addition it can be but a trifle at most. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The suggestion of the gentleman from 
Jowa ought to have more force than it does here, that there 
ought to be no grade crossings whatever within the city. I have 
not had an opportunity to look at this particular one myself 
personally, but I am in favor of the abolition of grade crossings. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Grade crossings are being quite 
rapidly removed in the District. Great progress has been made. 

Mr. WILEY. It is not possible to remove that one; that is, to 
have it anywhere except at grade on that track. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask that the bill be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


PARK PLACE NW. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I call up the bill (H. R. 16324) to 


authorize the extension of Park place NW. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: E 


licy of creating addi- 


the passage 
ommissioners of trict of bia be, and they are hereby, 
Authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
trict of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be 
necessary for the extension of Park place along the west line of the 
idiers’ Home lands with a width of 40 feet: however, 
at the entire amount found to be due and awarded by the jury in 
said pr as damages for and in respect of the land to con- 
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street-car line and small business places in Kenilworth on the o te | demned for said extensi inel 
side of the tracks. p! ppost „5 nudists the costs and expenses of the prò- 


JANUARY 24, 


Sec. 2. That there is beren 2 ie 1 trom the 
. 2. e y appropriated, one-ha reven 
of the District of Columbia and one-half from any moneys in the . — 


ury not oth appropriated, an amount sufficient to pay the neces- 
sary costs and e ses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 
hereto and for t payment of amounts awarded as damages; to be 


repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments fi 
and covered into the Tre to the credit of the TRAS “the 
District of Columbia and the United States in equal parts. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the re- 
port in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. GILMORE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 16324) to authorize the extension of Park place NW., 
report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass when amended as follows: 

Strike out section 2, page 2, and insert the following to stand as 


section 2: 
“Spe. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the necessary 
costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 
hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, to be 
repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits 
and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the 
ais an Sent te posed to make the bill 
s amendment is pro o make the conform to the settled 
policy of Congress that, in this class of cases, the preliminary appro- 
priation be made out of the District revenues alone. 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitted the draft 
— oe to the committee and urged its early passage, in the follow- 
er: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 21, 1909. 

Sır: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith draft of a bill to provide for the extension of Park 
place NW., and to request its enactment. 

A similar bill was introduced during the last session of Congress, but 
failed of enactment. 

The proposed bill is a reenactment of the act of Congress approved 
March 1, 1907. This act authorized the extension of Park place NW., 
and directed that condemnation proceedings should be instituted within 
ninety days after its passage. Owing to the large number of street- 
extension bills passed during that year, and the legal work Involved in 
presenting them to the court, the necessary i to institute these 
ae were not taken in ninety days, and by a decision of the 
courts it has been held that such a fallure renders the law inoperative. 
It is therefore necessary to reenact the measure in order that the 
street may be extended. 

A blueprint is inclosed showing in m the land m to be 
condemned. A portion of the highway has already been dedicated. 

The proposed extension will provide a ne ree A 40 feet wide on the 
west e of the Soldiers’ Home grounds from the Rock Creek Church 
road to the Washington city reservoir, and will be of advantage to the 
— rty in the locality, as it will provide a thoroughfare upon which 

ulidings may be erected facing the Soldiers’ Home grounds. It will 
also be a benefit to these grounds, in that houses will front the 
grounds instead of being constructed so that the rear portion overlooks 
the grounds, which condition would be both unsightly and objectionable. 

e portion of the highway already dedicated is about 1,100 feet in 


length, and the proposed extension would be 3,300 feet. The area of 
ma ee ge is about 97,000 square feet. The estimated value of the 
and to 


condemned is about $20,000, and there have been recent! 
erected in the line of the erg two houses, estimated to be worth 
gaon $6,000. These would have to be moved or torn down to provide 
for the highway. 

The extension of this street has become more desirable since the 
original act was passed on account of recent dedications of about 1,100 
feet of the highwsy. which will materially reduce the cost. The com- 
missioners regard the extension as an important measure, and would 
request early and favorable action on the bill. 

Respectfull 


va Hexry B. F. Macrartann, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. S. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, this report is quite 
complete, and I do not know that I can add anything to what 
is said in it. Unless there are some questions I move that the 
bill as amended be laid aside for a favorable recommendation. 

The following committee amendment was read and agreed to: 

Strike out section 2, page 2, and insert the following to stand as 


section 2: 

“Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the necessary costs 
and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto 
and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and covered 
8 = Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District of 

olumbia,” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


FARRAGUT STREET AND IOWA AVENUE, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 16326) to authorize the extension of Farragut street 
NW. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and Iowa 
avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etd., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District 


to condemn the land that may be 


of Columbia a ing in rem 
t street from Fourteenth s 


necessary for “the extension of Far 


teen „ with a width of 120 feet: Pro That the 
entire 7 found to be due and awarded by the iy in said pro. 
t 


said pr ania 
assessed by the jury as benefite: And pro 


in said subchapter 1 of ee. 15 of said — shall 
authorize the jurx to assess less than ie land t be amount of the 
damages awa for and in respect of the’ tan 
the costs and expenses of the proceedin 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby autho: * Poe as ded from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia an amount cient to the 


necessary costs and yee pas of the condemnation a gery oara 
uursuant hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as ; 
o be repaid to the Distri: 1 — of Columbia from the 
8 and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of 


the District of Columbia. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 


report be read, 
The report (by Mr. GILMORE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 16326) to authorize the extension of Fa t street 
W. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and Iowa avenue 
W. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets, report the same back 
to the House with the recommendation that ws do 


nitting a draft of the bill, recommending 
thereon. They say: 
OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF ig District or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 21, 1909. 
Sır: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith a draft of a bill “To authorize the extension of 
Farragut street NW. from Fourteenth street to — fl Branch road, 
and Iowa avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets,” and 
to mest its enactment, 
A blueprint is inclosed showing the proposed extension, which is esti- 
mated to cost $35,000. 
Iowa avenue has been dedicated and partly improved from Georgia 
avenue to and slightly buona Fourteenth street, a distance of about 
4,000 feet. Of the remaining distance of 1,000 feet to Sixteenth street 
aboot 350 feet of the street has been dedicated, . about 650 feet 
= be acquired. This contains, together with the section of Far- 
t street, about 89,680 be pa feet. 
Farragut street is also dedicated on both sides of 4.808 tee sought 
to be condemned and to the east for a distance of 4 feet, and is 
being improved for a distance of about 1,800 feet from Fourteenth 
street to Georgia avenue. The 8 through which Farragut street 
and a portion of Iowa avenue would has been acquired by — 
trustees of a fund left for charitable purposes, and plans are 
ared to erect a large building in the line of the the’ prope highway, 
Rhauld this building be erected within the lines of street 
it would be yery detrimental to the property interests is section, 
and it is deemed highly 3 both as regards the 2 of the 
immediate neighborhood and those of the general traveli public, that 
Town avenue should be carried as contemplated to th the Janeti on with 
Sixteenth street. It will some day be the ‘onal route N 5 the 
vicinity pr pe payor mE filtration plant, and the Soldiers’ Home to 
Sixteenth ded, and the various entrances to Rock Creek 
Park contem a i in “this vicinity. 
The necessity for the passage of ag bill is therefore urgent, and the 
commissioners would recommend earl y and favorable action upon it. 


Respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. SAMUEL W. SMITH 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatices, Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the report in this 
case is also very complete, and unless there are some questions 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


FRANKLIN STREET. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 16328) for the extension of Franklin street NE. from 
its present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street to the 
Bladensburg road. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, within ninety days after the passage of this act the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and ey are hereby, authorized 
re directed to institute a proceeding in rem i condemn — land that 


early and 1 action 


be necessary for the opening of street from its 
present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street to yee 9 
urg road, according to the rmanent 3 beeen = highway plans in 


and for the District of Columbia: Provided t the entire 

amount found to be due and awarded by the 3 ine said proceeding as 
for and in = t of the land to be condemned for said exten. 

sion shall be assessed coo jury as benefits: And provided further, 

That nothing in said subchapter 1 of assess 15 of said code shall be 

construed to authorize the ve to less than 

amount of the d 
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to be repaid to the District of — from the assessments for 
benefits and into the Treasury the credit of the revenues 
of the District of Columbia and the United States in equal parts. 


Mr, SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the 
report inserted in the Recorp, without taking the time to read it. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia favor this 
bill, the people residing in the vicinity desire that it be passed, 
the report of the committee is unanimous, and unless there are 
Some questions I ask that the bill as amended be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the report will 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. Cox of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 16328) for the extension of Franklin street NE. from its 
resent ne ern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street to the Bladens- 

report the same back to the House with the recommendation 


that it ¢ it ac pass 5 amended as follows: 
„„ 2, and insert the following, to stand as 


9 Bey 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
= District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to ays necessary costs 
and expenses of the condemnation proceedings pursuant — 
and for the payment of amounts awarded as da to be repald to 
the District of Columbia from the assessments for efits and covered 
Into Sore 3 to the credit of the revenues of the District of 


5 
ent is proposed to make the bill conform to the settled 
oli „ 888 that in this class of cases the preliminary appropria- 
ion made out of the District revenues alone 
The Commissioners of istrict of ‘Columbia submitted the draft 
of this bill to the committee and recommended its early passage in the 
following letter 
OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 18, 
Sm: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith draft of a bill “ For tbe extension of tse street 
NE. from its 3 Lastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street to 


the ne ee and to request its enactment, 
A blueprint is inclosed, on which is shown, inclosed within red lines, 
3 to be taken for this extension, The estimated cost of 
e 


the owners of property in this 
vicinity, A 5 — were granted 3 e the commissioners. At this 


mages 
as benefits on the abutting and adjatent 
perty. be of local benefit, and in such cases the 
commissioners have 3 recommended that the entire cost shall 
be assessed as benefits, so that ultimately there will be no cost to the 
District of Columbia by reason of the extension. It has not been the 
policy of the commissioners to uest the passage of street-extension 
measures of this character, but they realize that in this particular 
instance an exception should be made on account of the necessities of 
the caa Bet Are erefore recommend the early passage of this measure. 


Y B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of enion pe n Ea District of Columbia. 
Hon. SAMDEL W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 


The following committee amendment was read, considered, 


and agreed to: 
Strike out section 2, page 2, and insert the following, to stand as 


sectio: on A 
“ Spe. ree there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the n 
— “and for Ehe of tbe 8333 ee taken 9 
hereto and for payment of amounts awarded as damages. 
the 8 of acer a from the assessments for beneats 
Treasury to of the 


pro; 


and Sotero into the the credit of the revenues 
District of Columbia.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EXTENSION, ETC., OF NEWTON PLACE NW. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the 
bill (H. R. 16329) to provide for the extension of Newton place 
NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to 
connect Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place 
in Whitney Close subdivision. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A Dill (H. R. 16329) to provide for the extension of Newton place NW. 
from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect New- 
ton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place in Whitney Close 
subdivision. 

Be it 8 eto., That under and in accordance with the 8 
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, within nin days after the passage of this act the Com- 
e e of the ct of Columbia be, and are hereby, authorized 

directed to 5 In the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia a E ne in Ba to —— the land that may be necessary to 
ewton place NW. from its present eastern terminus near 

Hasepakire avenue to Georgia avenue, with a width of 50 feet. and to 

connect Newton 3 east of Georgia avenue in Gass subdivision with 

Newton place in Whitney Close subdivision, upon such limes as the 
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Commissioners of the District of Columbia may deem best for the pub- 


lic interest: Provided, however, That the entire amount found to be due 
and awarded by the jury in 9 as damages for and in 
respect of the land to be condemned for said extension, plus the costs 
8 of sald proceeding, shall be assessed by the jury as 

n 4 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, one-half from the revenues 
of the District of Columbia and one-half from any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, an amount sufficient to pay the neces- 
sary costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursu- 
ant hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as dam ; to 
be repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for efits 
and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia and the United States in equal parts. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


Btrike out section 2, page 2, and insert tlie following, to stand as 
section 2: 

“Spc. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the necessary 
costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 
hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, be re- 
paid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and 
22 ato she Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District 

Columbia. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the 
report printed in the Recorp. The report of the Commissioners 
is unanimous, as well as the report of the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 
The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the request will be 


granted. 
The report (by Mr. GILMORE) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 16329) to provide for the extension of Newton place 
NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect 
Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place in Whitney Close 
subdivision, report the same back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, when amended as follows: 

sping out section 2, page the following, to stand as 
section 2: 

“ Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the necessary 
costs and ses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant 
hereton and for the payment of amounts awarded as damag to be 
repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and 

Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District 


This amendment is p to make the bill conform to the settled 
policy of Congress that, in this class of cases, the preliminary appro- 
priation be made out of the District revenues alone. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia transmitted to the 
committee the draft of this bill and recommended its passage as a 
matter of large local benefit in the following letter : 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 18, 1909. 


Sin: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to inclose herewith a copy of House bill 28020 hinge Cong., 2d sess.) 
“To provide for the extension of Newton place NW. from New 
Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect Newton place in 
Gass subdivision with Newton place in Whitney Close subdivision,” 
which failed of passage. and to request that the bill be reintroduced at 
the present session o oie ar 

It is proposed by the bill to extend Newton place NW. from New 
Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to connect Newton place in 
Gass subdivision with Newton place in Whitney Close subdivision, as 
shown on the blueprint which accompanies this letter. The land neces- 
sary to be condemned for the extension is shown in green, and the 
estimated cost is $8,000. 

Newton place at this location is at present a cul-de-sac, and residents 
of this street are required to make a detour in order to reach the car 
line on Georgia avenue. The street as far as it now exists, west of 
Georgia avenue, is entirely built up, and should be extended to Georgia 
avenne. On the east side of Georgia avenue there are two disconnected 
highways called Newton place, and it is proposed by the bill that 
these shall be connected by the condemnation of the piece of land shown 
in m on the blueprint. Although one of these highways is but a 
little over 30 feet wide, it is not possible without large expense to 
widen it, but if the connection pro d by the bill is made it will 
provide a more direct outlet to a large number of residents in this 
vicinity, who now have access to their property only through Park 


2, and insert 


of Columbia.” 


road, lying to the south, which requires a considerable detour. 
The bill provides for condemning the land and assessi the total 
cost upon property in the locality which will be benefited by the 


extension. 
The commissioners believe that the matter is one of large local 
benefit, and recommend that the bill be enacted. 


Respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. S. W. SITH, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


EXTENSION OF TWENTY-THIRD AND R STREETS SE. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the 
bill (H. R. 17514) to authorize the extension of Twenty-third 
and R streets SE., in the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17514) to authorize the extension of Twenty-third and R 
streets SE., in the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, ete., That within six months after the passage of this 

act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
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3 
an 

he proceedings, shall be assessed by the enid jury as benefits. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated from the revenues of the 

District of Columbia an amount sufficient to pay the necessary costs 

and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, 

and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages, to be repaid to 

the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and cov- 

ered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District of 

Columbia. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask, Mr. Chairman, unanimous 

consent to have the report printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unant- 
mous consent to have the report printed in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Cox of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 12 to authorize the extension of Twenty-third and 
R streets SE., in the District of Columbia, report the same back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This bill was recommended by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and the draft thereof submitted to the committee in the fol- 
lowing letter, which gives the reasons for its passage: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 6, 1910. 

Sır: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith draft of a bill to provide for the extension of 
Twenty-third and R streets SE., District of Columbia, and to recom- 
mend its enactment. 

A blueprint is inclosed showing in green the land pro to be 
condemned for the extension. The pro extension is through a 
tract of land known as the “ Hummel lot.” The ground surrounding this 
lot has been subdivided and streets dedicated as shown on the blue- 
priat and it is impracticable to secure the dedication of the street 

rough this lot, which stands as an obstruction to the development of 
the section. The amount of land proposed to be taken for the exten- 
sion is about 24,000 feet, and the estimated cost is $2,500. 

The extension is also necessary in order to provide proper grades 
for the surrounding streets. 

Respectfully IHexry B. F, MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. S. W. SMITH, 
Chairman Committce on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. PERKINS, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House en the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration sun- 
dry bills relating to the District of Columbia and had directed 
him to report the same back, some with amendment and some 
without an amendment, with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bills as amended and 


the bills not amended do pass. 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills with amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union were sev- 
erally considered, the amendments agreed to, the bills as 
amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, were 
read the third time, and passed : 

H. R. 16324. A bill to authorize the extension of Park 
place NW.; 

H. R. 16328. A bill for the extension of Franklin street NE. 
from its present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street 
to the Bladensburg road; and 

H. R. 16329. A bill to provide for the extension of Newton place 
NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and to 
connect Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place in 
Whitney Close subdivision. 

The following bills without amendment, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, were 
severally considered, were severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, were read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 11989. A bill to provide for the removal of present grade 
crossing and construction of a new grade crossing on the line 
of Q street NE., District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 16326. A bill to authorize the extension of Farragut 
street NW. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and 
Iowa avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets; 


and 
H. R. 17514. A bill to authorize the extension of Twenty-third 
and R streets SE., in the District of Columbia. 


from its present southern terminus near saree street to R street, 
* 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the 


1910. 
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On motion of Mr. Samra of Michigan, a motion to reconsider 
the yote whereby the several bills were passed was laid on the 
table. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BOUTELL in 
the chair. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency bill, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
hi vestigation of the mineral resources 
Alanta, 280.880. 58 „ during the fiseal year 1911. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against that paragraph for the purpose of asking the chairman 
of the committee a question. By what authority of law is that 
appropriation made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The organie act creating the Geological Sur- 
vey, which imposes on the department the duty of classifying 
the public lands and making a geological and topographical sur- 
vey of the public domain. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am sorry to state that the gentleman 
from Minnesota does not state the organic act correctly. Has 
he it with him, and can he tell when it was passed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would be obliged to the gentleman if he 
will do so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman had been a member of the 
House four years ago, when the legal status of the Geological 
Survey was under consideration, he would know that it is the 
chief function of the bureau as organized and authorized by law. 
Now I will answer the gentleman’s question. The act was 
passed in 1879. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was a deficiency appropriation bill, was 
it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it was not. It was an act of Congress 
approved in 1879. It says: 


— $6,000 : Provided, 
the Geo Survey and 


logical y and the classification of 
and examination of the 8 structure, mineral 
roduets of the national domain, to be under 
the direction the Seeretary of the Interior, $100,000. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman deny that 
the language he quotes is contained in a bill passed on the 13th 
of March, 1879, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 9, 1880? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not deny that the provision was carried 
in os appropriation bill, but it was in a form making it perma- 
nent law. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I have called the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to this matter 
for a definite reason, and it relates immediately to the bill which 
is made a special order for to-morrow, because the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] has, on repeated oceasions, when 
the bureau of mines bill was under consideration, insisted that 
this was a work being carried on under the law by the Geo- 
logical Survey, and that therefore the creation of a special 
bureau was unnecessary. 

I have asked him the question for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact that the Geological Survey, so far as its 
legal status is concerned, is a pyramid standing upon its point. 
It has behind it absolutely no “ organic law” in the sense that 
there is any law specifically creating it upon the statute books. 
It has no legal foundation at all except the language quoted by 
the gentleman, which was part of an appropriation bill making 
sundry civil appropriations in March, 1879. A clause in that 
act simply provides for the salary of the director at $6,000, and 
then provides that this officer shall haye the direction of the 
Geological Survey, and the classification of the publie lands, 


and the examination of the geological structure, mineral re- 
sources, and products of the national domain. 

I call the attention of the gentleman to this further fact, if 
anybody cares to take advantage of it, that in 1852 a statute 
was passed, or a provision made in an appropriation bill, to 


this effect: “That there shall be no further geological surveys 
by the Government unless hereafter authorized by Jaw.” The 

ence is that this Geological Survey stands upon about 
as slender footing legally for making any sort of surveys 
or any sort of geological explorations as can well be imagined, 
and certainly it has had no legal authority generally for investi- 
gating the methods of mining and the industrial questions re- 
lated to mine operations. All of this, I submit, strongly illus- 
trates the necessity, upon which some of us shall insist to-mor- 
row, of the creation of this bureau of mines. There is, I sub- 
mit again, absolutely no authority in law for this important 
work except the appropriations which have from time to time 
in the past been made enabling the Geological Survey to make 
investigations of mining conditions and to undertake experi- 
ments looking to the prevention of mine accidents. 

The whole work of this bureau rests upon a single clause in 
an old appropriation act of 1879, that has been seriously af- 
fected by a law which says that no further geological surveys 
shall be made without express authority of law. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not propose to insist upon the point of order. I re 
served it only, as I said, for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that there is no general authority 
of law to authorize the Geological Survey to make those investi- 

gations of mine accidents, which from time to time we, as a 
Boms have, by specific appropriations, enabled it to make. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. If there is no law authorizing this appropria- 
tion, I will ask the gentleman from Ohio why he will not make 
the point of order against it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not make the point of order against 
it because the Geological Survey has, 0008 
been doing a great and useful work. I might say, generally, to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, if he and I stood here and in- 
sisted upon every point of order which might be made against 
every item of every appropriation bill on the ground that it 
was not authorized by law, I believe we would not only cut to 
pieces most of these appropriation bills, bat we would do great- 
harm to the country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes 
his seat, I would like to ask him a question. Did I understand 
him to hold that the provision which he cited was not law be- 
cause it appeared in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no; I did not take any such position. 
I simply wanted to call the attention of the House to the faet 
that the only law under which the Geological Survey to-day 
may receive appropriations was the result of a single clause in 
an appropriation bill passed thirty-one years ago. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If that is sufficient for the purpose, it is 
just as good as if founded on any other law, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes; but it is is not sufficient excuse for the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to persistently say 
that there is no necessity for a bureau of mines because the 
Geological Survey has authority of law to conduct these in- 
vestigations. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is another proposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Quite another proposition, and it was to 
that especially that I wanted te call the attention of the 
House. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the reservation of the point of 
order seems to have been in the interest of another bill rather 
than in opposition to the clause just read to this one. The 
Geological Survey commenced its work long before 1879. The 
work went on much earlier than that in our western country, 
and that country has since developed in consequence of the 
work of the Geological Survey in a multitude of ways. This 
particular appropriation clause in this bill may not be, in one 
sense, an urgent deficiency, but it is in accordance with what 
we have been doing from year to year in making appropri- 
ations for the continuation of the geological survey in Alaska, 
long since commenced and continued from year to year by 
authority of law. We make the appropriations in the urgent 
appropriation bill habitually, because if we waited until the 
next fiscal year sets in it would be too late to make prepara- 
tions to — into the Alaska country and do such work as is 
required and expected to be done and can be done in the sum- 
mer after the next fiscal year begins. If this appropriation is 
made, the preparation wo et ee ee 
early in the next fiscal year in that far-off region of our coun- 
try. That is the reason nit has been habitually carried here, 
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There is no objection to it on the ground that it changes ex- 
isting law, because it is authorized by law from year to year, 
and earlier than 1879 and on down to the present time we have 
carried on this matter as surveys not only in Alaska but else- 
where, but especially in Alaska, where it has proved to be so 
beneficial to the whole country. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say I ap- 
preciate as highly as my colleague the importance of this work, 
but I wanted to call attention to the fact of how inadequately 
it has been authorized by law. I believe the Geological Sur- 
yey deserves to have an act passed by Congress in which its 
duties and responsibilities and the limits of those duties shall 
be defined. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
order. The Clerk will read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Otcorr haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 506) for the relief of William Boldenweck, 
assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., and 
Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico; 

H. R. 14496. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

H. R. 18872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and 
Calhoun, in said counties; 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River in said city; 

H. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell; 

H. R. 12139. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Wilmot; 

H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Port- 
land; 

H. R. 9570. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 
purposes ; 

H. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.” approved September 30, 1890; 
and 

H. R. 16388. An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ag, out the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. L., 781), providing for the 
employment of district nts to perform like duties as those now per- 
formed among the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma in other portions 
of that State, $10,000. 5 

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after line 5, on page 20, as follows: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to Gary pe the classifica- 
tion and sane of lands within the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reser- 
vation, in Idaho, the same to be reimbursed from the proceeds of the 
sales of the said lands, the sum of $7,500, or so much thereof as may 
be found necessary.” 

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of that amend- 
ment I desire to call the attention of the House to the act of 
June 21, 1906, which authorizes the sale and disposal of surplus 
unallotted and unreserved Indian lands within the Coeur 
d'Alene Indian Reservation at a price not less than the ap- 
praised value. That act provided for the appointment of a com- 
mission to make the appraisement of these lands. The commis- 
sion was appointed and entered upon the discharge of its 
duties 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HAMER. Certainly. 

e TAWNEY. What was the amount carried by the amend- 
men 

Mr. HAMER. In my amendment, $7,500. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the amount recommended by the de- 
partment? 

Mr. HAMER. Yes. The original amendment was $15,000, 
and was not found to be sufficient—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Idaho, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JUDICIAL. 

United States court of customs a z 
officers, and employees of the ae eate CAE ok a a aaa 
authorized by the act approved August 5, 1909, entitled “An act 5 ro- 
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” shall hereafter be at the rates per 
annum as follows: For 2 gaara ju and four associate judges, 

7,000 each; marshal, $3 ; clerk, $3, ; assistant clerk, 12900 

ve stenographic clerks, $1,600 each; stenographic reporter, $2,500; 
messenger, 0; and for the payment of the said compensation for the 
balance of the fiscal year 1910, at the rates herein fixed, there Is appro- 
priated the sum of $27,440, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order against 
that paragraph that it changes existing law. It does so ob- 
viously upon the face of it. The law creating a customs court 
of appeals fixes the salaries of the judges and officers and 
employees whose salaries are attempted to be refixed by this 
paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no question but what the point of 
order is well taken. I want to state to the gentleman from New 
York and the Members of the House, that if he insists upon the 
point of order he takes the responsibility of not giving this 
House an opportunity to consider and determine whether or not 
the judges of the court of customs appeals are entitled to $3,000 
a year more than the justices of our circuit courts and circuit 
courts of appeals receive. He must also take the responsibility 
for not giving the House the opportunity to consider the salaries 
of other officers of this court. The salaries fixed by the law for 
the stenographic clerks for these judges is $2,400. The salary 
of the stenographic clerks to the associate justices of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States is $1,600. The Committee on 
Appropriations believe that there is absolutely no justification 
for these salaries of stenographers to these judges, which is 
$800 a year more than the salaries paid to the stenographic 
clerks to justices of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The point of order, of course, deprives the House of the op- 
portunity of even considering the question of what the salaries 
should be or passing judgment upon the question of whether 
or not these five judges of this new court are entitled to $3,000 
a year more than the judges of the circuit court of the United 
States are to-day receiving. Of course, if the gentleman insists 
upon the point of order, this paragraph will go out. On the 
other hand, if the point of order is not insisted upon and the 
House wants to consider the question of what the salaries of 
these judges should be, it can then do it; and if the House wants 
these salaries to remain $10,000 a year, well and good. The 
Committee on Appropriations has afforded, at least, the House 
the first and only opportunity it has had for the consideration 
of this question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Is it not true that on a 
yea-and-nay vote at the other end of the Capitol the salary 
was fixed at $7,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is absolutely true. The Senate, when 
this matter was considered, on a yea-and-nay vote, voted to fix 
these salaries at $7,000. 

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that the amount 
of compensation fixed in the existing law for the judges of this 
court is too large. I do not think it is proper argument for 
the reduction of the salaries so fixed that other federal judges 
are receiving less than they ought to receive. I believe it is 
universally true that the judges of our federal courts are not 
paid adequate salaries. I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have a substitute for the 
paragraph which I wish to offer at this point for the one that 
has just gone out, against which I think a point of order will 
not lie, and if I may be permitted to return to this paragraph 
in a few minutes I will have the amendment prepared. I ask 
unanimous consent that this may be passed for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the paragraph will be 
passed as requested. ; 

There was no objection, 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The salary of the Assistant Attorney-General authorized in said act 
is hereby fixed at the rate of $8,000 per annum. 

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order, and 
would like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. 
It is true, is it not, that the law creating the court of customs 
appeals fixes the salaries of the Assistant Attorney-General, 
referred to in this paragraph, at $10,000 a year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does, which is $3,000 less than the Attor- 
ney-General receives and is $2,500 more than the Solicitor- 
General of the United States receives, and I think is an excess- 
ive salary. 

Mr. LAW. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the Department of Justice: One Assistant Attorney-General, at 
the rate of $8,000 per annum; 1 Deputy Assistant Attorney-General, at 
the rate of $7,500 per annum; 4 attorneys, at the rate of $5,000 each 
per annum; for salaries of necessary employees, including employees 
at Washington, D. C., for furniture, supplies, traveling. and other mis- 
cellaneous and incidental expenses, to be expended under the direction 
of the Attorney-General, $11,250; in all, $28,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that paragraph and wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
if these offices are now being created in this act or if there is 
existing law authorizing this appropriation for one Assistant 
Attorney-General at the rate of $8,000 per annum? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are all authorized. This entire ap- 
propriation is authorized by law. They are all authorized by 
the act. 

- Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to return to the 
paragraph which went out on a point of order and offer the one 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Y nd 4 associate ju at the rate of $7,000 
. the rate ot 125800 r annum; — 9 at 
the rate of $3,500 per annum; assistant clerk, at the rate of $2,000 per 
annum; 5 stenographic clerks, at the rate of $1,600 each per annum; 
stenographic reporter, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; messenger, at 
the rate of $840 per annum; in all, for the balance of the fiscal year 
1910, $27,440, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 
- The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, in line 18, strike out “twenty-eight” 
“ twenty-nine.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment, 
for the correction’ of the total. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

On page 23, line 21, strike out “seventy” and insert seventy-one,” 
so as to read “seventy-one thousand.” à 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


For the fiscal year 1902, $44. 


` Mr. COX of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word, 
Mr. Chairman. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee or someone else how this deficiency has occurred 
in the Attorney-General's office back as far as the year 1902? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, this deficiency arose because of the 
failure of persons having an account against the Government 
arising under the appropriation for that year to present the 
same before the appropriation lapsed. The obligation was 
created in 1902, and when this account came to the department 
there was no money to meet it. The department could not pay 
it, because they had no funds. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, take the deficit which occurred 
in 1902. You say the obligation was incurred during that year, 
and you say that the money for that was returned into the 
general fund? N 

Mr. TAWNEY. The department did not know it until this 
year. It was brought to the attention of the Departmént of 
Justice during the year. It was some old account, where some- 
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body had performed certain services for which the department 
was obligated, but who had never rendered his account, and 
when the account was rendered there was no money to pay it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wondered why he waited on the 
Government that long. 

-Mr.-TAWNEY. It seldom happens, but sometimes it does by 
oversight. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It is so wonderful that I thought they 
might have asked for interest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. 


Immigration Commission: For the expenses of the commission pro- 
vided for in section 39 of the act of February 20, 1907, entitled “An 
act to regulate the immigraticn of aliens into the United States,” 
$125,000; no part of this appropriation shall be used for field work, 
nor shall any member of said commission be entitled to or receive 
any salary as such member after March 1, 1910. And the said com- 
mission shall complete its entire work and make its final report and 
the commission shall cease on the first Monday of December, 1910. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph just read, beginning on page 26, at line 
15, and extending down to and including line 2, on page 27. I 
will reserve the point of order against the paragraph, if the 
gentleman from Minnesota desires to explain the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman make it or reserve it? 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? How 
much appropriation has been made for the expense of this com- 
mission at this time? 7 . 

Mr. TAWNEY. Until the last session of the last Congress 
this commission had an indefinite permanent appropriation. 
That is, under the immigration act, which authorized the com- 
mission, they were authorized to draw upon an indefinite per- 
manent appropriation for the maintenance of the Immigration 
Service; and all expense of the commission up until the last 
session of the last Congress was paid out of that permanent 
indefinite appropriation. At the last session of Congress we 
made an appropriation of $125,000. 

Mr. MACON. It was $150,000. 
` Mr. TAWNEY. I should have said $150,000. The law author- 
izing or creating this commission fixed no time for the commis- 
sion to make its report to Congress, or when the commission 
should terminate. Congress, in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill making the appropriation of $150,000 to continue the work 
of the commission, fixed the time for the completion of its work 
at March 1, 1910. Of course the time was fixed arbitrarily, 
and nobody could tell then just how much time it would require 
to complete the work. I think that if the commission had ex- 
pended the appropriation for the purpose of tabulating and 
bringing up to final completion the data they had previously 
obtained through their field service, perhaps they could have 
come very near to finishing their work by March 1 next, and 
within the appropriation made. But it seems they continued 
field work which they deem very necessary to the completion 
of their work, and now they have not the funds to get these 
statistics collated. They have no funds and no people to tabu- 
late them, and to put them into form so as to be of any service 
to anybody, and they can not prepare their final report unless 
additional money is appropriated. These are the facts. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many commissioners are there on this 
commission? . 

Mr. SABATH. 

Mr. BUTLER: 
Mr. SABATH. 
three outsiders. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think there are only two on that commis- 
sion who are not in office. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then there are but two of the commissioners 
who receive pay? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I will not say that. The Commissioner 
of Labor is one of the commissioners. He has received as com- 
missioner the difference between his salary as the Commissioner 
of Labor and the salary of Members of the House and Senate 
who are members of the commission, the difference between 
$5,000 and $7,500. 

Mr. BUTLER. He now receives two compensations, He gets 
one as Commissioner of Labor and another as a member of this 
commission. 

Mr. SABATH. No; the only extra which he gets is the differ- 
ence between the two. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is, he gets $2,500 additional 

Mr. TAWNEY. For this work; yes. 


Nine. 
At how much salary each? 
Three Representatives, three Senators, and 
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like 

Mr. TAWNEY. But under this provision none of them get 
additional salary after the 1st of March. 

Mr. BUTLER. For what purpose do this commission intend 
to use $125,000 between now and the ist of December next? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am sorry that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bennet], who is very much interested in this matter, 
is not present to-day to give the House or the Committee of the 
Whole full information on the subject. He appeared before the 
committee. There was an exhaustive report submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations, but unfortunately I have not had 
time to read it, and did not think it necessary to do so because 
I expected the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bennet] would 
be here to explain it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
existence? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Since the passage of the immigration law, 
which I think was three years ago. 

Mr, COX of Indiana. It is the purpose of this appropriation, 
is it not, that it shall expire on the first Monday in December, 
1910? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. No one could give any accurate infor- 
mation as to when the commission could complete its work. 
We fixed it arbitrarily at March 1, 1910. Now it appears that 
it is impossible for the commission to.complete its work by that 
time, so that if the work of the commission is of any value or 
is going to be of any value—I am not prepared to say whether 
it is or it is not—the expenditure of this money is necessary to 
complete its report. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And it will expire December 1, 1910? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to 
read a paragraph in this document, at page 10. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will that answer my question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think it will. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is said that this commission has already 
absorbed between six and seven hundred thousand dollars of 
the government funds. I should like to know whether that 
statement can be correct. 

Mr. SABATH. The report shows that they expended 
$659,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. And what have they to show for their work? 

Mr. SABATH. Up to now, these three reports, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now ask the Clerk to read the paragraph 
just preceding the one that is marked, which gives the finan- 
cial status of the commission, and then to read the paragraph 
which is marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


How long has this commission been in 


Janua 
has been 


20, 
1907, the larger part of which sum was expended for the general Gaid 


pen 
work of the commission; and $132,301.06 under the act of March 4, 
been ded on account of the sta- 


r was ed 
cA pedir nous for the completion of the work, but 
st 


cken from the bill on a 
an amendment approprlatin 
in conference this amount was cu 


own to $150,000, which was entirely inadequate to the p „ as 
was shown by the estimates of the co ion at that time, order 
to complete the work and to enable Congress to avail itself of the Jarge 


amount of material gathered by the commission $125,000 more will be 
necessary. This te is o for the money absolutely needed to 
finish the work of tabulation and arrangement so that the reports may 
be made availabie. 

he commission does not ask for any further appropriation for sala- 
ries of commissioners or for field work, both of which may be specific- 
ally excluded from the appropriation if it seems best to the committees 
of the two Houses to do so. The co on feels very strongly that 


it will be a very great loss to the public and to intelligent 1 tion to 

mit t mass of valuable material to remain unused after having 
— gathered at such a large expense of time and money. The com- 
mission ee egy that the work shall be completed iber 10, 
1910, and t all the unfinished reports mentioned in the foregoing 
statement shall be completed and presen to Congress when it as- 


sembles. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 
allowed to proceed for ten minutes upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 


from Arkansas may proceed for ten minutes. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
this paragraph? 
Mr. MACON. Yes; I have the point of order reserved, but 
I have asked unanimous consent to proceed for ten minutes for 
the purpose of discussing the merits, or rather the demerits, of 
the appropriation. 


Has the gentleman a point of order against 
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Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman does not intend to make it, 
I will, or I will move to strike it out. 

Mr. MACON. I have it reserved and will insist upon it at 
the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog- 
nized for ten minutes. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I have made the point of order 
against this provision in the bill because it is contrary to ex- 
isting law, and, further, because I am strictly opposed to the 
paragraph. If I felt that it was necessary to make this appro- 
priation in order to bring a proper and intelligent end to the 
work of this commission, I would not make the point of order; 
but I have no idea that this will be the end of it if it is allowed 
to remain in the bill, Hence I propose to make a few remarks 
on the subject, and at the conclusion of the debate I shall in- 
sist on my point of order. 

I am opposed to the paragraph making an appropriation of 
$125,000 to continue the life of the Immigration Commission, 
because I believe it will be a complete waste of that amount of 
the people’s money, in addition to the enormous amount of 
$657,992.67 that has already been expended by it in a most 
lavish and extravagant manner. The Immigration Commission 
created by the immigration act of February 20, 1907, is com- 
posed of three Senators, three Representatives, and three lay 
members, the latter being Commissioner of Labor Charles P. 
Neill, Prof. Jeremiah W. Jenks, of Cornell University, an institu- 
tion that has been accused of playing politics all the time, and 
William R. Wheeler, of San Francisco, Cal., who has been for 
some time since secretary of the Merchants’ Shipping Association 
of that city, at a salary of $10,000 per year, and he substantially 
gives all of his time to the work of that association, and seems 
to consider the $7,500 per annum that is paid him by the Goy- 
ernment, together with his expenses, as a member of the Im- 
migration Commission, as a political sinecure. The House can 
get an idea as to how much time Professor Jenks devotes to his 
duties as a member of the Immigration Commission for the 
$7,500 per annum paid him by the Government, together with 
his expenses, by carefully considering the facts set forth in the 
following letter from David F. Hoy, registrar of Cornell Uni- 
versity, which was written in reply to a communication from a 
gentleman of this city in regard to the matter some time during 
the month of last July. I will not give the name of the gentle- 
man to whom the letter is written, because I do not deem it 
necessary, but it was written, and reads as follows, to wit: 

Dran Sin: Your letter of July 5, 1909, has just been handed me to 
I beg to reply, in regard tọ your inquiry about Prof. J. W. 


Jenks, as follows: 
ofessor Jenks has been at Cornell University since 1891 and has 
e is at present pro- 


been a full 12 during the entire time. 
fessor of political economy and litics. His title before 1901 was 
nearly the same, but slightly differently worded. Professor Jenks is 
drawing a regular full professor’s salary, and I am sure is giving the 
average number of courses that a full professor gives at Cornell. 

By reference to the university register, you will find that Professor 
Jenks's work for years has been arranged to fall on the first three days 
of the week, thus arini him free Thursday, Friday, and Saturday for 
outside work. Person: y I happen to have known that he has been 
away from Ithaca the latter part of the week a large amount of the 
time during the past year. 

Trusting that the above information will be what you desire, I am, 

Yours, truly, 
Davip F. Hoy, Registrar. 

It seems that this commissioner has been drawing a regt- 
lar professor's salary and giving the average number of courses 
of lectures required of him by the university all the time since 
he has been a member of the Immigration Commission, and, 
in my judgment, he has not been able to render material serv- 
ices to the Government if he has been performing his full duty 
as a professor at Cornell. 

I am inclined to think that he was placed upon the Immigra- 
tion Commission because of his political connection with the uni- 
versity, for the purpose of influencing the students of that 
institution to walk in the political way that the party in power 
would have them walk rather than for any benefit that he 
could render the Government in the matter of improving the 
immigration laws or disclosing the immigration evils that ob- 
tain in this country. I am advised that this commission went 
abroad during the summer of 1907; it sailed May 18 and re- 
turned September 7, and that no report of the trip has ever 
been published and, in my judgment, will not be, for it seems 
that the trip was a pleasure junket for most of the members 
of the commission rather than an information-gathering trip. 
I am advised that the chairman held no meetings of the com- 
mission for making out the programme of thé work of their 
trip until forced to do so by Senator Latimer three weeks after 
their arrival in Rome, and that he was only induced to have a 
meeting of the commission for that purpose at that time be- 
cause of the Senator’s threat to return home on the next steamer 
and inform the press, and the Government on the floor of the 
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Senate, that the commission intended merely to delay immigra- 
tion investigations. I am advised that after that threat was 
made Messrs. Latimer, BURNETT, and HowELL, of the com- 
mission, were allowed to go to work, while the chairman is re- 
ported to have said in substance to Mr. William R. Wheeler, 
the shipping association member of the commission, to come 
with him and enjoy himself, that immigration had been thor- 
oughly investigated by the Industrial Commission, and that 
only he and another knew the real purpose of the commission. 
Of course, I can not swear to these facts, because I was not 
present, but my information in regard to them has been re- 
ceived from a citizen so reliable in his everyday walks of life 
that I do not think he would have furnished me with the facts 
unless he had a reliable foundation for doing so. 

The members who went abroad were Messrs. DILLINGHAM, 
Latimer, BURNETT, Bennet of New York, Hower of New Jer- 
sey, and Wheeler, and they were accompanied by their families 
and two of the secretaries of the commission, one of them a 
Mr. Crane, whom I am advised is a nephew of Senator CRANE, 
of Massachusetts, and the other, Mr. Husband, Senator DIL- 
LINGHAM’s secretary. 
mission, except BURNETT and HOWELL of New Jersey, took a 
private secretary along to do such work as was absolutely nec- 
essary to be done while they, the commission, had fun. 

I am advised that Mr. Crane receives $3,600 per year, but 
does practically nothing. He claims to audit the bills, but I am 
advised that they are audited by the Auditor for the State and 
other Departments. At any rate, I have heard that the Auditor 
for the State Department has protested against a certain mem- 
ber of the commission charging up as a part of his expenses 
amounts paid out by him for laundry, hair cuts, shampoos, 
shoe shines, and automobile rides on the Appian Way with 
guides for pleasure. [Laughter and applause.] 

I understand that Mr. BENNET of New York and his secre- 
tary have been abroad several times at the expense of the com- 
mission. He is one of the three members of the steering com- 
mittee. 

In the Senate on February 18, 1909, Senator Gary, of South 
Carolina, severely criticised the commission's junketing, spend- 
ing so much money, and so forth, and the Senate unanimously 
adopted a resolution calling upon the commission to make a 
statement about the matter, which it did. As a result thereof 
the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 1909, carried a 
provision putting an end to the commission on March 1, 1910, 
and requiring it to make its final report at that time. Since 
then Senate Document No. 280, Sixty-first Congress, which I 
am advised was prepared entirely by high-salaried officials, 
Messrs. Crane, Husband, Cranston, and others, who want to 
hold on to their positions, in which it is asked that the life of 
the commission be extended to December 5, 1910, and they re- 
quest that an appropriation of $125,000 be made at this time for 
it to subsist upon. The commission, up to January 10, 1910, 
had disbursed $657,992.67, and notwithstanding it has expended 
that much I am advised that it has not even paid for printing 
its reports, that having been done by way of printing Senate 
documents, and so forth. The white-slave traffic report made 
by the commission, out of which they are trying to get so 
much capital, I am advised, was practically taken from United 
States court records, police court and police commissioners re- 
ports of the large cities of the country, and that much of it had 
appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL Rxconb before it appeared in the 
report. 

Congressman Burnett on March 3, 1909, criticised the com- 
mission’s delay severely, and said that it could easily complete 
its labors and make its final report by December 1, 1909, and 
yet we find that the commission is clamoring for twelve months 
longer period of life than was stated to be necessary by the 
gentleman from Alabama. I believe we have squandered enough 
money on this commission, and hence I shall do everything in 
my power to strangle it at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. Chairman, the precise language used by Mr. BURNETT on 
the occasion just alluded to—he being the ranking member of 
the minority of the Committee on Immigration, as well as a 
member of the commission—was as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I shall not offer any objection or 
amendment or try to prevent the adoption of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the sundry civil bill, but I think the time that is 
given to the Immigration Commission to make its final report is entirely 
too long. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this commission can make its 
report by the Ist day of December or, at least, by the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, without any trouble whatever. 

n support of that I want to read just one clause of the report of the 
commission that was filed the other day. I am a member of that com- 
mission and know something of its work. I think, without question, if 
this House will require the commission to do so they can make their 


final report by the ist day of January, when legislation on this question 
can pri Here is what we said: 


In fact, all of the members of the com- 


“ The 
outside Wash ‘on will be terminated as sufficient data is sec from 
each, and practically all field work will be completed in the early fall, 
probably by September 15, 1909. When field investigations are com- 
pierod, the work will consist entirely of compiling the data secured and 
n preparing reports upon the various subjects.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that was said about a year ago, and 

the life of the commission was extended and an appropriation 
of $150,000 was made for it, with the distinct understanding 
that it was to conclude its labors and make its final report 
on the ist of March, 1910. But instead of doing that they 
have idled along and have failed to comply with the require- 
ments of the law in regard to the matter. They now come to 
the House and ask for an appropriation of $125,000 and ask to 
be allowed to continue their existence as a commission for 
twelve months longer, which would make an expenditure of 
more than three-quarters of a million dollars by this commis- 
sion, with no beneficial results so far to anyone or anything 
that could not have been obtained practically from the reports 
of the police commissioners, court records, and police courts 
of the country. [Applause.] 
I insist, Mr. Chairman, that this is an extravagant outrage 
and national disgrace that ought to be throttled here and now; 
and while I know it will go out on a point of order, I hope the 
House will be prepared, if it comes back to it from the Sen- 
ate by way of amendment, or from conference, to strike it out 
by an overwhelming vote. I, sir, am opposed to appropriations 
of this extravagant character with which to pay junketing 
trips of commissioners while on pleasure in foreign lands. For 
the reasons stated, Mr. Chairman, I strenuously oppose this 
proposition. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. MACON. Yes; I shall insist upon the point of order 
after the discussion of the proposition has been concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Chair rules, I would like to have 
a minute. 

Mr. MACON, I will reserve the point for as long time as the 
gentleman desires to speak. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to talk very 
long. I do not think the occasion requires it. I voted for the 
creation of this commission, and I greatly regret the act because 
of the condition now before us. I had no idea at the time that 
it would result in entailing upon us hundreds and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to discover the real condition of any part 
of our human family. This commission has expended already 
$657,992.67 and has produced a pamphlet of 10 pages! 

Mr. SABATH. There are three pamphlets. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well, I will correct the statement; and 
so far as I understand, it has brought forth one report of 10 
pages, but has not exposed in any way an account of the 
money that it has expended. I am informed by the gentleman 
who is at the head of the Committee on Appropriations that 
at the time this commission departed for Europe it drew a 
chunk of the public money amounting to $90,000. Now, does 
the committee desire, in ignorance of its expenditure, to con- 
tinue this commission? All right. I shall go on record voting 
against it, and, if necessary to accomplish my purpose, I will 
move to strike out the item. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does not the gentleman think that the 
commission has done any good? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not intimate that there is anything 
wrong in the conduct of the commissioners, or any part of the 
commission, but their ability to expend $650,000 in making an 
examination of the subject to be examined covering only two 
years is beyond the comprehension of a humble Member like 
myself. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does not the gentleman think the com- 
mission has done any good whatever? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know whether it has or not; but it 
is high time that it made a report, if it has one to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will 
withhold his point of order for a minute or so longer. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Sasaru] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BURNETT], both members of the committee, desire 
to say a word or so, and I will take great pleasure in hearing 
them before I make the point of order. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Macon] states, I am a member of the committee, but 
not of the commission. If I had been a member of that commis- 
sion, I never would have permitted the enormous expenditure of 
the people’s money for the kind of work of which these three 


lans of the commission are realized, the various lines of work 


932 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


> 


JANUARY 24, 


reports are samples; nor would I have permitted the wicked, 
malignant, and atrocious libel upon a people whose purity and 
morality has ever been aboye the faintest reproach—a char- 
acteristic principle which has commanded respect and emula- 
tion from all quarters of the universe. ; 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Butter] stated that 
this commission sent in but one pamphlet of 10 pages, which is 
unjust to the commission, because up to this time they haye 
sent in three pamphlets. The first one contains a synopsis of 
the activities of the commission, the moneys expended, and a 
statement showing how much more is needed to complete the 
work, followed with an appeal for more money. The second 
report was made on December 10 last past, and is known as the 
“white-slave traffic’ report; but I honestly believe that it 
would have been much better if the commission had not sent in 
anything at all, because the information which they have 
gleaned as a result of their investigation, and which they want 
to impart, does not enlighten anyone, for it contains matter 
which has been published again and again by the newspapers 
of this country. If this pamphlet contains anything new, it is 
the malicious and cowardly libel upon the Jewish people of 
this country [applause], a copy of an arrest record from the 
night court of New York, copies of unsigned letters purporting 
to come from some unfortunate women, some extracts from 
court proceedings, copies of correspondence from the United 
States district attorney at Chicago, copies of some affidayits of 
Officer “John Doe” about Jane“ and “May Doe,“ some rec- 
ommendations, and other matter, the most of which is wholly 
unfit to be published. I hope that you gentlemen will read this 
report, and I am satisfied that you will agree with me when I 
say that it is a shame and an outrage that such “stuff” should 
have ever been printed as a government document. I am satis- 
fied that you will hesitate before you will vote for this addi- 
tional appropriation of $125,000, which perhaps would give the 
commission further opportunity to maliciously and wantonly 
libel some other people. Personally I am willing that there 
should be a thorough investigation and that the commission 
should send in the report which has cost the Government up to 
this day $657,992.67, as is shown in their own figures, but my 
sense of justice compels me to protest against the outrageously 
careless and negligent work which has thus far been performed. 

When this cowardly report originally was brought in by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET], who isa member of this 
commission and its vice-chairman, for the purpose of having 
the same printed as a House document, I objected to the same, 
because I was possessed of an inkling of its contents, and I 
believed that the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
of which I have the honor to be a member, ought to have been 
accorded the privilege of examining the report before it would 
be presented to the House for leave to print as a House docu- 
ment so that it could be sent broadcast throughout the coun- 
try. I still further objected because the report had already 
been ordered printed as a Senate document, and I was to u 
certain extent criticised, but I want to say right now that 
my sense of decency and propriety would never permit me to 
allow the printing as a public document of so obscene a report 
as this. I do not regret having taken the course which I did 
at the time, thus preventing the issuance of this libelous and 
obscene report as a public document, and if a like opportunity 
presented itself where I could, by any action on my part, pro- 
tect and defend, any other people from such malicious and 
libelous attacks as in this instance, I would unhesitatingly 
do so again. 

Mr. Chairman, the work of this commission, so far as I can 
see, up to this hour has cost us the enormous sum of $657,992.67, 
which, in my estimation, is not worth so many pennies. [Ap- 
plause.] 

In reference to the report about the conditions of steerage, 
I wish to state that if the commission had read my speech 
which I made a year ago on the floor of this House against the 
conditions which exist there it would not have been necessary 
to incur the extravagant expenditures reported by them in con- 
nection with their investigation of steerages. A year ago and 
two years ago I took it upon myself to examine personally 
the conditions, and I defrayed every expense out of my own 
money. [Applause.] I then pleaded for legislation which would 
effectually remedy these deplorable conditions, but to no avail, 
for the bill that Congress passed the last session relieved the 
steamship companies from complying with the act of 1906, 
which, if enforced, would in a measure ameliorate the intol- 
erable conditions existing in the steerages of nearly all vessels. 
So what benefit did the country derive from the work of the 
commission, which, as I have stated before, expended up to the 
present time the enormous sum of $657,992.67? 


If any member of the commission will show me that the sum 
of $125,000 is actually needed to complete the work which it 
has attempted to undertake, I will gladly withdraw any and 
all objections that I have; however, I do not think that there 
is anyone here who can do so, and therefore I am not willing 
that we should appropriate another $125,000 for the purpose of 
giving some favored few a little longer time to draw large 
salaries for merely copying unsigned letters and publishing 
derogatory reports on foreign-born citizens to be used as proof 
for securing unreasonable restrictive and prohibitive immigra- 
tion and naturalization legislation. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SABATH. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman stated a moment ago, Mr. 
Chairman, that the commission in its report had reflected or 
rather libeled the great Jewish race. I want to know whether 
he refers to this language 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s 
time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
If he refers to this part of the report of the commission [read- 
ing from report! 

There are large numbers of Jews scattered throughout the United 
States, although mainly located in New York and Chicago, who seduce 
and keep girls. Some of them are engaged in importation, but appar- 
ot. they prey rather upon pages girls whom they find on the street, 
in the dance halls, and similar places, and whom, by the methods al- 
ready indicated—love-making and pretenses of marriage—they deceive 
and ruin. Many of them are petty thieves, pickpockets, and gamblers. 

Mr. SABATH. Yes; that is one of the many items in the 
report to which I have reference, and were I to stand here 
mutely, failing to raise my voice in protest and in condemnation 
of this palpable infamy and permit and suffer the criminal libel 
contained in this rank report to stand without any defense from 
me, I would be unworthy of my people—I would be a knave and 
a coward. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a few 
words before the ruling is made. I do not intend to attempt to 
defend this commission against the charges that have been made 
in respect to the administration of its work nor its expenditures, 
but I want to take occasion to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that whatever criticism there may be it 
ean not be charged against Congress, only in so far as Congress 
authorized this commission and authorized the commission to 
defray the expenses incident to its work from the permanent 
indefinite appropriation for the Immigration Service. All of 
the facts that have been brought out here in this debate were 
considered a year ago and discussed. These facts came to the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations at the last session 
of the last Congress, and it was then that we decided to repeal 
the permanent indefinite appropriation known as the “ head- 
tax” appropriation and require all receipts under the immigra- 
tion law to be paid into the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the general fund and to appropriate specifically here- 
after for the Immigration Service. The permanent indefinite 
appropriation was completely exhausted. At that time we had 
the information brought out here to-day, and it was upon these 
facts that we recommended the repeal of this permanent in- 
definiate appropriation. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has served 
to emphasize the mistake that Congress makes every time it 
creates a permanent appropriation or a permanent indefinite ap- 
propriation. If this commission had been required to come to 
Congress every year for the money necessary to carry on its 
work, Congress would then have known whether or not the 
money previously appropriated was being properly expended. 
The difficulty arises from the fact that the commission was 
authorized by Congress to obtain its money from this permanent 
indefinite appropriation without submitting any estimates to 
Congress and without Congress making any appropriation. We 
have to-day $135,000,000 of permanent appropriations, I mean 
that there are $135,000,000 expended annually which Congress 
does not appropriate. This amount is made up of a great 
variety of permanent appropriations authorized in previous 
laws. 

Some of them are very large, and I hope before the close of 
this session that I may have the support of this House in trying 
to repeal at least some of them. The attempts on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations heretofore made to secure their 
repeal have never been successful; but I think with this object 
lesson before the House as to the mistake of making perma- 
nent appropriations or permanent indefinite appropriations, that 
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there ought to be no objection to the repeal of all the permanent 
apprepriations unless they are made to meet a fixed charge upon 
the Government, like the payment of interest on the public 
debt, or something of that kind. I am glad that this discussion 
has arisen, becnuse heretofore I have never been able to even 
get the attention of this House for the consideration of the 
question of the repeal of permanent appropriations, and every 
session of Congress, let me say, we are adding to these perma- 
nent appropriations. There is not a session of Congress we do 
not add to them. It is only a few days ago, when a certain bill 
was under consideration, it was discovered that it authorized a 
permanent appropriation to carry out the provisions of the bill. 
Had it not happened that my attention was called to it I pre- 
sume it would have gone through and nobody would have noticed 
it. I regard it as of the utmost importance, in order to assure 
an economical expenditure of the public money, that every de- 
partment of the Government charged with the duty and re- 
sponsibility of expending the public money should be required 
to come to Congress annually by estimates submitted and let 
Congress pass, not only upon the amount which they ask for the 
next fiscal year, but that the appropriate committee may also 
inquire into how the appropriations for the current fiseal year 
have been expended. 

Then, there will be no charges such as haye been made here 
to-day against this commission. Whether they can be sus- 
tained or not I do not pretend to say, but I do say this in 
justification of the Committee on Appropriations in reporting 
this provision, that after having expended over $600,000 in the 
collection of information and statistics regarding immigration 
and regarding the conditions of those who have emigrated here 
since they have lived here, after expending all that money, the 
committee did not feel justified in refusing an amount necessary 
for completing the work in order that the information col- 
lected might be collated and embodied in a final report. If it 
is of any benefit to the people of the United States then they 
may have that benefit, and for that purpose the committee 
made the favorable recommendation which it did. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Did I understand the chairman of the 
committee to say that practically $658,000 had been expended 
by that commission by simply going to the immigrant fund 
without any control on the part of Congress whatsoever? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Without any control whatever, so that Con- 
gress is not responsible—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is an intolerable position. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). Congress is not responsible for 
the expenditure of this money. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, I would ask for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bun- 
NETT] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am the only mem- 
ber of the Immigration Commission present, and I have only 
heard the latter part of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. I desire to say at the outset that the commission 
is no bantling of mine. I protested against its creation. Those 
who remember the history of the origin of the commission will 
recall the fact that the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization some three years ago reported a bill providing an 
illiteracy test for admission of aliens to our ports. Gentlemen 
who opposed that clause are responsible for the creation of this 
commission. It was made as an amendment to that section, and, 
Mr. Chairman, I fought it as hard as any man could, because 
I believed that it would result in the postponement of what I 
thought to be important and necessary restrictive legislation on 
that question, and it has had just that effect. 

The commission was created. Some gentlemen on that side 
and some of this side voted for it. The commission was at 
once organized, with Senator DILLINGHAM as chairman. The 
act creating it required that investigations should be made in 
this country and in Europe and that reports should be made. 
At once, when the commission was called together, it was deter- 
mined that those who could do so should visit Europe. Six 
members of the commission went. We were gone almost four 
months, Mr. Chairman, and it was no junket so far as the 
members were concerned with whom I worked, and I do not 
believe it was as to any. I want to say that I did not sign 
the report that was made by the commission asking for an 
extension of the time in which to report. 

I am of the same opinion now that I was when I made the 
statement read by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon], 
that this commission ought to have made a final report before 
now, and I believe that the failure to make the report is, per- 
haps, in part, to prevent legislation along restrictive lines at 
this session because there is an election coming on. That may 
be one of the reasons. But in regard to the trip to Europe, Mr. 
Chairman, we were almost four months there, and going and re- 


turning. I know nothing of the expenses of other gentlemen 
on the commission, but my expenses during those four months, 
going from my home to Europe and returning, and while there, 
were a little over $950. I had no secretary or other appointee 
on the trip. Any gentleman who has made a trip of that nature 
knows that no man can live in decency on less money than that 
for that length of time. I am not here to speak of any other 
member of the commission, because I do not know 

about the expense accounts that were filed. My wife and son 
accompanied me, and I paid out over $1,700 for their expenses, 
net a dollar of which came out of the Government. In my 
= no member of the commission expended a dollar im- 
properly. 

Mr. Chairman, in regard to the report, I believe it ought to 
have been made long ago. I think the commission has gone 
too far and taken too much time in its investigatiens. I do 
not agree with gentlemen that no good has come of it. I quote 
from the report of the commission one extract from a state- 
ment made by the district attorney in Chicago in regard to the 
white-slave traffic, in which he says: 

Information and data furnished us and the assistance given to us by 


the special agents of the commission are invaluable. The cooperation 


of the commission made possible the institution and successful prosecu- 


tion of many of the cases brought in this district. I have * — felt 
that without the aid which the commission was able to give it would 
not have been possible for us to accomplish what has been done. 

He names a number of cases where prosecutions, convictions, 
fines, and forfeitures of bail resulted. And, Mr. Chairman, 
there were $125,000 in fines and forfeitures coliected in that city 
alone as the result of these prosecutions, on evidence brought to 
the attention of the district attorney and where prosecutions 
were inaugurated by him under the suggestions made by the spe- 
cial agents of our commission. This was largely in excess of the 
cost of the commission in its investigation of the white-slave 
traffic. In fact, the fines and forfeitures in one case alone were 
more than enough to pay the entire expense of that branch of 
our work. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a mass of accumulated testimony 
that I believe onght to have been tabulated some time ago. The 
commission took in too wide a field. For instance, we have gone 
into an anthropological investigation—taking the measurements 
of “dagos” and other foreigners, and comparing them with 
Americans—and things of that kind, that I felt we had no 
authority to go into. 

There is no doubt that, as a scientific investigation, many of 
these things are valuable, but individually I felt that our work 
ought not to extend so far as that. The clerks that we have 
had in the commission, with very few exceptions, were assidu- 
ous and industrious men and women. We have had a body af 
clerks that I will undertake to say compare favorably with any 
in the other departments. They worked earnestly and honestly. 
I believe the secretaries have done the same thing. I know 
that I have called over there frequently and found them always 
at their work. 

A large mass of very valuable matter has been accumulated 
that I think ought to be collated, compiled, and the report 
made. Without the additional sum I am of the opinion that the 
report can not be completed. But, as I stated, I have nothing 
to say in favor of the extension of the time for making a re- 
port, because I believe that it ought to be here and legislation 
brought about at this session on the recommendations of the 
commission. 

Mr. Chairman, as to the statement gentlemen have made in 
regard to attacks on certain nationalities in the report, I think 
that is partly from tables and records made at Ellis Island, 
under the control of the Immigration Commissioner. I am 
sure that there was no intention on my part of misrepresenting 
any nationality or any people. 

Mr. SABATH. I have no objection to the table, because the 
table does not appear in the report of the commission. If they 
had followed the statistics or table, they never could have made 
the statement that they did. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, as I said, I have no desire 
to ask an extension of the time for making the report. Other 
members of the commission who desired that it should be done 
are not present. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Can you explain to us, as a member of 
the commission, what has been the expensive part of the work 
of the commission? What is the principal item that goes to 
make up this enormous sum of $650,000? 

Mr. BURNETT. It has been going on three years; and I 
would undertake to say for the commission that I do not think 
there is any commission that has gone on for that length of 
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time into so wide a field that has done the work at less ex- 


pense, If I can haye two minutes more, I will tell why I 
think that is so. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent that his time may be 
extended for five minutes more. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would like to have that, so as to answer 
the gentleman's question. 

There was on objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. There was a very wide field. Our agents 
visited cities and localities where there were many aliens and 
collected a great deal of evidence in regard to conditions there. 
Questions of congestion, manner of living, and many others 
were gone into. If the gentleman will read the law under 
which the commission was created, he will find that we could 
not just simply stay here and attend to the work which Con- 
gress imposed upon us against my protest and that of many 
other gentlemen. A number of agents went into the field and 
visited the congested cities—examined economic conditions and 
yarious other conditions of aliens in those cities throughout 
the country. That was one considerable item of expense, the 
salary and per diem expenses of these agents. 

Then, at the office, we had a large number of clerks engaged 
in compiling and tabulating agents’ reports, and other expenses 
haye been very considerable. ‘This is a large country, and the 
law required us to investigate fully both in this country and in 
Europe. The gentleman was not here when we passed the law, 
but other gentlemen here are in part responsible. There were 
three members of the commission who were outside of Mem- 
bers of Congress. No Member of Congress received a cent 
except actual expenses. There were three laymen appointed by 
the President, and they received a salary of $7,500 a year 
each, except Mr. Neill, Commissioner of Labor, who received 
$2,500 in addition to his salary as Commissioner of Labor. 
That has been part of the expense. The expenses of members 
and agents in making investigations have been paid—yvery little 
of it has been mine, except as it grew out of another investi- 
gation that Congress last year put upon this commission, and 
that was to make an investigation into peonage conditions 
throughout the country. So far as my expense in this country 
has been concerned, it has been very little, and that has been 
almost entirely incurred in pursuance of a resolution of Con- 
gress requiring us to make an investigation as to peonage con- 
ditions. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SABATH. Has. that report been made relating to peon- 
age? 5 

Mr. BURNETT. No, sir; it has not; and I will state one of 
the reasons: The investigation was asked by the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. CLARK] and the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr, HUMPHREYS], because they thought misstatements by gov- 
ernment officials had been made in regard to conditions in 
their States. Senator McLaurin was a member of that com- 
mission; Mr. BENNET and I made a trip in the South, and Mr. 
Neill and I made a short trip through the West. Senator Mc- 
Laurin could not go with us at the time and asked us not 
to make investigations in Mississippi till he could go. He 
subsequently became ill and died, and the report of that part 
of the commission has not been made. In fact, the investiga- 
tion in Mississippi was never completed on that account. In 
fact, the last investigations were made just before Congress 
assembled in December last. These were the investigations 
made by Commissioner Neill and myself in the West. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman think this report 
can be made on the Ist of December? 

Mr, BURNETT. The report of the commission? I do, I 
think it ought to have been made before now. 

Mr. MACON. He thinks it will be by the Ist of March. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would hardly say that now, as the time 
is so near and so much matter yet undigested. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Do you think the limit of time fixed in 
this appropriation, December 1, is sufficient? 

Mr. BURNETY. Absolutely; and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will bear me out in the statement that 
when it was up a year ago I desired to have it limited to the 
ist of last December. 

Mr. MACON. Yes; twelve months sooner. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Do you think the amount appropriated 
here is enough? 

Mr. BURNETT. I think so. I would not vote for any more, 
and I would object to any extension of time. I believe the 
report ought to be made to this Congress, at least. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. I see from the gentleman’s remarks 
that he himself does not think very well of this commission. 

Mr. BURNETT. I did not say that. I think the commission 
has done a lot of very good work, and instead of the facts 
gained in regard to the white-slave trade being obtained from 
police reports, we often furnished the police and other authori- 
ties evidence on which they acted. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I notice the other members of the com- 
mission are not here urging its continuance or urging this ap- 
propriation, and I should like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not honestly think it would be better to discharge the commis- 
sion, to refuse this appropriation, and if you have a lot of 
valuable papers and statistics that have been collected, to get a 
clerk to collate and publish them hereafter? 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not think so, for the reason that I 
think a great deal of the work that is really valuable would 
be dissipated and finally lost unless there is an appropriation 
made now. We have men who are expert in its collation, and 
they could do the work much better than any new clerks, and 
more cheaply. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 


question? 
Mr. BURNETT. Yes. 
Mr. MACON. Why could not the Committee on Immigration 


of the two Houses carry on this work to its completion, now that 
all the outside data haye been gathered, and all you have to 
do is to compile a report? 

Mr. BURNETT. The people who have been engaged in this 
work are experts. Members of Congress have not time to do 
that. We would have to do it by agents in any event, and we 
haye agents who have been in that work and who are compe- 
tent people, and they could do it much more satisfactorily and 
really much more cheaply than the Immigration Committees of 
the two Houses could do it. There is much matter in an un- 
digested condition relating to alien criminals that Congress 
should have the benefit of in trying to keep out of cutthroats 
and criminals, especially of southern and eastern Europe. There 
is much valuable matter relating to congestion of aliens in 
large cities, and the crime, disease, and degradation resulting 
therefrom, from which many valuable suggestions can be ob- 
tained. The commission ought to haye more money to com- 
plete its work, but it ought to be made to report and recommend 
legislation at this session of Congress. This I have insisted 
on all the time. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, personally, of course, the Appro- 
priations Committee has not actual knowledge except that which 
was gajned through those having the work in charge as to the 
necessity for this appropriation. I think, however, that it is 
but fair to my colleague from New York [Mr. Bennet], who was 
in charge as vice-chairman representing the House of Repre- 
sentatives on that commission, to give the House the benefit of 
his statement which he made to the Appropriations Committee. 
I am not familiar with the infinite details of the investigation 
which was carried on by the commission, but that it was carried 
on for several months in Europe and in the United States for 
a period of two or three years with a large number of employees 
of a competent character is a fact. Of course the aggregate 
sum of $650,000 seems to be large, unless it be accompanied 
with more of a detailed statement than it is within my power 
to give. I do know, however, that my colleague from New 
York [Mr. Bennet], who had the matter very largely in charge, 
is one of the most distinguished Members of this House. He 
was very deeply interested in the subject which he had under 
investigation. Whether this report of his will reflect upon one 
nationality or people or not I do not know, but I feel safe in 
saying that whatever the report may be, he and the other 
members of the commission will feel that the testimony taken 
and the investigations made will warrant it. 

We have arrived at a time now, however, when the simple 
question is as to whether the Government will avail itself of 
the information that is gotten together or not. I appreciate 
the fact that a large mass of information has been obtained, and 
the only question is as to whether the Government will now 
avail itself of the opportunity to place before the public the 
information which is available, or whether it will let it go by 
the board. 

I am advised by my colleague [Mr. Bennet] and the other 
members of the commission that it is thoroughly organized to 
complete the work. They have a competent corps of assistants, 
and the information can properly be gotten before the people 
now better and more cheaply than at any other time. 

I also desire to join the chairman of the committee in express- 
ing disapproval of these appropriations which are annual with- 
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out supervision of Congress. As chairman of the special com- 
mittee, I will avail myself at some future time of the oppor- 


tunity to lay before the House more in detail some of the eon- | 


ditions which have grown up under the system, so that we may 
take such action to remedy these evils as the situation may 
seem to warrant. 

If the gentleman insists upon his point of order, I presume it 
will have to be sustained, but I wanted to say to the House 
what I have with respect to reaping the advantage of the money 
we have already expended. I think there is a large amount of 
valuable information which the House should have. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the gentleman think the informa- 
tion is worth $150,000? 

Mr.. MALBY. I think it is worth a good deal. It is hard to 
measure the value of information. I do believe, however, that 
this information is of a most interesting and valuable character, 
because it deals with the whole subject of immigration in the 
United States, There is no one who has doubt about the ad- 
visability of getting some information in this country with ref- 
erence to immigration. It is entirely true that the foreign 
countries all over the world have dumped upon this country 
some of the most undesirable members of their citizens. It is 
true that in the State of New York we haye hundreds of people 
landed on our shores who are either insane when they arrive 
or become so almost immediately afterwards. I know from my 
connection with the legislation of my own State that six or 
seven hundred people a few years ago, who, if they were not ab- 
solutely insane when they arrived, became so in a few days after 
they were dumped on our shores, necessitating almost the con- 
struction of a million-dollar hospital each year in order to take 
care of them. I also know, or I am advised upon the very best 
of authority, that the records of the courts of foreign coun- 
tries contain a record where criminals are sentenced to banish- 
ment to the United States of America if they leave within thirty 
days.. 

When these conditions are known to exist, and we have ap- 
pointed a commission for the purpose of furnishing informa- 
tion along these lines and perhaps some ethers, it is wise when 
we have the information to put it in such form as to give it 
permanency and so that all the people in the United States may 
be properly informed in relation to it. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MALBY. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. SABATH. Does the gentleman know that the Immigra- 
tion Department does not, and that we do not, permit any alien 
to enter the United States who is insane, and that if some one 
at some time should be made insane on account of the condi- 
tions in the steerage, he is deported? 

Mr. MALBY. Oh, I know very well what the laws ef my 
country are en that subject. I know that that law, like every 
other law, is violated, and it is impossible under conditions to 
enforce it unless we have some knowledge as to the sources 
from whieh it flows, and without the information which it con- 
tains in these reports we do net know it. If we knew what the 
habits of the country were from which these insane people come, 
we could establish more rigid inspection. For myself I think 
that no one should be permitted to board an ocean steamer 
bound for the United States unless he had a certificate from a 
competent physician and surgeon who had examined him as to 
his sanity. He should also have a certificate from the port or 
eity in which he has passed his lifetime saying that he had 
never committed a felony. Of course our laws are against that 
elass of people coming in, but I know they do come, and that 
is the great crime of it. This investigation has gone to a point 
and to an extent which would enable us better to formulate 
laws against the violation of the present existing laws. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MALBY. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. MACON. It is generally understood that the field work 
im connection with this commission has been completed? 

Mr. MALBY. That is correct. 

Mr. MACON. And all that is necessary to be done in order 
to make an intelligent report will be to make a digest of the 
aceumulated data. Does not the gentleman think $125,000 
would be an excessive amount to pay for compiling the data? 
Does not he believe that he could find three men in his district 
that would and could compile it for $5,000? I know I could in 
my district. 

Mr. MALBY. I want to say that my assumption and, with 
all due respect to the gentleman, his estimate of doing this 
work is not worth the snap of a finger, because we have no 
information on the subject. We have a request from an hon- 
orable commission, of which Senator DILLINGHAM, of Vermont, 
is chairman and Mr, Benner of New York is vice-chairman, and 


man says are desirable and with which we all agree? 


they certify that it will cost $125,000 to $150,000 to compile this: 
information. 

Mr, POINDEXTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MALBY. Certainly. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The gentleman says the laws prohibit- 
ing the importation of insane and criminal classes is violated. 
I would ask the gentleman if, during the two years the com- 
mission has been in existence, it has done anything or recom- 
mended anything to aid in the enforcement of these laws or im 
the perfection of the laws, or to carry out the objects the 22 
If this 
appropriation is made, over $800,000 will have been expended in 
order to inform the House that it is undesirable that foreign 
insane and criminal classes should be admitted to this country. 

Mr: MALBY. Mr. Chairman, again we eome back to the 
proposition of . I am not going to discuss that fur- 
ther. I pointed out the distinguished character of the gen- 
tlemen having it in charge; and if they have squandered the 


people's money, I should be very much surprised. They have 
been on a long trip. They have 75 or 80 men in their employ, 


and to talk about getting together their data in intelligent 
form by three or four men looks to me to be extremely ridicu” 
lous: I want to say to my friend, in answer to his question, 
that I think that since the appointment of this commission 
the tion laws of the United States have been better 
enforced. There is, I know, a cooperation between the insanity 


| officials of the State of New York at the pert of New York 


and the national officials which has resulted in definite good. It 
has increased the efficiency of the enforcement of our national 
laws. It has done much good in that direction—at least these 
reforms have been measurably brought about. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to reflect 
upon the integrity of anyone. It has not been my habit of life 
to charge a man with wrongdoing until he has first had an 
opportunity to be heard. I make no reflection whatever upon 
the integrity of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT] 
nor the integrity of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEN- 
NET]. They stand well in the judgment of their colleagues in 
the House, and they stand equally well with their neighbors 
at their homes, It is not against character that I raise my 
voice, but it is against extravagance that I protest. Six hun- 
dred and fifty-seven thousand dollars and no result! Why 
should we be expected to longer continue a commission that 
seems unable to reach a conclusion? It has made a modest 
report, and I am thankful to the commission for its recollection 
of us. It is not tiresome to read, because of its: extreme brevity. 
But I would like to know the purpose for which the money was 
employed and for what uses it was expended. I believe it 
was done honestly. I want my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
Burnett} to understand me to be serious im this public state- 
ment. I repeat that I in no wise reflect upon the honesty of the 
gentleman, ner upon any gentleman of the commission. How- 
ever, the country is entitled to know how, when, and where 
the money was used, what it bought, and how it was employed. 
It is against the continuation of this seeming extravagance that 
I protest. 

I would like now, Mr. Chairman, to warn this committee that 
is in charge of appropriation bills in this House that it had 
better not return with this item, unless it expects to go into 
the last ditch to defend it. A year ago we put the item out of 
the bill; then I think it included $150,000. When the bill re- 
turned from the Senate there was included an appropriation 
of $250,000 for the use of this commission. It finally was 
compromised in conference at $150,000, and we accepted the 
compromise. It is impossible for us to follow all the constant 
changes found in conference reports; it is impossible for us te 
know everything found in all these appropriation bills; it is 
net within the range of any man in the time he has and with 
the intelligence provided him to learn everything in this world 
to be learned. I give these gentlemen warning that if they re- 
turn with that item, they will meet an opposition in the House 
that will likely restrain them for some time to come. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question, whether or not the gentleman can inform the House 
if the resolution under which this commission was appointed 
requires them to make a report of their expenses to Congress? 

Mr. BUTLER. Has the gentleman the modest report fur- 
nished by the commission? 

Mr, COX of Indiana. No. 

Mr, BUTLER. Let me hand it to him, that he may read the 
Iaw. It permits the commission to travel and to have expenses 
of members paid. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT] 
presented a bill for $900, which is extremely modest fo cover 
four months" travel in Europe. I would not expect to go to 
Europe for $900. I am not a great economic reformer. I am 
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only hunting for light. I think the time has come when I ought 
to learn—when the light should be let in. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gen- 
tleman that we ought to learn, and I hope the gentleman can 
inform me 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to inform the gentleman if I can. 
. Mr. COX of Indiana (continuing). Whether or not the law 
under which this commission was formed requires them to 
report to Co: their expenses, 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No; it does not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then how does anybody get the item 
that they have expended $657,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is in their statement that they have made 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I will say, further, that 
under the law they are required to make their final report on 
the Ist of next March, and the amount of money appropriated 
to enable them to do that has been exhausted. Of course, they 
will not be able to comply with the terms of that law, and even 
if. the appropriation is made they will not be able to comply 
with the terms of the law, for the reason that they will not 
have sufficient time. It is for that reason that the Committee 
on Appropriations concluded to extend their time until the ist of 
next December and allow them the additional $125,000 to com- 
plete their work. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, Have they assured the Committee on 
Appropriations that.they will be able to terminate and complete 
their work at that time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; they have. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, has my time expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the present legisla- 
tive situation. On this paragraph the gentleman from Arkansas 
made the point of order, which, at the request of the Chair- 
man, he has reserved for the past forty minutes, and discussion 
has proceeded by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has my time expired, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, who used it, Mr. Chairman? I ask for 
one minute more, that I may have an opportunity to finish what 
I desire to say. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for one minute more. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think any of us 
would hesitate for one minute to make a decent appropriation 
of public funds for the betterment of any part of our great 
human family, but I submit to the good judgment of this com- 
mittee that the sum here asked for for this attempted purpose is 
far beyond what seems to me at this time to be absolutely nec- 
essary. If the Chair does not sustain the point of order made 
by. the gentleman from Arkansas—and the Chair did sustain 
a similar point a year ago—I promise the committee that if 
I ever get the floor I shall move to strike the item from the 
bill. 


[Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
the paragraph close in seven minutes, five minutes to be allowed 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] and two min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, the question of immi- 
gration, it seems, is one which is more talked about and less 
generally understood than almost any other question confront- 
ing us, and that was the reason, no doubt, why Congress or- 
dered this investigation and why this commission was ap- 
pointed. There are a few questions about which we are all in 
doubt. We know that we can not discriminate against races 
and that we ought not to do so. We know that we can not 
discrimintae against nationalities without conflicting with the 
doctrines of international law. Hence the proposition was 
made to have an educational test, and the question with us 
was whether that was the proper way to restrict immigration. 
I for one do not believe in an educational test, because it is no 
test of character. I am in favor of admitting producers into 
this country, and I am in favor of excluding all classes which 
live on the producers or prey on them. 

The producing classes of this country are growing less and 
less, confparatively speaking, as shown by the high prices of 
food products. In other words, production is not keeping step 
with population, and consequently I for one believe that the im- 
migration question at this time is no longer a burning issue, 
because all those who come to us, as long as they are physically 


healthy and strong, will be producers, a class that we need in 
this country.. That was one of the questions that was to be 
determined by that commission. 

Another question is the one raised by my friend from New 
York, as to whether it will be wise to have a law by which cer- 
tificates shall be required from immigrants before they leave 
their own country. That sounds well, and on the face of it 
would be a most excellent proposition, but when you investigate 
it you will find that the very best and strongest material from 
Europe, welcome to us as producers, would probably be excluded 
under such a system, for the reason that no young man in 
Europe who is subject to military duty could ever go to a 
court for a certificate of character or any other certificate, 
because the momnet he made application for such a document 
his intention to emigrate would become known to the govern- 
ment and the government would hold him. That is the reason 
why these consular certificates were rejected by former com- 
mittees and by former Congresses. These were two points we 
expected that commission to investigate. I do not know 
whether they will shed any light in that report on those ques- 
tions or not, but I do think that their expenses have certainly 
been extravagant. I remember the time, some ten or twelve 
years ago, when I had the honor to be chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, that we had an investigation along 
these lines. We went to New York and took testimony, made a 
report to Congress, and that investigation, if I remember right, 
did not cost more than, possibly, $2,000 or $2,200—I do not 
remember the exact amount. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman from 
Alabama that I am one of those who voted for this investigation, 
because it seemed to be necessary. The character of immigra- 
tion had changed to a certain extent, and there were many 
questions upon which we desired information. But I agree with 
all those who have protested against this appropriation and 
against continuing the commission. They have certainly spent 
more money than any one of us who voted for the original 
resolution had in mind. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, there are two features of the 
work of the Immigration Commission I wish to allude to; and 
I also wish to say that of the commissions that have been 
appointed while I have been a Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, no one, in my opinion, has got information that 
in the end will be of so much service to the country as the Im- 
migration Commission. The kind of work it has been doing is 
work much of which has to be extravagantly done; you have to 
expend a good deal of money in some ways without getting 
much return. The two classes of work that I wished to allude 
toare: First, the study of congestion in large cities. That is of 
great importance to us in New York, important in Chicago, im- 
portant in every large city, and only congressional or federal 
investigation can get the information. No State can get the 
information. The other is the report on physical assimilation, 
which has been conducted under the supervision of Professor 
Boas, of Columbia. We hear a good deal of talk about the in- 
fluence upon American character of the newly arrived immi- 
grant, particularly the immigrant from southern Europe; but 
we have not any real information, and we can only get real in- 
formation by a careful study, elaborate and extravagant, some 
would say, conducted by such a commission. I venture to say 
that the most interesting report that will be made to Congress 
this session is this report by Professor Boas on physical as- 
similation, A partial report has been made, but has not yet 
been published. In future years it will be the most distin- 
guished report made to this Congress. Now, when you make 
these studies, you can not make them the way the Census Office 
makes them—go and get a lot of statistics. You have to go 
and study the individual cases. You have to have one man in 
charge, say, of a hundred families, making and reporting on a 
study of each one of those families, and then another man in 
charge of another hundred families, and when you have made 
studies of 11,000 families, different studies of 11,000 typical 
families, and see what is happening in those typical cases, then 
you will find out what the result has been and what influence 
the alien is having on our institutions. There may have been 
some waste—there is some waste in most government work— 
but I think the money has on the whole been spent well, and I 
hope this appropriation will be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this paragraph 
and point of order has expired. Does the gentleman from 
Arkansas renew the point of order? 

Mr. MACON. Yes; I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. This point 
came before the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for decision at the last session of the Sixtieth Con- 
gress. On February 25, 1909, the sundry civil appropriation 
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bill was under consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, when the Clerk read this para- 
graph: 

For the expenses of the commission provided for * — 39 of the 


act of February 20, 1907, including the sala 8 of the commissioners 


and their clerks and other employees, $300, 

The point of order was made that ae was no authority in 
law for the appropriation. The present occupant of the chair 
had sent for the act of February 20, 1907. Section 39 of this 
act, entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States,” contained this provision: 


Said commission shall report to the 9 the conclusions reached 
by it and make such recommendations as, in its judgment, may seem 
proper. Such sums of money as may be necessary for the said inquiry, 
examinations, and investigation are hereby gs yee and authorized 
to be paid out of the “ immigrant fund” on certificate of the chair- 
man of said commission, including all expenses of the commissioners 
and a reasonable compensation, to be fixed by the President of the 
United States, for those members of the commission who are not Mem. 
bers of Congress. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru], in explaining the 
position of the committee, and in speaking to the point of order, 
said: 

Mr. Chairman, the law of February 20, 1907, authorized the payment 
of these nses, as stated, out of the permanent rae le aggro of 
head tax. he Department of Commerce and Labor estimates the ex- 
penses of this commission for the next fiscal being at $300,000, and the 
permanent appropriation of the head tax T. N by the pre- 
vious language of this bill, the committee — it its duty to bring 
in an item covering the $300,000 estimated for. 

The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. James E. Watson, being 
in the chair, made this decision: 


The Chair thinks it is subject to the point of order. In reading the 
act creating the commission, which the present occupant of the chair 
held in onier on the immigration bill, the Chair finds the following: 

“Such sums of money as may be necessary for the said inquiry, ex- 
amination, and investigation are hereby appropriated and authorized 
to be paid out of the imm t fund. 

The mere fact that the eee fund has disappeared does not 
authorize an appropriation, and it is clearly a change of existing law. 
The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Therefore the Chair sustains the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the point of order to the whole section? 

Mr. MACON. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania that the point of order is against the paragraph begin- 
ning on line 15, page 26, and extending to and including line 22, 
on page 27. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, the ruling of the Chair will take out 
the whole paragraph? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
the matter correctly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent, and first I will ask 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] if he is willing to 
allow this paragraph at an amount not to exceed $25,000? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not. The gentleman from Minnesota 
will have to appeal to me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, let it go out. 

Mr. MACON. Then, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will not have to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of temporary building for use of aama ATA 
201. 88.380 wharf adjacent to barge office, New York, N. X., $10,000; 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the point of order, 
I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations if at any time during the discussion leading up to the 
insertion of these items in the bill the question of the conges- 
tion of immigration in this country was considered? I ask 
this question for the purpose of bringing out, if the chairman 
of the committee cares to express himself on this subject, 
whether or not immigration is being concentrated very largely 
at the port of New York, and whether he has information that 
the Department of Commerce and Labor is in any way seeking 
to distribute the immigration throughout this country. 

Mr. MALBY. There appeared before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations Mr. Williams, national immigration inspector at 
the city of New York. His statement with respect to immigra- 
tion indicated that there were arriving at the port of New York 
yearly an average of about 800,000 immigrants. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. What is the total immigra- 
tion into the country annually? 

Mr. MALBY. I think about 1,000,000, all told. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, And about 800,000 come in at 
the port of New York? 

Mr. MALBY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know 
what the immigration is at the other ports along the coast? 

Mr. MALBY. We have no detailed statement. 


The gentleman from Arkansas has stated 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know 
whether the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is actually con- 
templating a distribution, so that it will not concentrate at 
one point in the country? 

Mr. MALBY. I do no know whether he is undertaking to 
do it or not; but if he is considering such a proposition, my 
opinion is that he will have very great difficulty in bringing 
it about. Most of them go to the city of New York, and I 
would imagine that it would be very difficult to distribute them 
in any other way than the immigrants want to go or the steam- 
ship lines choose to take them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the gentleman regards 
this as a matter for the steamship companies to decide very 
largely, and that they prefer to go to New York? 

Mr. MALBY. I do not think it is a matter which they 
should decide, if there was any other way to decide it. It-is 
a condition. The great steamship lines ply between New York 
and all European ports, and we have no control over them as 
to where they shall land within the boundaries of the United 
States. It might be desirable to distribute these immigrants 
at the different ports all along the Atlantic seaboard, but it 
would be difficult indeed to compel the steamship lines to go 
to these ports, because their business does not take them there, 
and some of the other harbors are not sufficiently deep to allow 
the larger steamships to enter them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman regard 
that as due to the lack of depth of the channels at certain 
other ports? 

Mr. MALBY. I have not studied that subject sufficiently 
to be able to state definitely whether it is that or whether 
it is because they do not get freight enough at those places 
to authorize their landing there. I presume they go where 
their best business interests call them to go, and that is the port 
of New York. It might be the port of Philadelphia or some 
other port. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In this bill the sum of 
$90,000 is appropriated as a matter of urgency to the port of 
New York? 

Mr. MALBY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.. Can the gentleman explain 
just how urgent it is that this $90,000 should come in this way 
at this time? 

Mr. MALBY. Yes; I can. I submit for the consideration of 
the committee these facts stated by Mr. Williams: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; this new floor is what it Is to be; it is intended 
to put on this third floor. Now, the va of that is to provide ade- 

pats facilities for carrying on what is known as the work of special 
nquiry. The law says that every immigrant not clearly found to be 
3 Pa to land shall be held for special inquiry. Oftentimes we have 
000 people a day coming in, especially during April and May; there 
— 75 be 5,000 a day several days in succession, and while I was com- 
missioner before, from 1902 to 1905, I found we had to hold as many 
as 15 per cent of those people for special inquiry; that would make 
750 in one day. These people have to go into a room which measures 
exactly 3,600 — 75 re feet, and when there are 450 le in that room 
a man would be standing in a space 3 feet b eet, and he has 
zgage, and there are a great many women an kilan. who must 
pase mches provided for nes. When there are 450 people in that 
room, the conditions are perfectly shocking, and tners are at times 
550. These poopie all have to be tried before boards of special inquiry, 
composed each of three members. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
purely a humanitarian provision? 

Mr. MALBY. An absolute necessity unless we treat the immi- 
grants in a far worse manner than the national laws permit us 
to treat sheep and cattle when in transportation from the West 
to the East. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I observe in the last para- 
graph a provision for the construction of a temporary building 
for the use of the immigration service upon the wharf adjacent 
to the barge office in New York. That means that it is to be 
erected in the city proper? 

Mr. MALBY. That means simply this: For many years the 
barge office in the city of New York has been established as a 
place where immigrants are permitted to land. They go from 
Ellis Island to the barge office; they must have some place to 
land, some temporary place to store themselves and their bag- 
gage. The barge office is undergoing, or is immediately to 
undergo, such repairs as will render it impossible for the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to make use of it, and therefore 
it becomes necessary for us to provide some place where these 
immigrants may temporarily land. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vane hee expired. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not; I only wanted some 
information. 


Then I understand this is 
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Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order to inform the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I myself visited Ellis Island last year and saw the condi- 
tions just as the commissioner has stated them to be. It is 
really a shame that these people should be permitted to remain 
there for the length of time they are compelled to remain in 
such a small space and under such conditions, and I say that it 
is absolutely necessary that we should complete this addition, 
as proposed by the commissioner, as soon as possible. 

In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I desire to 
say that had the people of Philadelphia availed themselves of 
the appropriation that was made two years ago, they could 
have had a new immigration station in the city of Philadelphia 
by this time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that he does not hurt the feelings of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania by making that statement. 

Mr. SABATH. I do not want to hurt the gentleman’s feelings. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Because the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is entirely in accord with the gentleman from 
Illinois on that proposition. Now, so long as we are talking 
in the time of the gentleman from Illinois, will he answer me 
a question? I would like to know whether the gentleman’s in- 
vestigation in New York has led him to believe that the landing 
of immigrants in the city proper has been injurious to the in- 
terests of the city of New York or prejudicial to the public 
health, and whether it has been undesirable in the matter of 
congestion of the city proper? 

Mr. SABATH. From what I have seen in the city of New 
York the city has not suffered in any way. It has increased in 
population and also in wealth from day to day, and I am of the 
impression that it has been a benefit to the city. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Have the authorities of the 
city of New York objected to the temporary landing stage being 
erected, as proposed by this bill, in the city proper? 

Mr. SABATH. I have had no opportunity to investigate or 
speak with the people or the authorities of the city of New 
York. I only investigated the conditions there at the wharf and 
the conditions on Ellis Island, and I did it at my own expense. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is regarded as a good thing 
for the city of New York, I understand? 

Mr. SABATH. I should say, yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would regard the erection of 
a station in the city of Philadelphia to be a good thing for the 
city of Philadelphia, and I wanted only to get the attitude of 
the gentleman from Ilinois on that question. 

Mr. SABATH. I want to say that I will do all I can to 
assist the gentleman from Pennsylvania to get a proper station 
in the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is helpful and 
generous, and I appreciate his offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


The allotment for printing and binding for Congress authorized in the 
sundry civil a Se pice act for the fiscal year 1910 is hereby in- 
creased to $1 8701 „ such increase not to involve any increase in the 
total a propriation for prin and binding under “ Government Print- 
ing Office’ near a Bis e — 8 8 And ed N 
authorized to expen or machinery out o: appropriation for 

rinting and binding during the fiscal year 1910 is hereby increased 
rom $50,000 to $75.000. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on the paragraph just read, for the purpose of finding out 
something about it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No point of order will lie to this. If the 
gentleman will allow me to offer this amendment, I will answer 
any questions he may desire to inquire about. 

Mr. MACON. Very well; I will withdraw the point of order, 
as information about the appropriation was what I wanted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 29, line 22, strike out the words “ for printing and binding.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this paragraph 
is to rearrange the allotment for public printing—that is, for 
congressional printing. At the last session of fhe last Con- 
gress, in making the appropriation for public’ printing, we 
segregated three items and appropriated for them specifically, 
so that the House might know how much was to be expended 
out of the general appropriation for the administrative part 
of the public printing and how much for leaves of absence and 
how much for holidays, all of which was to be charged to the 
aggregate cost of printing. 


In doing that we made no provision whatever for charging 
any part of these three items, which aggregated in the neigh- 
borhood of a million dollars or more, to the executive printing. 
It is all practically charged to the congressional printing. 
That was an oversight in making this rearrangement, and this 
is for the purpose merely of effecting a rearrangement of the 
original allotment, so that the Public Printer can go on with 
the balance of this fiscal year. The whole matter is a mere 
matter of bookkeeping, in any event. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to ask the gentleman how much 
was appropriated when the original appropriation was made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Something over $5,000,000. 

Mr. MACON. I see you have increased this appropriation 
to $1,879,000. 

Mr, TAWNEY. Oh, no; that is not in lieu of an appropria- 
tion. That is merely an allotment out of the $5,000,000. 

Mr, SHERLEY. What allotment was decreased in order to 
make up for this increase? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The allotments to the executive depart- 
ments. They will have to be charged their proportionate share 
of these fixed charges. That is, we segregated the items in 
the sundry civil bill, as the gentleman will remember, alloting 
so much for administrative expenses, so much for leaves of 
absence, and so much for holidays. Then, in arranging the 
allotment we took all of this out of congressional printing, and 
now there would be necessarily a deficit in one and a surplus in 
the other unless the Public Printer is allowed to change this 
method in the books of the office. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman simply makes an increase 
in the congressional allotment without making a decrease in 
some of the other allotments, will he not find himself increas- 
ing the total sum? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not merely a decrease in the legislative 
allotment. It is a decrease in the amount which he is allowed 
to carry on his books as a charge against the congressional 
allotment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If I understood the gentleman, and I may 
have misunderstood him, this sum is divided among the various 
departments. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was our intention. It was to be di- 
vided and charged up to all the public printing. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, it was not correctly divided, and so the 
gentleman now proposes to increase the allotment to be charged 
against Congress. What I am trying to get at is whether there 
ought not to be in the same paragraph a decrease of the allot- 
ment that was made excessive under the original plan. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not necessary to make any change 
in the other allotments. It is merely charging a part of the 


amount specifically set aside to the executive printing which he 


is not now authorized to do. It does not increase the aggregate 
of the appropriation; it does not change the allotment either to 
congressional or executive printing, except in so far as it author- 
izes the Public Printer to charge the proportionate amount to 
the executive printing, resulting from the segregation of these 
three items. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For transportation of the army and its supplies, $40,955.08. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will repo: 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

On page 84, In line 9, after the word “ sup 
claim No. 9887,” and in line 10 strike out 
thereof 4473.“ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For naturalization of aliens, 96 cents. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting a little information from the 
gentleman in charge of the bill as to this expenditure of 96 
cents. I would like to know if that constitutes any part of 
the deficiency existing by reason of the extravagant expendi- 
tures of the immigration commission. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, all of these items are gone 
over, audited, and found to be due, and that is the amount 
found to be due. I think the gentleman from Arkansas as 
well as ourselves is to be congratulated that the auditing 
officer has not found it to be any larger sum than 96 cents. 
I have no doubt that if the amount asked by the commission 
had not been proportionately any longer he would not have 
insisted upon his point of order. 


lies,” insert “except the 
503 and insert in lieu 
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Mr. MACON. With the assurance that the amount has been 
carefully audited, Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I observe on page 21, lines 20 
and 21, the words “District of Columbia.” ‘Those words are 
surplusage and are not necessary, and I ask unanimous consent 
that they be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will be au- 
thorized to make the change indicated. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 10 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know the na- 
ture of the amendment before permission is given. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment is, in line 9, page 10, to 
strike out the words “one hundred and twenty-five thousand” 
and insert “three hundred,” so as to make it read “ $300,000” 
instead of “ $125,000.” 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman think that amount is ab- 
solutely necessary for the proper discharge of the duties con- 
nected with this work? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will give unanimous con- 
sent to return to that page I think I can explain it. 

Mr. MACON, I would like to have the explanation first, Mr. 
Chairman, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Congress has authorized a large amount of 
money for public buildings. Prior to the current fiscal year 
and the last half of the previous fiscal year the expenses inci- 
dent to the preparation of plans and specifications and superin- 
tendence of public buildings authorized by Congress was de- 
ducted from the amount appropriated for each building. In the 
last Congress this policy was changed by making a specific ap- 
propriation for all expenses incident to the preparation of plans 
and specifications and the superintendence of the construction 
of public buildings, leaving the total amount appropriated for 
the site and building available for that purpose. The proposed 
change, it was believed, would result in very material economy 
in the matter of the preparation of plans and specifications. At 
that time it was represented to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that the cost of preparing plans and specifications and 
superintending the construction of building averaged about 5} 
per cent of the cost of the building, but that if this general ap- 
propriation was made it would enable the department to 
assign to one superintendent two or more buildings in course 
of construction in the same neighborhood or in the same 
State, 

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will yield right there we may 
come to some understanding 

Mr. TAWNEY. Wait a minute; I want to finish this state- 
ment; you have started me—— 

Mr. MACON. But the gentleman might save his time and 
the time of the House by yielding now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want the House to understand, as I in- 
tended to make this explanation after offering the amendment, 

Mr. MACON. If that is the reason the gentleman declines to 
yield at this time, it is all right. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, the Supervising Architect estimated 6 
per cent of the total amount to be expended in the construction 
of public buildings as being necessary. Inasmuch as 51 per 
cent has heretofore been the cost, and inasmuch as the cost 
of preparing plans and specifications, including superintend- 
ence by private architects, is only 6 per cent, including their 
profits, surcharges, and also including their clerical service, 
the committee thought that 5 per cent would be sufficient. It 
seems, however, since that bill has been reported, that unless 
this amount is allowed the work in the Supervising Archi- 
tect's Office will come to an end about the ist of April, and 
there are 200 buildings heretofore authorized for which they 
have not yet begun preparing the plans and specifications. 

So, whether the amount asked for is excessive or not, in the 
last extremity we are obliged to ask that the amount estimated 
for be appropriated in order that the work of the Super- 
vising Architect’s Office may go on and the plans and specifi- 
cations for the buildings heretofore authorized be prepared. 
My own judgment is that these plans and specifications ought 
to be prepared for a great deal less than the amount charged 
by private architects. The Supervising Architect has no ex- 
pense incident to the solicitation of business. He does not 
figure on making a profit, and independent of the amount that 
we appropriate now for the preparation of plans and specifica- 
tions, almost his entire clerical force is provided for in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill and is not 
included in this appropriation. It is for the purpose of appro- 
priating the amount deemed absolutely necessary to continue 


the Work of that office the remainder of this fiscal year that 
we ask unanimous consent for the purpose of increasing this 
appropriation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question in 
that connection? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that his time may be continued for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was going to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota if this appropriation be increased to the amount 
expended, what then will be the percentage, in his opinion? 

Mr. BOEHNE. Six per cent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If $125,000 is 5 per cent, it seems to me this 
will be 11 or 12 per cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is for a deficiency. The total author- 
ization, Mr. Chairman, for which we have appropriated, as I 
recall it, is $38,000,000, or over $38,000,000. At any rate, the 
amount which they estimated a year ago for this service was 
$1,000,000. We gave them under 5 per cent because of the 
representations that were made as to the economy that would 
be effected as a result of making a lump-sum appropriation 
for the Supervising Architect’s Office in preparing plans and 
specifications for all the buildings from a general appropriation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman, the chairman of the 
committee, if this amendment is in the interest of expediting 
the work of constructing public buildings that have already 
been authorized? : 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought I made myself clear. 

The Supervising Architect says that if he does not get this 
money he will have to stop work. If he does get the money, he 
can continue the work on the present basis and at the present 
rate of speed until the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. MACON. And this appropriation will have to be made 
later if not made now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Unless he stops work. 

Mr. MACON. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ma- 
con] withdraws his objection, and the committee determined 
to return to page 10 of the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 10, 
line 9, by striking out “one hundred and twenty-five” and in- 
serting “ three hundred.” È 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent to go back to page 15 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. To page 15? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; allow me to explain. The item at the 
top of page 15 was taken out on a point of order, and it is to 
the amendment that was inserted on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] that I want to call at- 
tention. It is found on page 768 of the Recorp of January 18. 
The proviso was adopted in lieu of this paragraph that was 
taken out. It relates to a new provision on the subject of sub- 
sistence to military convicts in military prisons, and my purpose 
is to ask unanimous consent to take up that amendment with 
a view to amending it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio offer his 
amendment before submitting his request for unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. KEIFER. I will do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] 
asks unanimous consent to return to page 15 of the bill for 
offering an amendment as stated. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I will have to hear the amend- 
ment before consenting. ö 

Mr. KEIFER. I send the amendment to the Clerk in order 
that it may be read, and will state to the Clerk that my mo- 
tion is to strike out the proviso found on page 768, and of the 
amendment as adopted, the last two words “or elsewhere” and 
insert in lieu thereof what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the proviso on the 2 5 of page 15 the last two words, 


“or elsewhere,” and insert “and in like prisons and in their several 
branches.” 


Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Chairman, if you will allow me to 
explain, then the gentleman if he desires may discuss it. With 
the purpose of the proviso I am in entire sympathy; but my 
attention has been called to the fact that the use of the words 


; 
: 
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“or elsewhere” requires in prisons, in camps and posts and 
various places, and in guardhouses where are sen- 
tenced, all over the country, that they would have to be sub- 
sisted under this provision separate from the usual army ration. 
The rule is that if a man is sentenced for some offense to the 
guardhouse, at his own camp, that the ration is furnished to 
him there just as usual and as is ordinarily done regularly from 
the and this is essential and necessary in such cases, 
and it is utterly impracticable to subsist a prisoner under such 
cireumstances otherwise than throngh the regular mess rations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


no regular prison. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; where there is no regular prison; and 
there are various places all over the United States where troops 
are stationed, and where there would have to be accounts kept 
which would cause a great deal of confusion and trouble, and 
produce no saving. My purpose, and the real object of the pro- 
viso, is to make it only applicable to convicts in military prisons, 
while serving there, but not to apply to any place where con- 
victed soldiers are in temporary imprisonment for offenses and 
serving along with the troops, in posts, stations, and camps. 
That is the sole object of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to page 15 
for the purposes stated? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The question recurs on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to return to page 20 for the purpose of offering 
the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 20 for the purpose of 
offering an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

yor 2 eee amount to that appropriated in the act of March 
, 1909 (25 Stat. L., p. 781), for the of a water plant at 
the Indian school, Rapid City, S. Dak., $3,000.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I would like the gentleman from South Dakota to explain the 
amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, my reason 
for asking to return to this item is that while I had the item 
prepared and intended to offer it at the place suggested, I was 
unavoidably kept away from the Chamber at the time that 
part of the bill was reached. The item is strictly one of an 
urgency character. It has been framed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, with a view to having it reported 
by the committee in this urgent deficiency bill. The circum- 
stances which make it necessary are these: The Government is 
now constructing at Rapid City Indian School a water system. 
It has been entirely dependent for water on the city plant 
until recently. There is not water enough for both. Within 
the last three or four years the school has become the owner 
of some 800 acres of land, on which they are constructing an 
industrial plant, and it owns a very excellent water supply. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many Indians have they in the school? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There are 250 Indians there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the source of the water supply now? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The water supply comes 
from the city mains. It is simply distributed as necessary from 
the city mains. I suppose it is a 6-inch pipe connected with the 
city mains. It is proposed to make a large water plant of 
its own. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are those propositions independent of each 
other? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. They are absolutely inde- 
pendent. The difference in the cost between a G-inch water 
supply and an Sinch water supply is approximately $3,000, 
which the department asks. The difference between 6 inches 
and 8 inches absolutely doubles the entire water supply of the 
institution. 

Now this is strictly an industrial school. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much water do you need? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. They carry on farming on a 
Jarge scale for the purpose of teaching it practically to the 
young Indians who come there to learn how to make a living. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is this matter provided for in the Indian 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The matter is not in the 
Indian appropriation bill, because at the suggestion of the 


chairman, owing to the urgent character of it, it was requested 
that it be put in here. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I know we considered the matter in the 
subcommittee, but I had forgotten whether it went into the bill 
or not. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. My colleague [Mr. BURKE 
of South Dakota], chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
has joined with me in urging that it be put in here. Pipe is 
advancing in price at the present time. If the department can 
get the benefit of this item now this additional water supply 
ean be put in for about $3,000. If you wait until next summer, 
when it would come in the ordinary Indian appropriation bill, 
the cost would be considerably more. 

I was about to explain to the gentleman that this is not one 
building, or two, or three, or half a dozen buildings to be sup- 
plied with water; it is a question of practical farming as well, 
and in this semiarid country every inch of water that can be 
had to put upon the land which these Indian boys are learning 
in a practical way to farm is worth a great deal. Land without 
the irrigation upon it is worth about $10 per acre. With the 
irrigation upon it it is worth $100 per acre, and at this school 
these young men are learning practical irrigation. They are 
learning stock raising, they are learning to grow fruit, they are 
learning all that pertains to practical agriculture and stock 
raising, and this additional water is required also for greater 
fire protection. There are something like a dozen buildings, 
industrial and otherwise, and it is required for the further pur- 
pose ef carrying on, on a large scale, the irrigation of land at 
the school. I may say that this school, in the growing of its 
own beef and the growing of its own vegetables and supplies, 
is making a very excellent business proposition, and all the 
water that the Goyernment can furnish for that purpose will 
be put to a good use. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not this school provided for 
in the present Indian appropriation bill reported to-day? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Not this item for an en- 
larged water plant. It has been requested by the department 
as an urgency item, for the reason that I have stated, and is 
not in the Indian appropriation bill for that reason. It will 
be in the Indian appropriation bill if it is not put im here, but 
the emergency nature of it is what has induced the department 
to send it to this committee to be inserted at this time. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Is it necessary that the money 
should be paid before the 1st of July? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. The contract is !et 
and in process of carrying out for a 6-inch pipe. The amount 
of excavation that must be made is practically the same in 
either case, but the contractors must buy their S-inch pipe now 
rather than six months from now, because they want to save 
the — advance in price on the S-inch pipe instead of 
6-ine 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We made provision for a water 
supply there in the last Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If this money is appro- 
priated now it will be in time for use all this summer, and it 
could not be if it was deferred until July. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to this 
paragraph for the purpose stated? 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, Congress has heretofore appro- 
priated for the purpose of the purchase and construction of this 
water main for this Indian school, located at Rapid City, S. Dak., 
the sum of $20,000. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Martin] made application to the Appropriations Committee for 
an increase of $3,000, in order that the water main might be 
increased from a 6-inch pipe to an 8-inch pipe. 

It is true, as the gentleman states, that there are about 250 
Indian children located at this point, also that that number 
will probably not be increased much at any time in the future, 

The subject of irrigation was not made very plain to the 
Appropriations Committee, as to what could be done with the 
water, and neither did we understand very definitely whether 
the source of supply from which the water was obtained would 
be sufficient to supply an Sinch pipe. We thought it better to 
submit to the House the proposition that $20,000 had been ap- 
propriated, and leave it to the House to determine whether they 
thought that, under all the circumstances, a larger pipe was re- 
quired for the purpose. t 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware that the 
Indian Department has an engineer whose duty it is to investi- 
gate these irrigation projects and report to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and that he bases his estimate upon this re- 
port? Now, has that engineer reported in favor of this in- 
crease? 
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amendment inserting in lien of the words struck out the words 
“make entry or; and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6, 
striking out section 2, and agree to an amendment amending 
the section thus restored by inserting the words “ entrymen or“ 
after the word “homestead” in the first line of said section 2; 
and that the House agree to the same. 

F. W. Monve tt, 
A. J. VOLSTEAD, 
Managers on part of the House. 
ROBERT J, GAMBLE, 
C. D, CLARK, 
Gro. E. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Managers on part of the Senate. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. He has. I have the report 
here. 

Mr. MALBY. The Secretary of the Interior makes a very 
brief report, in which he says: a 

This additional appropriation will secure an S-inch instead of a 
G-inch wain, and thus double the capacity of the system. It is, there- 
fore, urgently requested that this additional appropriation be made.“ 

But no other facts are stated by him. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was the report of the engineer 
that I was trying to get at. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, at the request 
of the superintendent of the school, I was present when the 
engineer was inspecting the water supply last fall, and the en- 
gineer urgently requested that the capacity be doubled—from a 
6-inch to an 8-inch pipe; and it was on his report to the depart- 
ment and the recommendation of the department that the Secre- 
tary has made this request. 

Mr. MALBY. We have no reason to question the statement 
made by the gentleman from South Dakota. The question is 
whether the water supply is sufficient to keep an 8-inch pipe busy, 
and whether an Indian school needs $23,000 worth of water pipe. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I desire to say a word fur- 
ther on this item. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question in 
regard to the statement of the gentleman from New York? 
What is the source of this water supply? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There are two large springs, 
either one of which has a volume of water that would supply 
a pipe 12 inches in diameter. They are mountain springs of 
pure water like that which supplies Rapid City, with 5,000 peo- 
ple, with its water supply. It is sufficient to fill a 15-inch pipe 
at the very least. Now, I desire to say just one word further. 
When I was before the subcommittee I was satisfied that the 
request of the Secretary would be granted, and I did not go into 
the full statement of the facts. I think I satisfied the chair- 
man since that the item ought to be in the bill, otherwise I 
should not be here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be adopted and that, as amended, 
the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee determined to rise, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. BoUTELL, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 18282, the urgent deficiency bill, and had directed him 
to report the same back with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill, as amended, do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote asked for on any 
amendment? Otherwise the vote on the amendments will be 
taken in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

EXTENDING TIME OF HOMESTEADERS TO ESTABLISH RESIDENCE. 


Mr. VOLSTEAD presented a conference report to be printed 
under the rule on the bill (H. R. 16223) to extend the time of 
certain homesteaders to establish residence upon their land. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


Senate amendments Nos. 1 and 2, which the House accepts, 
are 3 changes for the purpose of making the intent of the 
act clear. 

Senate amendments Nos. 3 and 4 struck out language the 
purpose of which was to protect soldiers who had made declar- 
atory statements. The agreement reached reinserted so much 
of the language struck out by the Senate amendments as is 
necessary to accomplish the purposes sought. - 75 

Senate amendment No. 5, which the House accepts, recog- 
nizes rights that may have been legally initiated prior to the 
passage of the act. 

Senate amendment No. 6 struck out section 2. The- Senate 
agrees to the reinsertion of this section by adding the words 
“entrymen or” after the word “homestead ” in the first line 
of said section 2. 

The bill as agreed to is as follows: 

“Be it enacted, etc., That all persons who have heretofore made 
homestead entries in the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Idaho, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, Colorado, and Wyoming, 
and the Territory of New Mexico, where the period in which they 
were, or are, required by law to make entry under declaratory 
statement or establish residence expired or expires after Decem- 
ber 1, 1909, are hereby granted until May 15, 1910, within which 
to make entry or establish residence upon the lands so entered by 
them: Provided, That this extension of time shall not shorten 
either the period of commutation or of actual residence under 
the homestead law: Provided further, That this act shall not 
apply to an adverse claim established by entry and residence 
after the expiration of the time allowed for establishing resi- 
es of the first entryman, and prior to the passage of this 
a 

“ Sec. 2, That homestead entrymen or settlers upon the public 
domain in the States above named are hereby granted a leave 
of absence from their land for a period of three months from 
the date of the approval of this act: Provided, That the period 
of actual absence under this act shall not be deducted from the 
full time of residence required by law.” 


F. W. MONDELL, 
A. J. VOLSTEAD, 
Managers on part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to establish 
residence upon their lands. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 13872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charles and Cal- 
houn, in said counties; 

II. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Rio Grande River at Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo 
Laredo, Republic of Mexico; 

H. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark,” approved September 30, 1890; 

H. R. 14496. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16223) extending the time for certain homesteaders to estab- 
lish residence upon their lands, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment inserting in lieu of the words struck out the words 
“make entry under declaratory statement or;” and that the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
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H. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell; 

H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Portland; 

H. R. 12139. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
seca to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Wil- 
mot; and 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, for the consideration of the bill 18162, making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1911; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
that there be allowed five hours for general debate, the time to 
be divided equally between the two sides of the House, to be 
under the control of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAME] 
and myself. 

, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 


.._..House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union for the consideration of the agricultural 
appropriation bill; and pending that motion he asks that all 
general debate be closed in five hours, one-half of the time to be 
controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lamp]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Scorr was then agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. CAMPBELL in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 18162, the agricultural appropriation bill, and the 
Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer to defer until the 
last hour of general debate whatever comments I may have to 
make upon the bill, and therefore I will ask my colleague if he 
can use some of his time this afternoon? A 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crate]. 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Chairman, contrary to the usual custom, I 
desire to discuss the agricultural bill, or questions pertaining to 
agriculture, and particularly to a subject which may seem very 
new to most of the Members of this House, namely, irrigation 
in the humid regions. When I came to Congress I left a 
county which had been my home for many years, where there 
was an abundant water supply, where there were two large 
rivers, many creeks, and an abundant supply of water from 
artesian wells. That water had been running to waste for 
years—for a hundred years, I might say—in spite of the fact 
that on recurring occasions farmers were complaining, with 
ample provocation, that their crops were being ruined by 
reason of drought. It seemed to me that some use of the 
available water supply ought to be possible to alleviate such 
conditions, So I applied to Mr. Fortier, who has charge of the 
irrigation investigations, to send me a man to investigate con- 
ditions in that county and find out whether or not the water 
supply there could be used to advantage in irrigating truck gar- 
dens, fruit orchards, and other crops. He sent Mr. Milo B. Wil- 
liams, whom I found to be an irrigation engineer of experience 
and a man who knows his business thoroughly. He came to 
that county and made a thorough investigation; examined all 
of the water supplies, examined the soil, took notes of what 
the climate was. He told me that there was no question 
in the world but what every farmer in that county within 
the artesian-basin region could absolutely insure his crops 
every year. 

I do not mean that he could insure three or four thousand 
acres of cotton, but I mean that he could insure, say, 10 acres 
to every artesian well that he would sink. Mr. Williams said 
there was no question whatever about that. I got the farmers 
of the county together at my office to meet Mr. Williams and 
discuss the matter fully, and we picked out one man to try the 
experiment and see how it would work. He has gone into it 
with a will. He has expended a great deal of his own money 


in this experiment, and the further he goes the more enthusi- 
astic he becomes, and he tells me now that he can, by the use 
of the artesian water, put his crops of garden truck on the 
market when he desires and when the market is most in need 
of his products, thus assuring to himself not only his produc- 
tion but also a good price for what he produces. What is 
being done at this experiment station can be done at any other 
place of a similar nature in the South if we had the money with 
which to do it; if we had the money, that is, with which to en- 
courage the farmers to do it and to teach them how to nse the 
water supply wisely. 

It may seem a new and almost an absurd proposition, to a 
man who never considered it, to ask the Government to appro- 
priate money to instruct people in the humid regions on the 
subject of irrigation; but when we reach the section of the bill 
headed “ Irrigation investigation,” on the last page, I shall ask 
the House to increase the appropriation from $70,000 to $95,000; 
and I believe that if the Members of the House will consider 
the good that will come to the small farmer from such instruc- 
tion, they will not hesitate to vote for the amendment. 

Last year there was $75,000 appropriated for irrigation in- 
vestigations generally. All of that money, except $3,000, was 
expended in the arid regions. I take it that the $3,000 that 
were expended in the humid regions were expended to pay the 
salary of this Mr. Williams, the irrigation engineer, and to 
supply a few dollars to a few experiment stations. The man 
that is running the experiment station in my district has re- 
ceived from the Government the small and insignificant sum 
of $100 to assist in that experiment, which I believe is going 
to revolutionize farming in that part of the country, and which 
is to be used by the Government as an object lesson for the in- 
struction of the farmers in Alabama. There is only one agent 
or engineer assigned to all of the humid region, and while he is 
doing good work, it is impossible for him to cover more than a 
very small part of the territory assigned to him. 

Now, as to the need for this. We people in the South are up 
against the proposition of the cotton boll weevil. We people in 
my county, and in my district and State, are up against the 
proposition of raising two years hence only one-tenth as much 
cotton per year as we have raised in all time gone before. The 
history of the ravages of the boll weevil is that after they have 
arrived and established a residence on a cotton plantation the 
production of that plantation is just about 10 per cent of what 
it was before they came. Our people will have to learn to 
diversify their farming. A crop of only 10 per cent of the 
normal crop of cotton will mean bankruptcy to the man who 
plants it in large acreages, and the only way for our farmers 
to combat the boll weevil is to raise something that he can not 
hurt, and to cultivate most intensely the cotton that is planted, 
with the view to making it mature early before the weevil can 
get in his work. 

Therefore our farmers must Jearn to cut up the farms into 
small acreages; but when a man gets down to working 10 or 
20 acres of land he must, if possible, absolutely insure his 
crops. To him even a partial failure means ruin, and the ques- 
tion of placing his production on a safe and certain basis im- 
mediately becomes interesting to him. He can not absolutely 
insure his crop anywhere where there is liable to be a drought 
unless he has a water supply to supplement the rainfall. But 
if he has the water supply, but lacks the knowledge of how to 


use it, he is as helpless as a man in the heart of a desert. To 


show the inconsistency of rainfall in that part of the country 
where some of this irrigation work has been considered, I will 
cite the month of June in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, and 
Mississippi. According to the Weather Bureau report, the 
greatest and least amount of precipitation for June, in a period 
covering many years, was as follows: Alabama, greatest 26.67 
inches, least 0.53 inch; Florida, greatest 17.41 inches, least 0.12 
inch; Georgia, greatest 18.79 inches, least 0.91 inch; Mississippi, 
greatest 20.06 inches, least 0.22 inch. Last year, up to Septem- 
ber, everything was beautiful with the farmers in my section. 
Their crops were growing; they were promising to be bountiful ; 
but a drought came along about the latter part of August and 
lasted for nearly sixty days. The cotton bolls dropped off by 
the millions and the crop was reduced by thousands of bales. 
Now, if a man raising 10 acres of cotton had had on his 10 
acres an artesian well, with a reservoir fitted to take care of 
10 acres in case of a drought of that kind, he would have in- 
sured his crop in spite of the fact that a drought came which 
absolutely annihilated a number of crops. The question might 
be asked, Why do not the people use this water supply? I will 
answer you that they do not know how. They need, as much 
as the farmer in the West needed, to be taught as to the use 
of the water on their crops, and I think, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is as little as the humid regions can ask that we bè given at least 
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$25,000 to assist us în these experiments which will help our 
farmers to fight the boll weevil and insure their crops of small 
stuff. [Applause.] We are not asking for much. I am not 
attempting to say that the Agricultural Department would 
spend all of this $25,000 in the humid regions. My amendment 
will apply to the whole country. The Agricultural Department 
will use its own judgment as to whether they shall spend more 
of that money in Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, or Arizona, but we do believe that 
from the reports of the Agricultural Department, and I believe 
from the talks I have had with men at the head of these irriga- 
tion experiment bureaus, that if they had more money they 
would come down and try to instruct our farmers how to use 
the water which is there and which ought to be used to insure 
their crops. - ö 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CRAIG. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. NORRIS. This irrigation in the section of which the 
gentleman speaks is to be done by the use of artesian wells? 

Mr. CRAIG. Well, the experiments we have had up to this 
time have all been by artesian water, but I want to go further. 
We have rivers down there which can supply water enough 
to irrigate the whole county; but we do not know how to put 
in the irrigation system and how to use the water after we 


get it. 

Mr. NORRIS. You say you have gotten results there from 
the artesian wells, and it seems to me it would be well for you 
to let us know how great is your supply of artesian water, how 
deep you have to go for it, what kind of soil you have to go 
through, and how much a well will cost, and so forth. For my 
own information, I would like to be informed on those points. 

Mr. CRAIG. I will insert some more full information on that 
subject in my remgrks, but for the information of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska I will say I know of one place where, 
in a radius of 2 square miles, there are 52 artesian wells. 
They were all driven before the war, and the most of them are 
furnishing an abundance of water now. Mr. Williams made an 
examination of those 2 square miles. Then he measured the 
water in certain wells in other parts of the county and finally 
agreed to try the experiment on this plantation of a gentleman 
near Selma, whom I mentioned a few minutes ago. He meas- 
ured the water with a water meter to find out exactly how much 
there was there, and he told me after he made the measure- 
ment that there was enough water there to irrigate 10 acres 
of land, and that the western methods of irrigation could be 
used—the very cheapest of methods. 

Now, as to the cost of sinking an artesian well in that part 
of the country, there are few rocks to be encountered; it is a 
soil question entirely, hardly any rocks at all, and costs about 
a dollar a foot. You can get artesian water, well, I shonld 
say, at from 400 to 700 feet; the deeper you go the bolder the 
stream you get and the better the water. So you can see that 
the money that a man would spend to get his artesian well 
would be very little when you come to consider the question of 
the insurance of his crop. Now I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fornes]. 

Mr. FORNES. When you go down to the depth of 600 or 
700 feet will the water flow or do you have to pump it? 

Mr. CRAIG. No; you do not have to pump it. We have 
magnificent wells there where the water comes up in pipes 
above the ground, and I can give one instance of a well in 
Dallas County, Ala., where the water flows in a bold stream 
fully 6 inches in diameter from an opening in the pipe more 
than 6 feet above the ground. 

Now, all that water ought not to go to waste. There would 
be but very little expenditure on the part of the Government. 
It would require very little outlay to teach those people how 
to use it. I understand that North Carolina has become inter- 
ested in this question; that New Jersey has also been interested 
in it; Morida has gone forward with it with great strides. 
Sanford, Fla., and the community surrounding, and other parts 
of Florida, have become wealthy by reason of the fact of using 
the artesian water on their hitherto barren lands. Georgia 
is experimenting with it, and as far as rice irrigation in Louisi- 
ana and Texas is concerned, we all know - what large returns 
that has brought. 

Now, as I said before, I do not know whether all of this 
$25,000, even if it is granted in this bill, will be used in the 
humid region. It may be that the exigencies of the occasion in 
the West will be such that all of it will have to be used there; 
and I say that if the people in the arid region need all of that 
money, my people will be only too glad to give it to them, be- 
cause it is only once in a while that we need it, whereas the 
people in the arid regions need it every year. But whenever a 


year like the past strikes the farmers in the cotton belt, and E 
the drought eats up the cotton on top of what the boll weevil 
has done for it, there is very little left for the community. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more. 

Mr. CRAIG. I had a gentleman from a community in Mis- 
sissippi that had been infested by the boll weevil to tell me in 
good faith that the people there had been so grievously dam- 
aged by the boll weevil that they were forced to meet and de- 
vise ways and means for the farmers and the people who had 
been damaged to pay their taxes. 

In 1906 Acadia Parish, in Louisiana, ginned 10,981 bales of 
cotton; since then the boll weevil has gotten busy, and last 
year only 3,936 bales were ginned there. 

The parish of Avoyelles ginned 48,003 bales in 1906 and 8,091 
in 1909; the parish of Caddo, 53,702 bales in 1906 and 16,028 
in 1909; Catahoula Parish, 19,193 bales 1906, 1,301 bales in 
1909; Claiborne Parish, 33,949 bales in 1906, 11,493 bales in 
1909; Concordia Parish, 29,599 bales in 1906, 4,203 bales in 
1909; East Baton Rouge, 29,893 bales in 1906, 7,491 bales in 
1909; East Feliciana, 30,258 bales in 1906, 5,607 bales in 1909; 
West Feliciana, 21,292 bales in 1906, 1,336 bales in 1909; Union. 
21,972 bales in 1906, 5,014 bales in 1909; and so I might-go-6n 
through the whole list of places where the boll weevil has op- h 
erated, but it is all the same sickening story of ruin and 
destruction. 

In 1908 Alabama ginned 1,263,953 bales of cotton. In 1909, 
because of the drought to which I have alluded, the crop was 
reduced to 987,254 bales. This same drought extended over 
practically all of the Southern States and reduced the crop to 
less than the world will require during the present year. 

Is it asking too much to come to the Federal Government and 
ask that a small pittance be granted to the farmers in the 
humid region in order that they may learn to insure their food 
crop, their little truck farms, in order that they may have the 
sinews of war with which to fight the boll weevil and the 
drought? We do not think it is asking too much. We are 
more than willing that the West should have the $75,000 for 
irrigation investigation. We ask abont one-third of it in the 
humid region. We think it will be money well expended. There 
will not be one dollar of it wasted. I believe that every word 
that I have said here to-day will be borne out by what the 
officers in the irrigation experiment bureau in the Agricultural 
Department will tell you. They do not want this money to 
throw away. I do not want the money thrown away, but I 
do desire that every community that desires information on this 
subject shall have it, and have it in a practical way by the 
Government assisting in building a reservoir, sinking a well, 
and giving the farmers in the community a demonstration of 
what can be done in the way of insuring a crop against drought. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. Datzert having 
assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R: 18162, the agricultural appropriation 
bill, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS, 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, both parties in their 
last platform declared for liberal pensions for our soldiers. I 
take it that both parties meant what they said in their re- 
spective declarations. Several bills have been introduced in 
this session of Congress proposing to give to the soldier who 
served in the war from 1861 to 1865, provided he served in said 
war ninety days or more, a pension of $1 per day, and, by per- 
mission, Mr. Speaker, at this time I desire to insert in my re- 
marks a copy of a bill which I have prepared and introduced 
myself: 


A bill (H. R. 11980 ones nsions to certain enlisted men, sol- 
ers atid 3 served in the clyil war and the ‘War with 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person who served ninety d or more 
in the military or naval ce of the United States thew dn the late 
civil war, or days In the war with Mexico, and who shall have 
been honorably discharged therefrom, shall, upon making proof of 
such facts to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of | 
the Interior may provide, be placed upon the pension roll anà be en- 
titled to receive a pension of $30 per month; and such pension shall 
commence from the date of the filing of the application Im the Bureau 
of Pensions, after the passage and approval of this act: Provided, 
That pensioners who are now receiving pensions under existing laws, 
or whose claims are pending in the Bureau ef Pensions, may by appli: | 
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cation to the Commissioner of Pensions, in such form as he 8 prs: 
serthe, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing herein contained 
shall prevent any pensioner or person entitled to a pension from prose- 


euting his claim and receiving a pension under any other general or 
special act: Provided further, That no person shall receive a pension 
under any other law at the same time or for the same period that he 
is now receiving a pension under the provisions of this act: And pro- 
vided further, That no person who is now receiving or shall hereafter 
receive a greater pension under any other general or ial law than 
he would entitled to receive under the provisions herein shall be 
pensionable under this act. 

Sec. 2. That no rank in the service shall be considered in applica- 


tions filed hereunder. 
Sec. 3. That all pension agencies throughout the United States shall 
all soldiers and 123 entitled to receive a pen- 


be discontinued, an 
sion by virtue of this act shall be paid once each month by the Bureau 


of Pensions from Washington City. 

Sec. 4. That no person, attorney, claim agent, or other person shall 
be entitled. to receive any compensation for service rendered in pre- 
senting any claim to the Bureau of Pensions or securing any pension 
under this act. 

We are now forty-nine years from the beginning of that 
great conflict between the States and forty-five years from its 
close, I do not know the average age of the old veteran at 
this time, but I imagine it is now more than three score years 
and ten, and if ever the Government intends to redeem this 
promise made to the soldiers it is time it were doing it—during 
their lives—and not wait until a vast majority of them are 


——-—~-“Tead, Statistics show that they are dying at the rate of 


40,000 per year, and according to the law of nature it can be 
but a few more years until the last roll call will be answered 
and the last sound of the fife and drum will be heard, so far as 
the soldier himself is concerned, and I believe it. to be our 
Christian duty as a Nation, as well as our duty as legislators, 
to not only say nice things about these old heroes while living, 
but to do something for them in the way of passing a pen- 
sion law which will take care of them in their old and declin- 
ing days. There is no comfort to the individual to wait until 
he is dead, nor to his relatives, and then say and do nice things 
for them. Do it, and do it now, while a few of the old guard 
are still standing around the camp fires of life, patiently await- 
ing the fulfillment of the promises often made to them by the 
Government, and by doing this we will be but fulfilling the 
promise of a grateful Nation. 

The last pension appropriation bill, for the year 1910, car- 
ried an appropriation of $160,869,000 for the soldiers. The 
pension appropriation bill for the year 1909 carried $162,000,000. 
This shows a decrease of $2,000,000 in one year in this item of 
appropriation, and this is due to the ever-increasing death rate 
of the soldiers. The bill of 1910 carried the following items of 
expense: 

Fees for examining surgeons 
Salaries of agents 


Clerk hire at agencies. = 5, 
Stationery and other expenses 30, 000 


Making a total expense of these items alone of_.._-- 937, 000 


This money is squandered and lost, without any benefit to 
anyone except the pension board, pension agents, clerks, and 
so forth, at the various pension agencies scattered throughout 
the United States. Why not abandon the pension boards en- 
tirely and save this money for the Government, together with 
other useless expenses now entailed upon the country by reason 
of maintaining these institutions, which, in my judgment, do no 
good whatever to the country and take, money from the soldiers 
which, as a matter of right, belongs to them. 

To me it is absolutely absurd to require the soldier, now 
forty-five years distant from the scene of the conflict, to prove 
certain facts by two of his comrades, or by one of his commis- 
sioned officers, when most of his comrades are either dead or 
„separated from him, aud when the soldier undertakes to prove 
his claim to the Bureau of Pensions by proof exacted of him 
by the bureau he is not able to procure it. In addition to this 
the Government is spending millions of dollars annually in the 
way of maintaining soldiers’ homes in different parts of the 
United States. I do not believe it is wise to entirely abandon 
soldiers’ homes, because I believe they should be kept and 
maintained for emergency cases, but in my judgment it would 
be far better to give each soldier $1 per day and let him live at 
his home, instead of giving him a small pension, not sufficient 
to keep himself, and then, as a result, send him to a soldiers 
home, but I would prefer seeing the appropriation for soldiers’ 
homes cut down and the money thus saved appropriated for the 
purpose of increasing the pension of the soldier. 

The average value of each pension paid in 1904 was $134,85, 
or $11.28 per month; the average yalue of each pension paid in 
1905 was $136.96, or $11.41 per month; the average value of 
each pension paid in 1906 was $138.18, or $11.57 per month; the 
average value of each pension paid in 1907 was $145.60, or an 


average of $12.13 per month; and the average value of each 
pension paid in 1908 was $167.59, or $14.28 per month. 

While, as shown by the above figures, the rate of pension is 
gradually increasing, the amount of increase is indeed small 
in proportion as the soldier’s age advances. It will be observed 
that in 1908 the average pension per month did not reach $15, 
This is indeed too small an amount, and should. receive the 
prompt consideration of Congress in the way of general legisla- 
tion, and I trust that before this Congress adjourns general 
legislation will be enacted giving to each soldier $1 per day, 
doing away with all pension bureaus, agencies, clerks, and so 
forth, and pay the soldier directly from the city of Washington, 
and in so doing the Government will be but recognizing a patri- 
otic and grateful set of men who upheld it in the dark days of 
the conflict between the States. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 5 F : 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
41 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1, A letter from the chairman of the National Waterways 
Commission, transmitting the preliminary report of the com- 
mission (S. Doc. No. 301)—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for target range at Sparta, Wis. 
(H. Doc. No. 579)—to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the ‘Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for straightening the 
Duchesne River, Utah (H. Doc. No. 580)—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. ' ; 

4, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for national trophy and medals 
for rifle practice (H. Doc. No. 581)—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint sub- 
mitting an amended estimate of appropriation for the mint at 
Philadelphia (H. Doc. No. 582)—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed: 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Bay River, North Carolina (H. Doc. No. 583)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs (H. Doc. No. 584)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor submitting an amendment of the estimates of 
appropriation for the census (H. Doc. No. 585)—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for relief of Lieut. Allan L. Briggs 
(H. Doe. No. 586)—to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. . 

10. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerc 
Commission, transmitting the second annveal report on the 
street railroads of the District of Columbia (ii. Doc. No. 587)— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to 
be printed. 

11. A letter from the Acting Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, transmitting a statement of the expenditures 
for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. No. 588)—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- ` 
merce and Labor and ordered to be printed. ; 

12. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement of travel and expenses of officers and employees of 
the department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doe, 
No. 589)—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 
partment and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:. 

- Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
4639) concerning tonnage duties on vessel’ entering otherwise 
than by sea, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 309), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16364) to 
amend in part section 658 of the Revised Statutes, reported the 
same. without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 295), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Inder clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred House bill 4543, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 318) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of William Douthit, accompanied 
by a report (No. 299), which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 9729, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
819) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of the estate of Daniel B. Harold, deceased, accompanied by a 
report (No. 300), which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 1099, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 320) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs and legal representatives of Wiley 
Franks, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 301), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 1104, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
821) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of the trustees of Timber Ridge Presbyterian Church, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 302), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 10235, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 322) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Samuel Choate, accompanied by a report 
(No. 303), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10236, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
$23) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of A. M. Webb, accompanied by a report (No. 304), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 10237, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 
324) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Ben Mahuren, accompanied by a report (No. 805), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 18026, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 325) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Mrs. B. L. Hendricks, formerly Mrs. T. Guern- 
sey, accompanied by a report (No. 306), which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ADAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6766) for the relief of 
R. Q. Merrick, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 308), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. BENNET of New York, from the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 13221) naturalizing George Drought, re- 


xLY——60 


sited SONG) Ss Pee NOK YG CRS an Dace A tA torte Pe eee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


945 


ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 294), 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

Mr. GILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2873) for the 
relief of Charles Brown Calvert, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 307), which said bill and report 
were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6509) granting a pension to Emma C. Peter- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14735) granting a pension to Cedonia Brid- 
well—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15710) granting a pension to Belle E. Secrist— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 16166) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert W. Parker—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17826) granting a pension to Kate Lane Wal- 
ton—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 17845) granting a pension to Fred Brasse! 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 4 

A bill (H. R. 17847) granting a pension to Fred Hugoboom— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18257) granting a pension to Priscilla Mc- 
Carthy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

A bill (H. R. 18976) granting a pension to Ella Neff—Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: A bill (H. R. 19028) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with yarious Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1911—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 19029) 
to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the 
several States and with foreign countries in certain cases—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19030) to prohibit the collection of reyenue 
or the granting of permit to engage in the manufacture or sale 
of spirituous or malt liquors in States, counties, or munici- 
palities in which such manufacture or sale is prohibited by 
state or municipal law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19031) to amend section 5209, Revised 
Statutes United States, 1878—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19032) for the relief of confederate sol- 
diers and citizens of the Confederate States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19033) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of 
all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools, libraries, 
hospitals, and establishments conducted for the benefit of 
churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the occupa- 
tion and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property of 
various kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, 
or destroyed by the United States or its army during the civil 
war, or for its benefit in any way—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19034) dividing the State of South Caro- 
lina into two judicial districts, providing for the appointment 
of a district judge, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 19085) to enable the board 
of supervisors of the county of Mohaye, in the Territory of Ari- 
zona, to issue the bonds of said county in the sum of $60,000, 
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to construct and furnish a court-house and to grade and im- 
pee the court-house grounds—to the Committee on the Terri- 

1 

By Mr. GODWIN: A bill (H. R. 19036) to change the name 
of the Croatan Indians, of the State of North Carolina, to their 
original name, Cherokee—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 19037) to increase the com- 
pensation of rural free-delivery mail carriers to $90 per month, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19038) to author- 
ize the opening of a road along the Anacostia River in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19039) authorizing the extension of Mas- 
sachusetts avenue NW. from Wisconsin avenue to the District 
line—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19040) to prepare a public park on 
Georgetown Heights, in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 19041) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to prevent cruelty to animals while in transit, 
by railroad or other means of transportation, from one State 

or Territory or the District of Columbia into or through another 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia, and repealing 
sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 4389, and 4390 of the United States 
Revised Statutes ”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 19042) to increase the 
appropriation for a site ahd the erection of a public building 
thereon at Pontiac, IN.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. - 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 19043) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Fulton, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 19044) authorizing 
and directing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to institute judicial proceedings for the forfeiture of the fran- 
chise of the East Washington Heights Traction Company, and 
oo N purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19045) to prevent the use of the mails of 
the United States for the furtherance of fraudulent schemes 

r for the sale of real estate or stock in land companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Territories of the United States, and te 
require licenses for the real estate business—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 19046) to further regulate 
the exclusion of undesirable aliens from admission into the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 19047) to provide for 
the enlargement of the site of the custom-house in the city of 

eens Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Groun , 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 19048) to provide 
for the refunding of cotton tax—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 19049) to fix the price of gas in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 19050) for a survey of 
South Bay, in Boston Harbor, Boston, Mass.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 19051) permitting United 
States Indian agents, superintendents, and other agents of the 
Indian service to deposit Indian moneys, individual or tribal, 
coming into the hands of the said officers as custodians, in cer- 
tain banks—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 19052) to prevent discrimina- 
tion by the mailing or otherwise forwarding, except by tele- 
graph or telephone, of telegrams or messages by telegraph. com- 
panies when same are accepted for telegraphic transmission by 
wire—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 19053) to pro- 
vide for a site and public building at Swainsboro, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19054) providing for site and public build- 
ing at Waynesboro, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19055) to provide for site and public build- 
ing at Statesboro, Ga—to the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. for the purchase of site 


19056) providing 
and erection of public building at Vidalia, Ga—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 19057) providing for the purchase of a 
site and erection of a public building at Lyons, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19058) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Elizabethtown, in the State of Kentucky— 
to the Commitee on Public Buildngs and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19059) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at Bardstown, in the State of Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 19060) granting 
right of way through the Fort Shafter Military Reservation 
and Pearl Harbor Naval Station, Territory of Hawaii, to the 
Pearl Harbor Traction Company (Limited)—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19061) to 
permit distilled spirits to be transferred from the original 
packages into bottles and cases while in distillery bonded ware- 
house—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19062) to amend an act approved March 
8, 1897, entitled “An act to allow the bottling of distilled spirits 
in bond —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19063) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Grafton, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19064) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Elkins, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 19065) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19066) to extend the limit 
of cost for the acquisition of a site and the erection of a gov- 
ernment building thereon at Morgantown, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 5 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 19067) to establish a 
school of agriculture at the Chillocco Indian School, in Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19068) to amend 
section 1608j of the Code of Law for the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19069) providing for the establishment of 
building lines and special building restrictions in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19070) to regulate the height of buildings 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. - 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 19071) relating to the re- 
moyal of civil cases from the state courts to the United States 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19072) to regulate and fix the fees of 
United States commissioners—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19073) for the relief of the State of South 
Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19074) to fix the compensation of rural 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19075) making additional 
annual appropriations for the more complete endowment of 
agricultural colleges now established, or which may hereafter 
be established, in accordance with the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1862, and for the establishment and maintenance of 
schools of mines and mining, and to regulate the expenditure 
thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 19076) making an appro- 
priation for the deepening and widening of the channel through 
Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, in Boston Harbor, Boston, 
Mass., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 19077) to amend section 
862 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 19078) to amend section 724 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 19079) to aid in the reclama- 
tion of arid and semiarid lands of the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res. 318) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 4548—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 319) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 9729—to the Private Calendar, 
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By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
Resolution (H. Res. 320) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 1099—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 321) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1104—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: Resolution (H. Res. 322) referring to the Court of 
Claims the bill H. R. 10235—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res, 323) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10236—to the 
Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 324) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10237—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: Res- 
olution (H. Res. 325) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. It. 18026—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolution (H. Res. 326) requesting cer- 
tain information concerning Gregorian calendar, by interna- 
tional agreement—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution (H. Res. 327) authorizing 
and directing the Committee on Invalid Pensions to inquire and 
report why the pension granted to James L. McDermott by act 
of July 6, 1886, is withheld, and what action, if any, should be 
taken in the premises—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 126) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution for the election of Repre- 
sentatives for a four-year instead of a two-year term—to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 19080) granting an increase of 
pension to John Varner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 19081) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry H. Cunningham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19082) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 19083) granting an increase 
of pension to James M, Handly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 19084) granting a pen- 
sion to Myrtle Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 19085) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Pearsall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 19086) granting a pension 
to Catherine Epperson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 19087) for the 
relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Holmes and Richard R. Holmes, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19088) for the relief of the heirs of James 
re ecb late of Jasper County, Ga.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 19089) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Hadden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19090) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19091) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Jaquish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 19092) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Hoss—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 19093) for the relief of 
Adam Hiller—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19094) for the relief of Henry Halfin— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19095) for the relief of C. C., T. W., and 
A. J. Hodges—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19096) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Elliott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19097) for the relief of Revilow N. 
Spohn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 19098) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin V. Myrick—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 19099) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Barber to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19100) granting an increase of pension to 
William Murdock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19101) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Wil- 
loughby, of Dekalb County, Ala.—to the Committe on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 19102) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Sarah Troy Smith, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 19103) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jasper Atkinson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 19104) granting an increase of 
panon to E. Lyman Kellogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 19105) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Brees—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 19106) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert H. Jackson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 19107) granting an increase of pension to 


Benjamin N. Lawton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19108) granting an increase of pension to 
B. Frank Paris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19109) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Guest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19110) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Duckson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19111) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19112) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Summers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19118) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19114) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias Bressler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19115) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob T. Caye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19116) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Dear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19117) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Webber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19118) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Bunge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19119) granting a pension to John R. 
Stickelman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19120) granting a pension to Ridley B. W. 
Baxter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19121) granting a pension to Martha A, 
Mouse—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19122) granting a pension to Samuel 
Critchfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19123) to correct the military record of 
Joseph G. Denius—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 19124) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Conley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 19125) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Brayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 19126) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Hdwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. FINLEY : A bill (H. R. 19127) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos McManus—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19128) granting a pension to Henry Lang- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19129) for the relief of Howell H. Shute— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19130) for the relief of Joseph Thompson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19131) for the relief of David H. Cork— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19132) for the relief of George W. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19133) for the relief of Edward P. M. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19134) for the relief of the estate of John 
G. Brice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19135) for the relief of the heirs of W. D. 
McDowall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 19136) for the relief of St. John’s Epis- 
ov Church, at Winnsboro, S. C.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19137) for the relief of U. G. Des Portes, 
administrator of the estate of S. S. Wolfe, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 19138) granting an increase 
of pension to John Wogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19139) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Speck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOELKER: A bill (H. R. 19140) granting a pension to 
James Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19141) granting a pension to Randolph Al- 
len—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19142) granting an increase of pension to 
Cecelia Van Winkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19148) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Gaffney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 19144) granting 
an increase of pension to Russell N. Preston—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19145) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— Also, a bill (I. R. 19146) granting an increase of pension to 


Marie L. Couture—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 19147) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert L. Bennett—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 19148) granting an increase of 
pension to William N. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 19149) for the relief of John 
P. Anderson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 19150) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Milliman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 19151) granting a pension to 
Sidney Ann Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 19152) granting an increase of 
pension to James Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19153) granting a pension 
to Alice Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 19154) granting 
an increase of pension to William Gates—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19155) granting a pension to Matilda C. 
Lyman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19156) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Clark—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19157) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 19158) granting a pension to 
George W. Hilliard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19159) granting a pension to Larkin W. 
McGough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19160) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Basil M. Bennett—to the Commit- 
tee,on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19161) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason W. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19162) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19163) to correct the military record of 
Lloyd Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19164) to correct the military record of 
Charles T. Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19165) for the relief of the estate of Rob- 
ert Simms—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19166) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles Darnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19167) for the relief of J. H. Richardson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 19168) 
granting an increase of pension to James B. Inness—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19169) granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie E. Lenderman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19170) granting a pension to Charles 
Ladshaw—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19171) granting a pension to C, H. Kan- 
ning—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 19172) granting a pension to John B. 
Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19173) for the relief of Charles A, Par- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19174) for the relief of James Y. Pitts 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19175) for the relief of A. X. Thompson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19176) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentative of Farley C. Sims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19177) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentative of Richard Henderson—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 19178) for the relief of the estate of 
William H. Willis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19179) for the relief of the estate of Ruth 
O'Dell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19180) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel Bolt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19181) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
A. Nelson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. A bill (H. R. 19182) author- 
izing the President to appoint Alexander McCrackin, now a 
commodore on the retired list of the United States Navy, to the 
grade of rear-admiral on the active list of the United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19183) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonah B. Eaton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 19184) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael Downs—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 19185) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph M. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19186) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Raynor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19187) granting an increase of pension 
to Rosa A. Penfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19188) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus J. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 19189) granting a pension 
to Mary M. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19190) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 19191) granting a pension 
to Isaac Gipson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19192) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Trivett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREDID: A bill (H. R. 19193) granting a pension 
to Fred T. Macomber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19194) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Plunkett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19195) granting a pension to Cyrus Logan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19196) granting a pension to Josephus 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19197) granting a pension to Annie E. 
Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19198) granting a pension to Mrs. George 
W. Swank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19199) granting a pension to George A. 
Torchio—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19200) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19201) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter S. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19202) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 19203) to authorize the 
change of name of the steamers A. B. Wolvin and Cambria, 
owned by the Port Huron and Duluth Steamship Company—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 19204) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy Jane Hubbard—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R- 19205) for the 
relief of Harriet M. Sullivan—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 19206) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas J. Armstrong—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19207) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 19208) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon G. Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19209) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Ralls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19210) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19211) granting an increase of pension to 
Lilburn Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19212) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19213) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19214) granting a pension to Claude 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19215) granting a pension to John Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19216) for the relief of William Redder— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 19217) for the relief of the estate of 
Israel Folsom—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 19218) granting a pension 
to Mark L. Grosh—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19219) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Dabney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 19220) granting an increase 
55 pension to Joseph Odle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 19221) granting a pension to 
William Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 19222) granting a pension 
to Simon Shea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, OLMSTED; A bill (H. R. 19223) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert F, Landis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19224) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 19225) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 19226) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis Jaugraw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19227) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis W. Freeman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19228) granting an increase of pension to 
ae H. McMurphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19229) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19230) granting a pension to James Val- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 10231) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19232) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 19233) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice E. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19234) granting an increase of pension to 
Randolph M. Manley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19235) for the re- 
lief of the widow and the heirs of Daniel R. Wright, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RHINOOK: A bill (H. R. 19286) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Conrad Seither—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R, 19237) granting 
a pension to Jessie W. Sterling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19238) granting an increase of pension to 
Starling Chandler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 19239) for the relief of Jeanie G. Lyles— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 19240) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hattie Curliss—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 19241) granting a pension 
to Robert G. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19242) for the relief 
of the widow and the heirs of John A. E. Knight, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 19243) to correct the mili- 
tary 5 of John B. Ford—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 19244) granting pay to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Blackmore for services rendered as nurse in war of rebellion— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 19245) for the 
relief of R. A. Darling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19246) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Kellar—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19247) granting a pension to Bridget Me- 
Intire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19248) for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
mund H. Chambers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 19249) granting a pen- 
sion to Mathew Straight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 19250) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Stout—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R, 19251) for the relief of 
heirs of Nathaniel S. Word—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 19252) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael L. Hoar—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 19253) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Williams—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 19254) granting 
an inerease of pension to Elizabeth B, Thomason—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON; Petition of E. W. Allen, Fostoria, Ohio, 
against a parcels-post law—te the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob Gatchell 
(H. R. 18910)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Fred H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary 
A. Bradford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Chamber of 
Commerce of Savannah, Ga,, for repeal of the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of David R. 
Cook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of adjutant-general of the 
State of Maine, favoring appropriation to adequately equip 
armory of the Coast Artillery Corps—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Romu- 
lus C. Ramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CAMPBELL: Petition of headquarters, Post No. 243, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, against 
placing statue of Lee in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. CLIND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Hiram 
B. Melendy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against postal sayings banks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of citizens of 
Brookfield, N. ¥., protesting against passage of bill in reference 
to proper observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia 
(H. J. Res. 17; S. 404)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Onondaga, N. Y., against increase 
of postage rates on second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of Etna Grange, No. 887, Patrons 
of Husbandry, against increase of postal rate on second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Council of Jewish Women, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., against the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a 
water tank for San Franciseo—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Edwards 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to aceompany bill for relief of Ru- 
dolph Sechler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William P. Woods and 83 other citizens of 
Lewiston, Pa., against a postal savings-bank law—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Pneumatic Action Company, 
J. & C. Fischer, Wilton Piano Company, and the Autopiano 
Company, of New York, against the publicity feature of the 
corporation-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of W. G. Wheatcraft 
and 35 other soldiers, of Grayville, III., favoring the National 
Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Acorn Brass Manufacturing 
Company, of Chicago, Ill., favoring the repeal of the publicity 
feature in the corporation-tax clause of the Payne tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of 116 citizens of Gray County, 
44 citizens of Bosque County, 1 citizen of Benton, 1 citizen of 
Donley County, and 1 citizen of Hamilton County, all in the 
State of Texas, and 3 citizens of Oklahoma, against destruction 
of silver dollars and greenbacks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of National Irrigation Congress, 
for appropriation of $10,000,000 for five years for use under 
provision of the reclamation act—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of citizens of New 
Berlin, Ill, against postal savings banks—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Lititz, Pa., favoring 
urban mail delivery for second and third class offices (H. R. 
14604)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of L. S. Knipmeyer and 49 other 
citizens of Higginsville, Mo., against a postal savings bank—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of San Francisco Parlor, No. 49, 
Native Sons of the Golden West, favoring ship subsidy—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of 145 members of Car Men’s Union, Division 
No. 265, Amalgamated Association Street Electric Railway Em- 
ployees of America, favoring an Asiatic exclusion law, except- 
ing as regards merchants, students, and travelers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, 
favoring House bill 5887, against gambling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of New Jersey 
State Association of Volunteer Officers of the Civil War, favor- 
ing a volunteer officers’ retired list—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Wasatch Orchard 
Company and Banner Company, of Ogden, Utah, favoring fed- 
eral inspection of canned fruits—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Sidney Stevens Implement Company and 
Becker Brewing Company, of Ogden, Utah, for repeal of the 
corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. B. Lane and others, of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, favoring House bill 16019, known as the excess-baggage 
bill, and House bill 16020, known as the street-car bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Woodward, 
Iowa, against postal savings bank—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Vinton, 
Ohio, against postal savings bank—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, petition of South Webster (Ohio) Assembly, Knights of 
Labor, against increase of postal rate on periodicals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of general assembly of the State of 
Ohio, favoring a bureau of mines—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, petition of citizens of Guernsey County, Ohio, against 
increasing postage on second-class mail matter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Cooks’ Union, Local No. 4, San 
Francisco, Cal., for an effective exclusion law against the 
Asiatics, except merchants, students, and travelers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Iowa, against a 
central bank—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
M. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: Paper to accompany bill providing 
for enlargement of the custom-house in Baltimore, Md.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of citizens of Armstrong County, 
Pa., against increase of postal rate on periodicals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of soldiers of the civil war residing in Jefferson 
County, Pa., favoring the so-called “ National Tribune pension 
bill” —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Ella Neff—previously referred to the Committee on 
3 Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Philadelphia 
Association of Druggists, against House bill 13859, the Coudrey 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John Marshall, against the use of Hetch 
Hetchy Valley as a water tank for San Francisco—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
against section 4 of House bill 16362, to promote the American 
merchant marine, etc.—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Papers to accompany a bill changing 
name of steamers A. B. Wolvin and Cambria—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of residents of Fairfield, Nebr., 
against increase of postage rates on periodicals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, for repeal of clause 6 of section 38 of the 
corporation-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Society of Master House Painters and Deco- 
rators of Massachusetts, favoring the Heyburn paint bill, re- 
quiring labeling of all paint packages so as to correctly indicate 
character of contents—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of Franklin Chapter of the 
United Daughters of the Confederacy, for making the battle- 
2 Franklin a national park to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Valley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank Jaugraw— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of George H. Shep- 
ard, Archibald McMurphy, and Otis W. Freeman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of McLean County, 
III., favoring National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Edward W. 
Kinsley Post, No. 113, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army 
of the Republic, favoring House bill 13383, relative to Gen, 
Daniel E. Sickles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Barbour Randolph Tucker 
Medical Society, of West Virginia, for a national health depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Burnsville Grocery Company, of Burnsville; 
the Gulland Clarke Company, of Elkins; and the Valley Grocery 
Company, of Belington, all in the State of West Virginia, 
against the corporation-tax law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: Petition of 48 citizens of Ohio, against 
postal savings banks—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of civil war soldiers of Min- 
nesota, favoring the National Tribune pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Gowanda Grange, No. 
1164, and the Napoli Grange, No. 1056, Patrons of Husbandry, 
against amendment of the oleomargarine law—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sheridan (N. Y.) Grange, No. 235, Patrons 
of Husbandry, against any change in oleomargarine law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of H. Clay Batty Post, No. 73, 
of Bristol, Pa., Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of 
the Republic, against placing in Statuary Hall, National Capi- 
tol, the statue of any officer or soldier of the confederate 
army—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Michael L. Hoar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of H. R. Merrill and others, 
of Oil City, Pa., against postal savings bank—to the Committee 
of Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sharon, Pa., advocating support 
of the legislation proposed by the National Fraternal Press As- 
sociation, favorable to fraternal periodicals—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
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SENATE. 


Turspax, January 25, 1910. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
na Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved, 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to 
a@ resolution of the 18th instant, a list of judgments rendered 

the Court of Claims in favor of claimants in Indian depreda- 

m cases, not heretofore reported, requiring an appropriation 
by Congress (S. Doc. No. 320), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

The Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Germantown, 
Tenn., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 322); and 

The Trustees of the Union Presbyterian Church of Cross 
Keys, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No, 323). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 18831. An act entitled “An act granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors;” 

H. R. 13882. An act entitled “An act granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors;” and 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue pat- 
ents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1908, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
9 bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate: 

H. R. 11878. An act to change the name of Twenty- third street 
eeu of Calvert street, in the District of Columbia, to Woodley 
place; ; 

H. R. 11989. An act to provide for the removal of present 
grade crossing and construction of a new grade crossing on the 
line of Q street NE., District of Columbia; 

H. R. 15448. An act to authorize certain changes in the perma- 
nent system of highways plan, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 16324. An act to authorize the extension of Park 
place NW.; 

H. R. 16326. An act to authorize the extension of Farragut 
street NW. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and 
Iowa avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets; 

H. R. 16328. An act for the extension of Franklin street NE, 
from its present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street 
to the Bladensburg road; 

H. R. 16329. An act to provide for the extension of Newton 

place NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia ayenue, and 
to connect Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place 
in Whitney Close subdivision; 
H. R. 16336. An act authorizing certain changes in the plan 
for the permanent system of highways for that portion of the 
District of Columbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north 
of Klingle road, east of Connecticut avenue, and south of Elli- 
cott street NW.; 

H. R. 17514. An act to authorize the extension of Twenty-third 
and R streets SE., in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 17531. An act to amend an act authorizing the Wash- 
ington, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad Company, of Mary- 
land, to enter the District of Columbia, with amendments, ap- 
proved February 18, 1907; and 

H. R. 18282. An act making appropriation to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1910, and for 
other purposes. 


The message further announced that the House had passed 
a resolution electing as House members of the joint com- 
mittee provided for by the joint resolution authorizing an 
investigation of the Interior Department and the Bureau of 
Forestry in the Department of Agriculture Mr. SaxorL W. 
McCaxt, of Massachusetts; Mr. MARLIN E. OLMSTED, of Penn- 
Sylvania; Mr. EDwIN DENBY, of Michigan; Mr. Enpwarp H. 
Mapison, of Kansas; Mr. James T. LLorp, of Missouri; and Mr, 
Ortiz M. James, of Kentucky. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
resolution electing JAMES M. GRAHAM, a Representative from 
the State of Illinois, a member of the joint committee provided 
for by House joint resolution 103, approved January 19, 1910, 
in the place of James T. Lioyp, a Representative from the 
State of Missouri, resigned. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,” approved September 30, 1890; 

H. R. 9570. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 


H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Portland ; 

H. R. 12139. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Wil- 
mot; 

H. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell; 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

H. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 13872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and 
Calhoun, in said counties; 

H. R. 14496. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents 
in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now exist- 
ing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1908, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16388. An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa.; and 

H. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Rio Grande River at Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo 
Laredo, Republic of Mexico. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for an increase of the salaries of the jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court and of the circuit and district courts 
of the United States, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of the Washoe Building 
Trades Council, of Reno, Nev., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to further restrict immigration, which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Rev. James W. 
Many, pastor of the East Washington Heights Baptist Church, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to better regulate the traffic in intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I present a petition of the Kent 
County Volunteer Retired List Club, of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp, including the four 
names of the committee attached thereto, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
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follows: 


Kent County VOLUNTEER RETIRED List Cu 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 
Hon. WM. ALDEN SMITH 


United States Senator, Michigan. 


Date Sir: A bill has been introduced in both Houses of Congress 
known as House bill No. 18899 and entitled “A bill to create in the War 
Department and the Navy De or respectively, a roll to be known 
as the Civil War Volunteer Officers’ Retired List, to authorize placing 
thereon with pay certain surviving officers who served with credit in 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the civil war 
and who haye not retired, and for other purposes,” a copy of which is 
hereto attached. Appended is also a “Summary of reasons” why the 
bill should receive your sapport, No stronger reasons can be urged 
than these attached, to which we request your earnest attention. 

Officers of the Regular Army are retired with advanced rank because 
of their service in the civil war. No recognition has been given the 
volunteers who returned to civil life, although to their ability and 
valor, equally with those of the regular establishment, is due the suc- 
com of our arms in that supreme struggle and the preservation of our 

on. 

We have reason to believe, if this bill can be brought before the 
— sere it will receive a good majority in both Houses and 

come a law. 

In view of the fact that the legislature of Michigan has, by resolu- 
tion, unanimously requested such action as this measure contemplates, 
and that the sentiment of the people of Michigan is favorable to its 
passage, we respectfully and earnestly request that you use your utmost 
endeavors to have the bill reported favorably by the committee to 
which it has been referred and brought before the Congress so that 
each Member may have an opportunity to vote upon it, 


In compliance with a resolution adopted by the club at a mee held 
on December 14, 1909, the names of the members of the club are hereto 
appended by the secretary: Gen. B. R. Pierce, president; E. C. 


leut. E. H. u treasurer ; 3 ‘ 
P. V. Fox; John F. Gould; J. B. 


tisdel; L. . 0.'B : 
ton; William H. Carrick; Samucl White; Charles E. Belkna 

Kidd; J. C. Batdorf; L. K. Bishop ; J. W. Bigelow; E. Craw ; 
George N. Davis; George L. Fox; Eli A. Kahler; C. E. Koon; John W. 
McCrath; Marion A. Shafer; William A. Snyder; Adrian Yates; David 
Collins ; William H. Hyser; Sylvester P. Hicks; Elias B. Stone; Joseph 
J. McKee; Charles F. Sears; John E. Fulkerson; Louis L. Launiere; 
A. L. Pickett; Lyman J. McCrath; Charles W. Carrick; J. C. Darragh; 
D. E. Stearns; yton S. Peck; Obed W. Calif; Jacob Maus; Peter 
DeVries; James C. Kellogg; Sanford W. Lyon; George E. Chappell; 
Roswell H. Lee; James 8. French ; John Brown; Duncan Ross; and 
3 bmitted. 

u su 
7 Gro. G. Brices, 
J. B. GRISWOLD, 
J. H. KIDD, 
Wa. Wippicoms 
í Committee. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the Business Men’s 
Club, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the protection and upbuilding of the American 
merchant marine, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
government buildings and ships, which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Ellsworth, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called “ postal savings- 
bank bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Home Mission- 
ary Society of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Territory of Hawaii, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brookyille, 
Pa., and a petition of E. R. Brady Post, No. 242, Department of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brookville, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ National Tribune pen- 
sion bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I present a petition of the National Stone 
Company and 10 other corporations, of Bloomington, Ind., which 
I ask may be printed in the Recorp, together with the signa- 
tures, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
together with the signatures, as follows: 

<a BLOOMINGTON, IND., January 8, 1910. 
. the National Senate, Washington, D. C. ; 
f ed ti sagon in the business o 
. products of the Ool tic limestone quarries 
of Monroe County, Ind., hereby ‘petition you, and through you the 
National Congress, for the passage of a measure eliminating the “ pub- 
licity paragraph of the corporation-tax law.” 
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Record, together with the four signatures attached thereto, as| This feature of the law is unjust and unfair. 


JANUARY 25, 


It gives the large and 
powerful corporations an undue advantage over the small corporations, 
and poe in the hands of the former a club with which to crush the 
smaller competitor. 

Information to be gained by this obnoxious feature of the corpora- 
tlon-tax law will undoubtedly used by the rich and powerful to the 
disadvantage of the less powerful. 

If this feature of the law is permitted to remain as a part of our 
national legislation, it means the destruction of thousands of private 

rations unable to compete with those of great wealth and power. 
e therefore ask you to use your vote and influence to save the busi- 
ness of those who will suffer by this feature of the law by introducing 
and supporting a proper measure for its repeal. 
ational Stone Company, by S. C. Freese, secretary; 
Bloomington Cut Stone 8 by S. C. 
resident; eee Stone pono “gy Bloomington 
illing Company, by J. S. Karrell, president; South 
Side Stone Company, by J. 8. Harsen, vice-president ; 
Matthews. Brothers Com Johnson-Matthews 
Compani The Chicago and Bloomington Stone Com- 
pany; Empire Stone Company ; Crescent Stone Com- 
pany ; Crescent Realty Company. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to increase the salaries of the justices of the Supreme Court 
and of the circuit and district courts of the United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Selah, 
Nachies, Malaga, Seattle, and Washougal, all in the State of 
Washington, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
providing for the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. z 

Mr. RAYNER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the observance of Sunday as day of rest in 
the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a memorial of the county 
board of Polk County, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal 
of the present duty on oleomargarine, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of the Nebraska Superin- 
tendents and Principals’ Association, of Lincoln, Nebr., remon- 
strating against any appropriation being made in aid of the 
George Washington University, at Washington, D. C., which 
was referred to the Committee on the University of the United 
States, 

He also presented sundry affidayits to accompany the bill 
(S. 4657) granting an increase of pension to E. W. Thomas, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2325) to increase the efficiency 
of the United States Military Academy, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
114) thereon, . 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. DICK: : 

A bill (S. 5706) granting an increase of pension to James 
Long; 

A bill (S. 5707) granting a pension to William Matthews; 

A bill (S. 5708) granting an increase of pension to Urvan 
Murphy ; 

A bill (S. 5709) granting an increase of pension to Griffith 
B. Jones; 

A bill (S. 5710) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bensinger; and 

A bill (S. 5711) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
Chadwick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5712) to provide for the retirement 
of certain letter carriers and postal clerks and regulating the 
pay of the same; to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5713) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


B. Thomason; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5714) to regulate the height of buildings in the 
District of Columbia (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5715) providing for the establishment of building 
lines and special building restrictions in the District of Co- 
lumbia (with an accompanying paper); and 
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A bill (S. 5716) to amend section 1608j of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 5717) to provide a suitable memorial to the memory 
of the North American Indian; to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

A bill (S. 5718) for the relief of Theodore Schroeter; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 5719) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Pleasant (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 5720) for the relief of the heirs of Robert S. Gill; 
and 

A bill (S. 5721) for the relief of the trustees of the Cumber- 
Jand Presbyterian Church of Clarksville, Tenn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5722) to remove the charge of desertion resting 
against Benjamin H. Frisbie and to grant him an honorable 
discharge (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 5723) to provide for a site and the erection of a 
public building at Daytona, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5724) granting a pension to Daniel G. Graham; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5725) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Eash ; 
55 bill (S. 5726) granting an increase of pension to George A. 

Iller; 

A bill (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Minish; and 

A bill (S. 5728) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Leas; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 5729) for the relief of Omar A. Du Esler (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 5730) for the relief of Pinkney Rollins; and 

A bill (S. 5781) for the relief of trustees of Roanoke Island 
Baptist Church, of Roanoke Island, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 5732) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Oxford, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 5733) making an appropriation for the enlargement 
of the United States post-office building at Reidyille, N. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 5734) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate the claim of the estate of Montford T. Johnson, 
deceased; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5735) granting a pension to Nathaniel T. Smith; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 5786) granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Webster (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Davis (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5738) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
H. Sherman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. ¥ 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 5739) granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Dixon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to Jessie 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: 

A bill (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Bretz; 

A bill (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to Charles G. 
Bartlett; 

A bill (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension to Lawrence 
L. Barrick; and 

A bill (S. 5744) granting an increase of pension to Fred C. 
Wickham; to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 5745) to amend the military record of Capt. Thomas 
M. Eliott; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5746) to provide for the grading and improving of 
Pennsylyania avenue SE. from Bowen road to the District line; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 69) authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to test the practicability of establishing a local service 
for the delivery of parcels on rural delivery routes; to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I rise in relation to the 
reference of the bill (S. 5605) prohibiting the issuing of revenue 
stamps to and the receiving of a special tax upon distilled spirits 
and fermented liquors from persons designing to sell such 
spirits and liquors for use as a beverage in any State or Terri- 
tory or subdivision of any State or Territory in which the sale 
of distilled spirits and fermented liquors for use as a beverage 
is prohibited by law, which was introduced by me yesterday. 
I asked its reference to the Committee on Commerce, but the 
Presiding Officer concluded that the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce is the proper committee. After some discussion with 
the members of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, they do 
not think it was properly referred and suggest that the bill 
should go to the Committee on Finance. I therefore suggest 
that the Committee on Interstate Commerce be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection; and 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce is discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and it is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


THE IMMIGRATION COMMISSION, 


Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $125,000 for the expenses of the Immigration Com- 
mission, as provided for in section 39 of the act of February 
20, 1907, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


TREATIES, CONVENTIONS, ETC., 1776-1909. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
152), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Senate resolution 152, 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies 
of a compilation entitled Treaties, Conventions, International Acts, 
Protocols, and Agreements, 1776-1909, by William M. Malloy.“ pre- 
— — resolution of the Senate No. 252, Sixtieth Congress, sec- 
ond session. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17500) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that the bill be read for amendment, and that 
the committee amendment shall first receive consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the 
bill be read for amendment, and that the committee amendment 
shall be first considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the order is entered. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 10, 
on page 6, the last item read being the following: 

For construction of seacoast batteries, as follows: 

In the Philippine Isands, $800,000: Provided, That contracts may 
be entered into, under the direction of the Secretary of War, for ma- 
terials and work for construction of seacoast batterles in the Philip- 

ine Islands, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
made by law, for an additional sum not to exceed $419,000. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the paragraph just read brings 
up a question we have frequently had under discussion in the 
Senate. I do not know to what extent really the paragraph 
may be pertinent to the general question as to the location 
of a permanent fortification on the Philippine Islands. ‘There 
is nothing in the language to indicate at what particular point 
this expenditure is to be made. I should like to have the honor- 
7 Senator from Wyoming give us some information in regard 

ereto. 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the sum appropriated and the 
further sum authorized are intended to complete the work, 
except the necessary accessories that follow, of fortification 
in the Philippine Islands. Subic Bay has already received 


attention. Fortifications are under construction and some of 
the guns already in place. 

These particular fortifications provided for in this paragraph 
are on the islands of Corregidor, El Fraile, Caballo, and Cara- 
bao, and are intended, as I said before, to complete the neces- 
sary fortifications there and for the protection of Manila and 
the entire country surrounding Manila Bay. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that does not give me the in- 
formation which I desire. Of course I understand from the 
reading of the paragraph that the money is to be devoted to 
fortifications or to the protection of various parts of the Philip- 
pine Islands. The Senator from Wyoming, more than any other 
Senator in this Chamber, knows the fact that there is a very 
grave question which is now agitating military authorities, the 
War Department as well as the Navy Department, as to the 
point on the Island of Luzon where there should be an ex- 
penditure for fortifications, which shall be on a scale such as 
would be desired at the particular place fortified or the place 
which we should ultimately desire to locate a permanent naval 
station in case of any change in our present relations in regard 
to the government of the Philippine Islands. 

I know that the question is now acute and undetermined, 
and it is one about which there is a very great diversity of 
opinion among officers of the army and officers of the navy 
as to the particular point on Luzon where an expenditure 
should be made of the most important character for the erection 
of t fortifications. There are some who urge that 
Subic Bay is the place. Of course I am not saying anything 
that the Senator from Wyoming is not entirely familiar with, 
because I have heard him discuss this very question in the 
Senate in times past. 

_I know from personal interviews which I have had with offi- 
cers very high both in the army and in the navy that there is 
a very urgent proposition that Corregidor Island should be 
made the great stronghold for our permanent retention. I do 
not design in what I am saying now to raise that question for 
present determination, because I suppose at the proper time the 
question will be presented to us by the Senator's committee or 
possibly by some other kindred committee. But in view of the 

of this amount of money, I thought it might be 
desirable that we should know whether the main expenditure 
is to be on Corregidor Island or whether it is to be on Subic 
Bay. 

If I remember correctly, some time after the Senator from 
Wyoming returned from a visit to the Philippine Islands—I 
may be mistaken in my recollection—the Senator presented to 
the Senate the view that Subic Bay, by reason of its peculiar 
land surroundings, was not a point where a permanent harbor 
or naval station could be selected for the occupation by the 
Government and for its principal base of defense. The thing 
was left in doubt when we last had it under discussion. I re- 
peat that I may not remember correctly the attitude of the 
Senator. 

He now says that some of these fortifications that are pro- 
posed and are, as I understand, to be paid for by this appro- 
priation are at Subie Bay and some at Corregidor. We have 
had discussions here frequently as to whether fortifications 
should be at the entrance of Manila Bay or whether they should 
be at Manila or at Cavite on the opposing shore there, where the 
naval station is. We have never come, as I understand it, to 
any definite, satisfactory conclusion in regard to the matter, 
and it was with a view to that that I made the inquiry of the 
Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I shall be glad to give the 
Senator any information that I have. The Senator refers to 
some remarks I made at another time after returning from a 
visit to those localities. Subie Bay was at that time being 
considered as the site for a very extensive navy-yard and a 
naval supply station, and the estimate for it was ineomplete. 
The minimum was $20,000,000 or so, and the maximum many 
well-informed nayal and military men placed at a possible 
$100,000,000. 

In consideration of our having a very good navy-yard and 
complement of naval supplies at Cavite, in Manila Bay, it was 
considered that so long as the Philippine Islands were posses- 
sions of the United States, it would be necessary to fortify 
both the entrance to Subic Bay and the entrance to Manila 

The latter is done, of course, by fortifying Corregidor 
and the other islands I have named. 


If at some future time the Philippine Islands should cease 
to be connected with the United States as at present, and we 
should retain a nayal station there, our action so far in making 
appropriations does not prevent using Subic Bay as the great 
naval station of the United States. We have already allotted 
the money to fortify it at the entrance. We bave not, however, 
made the great appropriations that would be necessary, first, 
to dredge a mile square or more of that harbor, and, second, 
to build a navy-yard, with all of the accompanying buildings, 
and in that case there would have to be houses or structures of 
some kind for the workmen, because it is a wild and unsettled 
country. . 

But thfs appropriation for the mouth of Manila Bay is 
highly necessary, no matter what we may do with Subic Bay 
or what we may do as to our great naval headquarters in the 
future. We have proceeded so far in a manner that does not 
prevent the consideration of Olongapo, if the navy should con- 
sider that we should make that great expenditure, because 
what we have already expended will be entirely in line and 
useful. On the other hand, no matter what we shall do at 
Subic Bay, it is n to go into this complete fortification 
of 125 mouth of Manila Bay with the four islands which I have 
named. 

Of course should that country be separated from this there 
would naturally be equation of funds and property, and that 
country would be called upon undoubtedly to compensate in 
some way the United States for these great expenditures, which 
would be useful to it in protecting its great capital city and 
its navy-yard and the general country bordering upon the bay. 

It is often said that Manila is practically the Philippine 
Islands. As far as Subic Bay is concerned, in my judgment, 
if we should use it as a naval supply station and that should 
be our only station on the island, we would have to have an 
army to put on land, because the bay is entirely exposed on 
all sides and enemies could approach from any side of Luzon 
and in a short march reach the country bordering on Subic Bay. 

Mr. BACON. That was the statement of the Senator which 
I recalled and to which I referred. 

Mr, President, I think this is an important matter for us 
to endeavor to come to some definite conclusion in regard 
to. There are yarious opinions held by public men in the 
country at large as to what shall be our future relations to 
the Philippine Islands, but there are few, if none, who do not 
recognize that at some time in the future that relationship is 
to be changed. Even the most ardent advocates of the present 
retention of the Philippine Islands are frank in stating that 
they anticipate and hope for the day when our present rela- 
tionship shall be in such large degree modified that they will 
not be an integral part of either the United States or of the 
possessions of the United States. 

That being the case, there is another point in which I think 
all are agreed, and that is that whenever that change comes 
there must be at some point upon those islands a retention 
of a naval station. I do not think there is any difference what- 
ever in regard to that matter. 

In the expenditure of large sums of money in the erection 
of fortifications on the Philippine Islands, it seems to me the 
two faets which I have mentioned, about which there is no 
substantial difference, should be recognized. Everybody agrees 
that at some time there is to be a change, and everybody agrees 
that when the change comes there must be some point retained 
as a great naval base in those islands, 

With that full agreement, it seems to me that in the con- 
struction of fortifications there should be kept in view the 
fact that the expenditures should be so made that when the 
change comes the money which we are now expending shall 
not be lost to us, but shall be an adyantage to us in the protec- 
tion of that great naval base. It was with a view to that 
thought that I made the inquiry of the learned Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, as I said before, I know the question is 
at present an acute question, among those best informed, as to 
where that point shall be located, what point shall be selected 
as the point of permanent nayal base. I think, even if we can 
not now determine that with accuracy and with finality, we 
ought to keep in view the probabilities, and that our expendi- 
tures should be made in such a direction, in view of those 
probabilities, that there will be less liability of loss to the 
United States of the money expended in these fortifications 
when the change shall come. 

As to Cavite, I think there is a general concurrence in the 
vlew that that is not a proper place for a permanent naval 
station and permanent base, even if we should determine to 
retain Manila and Manila Bay, from the fact that its location 
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is such that it can never be made a satisfactory naval base. 
The water is shallow; it is an open roadstead; it is not a 
harbor. Manila Bay is a sea, and when the winds blow and 
the tempests come it is as rough as mid-ocean. Cavite can never 
be made a place of safety for the riding of ships, even if it 
had proper depth. 

The same thing is largely true of Manila. When the wind 
blows in one direction, Cavite is unfitted for the anchorage of 
ships, because the waves are too high and the water too rough, 
and ships can not lie there in safety. When the wind blows in 
the opposite direction exactly the same thing is true at Manila, 
in spite of the great sea wall which was partially constructed 
when we acquired the islands and the construction of which 
has been progressing since. The ships have to leave behind the 
sea wall and go out to sea—I say sea, I mean Manila Bay— 
when these great tempests come, and they come there in great 
violence. 

Neither of those places can be made a permanent nayal sta- 
tion, and the general concurrence in that regard has led those 
who are giving study to the matter to the conclusion that it 
must be either Subic Bay or Corregidor Island, and about that 
there is a wide, most intense difference of opinion among those 
who should be best informed, whose judgment is such that we 
could most confidently rely upon it. 

I have, myself, Mr. President, within the past few months 
had a conversation with an army officer who has been spending 
some time there, who is in the Engineer Department, and who 
is most strongly of the opinion that Corregidor can be made a 
Gibraltar, and that, with certain sea walls built for the anchor- 
age of ships, under the protection of the guns of Corregidor, 
Corregidor is the place upon which we should make these large 
expenditures, with a view to its permanent retention, 

On the contrary, I have had a conversation within the recent 
past with a very high naval officer, one of the highest in the 
American Navy, who, after personal observation, is of directly 
the contrary opinion; who thinks that Corregidor Island can not 
be made a Gibraltar; that Corregidor Island can not be made a 
point at which a permanent naval station should be located, but 
that Subic Bay is the place; and he takes into consideration the 
suggestion made by the honorable Senator, as to the land situa- 
tion and the number of men who will be required to protect the 
land, and so forth. 

I am not going into those questions. I do not express an 
opinion as to which of these officers—one of the army and the 
other of the navy—has more perfectly impressed me with the 
correctness of his views. 

8 AR WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- 
on 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator if he is not 
perfectly satisfied that the completion of the work to which this 
appropriation is to be devoted is entirely necessary in either 
case, whether we use Subic Bay or whether we use the waters 
near Corregidor Island? 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is correct in that sugges- 
tion; and the amount of money which is here appropriated is 
not very large 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that it is the in- 
tention of the committee in making these appropriations to so 
appropriate that the appropriations shall be equally beneficial 
whatever may be the determination of the question which the 
Senator rightly says is extremely acute, because it is a case 
where doctors, and eminent doctors, naval men and army men, 
disagree at present. But whatever that disagreement may 
finally bring out, every dollar of this, in the judgment of the 
committee, is very necessary to be put where we propose to 
put it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I understand that, Mr. President. But the 
point of the suggestions which I have made is upon the line of 
the importance of indicating, with as much accuracy and defi- 
niteness as possible, where these expenditures are to be made. 
The Senator will agree that the paragraph does not make any 
limitation, either to Corregidor Island or to Subic Bay. It 
does not even limit it to the island of Luzon, but as a general 
proposition for materials and work, for construction of sea- 
coast batteries in the Philippine Islands, anywhere from the 
northern point of Luzon to the southern point of the island 
of Sulu. It was really from the fact that this bill does not 


give us the information which the Senator now gives us that I 
desired to have an expression from the Senator. 

I think, Mr. President, that it is proper, in view of the situa- 
tion and in view of the great difference there is, as the Senator 
properly terms it, among doctors as to whether Corregidor Island 


or Subie Bay is to be the base—one or the other—in view of 
that difference, I think it is proper, within reasonable limita- 
tions, that expenditure should be made at each place. I do 
not think, however, Mr. President, that it should be made at 
Cavite; I do not think it ought to be made at Manila; and yet, 
under the terms of this bill, it can be made at either place, and 
every dollar of it can be expended at either place. That is my 
criticism. 

I will take occasion to remark, Mr. President, that we show 
great confidence in the committee. We absolutely rely upon 
them. There is no Senator here who can take this bill and 
state anything about the correctness of the expenditures which 
we are called upon to make under it. We have had this ques- 
tion up before, and I think I have heard the Senator from Wy- 
oming [Mr. WARREN] speak with a great deal of force in past 
sessions of Congress upon the importance of appropriation bills 
indicating with more definiteness and more minuteness the pur- 
pose for which appropriations are made or to which they shall 
be devoted. 

Take this bill. Of course, I have no doubt in the world that 
every dollar appropriated by it is correctly to be expended and 
that it is called for by the necessities of the situation. Cer- 
tainly there is nothing more important than our seacoast for- 
tifications, and I am in favor of very liberal expenditures for 
them, but I think when we are to be called upon to vote on a 
bill, and are in a measure responsible for the appropriations, 
that we ought to have the information. It was with that view, 
without any distrust whatever intended to be suggested of the 
committee, that I desire that the Senator from Wyoming should 
give us a little information ; and I would suggest to that Senator, 
in view of what he himself has said, that there ought to be 
some limitation on this paragraph. In view of the suggestion of 
the Senator from Wyoming himself, that the expenditure is 
intended to be made in the main in Corregidor and on Subic 
Bay, I suggest that, without going into details and providing 
exactly how much shall be expended at one place or the other, 
there ought to be something in this bill to indicate the purpose 
of Congress that the money shall be so expended, and that it 
shall not be a general appropriation, without any limitation 
whatever except that it shall be expended somewhere in the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, it is not my purpose to offer any amendment; 
I am not sufficiently informed to offer an amendment; but if 
what I have said meets with the approval of the learned Sena- 
ter, I shall be very glad, and I think other Senators also will be, 
if there shall be some limitation upon this paragraph to show 
where the money is to be expended in the Philippine Islands, 
and not leave it absolutely without limitation, putting it within 
the power of those who shall have its expenditure to expend it 
at one place or another place, or all of it at any one place, 
regardless of whether it shall be either Corregidor or Subic 
Bay, or neither. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator wishes, I will 
have inserted in the Record the estimates as they were made. 
The estimates come to Congress in full. The officers are ex- 
amined and make their statements. The estimates which come 
up from the department are those which have the approbation 
of the President, the Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy. We have them before us. 

As to the amount the Senator refers to, I will say that not a 
dollar of it will go to Subic Bay, because a large amount of 
money has been already allotted there and is being expended. 
About $769,000, as nearly as we can estimate, goes for the bat- 
teries on Caballo Island. The balance is for completing El 
Fraile and Carabao. 

Mr. BACON. What island did the Senator from Wyoming 
name? 

Mr. WARREN. The island of Caballo, a small island which 
lies in the channel between Corregidor and the mainland. The 
channel is very wide. 

Mr. BACON. On the south side, is it not? 

Mr. WARREN. It is necessary to place fortifications upon 
all four of those islands. 

Mr. BACON. I will relieve the Senator by stating that if he 
will simply read, so that they may go into the Recorp at this 
point, not the whole estimates, but the estimates made as to 
this paragraph, it will cover the suggestions which I made. 

Mr. WARREN. I will read them: 


Caballo—contract to complete_......_.._____________ A2 — $419, 000 

350, 000 

769, 000 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I observe by the 
report that it is stated that the House bill is reported to the 
Senate without amendment. I notice, however, from the bill 
a change of $200,000 in the appropriation. There must be a 
mistake in the report. 

Mr. WARREN. The bill is intended to be reported to the 
Senate with an amendment recommended by the Senate com- 
mittee of $200,000 to one item, and that is all. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is the only item changed? 
CM WARREN. That is the only item that is changed in the 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There seems to be an inconsistency 
between the report and the bill as presented. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 6, line 1, and 
continued to the end of line 4, on page 7. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, at this point, in view of the 
criticism of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Smrrs], I will say 
that in the opening paragraph of the report there is a state- 
ment that the bill is reported without amendment, but the foot- 
ings later on show that there is an amendment of $200,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not intend to criticise the 
committee. The appropriation is undoubtedly justifiable, but 
3 seems to be an inconsistency between the report and the 

Mr. WARREN, The Senator is right as to the first paragraph 
of the report. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead “ Ordnance 
Department,” on page 7, line 18, before the word “hundred,” 
to strike out “three” and insert “five,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast can- 

ts in connection therewith. and 
Ese machinery necessary Zor ser angeben, at the arsenals, 300,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concinded. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to put into the Rrecorp 
the figures regarding this appropriation, as follows: 


Amount ted for the 3 1910_____-____ $8, 170, 111. 00 
Amount mated for fiscal year 1911.._._._-___._... 6 724. 56 
Amount of bill as passed by House of Representatives. 5, 617, 200. 00 
Amount of bill as reported to Senate (increased 

ET RT aR ER RES ETS a ee Re Be 5, 817, 200. 00 

Bill as N to Senate carries an amount $2,352,911 less than 
that appropriated for fiscal year 1910. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no doubt as to the esti- 


mates, for information as to which I am now about to make an 
inquiry, and it is not with a view of criticism at all, but for the 
purpose of information before we vote upon the bill, that I 
should like to inquire of the Senator from Wyoming whether 
there are any fortifications now under process of construction 
along the Atlantic coast other than the work which is being 
done about the great harbors of New York and other places of 
that kind? Are there now any fortifications being constructed at 
any points along the Atlantic coast? It is the southern part of 
that coast in which I am most interested. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is work being done 
along both coasts, but I should have to censult the list here to 
give the Senator from Georgia the exact places, Under allot- 
ments already made and with money which is unexpended the 
work is proceeding; in some cases it may not have even com- 
menced, but there is work in various places either under way 
or to be put in operation by virtue of money heretofore appro- 
priated and allotted to various projects. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not design to offer any 
amendment to this bill nor even to suggest that any should be 
made, but other bills are to be presented hereafter upon this 
line. This matter of seacoast fortifications is one of vital im- 
portance to a very large extent of country; and it does seem 
to me that in these appropriation bills there ought to be some 
specification by whieh we can not only know, but by which we 
may have the assurance that the money is not to be expended 
in one part of the country to the neglect of other parts of the 
country. it is true that from a money standpoint some parts 
are very much more important than others, and yet they are 
all of them extremely important. The southern seacoast is 
comparatively undefended except at very few points. I have 
not the opportunity now to examine the estimates, and I do not 
know at what particular points this money is to be expended 
or in what degree the importance of the southern seacoast is 
being recognized, but I myself should be glad if the appropria- 
tion bills should come before the Senate in a way that we could 
tell when we are voting upon them what we are voting for. 
As it is, unless we have the opportunity to accompany the report 
of the bill with the examination of the estimates—which is an 


impossibility—we have to vote on these appropriation bills abso- 
lutely in the dark, placing absolute confidence in the committee. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr, President, it has always been considered 
good policy in legislating upon this particular bill not to un- 
duly adyertise to countries abroad the exact amounts to be 
expended and the exact points where we expect to place fortifi- 
cations and guns. 

As to the localities, I happen to have a brief statement before 
me. Speaking of the South, I notice in the bill of last year 
there was an appropriation of $507,100 for Forts Pickens and 
McRee, at Pensacola, Fla.; an item of $440,000 for sea walls 
at Fort Travis, Galyeston, Tex.; and various other sums, which 
would seem to indicate that the southern coasts were not neg- 
lected last year. - 

Mr. BACON. I have not suggested anything to the con- 
trary. I simply desired that we should have the information. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, before the discussion is 
concluded, I should like to ask, for I think it is a matter that 
will become the subject of more or Jess serious discussion, 
whether this is the only bill that the committee expects to 
present upon the subject of fortifications at the present session 
of Congress? I ask the question for the reason—and I only 
want to discuss it so far as it is proper in public hearing to do 
so—that when we were at Panama recently I understood from 
Colonel Goethals that his opinion is very positive and very 
decided that some appropriation should be made and some steps 
taken toward the erection of fortifications for the purpose of 
protecting the canal; and I thought he gave very strong and 
cogent reasons to support his views. Now, I rise simply to ask, 
without intending to provoke discussion, whether this is the 
only bill to be presented on this subject of fortifications, or 
whether the matter of the fortification of the Panama Canal is 
under consideration at all? 

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, this is the regular annual sup- 
ply bill, not only for new emplacements, but for the care and 
maintenance of all our - fortifleations. The Panama matter 
is so distinct and of such moment and of such size, if I may use 
that term, that it will undoubtedly be considered by itself upon 
its merits, but it has not been considered on the Senate side in 
connection with this bill. This bill provides for the regular 
running expenditures, and was estimated for, as the Senator 
probably knows, rather early last year. I think the President 
called for the estimates some time in May. The Panama mat- 
ter has ripened very much since then, and I take it for granted 
that that will come up later, possibly in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, if it be necessary. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee whether it is proposed to make any 
further expenditures in the fortification of the Hawaiian Islands? 
I observe in the appropriation bill for 1910, the bill for the 
current fiscal year, an appropriation of $337,000 for seacoast 
batteries on the Hawalian Islands. I find no appropriation 
under this item this year, although about $800,000 is to be 
expended for this purpose in the Philippine Islands. I should 
like to know from the Senator from Wyoming what is the 
condition of the Hawaiian fortifications? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that it is my 
information, which may or may not be correct, that the work 
of further fortifying the Hawalian Islands depends in some 
degree upon the dredging, which is provided for in another 
bill. In addition, the allotment which we made last year is 
unexpended to an extent; so that it was deemed inexpedient 
to ask for anything in addition in this bill, I assume that by 
another year, if there shall be a necessity for further money, 
it will be estimated for, and, of course, taken care of, but 
there is nothing in the estimates, and there is no call for any- 
thing for the Hawaiian Islands in the present bill except from 
the general funds. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is the amount carried in the last appro- 
priation act for the purpose of defending Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. WARREN. As I read the testimony, it is for the pur- 
pose of protecting not only Pearl Harbor, but it is claimed that 
the range of artillery is such that it also protects the harbor 
of Honolulu and the entire immediate coast there. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. I wish to say, Mr. President, that I 
regard the fortification of the Hawaiian Islands as of very 
much more importance than the fortification of the Philippine 
Islands, for whatever may be the ultimate disposition of the 
Philippine Islands, whether they remain in our possession or 
not, there is one assured fact, and that is, that the Hawatian 
Islands will always remain in our possession. They constitute 
a military outpost in the Pacific, commanding our defensive 
line from Alaska down to San Diego, thus immensely diminish- 
ing expenditures in case of war. 
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We are often told that the Pacific Ocean will be the theater 
some time of a great naval war, and one of the chief arguments 
for the increase of our navy is that in the future we will be 
menaced on the Pacific; that Japan’s growing power there must 
some time be met. We all know that the Hawaiian Islands 
constitute about the only stopping place between the Asiatic 
coast and our Pacific coast; that if they are in our possession 
fleets sailing from the Asiatic coast to our own coast could 
hardly reach our shore without exhausting their coal supply. 
We are expending $135,000,000 annually for our navy. That 
expenditure is mainly for the protection of our coast, for we 
have no merchant marine afloat to protect. England’s large 
expenditure is due to the fact that almost all of England is 
afloat, and she has to protect a vast merchant marine in every 
part of the globe. Obviously, the cheapest way of protecting 
our shores is through coast fortifications; and the expenditures 
required to properly protect the Hawaiian Islands and to pre- 
vent them from falling into the possession of a foreign power 
ought to greatly minimize our naval expenditure. 

I think that work ought to Le perfected first; that, instead of 
expending large sums of money upon war ships, as yet unaided 
by the auxiliary navy, absolutely essential to support them in 
case of war, we should perfect our coast fortifications; and 
among our coast fortifications there is none more important than 
those of the Hawaiian Islands, and certainly none so important 
on the Pacific coast as the fortification of Pearl Harbor. I 
regret, therefore, to see that this work is not being pursued 
with the energy and the persistency which its importance, it 
seems to me, demands. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I agree perfectly with the 
Senator as to the importance of fortifying the Hawaiian 
Islands, I think, however, I ought to say that last year we 
appropriated $406,000 for that purpose, and while we allowed 
nothing this year for emplacements, because the department 
reports no need for appropriation for that purpose at present, 
we appropriate in this bill $141,099 for fire control, which is in 
completion of the work now going on, so that in the estimates 
of the department adequate protection to Pearl Harbor and to 
Honolulu is contemplated. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Wyoming what is the total amount carried by this bill? I 
think the Senator stated it, but I did not understand him. 

Mr. WARREN. ‘The total amount carried by the bill is 
$5,817,200. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


HAZING AT THE MILITARY ACADEMY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
salendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. WARREN. Before proceeding to the consideration of 
bills on the calendar, I ask unanimous consent to make a report 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
auest of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, by whom the subject has been considered, to report a 
Joint resolution, and I submit a report (No. 115) thereon. I 
ask for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
lead for information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 70) to increase the efficiency 
of the Military Academy was read the first time by its: title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 70. 
That the regulations of the United States Military 
Academy upon the subject of hazing having been modified, the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized to dispose of any cases which are now 
pending, and in which final action has not been taken, under the 
provisions of the said regulations as modifi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. STONE. I have no objection to the joint resolution, but 
I should like to ask a question. I have some personal reasons 
for asking it. I wish to ask the Senator from Wyoming if he 
can state briefly what are the modifications proposed? 

Mr. WARREN. Under the present law hazing can receiye 
only one punishment, which is dismissal, and certain language 
that has been used in the regulations is considered to merit a 
change. The regulations have been changed, and the Secretary 


The 
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seeks to have some assistance from Congress, so that the new 
regulations may be applicable to cases now pending, where 
persons at West Point have been found guilty of hazing under 
old regulations—cases which will yet come into the Secretary’s 
hands to be finally settled. 

Mr. STONE. I think that is proper, but I understand that 
under the new regulations which have been adopted the pun- 
ishment is lighter than dismissal, as it is now. 

Mr. WARREN. The joint resolution perhaps does not go so 
far as that, but it provides for a different construction of 
“hazing.” Another measure has been prepared covering the 
whole matter of hazing, and it specifies more particularly what 
shall be the procedure hereafter. But the joint resolution of 
to-day is more of a stop-gap to cover the intermediate period. 

Mr. STONE. Has that bill been reported? 

Mr. WARREN. It has not been reported. It is now before 
the War Department for consideration and suggestion. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITIONS AT ROME AND TURIN, 1911. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States (S. Doc, 
No. 821), which was read and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State setting 
out reasons why the invitation extended by the Government of 
Italy to that of the United States to participate in two interna- 
tional expositions which, in commemoration of the fiftieth an- 
niversary of the Kingdom of Italy, will be held at Rome and 
Turin, respectively, in 1911, should be accepted and provision 
made by Congress to enable the United States fittingly to take 
part in the expositions. 

Deeming international expositions of the comprehensive char- 
acter of those it is intended to hold in Italy next year to be 
instructive agencies of the industrial development of the world 
and important instrumentalities in the advancement of trade 
relations, I give my cordial approval to the recommendation 
made by the Secretary of State and urge upon Congress timely 
provision in accordance therewith. 

WX. H. TAFT, 


THE Warre House, January 25, 1910. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 11878. An act to change the name of Twenty-third street 
north of Calvert street, in the District of Columbia, to Woodley 
place; 

II. R. 11989. An act to provide for the removal of present 
grade crossing and construction of a new grade crossing on the 
line of Q street NE., District of Columbia ; 

H. R. 15448. An act to authorize certain changes in the perma- 
nent system of highways plan, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 16324. An act to authorize the extension of Park place 
NW.; À: 

H. R. 16326. An act to authorize the extension of Farragut 
street NW. from Fourteenth street to Piney Branch road, and 
Iowa avenue NW. between Fourteenth and Sixteenth streets; 

H. R. 16328. An act for the extension of Franklin street NE. 
from its present eastern terminus east of Twenty-fourth street 
to the Bladensburg road; 

H. R. 16829. An act to provide for the extension of Newton 
place NW. from New Hampshire avenue to Georgia avenue, and 
to connect Newton place in Gass subdivision with Newton place 
in Whitney Close subdivision ; 

H. R. 16836. An act authorizing certain changes in the plan 
for the permanent system of highways for that portion of the 
District of Columbia lying west of Rock Creek Park, north of 
Klingle road, east of Connecticut avenue, and south of Ellicott 
street NW.; 

II. R. 17514. An act to authorize the extension of Twenty- 
third and R streets SE., in the Distriet of Columbia; and 

H. R. 17531. An act to amend an act authorizing the Wash- 
ington, Spa Springs and Gretta Railroad Company, of Mary- 
land, to enter the District of Columbia, with amendments, ap- 
proved February 18, 1907. 

II. R. 18282. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1910, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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AMERICAN VESSELS FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 4938) to amend an act entitled “An act to require the 
employment of vessels of the United States for public pur- 
poses,” approved April 28, 1904, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REGULATION OF PRACTICE IN FEDERAL COURTS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order, and the Secretary will report the first bill on the 
calendar. , 

The bill (S. 3724) regulating injunctions and the practice of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States was an- 
nounced as the first bill in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

LANDS IN ROSEBUD INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The bill (S. 183) to authorize the sale and disposition of a 
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Rosebud 
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect, was 
announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under objection, the bill will 
be passed over. 

LANDS IN THE PINE RIDGE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 2341) to authorize the sale and disposition of a 
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Pine Ridge 
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect, was 
announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 1630) to provide for the construction of a memo- 
rial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the 
Arlington property was announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Allow the bill to go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 
that the bill go over. It will be passed over. 


SUNDAY OBSERVANCE IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 404) for the proper observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia was announced as the 
next business in order on the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over. 

DESCENDANTS OF THE SIGNERS. 


The bill (S. 1425) to incorporate the Descendants of the 
Signers was announced as the next business in order on the 
calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has heretofore been 
read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] objected to the bill yesterday. He is not 
now in his seat. In his absence, I ask that the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects, and the bill will go over. 

EXTRADITION OF FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 


The bill (S. 4462) to amend section 5278 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was announced as the next bill in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was considered in 
Committee of the Whole and read in full yesterday. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not see upon the floor 
the Senator who introduced this bill. I have some suggestions 
to make before it is acted upon. I suggest that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho ob- 
jects, and the bill will go over. 

The Secretary will report the next bill. 

MERRITT & CHAPMAN DERRICK AND WRECKING COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 3905) for the relief of the Merritt & Chapman 
Derrick and Wrecking Company was announced as the next 
business in order. 

Mr. BURKETT. When this bill was reached on the calendar 
yesterday, Mr. President, I asked to have it go over. I find 
that the bill has been amended to remove the objection that 
was originally in the bill of a certain specific amount of appro- 
priation. This puts it in the hands of the department to find 
the amount and appropriates only such part of $1,800 as may be 
found due. I have no objection to the consideration of the bill 
with that change. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to examine into and adjust the claim of the Merritt & Chapman 


Derrick and W: Company for damages sustained by said corpora- 
tion for injuries to the tug I. J. Merritt, resulting from collision with 


the transport ship Mississippi (now Buford) in San Harbor on 
Janua , 1899, and to determine what amount, if any, should be paid 
to the Merritt & Chapman Derrick and Wrecking Company for damages 


so sustained, and to certify such amount to the proper accounting offi- 
cers for payment in the manner prescribed by law. And for the pay- 
ment of such claim the sum of $1,800, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LANDS IN YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 


The bill (S. 5451) to amend the act approved December 21, 
1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation. 
in the State of Washington,” was announced as the next busi 
ness in order, and the Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. JONES. ‘The bill was read yesterday, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THE NAVIGATION LAWS. 


The bill (S. 4567) to amend section 2763 of the Revised 
Statutes, and for the better enforcement of the navigation 
laws, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with an amendment, on page 1, line 4, after the word 
“read,” to insert “as follows,” and to strike out the remainder 
of the bill and insert: 

Sec. 2763. The collector of each district or principal customs officer 
at each port may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
provide such power launches, sailboats and rowboats, and employ such 

ons as shall be necessary for the use of surveyors and inspectors in 
arding vessels and otherwise for the better detection of frauds, and 
the counting of passengers on excursion boats, and to assist in the 
enforcement in harbors of the laws relating to the navigation and in- 
spection of vessels. So much of the permanent annual appropriation 
to defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs as may 
be 1 to carry out the provisions of this section is hereby 
appropriated. 


Mr. FRYE. I think, in the amendment, in line 14, after 
the word “ harbors,” there should be inserted the words “ lakes 
and rivers.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

LIFE-PRESERVERS ON MOTOR VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. Can the Secretary inform me what action was 
taken on the other bill reported by me and preceding the one 
just passed, requiring motor vessels to carry life-preservers? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the bill was passed yesterday. 

Mr. FRYE. Thank you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With an amendment, if the 
Chair remembers correctly, increasing the penalty from $10 to 
$100, agreed to on motion of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. 

THE GLACIER NATIONAL PARK, 

The bill (S. 2777) to establish the Glacier National Park 
in the Rocky Mountains south of the international boundary 
line, in the State of Montana, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands with an amendment, to insert at the end the following 
proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
grant a right of way for the construction of railroads, under the pro- 
visions of the acts of Congress hans epee and rmitting the con- 
struction of railroads over and across the public lands, within the limits 
of forest reservations to any person or ig archos gy who may desire to 
construct such railroads along the said Flathead River or any of its 
tributaries within the boun: ies of said Glacier National Park. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


II r 5 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


* 


959 


Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to make an inquiry. A few days 
since the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. Drxon] requested 
that a certain map be printed—a map that was introduced in 
connection with this measure in the last Congress. 

It was then suggested to the junior Senator from Montana 
that the railroad surveys on the Flathead River, on file in the 
Interior Department pursuant to law, should be placed upon 
that map in order that the record might be complete here and 
we might know just what was being granted and what was 
being reserved. 

I rose to inquire whether or not those lines have been placed 
upon that map which is introduced in connection with this bill 
and is a part of the report from the committee. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the proposed national park 
is bounded on the west by what is known as the “ North Fork” 
of the Flathead River, which constitutes a gateway through 
the mountains from the north. It is bounded on the south by 
the Middle Fork of the Flathead River, which constitutes the 
only avenue of entrance into that portion of western Montana 
from the northeast. A railroad now occupies the valley of the 
Middle Fork, and several railroad lines have been surveyed up 
what is called the “ North Fork,” for the purpose of reaching 
coal fields in British Columbia. 

Independent of any map heretofore prepared or any railroad 
profile filed, it is important that these two leading valleys or 
canyons; the only avenues of entrance to the great valley of the 
Flathead from the east and from the north, should be kept 
open to the highways of commerce. 

The park lines will be fixed by the river on the south and 
the west, and railroads, when constructed, will only invade the 
park limits up these respective streams to the extent that may 
be necessary to avoid great cliffs and natural obstacles en- 
countered on that side of the river which will remain within the 
public domain. 

I presume that roads may be constructed exclusively on the 
west side of the north fork and the south of the south fork 
on the public domain, but those familiar with obstructions met 
with in mountain canyons will readily understand that great 
expense can often be avoided if the privilege is given to cross 
the streams, so as to avoid an obstruction on the side on which 
the road is being built. $ 

This amendment does not contemplate the invasion of the 
park by railroads. It only contemplates a use of these canyons 
o the valleys of the streams referred to for future construc- 

on. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am in thorough sympathy 
with the measure creating this park. I am also most strongly 
in sympathy with the proposition to reserve the unqualified 
right of the railroads to construct on either side of the Flat- 
head River. In that valley—I am familiar with the site of 
the proposed park; it is in a beautiful valley—there are of 
course a great variety of conditions as to width and land and 
timber. In creating this park we should recognize the existing 
rights of railroad companies to construct on either side of the 
river. A part of that valley lies principally on the east side 
of the river and at another place it lies principally upon the 
west side of the river. 

We are making the west park line the middle of the river. 
I think we should recognize the right of railroad companies that 
are constructing or proposing to construct those lines into those 
great coal fields to the fullest extent, and we should leave no 
element of uncertainty in this legislation. 

It was to that end that the Senator from Montana presented 
this map as a part of the report, in order that there might be 
no uncertainty about it; and I suggested at the time that the 
lines that had been filed upon and approved should be placed 
upon that map as a recognition of the right to construct a rail- 
road on either side of the river. From my recollection of the 
ground throughout a greater portion of the distance, the rail- 
road will be constructed on the park side of the river. 

Should any question arise between the executive depart- 
ment and the railroad companies as to whether it was intended 
that only under circumstances of extreme necessity should 
they invade the park, then we would have this record of the 
proceedings and this report of the committee in order to justify 
the contention that we intended to recognize the existing rights 
of the railroad companies. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no desire to enter upon a 
matter which possibly has received very careful consideration, 
but this seems to me to be a very far-reaching and important 
measure which it is proposed to pass without giving us much 
information in regard to it. 

It seems to me we ought to know something about the neces- 
sity for this park, something about the extent of it, something 


about the cost it is going to be to the Federal Government to 
keep it up. All of those things we ought to be informed about 
before we are called upon to vote. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state for the information of the 
Senator from Georgia and of the Senate that I am quite familiar 
with the section proposed to be set aside as a national park. I 
have hunted and traveled over almost every inch of the country. 
It is one of the grandest scenic sections in the United States, ab- 
solutely unfit for cultivation or habitation, and as far as I know 
not possessing any mineral resources. The only glaciers within 
the limits of the States are found in this part of the country. 

The section is admirably adapted for a park. All the people 
in that part of Montana want it, and are anxiously looking for 
the passage of this bill. No railroads are interfered with. The 
possible construction of railroads, and some of them are now 
actually under construction through that section, was carefully 
protected. 

This bill has already passed the Senate in the last Congress 
and failed of action in the House only on account of tne inabil- 
ity to have it reached in the closing days of the short session. 
It has been framed after conference with the department and 
most carefully considered by the two Senators from Montana. 
I feel that if Senators could see that country there would be no 
hesitation whatever in permitting the passage of this measure 
before it is too late. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania a question, with his permission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. What is the area as defined in the bill of this 
proposed park? 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not know the area in acres or square 
miles, but according to my recollection the distance from Benton, 
on the Great Northern, to the British Columbia border is about 
60 miles, and I should say that the distance from the North 
Fork of the Flathead River to the main divide of the Rockics 
would be some 30 or 40 miles. 

Mr. STONE. About 60 miles—— 

Mr. PENROSE. Of course in traveling over the country it 
frequently seems much longer. 

Mr. STONE. Then the approximate size of the park would be 
probably 60 miles one way—— 

Mr. PENROSE. By 50 the other. 

Mr. STONE. By 40 the other. 

Mr. PENROSE. By 40. 

Mr. STONE. How far is the park from the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park? 

Mr. PENROSE. It is 300 or 400 miles. It is on the British 
Columbia border, immediately south of it. It is a long distance 
from the Yellowstone National Park. It is on the Pacific slope 
of the Rockies. ; 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in what I have to say I have 
had no reference to the value of the land. I judge from what 
the Senator from Pennsylvania says that really it is of very 
little yalue to settlers or anything of that kind, and I am per- 
fectly willing to give it to the State of Montana and let her 
establish a park there, if she wishes to do so, 

The point that is in my mind is this: We know from some 
experience in such matters that the use of a national park and 
the care and details and expense which must necessarily be the 
consequence is a very serious matter. I suppose there are Sen- 
ators here who can tell something about how much it costs the 
Federal Government to keep-up the Yellowstone National Park, 
build its roads, and so forth. 

So far as I can judge from the reading of the bill, the terms 
of it would devolve upon the Interior Department very much . 
the same duties which are devolved upon the Interior Depart- 
ment with reference to the Yellowstone National Park, and we 
shall have not for one year only, but for each year, a large 
expense devolved upon the Federal Government, an expense 
which is borne equally by all sections of the country, for the 
maintenance of this park, beautiful as it doubtless is and grand 
in its scenery, attractive in every way as a place which can 
probably be better devoted to such spectacular uses than to any- 
thing else. But why, with the Federal Government already de- 
voting very large sums of money to national parks in that sec- 
Vion OE D Oiee eee 
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I presume that if there is no expense to be incurred in the 
matter, that the State of Montana could very readily maintain 
it asa park. I am perfectly willing to give it to the State of 
Montana and let it be dedicated in the gift perpetually as a 
reserve for a park. If there is no expense, there is no hard- 
ship upon Montana in taking it and making it a park, and if 
there is an expense, it ought to be very seriously considered 
whether the Federal Government should undertake it. 

Mr, CARTER, Mr. President, upon the general policy of 
public parks I am sure there can be but one opinion. Public 
parks in the cities of the country are a benediction to the 
people residing in densely settled districts. The national parks 
of the United States are all too few in number for the pleasure 
and accommodation of the people of the United States. 

No one who has ever visited the Yellowstone National Park 
can fail to realize that it would have been a public calamity to 
have permitted that wonderland to have passed into private 
ownership. Thousands of people visit that park from all por- 
tions of this country and from nearly all parts of the world 
every year. It is a source of pride to the American people. It 
is pleasure ground which will grow in favor as the years 
go by. 

The section which it is proposed by the bill to establish as a 
park is entirely different from the Yellowstone National Park 
in many respects, The park embraces an area of about 1,400 
square miles. It is between 30 and 40 miles in width and about 
50 miles in length. For boldness of scenery, for the beauty of 
the lakes and the water falls, and for the remarkable glacial 
deposits eternally resting there, it is distinctly unique in all the 
world’s remarkable scenery. There are 16 living glaciers 
within the limits of this proposed park, and these are the only 
living glaciers within the limits of the States this side of 
Alaska. 

As the Senator from Pennsylvania has suggested, the subject 
is not new. The Senate last year passed a bill providing for 
this park, almost identical with the bill here under considera- 
tion. The expenses, Mr. President, will only be such as the 
Congress from time to time, responding to public demand, may 
think proper to incur. 

The construction of wagon roads will probably not be re- 
sorted to in this park to any considerable extent. It is an ex- 
tremely rugged country. Cliffs rising thousands of feet per- 
pendicularly, great waterfalls, glaciers, forests, and all that 
goes to make bold and unique scenery can be reached best 
over ordinary horse trails. It would be exceedingly difficult to 
construct wagon roads through the greater portion of the park. 
There will be a railroad immediately to the west of it. There 
is one to the south of it now. There will be one or two en- 
trances from each of these roads, and at these respective en- 
trances persons, I suppose, will in the future be able to obtain 
pack animals and saddle horses with which to make tours of 
inspection through that rugged and wonderful country. 

The Canadian government has in contemplation the addition 
of a like area to the north of the line, this being with a view 
to providing a refuge for the wild game which now abounds, 
but which will not long continue in that open and unprotected 
region. 

I think this park contains the last distinct habitat of the 
mountain sheep within the limits of the United States. A Sen- 
ator who has visited the place recently spoke of ascending one 
of the pinnacles or cliffs and observing the mountain sheep 
going down to an ancient lick, where salt oozed out of the side 
of the cliff. He said that these sheep had been traveling down 
that mountain cliff until they had worn pathways through the 
solid rock along the trail, and that sometimes these gashes in 
the rocks reached as deep as 2 feet. Through all the centuries 
those interesting animals have been visiting that spot. It is 
surely desirable that this last retreat of this rare class of ani- 
mals should be preserved in some manner from invasion, so 
as to avert extermination. 

Mountain goats abound there also; and it is believed that it 
would be well to set apart this limited patch of ground in all 
the vast extent of the Rocky Mountains where these animals 
can repair in peace to abide and propagate their kind and pre- 
yent the extinction of that species. 

Congress will not be extravagant, Mr. President, in making 
appropriations for building trails, but Congress will in time, and 
without fail, respond to a demand from the people to make ac- 
cessible such remarkable scenic wonders as are to be found in 
that locality alone. 

Two hundred million dollars of the good money of the people 
of the United States are paid out annually by Americans who 
visit the mountains of Switzerland and other parts of Europe. 


I would that our people might direct their course to our own 
grand mountains, where scenery equal to that to be found any- 
where on this globe may be seen and enjoyed. 

The time will come, Mr. President, when our successors here 
will thank us for having taken appropriate action in due sea- 
son to preserve from vandalism and invasion the few remaining 
places of striking grandeur and interest belonging to the Gov- 
ernment on this continent. 

Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, I simply want to supplement 
what the Senator from Montana has referred to by suying that 
this is an international proposition, and it is, therefore, pecu- 
liarly fitting that the National Government should take charge 
of it. To protect the water courses, many of which flow into 
British Columbia, it is necessary to have a Canadian reserva- 
tion on the other side. Negotiations have been pending for 
some time looking toward that action by the Canadian govern- 
ment, to set aside a considerable tract there, so that this park 
will be international in character. It should not, therefore, be 
under the jurisdiction of the State of Montana, but under the 
jurisdiction of the federal authorities, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, mention has been made of 
a map which will give us some insight or light upon the 
location of the proposed park and some railroad rights of way 
that have already been surveyed. I should like to see it. If 
anybody has a copy anywhere and will let us see it we will get 
a little increase in our knowledge of geography, if we do not 
get any increase in our knowledge of any other matter. 

I agree with the Senator from Montana that it is very ridicu- 
lous to me to see the amount of money spent by Americans to 
see the scenery in Europe without having first seen what we 
have at home, because, while I doubt very much whether there 
is in existence anywhere in the world scenery equal to that of 
Switzerland, we have in this country some very remarkable 
things which they have not across the water, and which are 
superior to some of the things over there. But if there is a 
map anywhere around I should like to see it before we pass 
the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the Senator that I have sent for 
a map of the State of Montana that will readily show the 
exact location of this proposed park. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My recollection is that the Flathead River 
must be the headwaters of the Columbia River. 

Mr. CARTER. It is one of the tributaries of the Columbia. 
I think I can describe to the Senator the location of this 
proposed park. 

The park extends over the summit down both sides of the 
main range of the Rocky Mountains at a point just south of 
the intersection of the Canadian line. It is north of the Great 
Northern Railroad and north of the Flathead Lake, with which 
the Senator is familiar, and is west of the Blackfeet Indian 
Reseryation, in what embraces what is called the St. Mary’s 
Lakes and the Lake McDonald country, places that are now 
visited by people each year, as far as accommodations will per- 
mit. A map of the State will show only what I haye sug- 
gested—that it borders the Canadian line and straddles the 
Rocky Mountains and extends about 40 miles to the south of 
the Canadian line. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to be protected by nature, without 
our setting it aside, because it is practically inaccessible. 

Mr. CARTER. The difficulty, as the Senator understands, 
is that the hunter, if not restrained, will pursue those timid 
animals—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then this is really an establishment of a 
game preserve, in a way? 

Mr. CARTER. Undoubtedly it will operate as a game 
preserve. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is more that than anything else. : 

Mr. CARTER. It will operate as a game preserve and will 
operate to place some kind of police regulation in a country that 
is now without any particular kind of protection. 


GOVERNMENT OF ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5436) to create a legislative 
council in the district of Alaska, to confer legislative powers 
thereon, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAZIER] I ask that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside for the day, without preju- 
dice, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none. 
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THE GLACIER NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CARTER. If there is not objection, I should like to have 
a vote taken on Senate bill 2777. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no desire to be placed 
in the position of objecting, but I am not ready to vote on the 
bili, and I should like to have it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over on the objection 
of the Senator from Idaho. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by M. C. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the following joint resolutions: 

On January 20, 1910: 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest 
accrued since June 30, 1909. 

On January 24: 8 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution authorizing the President of 
the United States to invite the States to participate in the 
Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. OWEN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate Senate 
bill 4089. It is a bill for the construction of a bridge across 
Red River, and has been amended by the House to insert the 
words “lift or draw,” so as to make it a drawbridge instead 
of a plain bridge. I shall move the acceptance of the House 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4089) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Red River and 
to establish it as a post-road, which was, in line 4, after “ main- 
tain a,” to insert “lift or draw.” 

Mr. OWEN. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will 
proceed with the calendar, under Rule VIII. 

The bill (H. R. 15387) authorizing the town of Bass Brook 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca 
County, Minn., was announced as next in order on the calendar, 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, preceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VALE LAND DISTRICT IN OREGON. 


The bill (S. 5125) authorizing the creation of an additional 
land district in the State of Oregon, to be known as the “ Vale 
land district,” was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. There is a report. 

Mr. KEAN. It is creating an additional land office. 
want to know is the necessity for it. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. There is a report. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 3, after 
the word “to,” to strike out “its intersection with the range 
line between ranges 34 and 35 east; thence south along said 
range line,” and to insert “the northwest corner of township 
81 south, range 35 east; thence south along the range line be- 
tween ranges 34 and 35 east to the southwest corner of town- 
ship 37 south, range 35 east; thence west along the north bound- 
ary of township 38 south to the northwest corner of township 
38 south, range 35 east; thence south along the range line be- 
tween ranges 34 and 85 south,” so as to make the section read: 

That an additional land district is hereby created in the State of 
Oregon, to embrace lands described as follows: Commencing at a point 
where the township line between townships 11 and 12 south Intersects the 
Snake River; thence west along seid township line to its intersection 
with the northwest corner of township 12 south, range 36 east; thence 
south on the r line between ranges 35 and 36 east to its inter- 
section with the fourth standard pee south; thence east on said 
fourth standard parallel south to its intersection with the range line 
between ranges 36 and 37 east; thence south along said range ties to 
its intersection with the sixth standard parallel south; thence west 
along said sixth 8 south to the northwest corner of township 
31 south, range 35 east; thence south along the range line between 
ranges 34 and 35 east to the southwest corner of township 37 south 
range 35 east; thence west along the north boundary of township 3s 
Ehence south along the. range ise betwen ranges S3 ard A ee de 

and 35 
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line to its intersection 

regon and Idaho; thence 
north and northerly along said boundary to rg of 8 
and that Vale, Malheur County, within sald district, is hereby desig- 
nated as the site for the land office thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, page 2, line 23, after 
the word “ Burns,” to insert “and La Grande; “ and in line 
23, after the word “land,” to strike out “office” and insert 
“ offices,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause all plats, ma 
records, and papers in the Burns and La Grande land offices which 
relate to or form a necessary part of the record of the lands embraced 
in the land district hereby created to be transferred to the same, and 


said district created as aforesaid shall be known as the “ Vale land 
district.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


STATUS OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS, 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) adjusting the status of 
certain officers of the army as to their period of service, re- 
quired by the act of Congress approved June 30, 1882, to entitle 
an army officer to retirement on his own application, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the 
period of service entitling an army officer to retirement on his 
own application, as required by act of Congress approved June 
30, 1882, shall include all service rendered by such officers as 
cadets at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., or 
subsequent to graduation therefrom, or to service as commis- 
sioned officers of the navy, or to both. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask how far the joint resolu- 
tion extends this service, whether it extends back to the pri- 
mary school or not? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it gives a status to officers 
of the army, who have also served in the navy, who may retire 
before they reach the regular retirement age, so that they may 
have the benefit of the army time served, plus the navy time, 
whatever it may be, whether in the navy as an officer or a stu- 
dent at Annapolis. The same provision prevails now as to an 
officer in the navy who left the West Point school or left the 
army. It is to count the two services together. 

Mr. KEAN. That is satisfactory. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF GEORGE A. ARMSTRONG, 


The bill (S. 4780) for the relief of the heirs of George A. 
Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pay to the heirs of George A. Armstrong, late 
captain Company D, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, $532.45, as pay 
and emoluments from January 28, 1864, to May 30, 1864, in- 
clusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ; 


and Nevada; thence east along said boun 
with the boundary line between the States of 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, ’ 
Wednesday, January 26, 1910, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 25, 1910. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Wiliam D. Frazee, of Mississippi, to be United States attor- 
ney for the northern district of Mississippi. (A reappointment, 
his term having expired.) 

Charles A. Houts, of Missouri, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Henry W. Blodgett, 
resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Samuel S. Robison to be a commander in 
the navy from the 27th day of December, 1909, vice Commander 
Roy C. Smith, promoted. 
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Lieut- Commander Charles F. Hughes to be a commander tm} 


the navy from the 9th day of January, 1910, vice Commander 
Robert S. Griffin. promoted. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant paymasters in 
the navy from the 19th day of January, 1910,. to fill. vacancies 
existing in. that grade on that. date: 

Duette W. Rose, a citizen of New York; 

Irwin D., Coyle; w citizen of New Jersey; and 

Paul A. Clarke, a citizen of South. Carolina. 


PosTMASTERS, 
NEW YORK. 
Edmund W. Voorhies to be postmaster at Brooklyn, N. Y., 
in place of George H. Roberts, jr. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 20, 1909. 


Nathan A. Warren to be postmaster at Yonkers, N. X., in 
place of John N. Parsons, resigned, 
WISCONSIN. 
Everett A. Upham to be postmaster at Marshfield, Wis., in 
place of John F. Cole. Incumbents: commission expires Febru- 
ary 22, 1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nomination confirmed ty tlie Senate January. 24, 1910. 
POSTMASTER. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Julian F. Trask, at Laconia, N. H. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 25, 1910. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Lawson Reno to: be collector of internal revenue for the sec- 
ond district of Kentucky. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Alexander G. M. Robertson to be United States district judge 

of Hawaii. 
CHIEF JUSTICE oF THE SupREME COURT oF ARIZONA, 

Edward Kent to be chief justice of the supreme court of 

Arizona. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT or HAWAI. 

John T. De Bolt to be associate justice of the supreme court 

of Hawaii. 
JUDGE OF THE Crncuirt Courr or HAWAI 

William J. Robinson to be third judge of the circuit court of 

the first circuit of Hawaii. 
UNITED: States ATTORNEYS. 

Ernest F. Cochran to be United States attorney for the dis- 
trict of South Carolina. 

John M. Cheney to be United States attorney for the south- 


ern district of Florida. 
Lunsford E. Lewis to be United States attorney for the east- 


erm district of Virginia: 
UNITED STATES: MARSHALS. 
William P. Warner to be United States marshal, district. of 
Nebraska. 
Asbury B. Patrick to be United States marshal for the east- 


ern district of Kentucky. 
Unten States marshal for the southern 


John F. Horr to be 
district of Florida. 

Frederick W.. Collins to be United: States’ marshal for the 
southern district of Mississippi. 

Harry S. Hubbard to be United States marshal for Porto 


Rico. 
Clarence G. Smithers to be United States marshal for the 


eastern district of Virginia. 
Charles J. Haubert to be United States marshal for the east- 
ern district of New York. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Oscar A. Janes to be pension agent at Detroit, Mich. 
REGISTERS: OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Charles F. Hartman to be register of the land office at Du- 


luth, Minn. 
Thomas V. Davis to be register of the land office at Eyans- 


ton, Wyo. 


PROMOTIONS: IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
Second Lieut. Stuart A. Howard to be first IESE 


FIELD’: ARTILLERY ARM. 


Maji Charles G. Treat to be liewtenant-colonel.. 
Capt. George Le R. Irwin to be major. 

First Lieut. Harrie F. Reed to be captain. 

Second: Lieut. Frank Thorp, jr., to be first lieutenant. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 
To be second lieutenant with rank from January 18, 1910. 
George Stevens Gay. i 
INFANTRY ARM. n 
To be second lieutenants with rank from January 18, 1910. 


Clarence McCain McMurray. 
Guy Ichabod Rewe. 

John Magruder: 

Charles Martin Everitt. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Aaron Ward to be a rear-admiral. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert W. Kessler to be a lieutenant. 
9 17 70 0 (Junior Grade) Wiliam D. Greetham to be a lieu- 
enant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur ©. Kail to be a lieutenant, 
Midshipman Garret L. Schuyler to be an: ensign. 
Carpenter Lawrence A. Maaske to be a chief carpenter, 


PoOSTMASTERS, 
ARKANSAS, 


Edgar H. Finch, at Crossett, Ark. 

Bryant W. Ford, at Mammoth Spring, Ark, 
James W.. Grubbs, at Newport, Ark. 

John H.. McPherson, at Paragould, Ark. 
Osear D. Sanborn, at Blytheville, Ark. 

H. C. Wade, at Batesville, Ark. 


MICHIGAN, 


Guy R. Fogelgren, at Stambaugh, Mich. 
Henry A. Graves, at Quincy, Mich. 

John W. Hance, at Mount Pleasant, Mich, 
James G. Hayden, at Cassopolis, Mich, 
Samuel C. Kirkbride, at Clare, Mich. 

Albert. Kleinschmidt, at Pigeon, Mich. 

John Y. Martin, at Corunna, Mich. 

Albert W. Munger, at Freeland, Mich. 
Fernando D. Petermann, at Kearsarge, Mich. 
Joseph E. Watson, at Bronson, Mich, 


NEW YORK. 


George L. Bowers, at Vernon, N. Y. 
William. L. Crothers, at Phelps, N. V. 
Frank W. James, at Naples, N. Y. 
Edmund W. Voorhies, at Brooklyn, N. V. 
Nathan A. Warren, at Yonkers, N. X. 
Dayton H. Whipple, at Altamont, N. X. 
Fred M. Woolley, at Boonville, N. V. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Mathilda Lowden, at Bowman, N. Dak.. 
OKLAHOMA, 
Benjamin E. Adams, jr., at Okeene, Okla. 
John J. Burke, at Norman, Okla. 
Elmer E. Darrough, at Pondcreek, Okla.. 
Ephraim: R. Dawson, at Taloga, Okla, 
Elva U. Ferguson, at Watonga, Okla. 
Bruce McKinley, at Eufaula, Okla. 
John ©. Morphis, at Cleveland, Okla. 
Erling Sarjent, at Luther, Okla. 
Samuel C. Timmons, at Aline, Okla. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Eliza Appelt, at Manning, S. C. 
Thomas E. Husbands; at Dillon, S. C. 
Luther McLaurin, at McColl, S. C. 
Isham A, Mayfield, at Greer, S. C. 
Preston Rion, at Winnsboro, S. C. 
Eugene M. Peeples; at Hampton, S. C. 
Robinson P. Searson, at Allendale,. S. C. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Henrietta R. Dahlman, at Marion, S. Dak. 
Robert E. Dye, at Alpena, S. Dak. 
Anthony H. Rudd, at Garretson, S. Dak, 


f- WYOMING. 
Joseph Iredale, at Rock Springs, Wyo. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, January 25, 1910. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by Rev. Arthur H. Thompson, of the Waugh Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PERKINS, by direction of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, presented the bill (H. R. 19255) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1911, which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr, BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will state it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, during 
my absence from the session of the House, the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Macon] used this language upon the floor in 
relation to myself and others. It is found on page 931 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first column: 

The Members who went abroad were Messrs. DILLINGHAM, Latimer, BUR- 
NETT, BENNET of New York, HOWELL of New Jersey, and Wheeler,and they 
were accompanied by their families and two of the secretaries of the 
commission, one of them a Mr. Crane, whom I am advised is a nephew 
of Senator CRANE, of Massachusetts, and the other, Mr. Husband, Bena- 
tor DILLINGHAM’s secretary. In fact, all of the members of the com- 
mission, except BURNETT and HOWELL of New Jersey, took a private 
secretary along to do such work as was absolutely necessary to be done 
while they, the commission, had fun. 

It seems to me that clearly presents a question of privilege, 
being an attack upon a Member of the House in his official 
capacity, and I desire to make some remarks concerning not 
only that particular paragraph, but the entire speech of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Also, further in the remarks, 
the gentleman makes the following incorrect statement: 


I understand that Mr. Bennet of New York and his secretary have 
been abroad several times at the expense of the commission. Ile is 
one of the three members of the steering committee. 


There is no steering committee. I have not been abroad sev- 
eral times with secretaries. I haye been abroad once with the 
commission and once unaccompanied. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker 

-Mr. BENNET of New York. I have the floor. 

Mr. MACON, I only want to make a request that the gentle- 
man be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman desires to ask 
me a question, I will yield. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the gentle- 
man making a statement in regard to this matter. He will 
observe that throughout my remarks I said that I had been 
advised on this and that matter, and the gentleman does not 
deny that I had. I hope he will not undertake to deny that I 
was in possession of information upon which to predicate my 
remarks. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the general statement 
that any person who informed the gentleman of many of the 
things put in here, that they were not only false, but willfully, 
maliciously, and wantonly false on the part of the gentleman’s 
informant. 

Mr. MACON. 
tion if he can. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. And that the gentleman from 
Arkansas, had he desired, could have found some of the mat- 
ters to be false—nearly all of the matters were false—by refer- 
ence to the commissioner's office, within five minutes. In refer- 
ence to a junket, the entire expense of the trip abroad of the 
commission appears as Senate Document 1485 of the Sixtieth 
Congress, second session, on page 44. Absolutely accessible. 

Mr. MACON. Nobody questions that 

Mr. BENNET of New York (continuing). And as to the gen- 
tleman’s reference to the white-slave traffic, of course the gen- 
tleman could have found the facts with reference to that set 
out in a document, an official document of the Senate, published 
within a few weeks of this session; and if I can continue in 
an orderly manner, I will take up seriatim every statement, 
every allegation, made by the gentleman from Arkansas, 


The gentleman may specify the false informa- 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, but 
Mr. BENNET of New York (continuing). 
this information was absolutely false. 


And show that 


Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will yield, I will state that 
I am very anxious for the gentleman to clear up any mis- 
statement that I have made in regard to the procedure of this 
commission. I want him to satisfy this House of the falsity of 
the information I have had. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I desire either to make my own 
statement or have a ruling as to the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. MACON. I do not object to the gentleman proceeding. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The statement, so far as I have 
read it, is incorrect in many particulars. The inference in- 
tended to be drawn from the statement that the Members 
mentioned were accompanied by their families, the inference 
that that was at the expense of the United States Government— 
I desire to say that that statement is absolutely erroneous. 
There were six of us that went abroad. We were gone for 
three months, We were accompanied by seven employees, and 
the total traveling expenses of these 13 men for three months, 
on the continent of Europe, traveling as we had to do as com- 
oo of the best Government under the sun, amounted to 

13,000. 

I am informed, or infer, rather, that my colleague, Mr. 
Burnett, has put his total expenses in the Recorp. If not, I 
will—$959.12 for a three months’ trip. That does not look 
much like a junket. Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey, $953.38. My 
own, including expenses not only of myself, but of Mr. Bur- 
NETT, Senator Latimer, and either one or two employees, all 
through Sicily, $1,420.48, including, I repeat, not only my per- 
sonal expenses, but the expenses of the party on a trip through 
Sicily. That does not look to me like a junket or like hay- 
ing fun. 

Now, the gentleman from Arkansas has accused me of neg- 
lecting my work; that which I was directed to do by the 
Congress of the United States, giving the work to a secretary 
and doing nothing but have fun. First, the gentleman could 
have found the facts about this by asking me or by consult- 
ing the record. I appointed no secretary; I had no secre- 
tary; I did not have any secretary with me from either.my 
State or district. 

I will enumerate for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Arkansas and the House the names of the employees and the 
reasons for the appointment of each, with one exception, and 
that I will allude to. 

We took first Mr. Husband, the secretary of the commission, 
a man from Vermont, appointed, I think, on my own sugges- 
tion, because he had been the clerk of the Senate Committee on 
Immigration and was the most proficient man that I knew of 
personally in Washington in relation to immigration. 

We went down to the Bureau of Immigration, and we got 
from there the best report that had ever been made to the 
Bureau of Immigration by an agent sent abroad, which was 
made by Dr. Maurice Fishberg, of New York. We took him 
at the same salary that the Bureau of Immigration had paid 
when he went abroad for thèm. We took one stenographic 
clerk for the use of the six members of the commission, a Mr. 
Hicker, from California. We took one personal employee, a 
Mr. Carpenter, of South Carolina, appointed at the request of 
Senator Latimer, who is dead. We took one stenographic re- 
porter to report public hearings, Mr. Milton Blumenburg, said 
to be the most proficient man in that line in the world. That 
made six. On the ship we came to the conclusion that our 
commission when it got abroad would have to divide, that it 
probably would have to divide into two parts. On that ship 
there was an immigration inspector going abroad with an in- 
sane alien. He was a stenographer as well as an expert in rela- 
tion to immigration, and the only difference was that his salary 
as an inspector from the time he was with us was paid by our 
commission instead of by the bureau and that we paid his ex- 
penses. 

Now, as to a junket; and if I take a. good deal of the time 
of the House, I will not apologize, because an attack of this 
character upon a Member of the House, charging him with a 
misuse of public funds and with the neglect of public duties, 
requires at the hands of the man accused instant, complete, and 
full refutation. [Applause.] There sits before me my col- 
league on the commission, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Burnett], and I will welcome any interruption if I do not state 
the actual facts in relation to any statement that I make. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT] is oppositeeto me in 
party, but fair in spirit; opposite to me in views on immigration, 
but that fact has never led himself nor myself to say a deroga- 
tory word one of the other. 
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We landed in Naples on the 3lst of May. We were met at 
the deck by the American consul at Naples and the American 
consul at Messina, and that very afternoon we conferred as to 
work abroad. Work in Naples commenced immediately. Naples 
is the largest port of departure of the south Italians, one of the 
peoples as to whom there ought to be the greatest amount of 
investigation and study. We investigated in Naples the method 
of physical examination. We investigated the methods of de- 
parture, of embarkation. We went on board a steamer, the 
Florida, then being laden for the United States, and Mr. Wheeler 
and myself—Mr. Wheeler being one of the commissioners—in- 
vestigated the conditions of the immigrant home in Naples, that 
institution being one maintained by the state in Naples. 

I will plead guilty, while in Naples, to one day’s vacation that 
I took on my whole trip. I went out to Pompeii at my own ex- 
pense, and I should have felt guilty ever afterwards if I had 
not done so. 

We had not been in Naples four days, including Sunday, be- 
fore Senator Latimer, Mr. BURNETT, and myself, with one em- 
ployee, as I recall, started for a trip through Sicily. My col- 
league [Mr. Burnett] will bear me out that on that trip through 
Sicily we started our investigations early in the morning and 
kept at them until late at night, until both he and Senator 
Latimer stated that there was no further need of remaining in 
Sicily. I recall distinctly one night at Siracusa working until 
we fell asleep at the hearing, because on a matter of that kind 
the late Senator Latimer was an idefatigable worker. 

From Sicily my colleagues came back to Rome. I remained 
behind. I came through Calabria, because in the investiga- 
tions that had been made by the Bureau of Immigration to that 
date no agent had ever gone back amongst the people from 
whom the immigrants come, and you will search the investiga- 
tions of the bureau in vain to find a report from any man who 
went other than to the ports of embarkation or to the capitals 
of countries abroad or to chief cities. It is from Calabria that 
many come who are criticised, and neither the commission nor 
I would have felt that we were doing justice to what we had 
been directed to do, if this had not been done; for it must be 
borne in mind that we were specifically directed by the law 
that was passed to go to Europe. 

I came out from Calabria and went directly from there to 
Rome, where in the meantime the remainder of the commis- 
sion had gone. The night that I got there we held a meeting 
of the commission and divided ourselves into three parts. 
I was assigned to Greece, Syria, and Roumania, and this hay- 
ing been spoken of as a junket, I might say that never having 
been in Rome before in my life, having read of ancient and 
classical Rome from the time of my boyhood up, I came into 
and went out of Rome without seeing St. Peters, without seeing 
the Coliseum, without seeing the Appian Way, without seeing 
one historical monument except one, and that the two days I 
spent in Rome were taken up by an official visit made by Sen- 
ator Latimer, Mr. BURNETT, and myself to the King of Italy, 
which it was a pleasure, as well as our duty, to pay as commis- 
sioners, having in mind the high position of our country and 
the importance of the mutual interests of the two countries; 
and in attending an official reception of the then ambassador 
of this country to Italy. 

I started immediately upon my work. I stopped one day in 
Milan and arranged work for the committee that was to follow 
me. I went to Venice, and was there a day and a half, and 
then went up into the only seaport of Austria—Fiume—and 
then went back with Mr. Wheeler amongst the Croatians and 
Hungarians, and from there to Trieste, and took ship and went 
directly to Greece. I remained in Greece about a week, investi- 
gating that particularly important emigration, and from there 
went down to Syria, a place the interior of which was never 
visited before by any person who was sent out by the United 
States in relation to immigration, a particularly important 
place, because I found that one-third of the people that come 
from Syria are afflicted with an eye disease known as trachoma, 
and that is in the official report of this commission. 

From there, without loss of time, I went into Roumania, an 
extremely interesting country, from which 55,000 immigrants 
have come to this country since 1899, Jewish immigrants, con- 
cerning whom Secretary Hay thought it important enough to 
write an official note addressed to all the European governments, 
signatory powers to the treaty of Berlin. 

I made an exhaustive investigation at Bukharest, Frumos, 
Botosani, Padula-Iloe, Dorohoiu, Ploesci, Jassy, and other places 
in Roumania, and came back, the only man connected with im- 
migration who has been present and able to state what the con- 
ditions in Roumania are in relation to the emigration there to- 
day. That completed my official tour. I could have devoted, if 
I pleased, the remainder of my time to a leisurely trip back to 


I did not do it. 


Liverpool, where we were to take the steamer. 
I went into Russia, traveling, as I had to travel, in second-class 
cars; went to Berdichey, a place that never before had seen an 
American-born citizen. From there I went to Kiev and War- 
saw, where I went through every slur; then visited Vilna and 
Bialystok, places from which the people emigrate to this coun- 
eee and then into Germany at Eydtkunen and back to Liver- 
poo: 


I was not one single day absent from my work, and the 
length of the trip which I have sketched—from Sicily in the 
south to the North Sea in the north, to Bethlehem on the south 
and Kief on the east—all over the map of Europe from which 
emigration comes except the one place, Austria, indicate what 
a futile and what a ridiculous thing is the charge that the trip 
like that was a junket. 

I was to be accompanied on my southern trip by Mr. HOWELL, 
my colleague, for whom I bave a regard that is so high as to 
be affectionate. He was delegated to go with me on that trip. 
Just at that time his health gave way. He thought that, being 
somewhat advanced in years, he could not take that southern 
trip in July and August. 

He therefore went with Mr. Burnett and Mr. Latimer up 
through Germany and northern Italy, leaving the harder and 
longer trip to me, the youngest member of the commission. I 
took one man, who was necessary. I speak no foreign language, 
and I took with me Mr. Hicker, a stenographer, who speaks 
both French and German. It was absolutely necessary in trav- 
eling through this country at that time. He was not my secre- 
tary. He was appointed from California an employee of the 
commission, and each of the others took with them at least 
one of the employees of the commission, and some two, as 
gentlemen will see, as there were seven, and I took but one; 
and in the trip through Roumania and Russia I had sent to me 
Doctor Fishberg, from New York, who speaks Russian and some 
Slavic languages. 

Now, there are some other things I wish to speak of, but 
before that I want to say a word about this question of finance 
in accusing the whole nine of us of wasting the people’s money. 
What are the facts? This immigration bill of 1907 came up on 
this floor in the spring of 1906. There was a fair, square fight 
on this floor on one question, and that was whether the head 
tax should be increased. Every immigrant who came into this 
country at that time paid a head tax of $2. The proposition 
was to raise it to $5, and we fought it out, disassociated from 
eyery other issue, and the House decided by a vote of 94 to 79 
not to increase the head tax. 

Then there was the immigration-commission feature, section 
39 of the bill. As to that, there were complications. It was 
first brought to the attention of the House by the gentleman 
from Missouri, Doctor BARTHOLDT. There was a demand all over 
the country, that this question that affects 14 per cent of our 
population directly, and the other 86 per cent of our population 
indirectly, should be investigated. Here is what the commission 
was directed to do, and this was nothing that was drafted by 
the commission. This was no pretext for a junket, This was 
the solemn and deliberate act; first, of the House, then of the 
Senate, and then of the conference committee: 


That a commission is hereby created, consisting of three Senators to be 
appointed by the President of the Senate, and three Members of the House 
of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
pare and three persons to be appointed by the President of the 
United States. Said commission shall make full inquiry, examination, 
= art stan canon by subcommittee or otherwise into the subject of im- 
migration— 


Mr. Speaker, could there be a broader direction to a specific 


“duty than is contained in that language?— 


For the purpose of said inquiry, examination, and investigation, said 
commission is authorized to send for ee ee make all 
necessary travel, either in the United States or in foreign countries, 
prow A the e of the commission administer oaths, and so 
orth. 

Such sums of money as may be necessary for the said inquiry, ex- 
amination, and inv: 


paion are hereby appropriated and autho: 
to be paid out of the immigrant fund, on the certificate of the chair- 
man of said commission, including all expenses of cómmissioners, and 


a reasonable compensation to be by the President of the United 
States for those members of the commission who were not members of 


Congress. 

Then there are provisions for calling international commis- 
sions or sending special commissioners abroad, neither of which 
has as yet been utilized. When that bill went into conference 
the conferees on the part of the Senate were Senators DILLING- 
HAM, of Vermont; Lobo, of Massachusetts; and McLaurin, of 
Mississippi. On the part of the House there were Mr. HOWELL, 
of New Jersey; Mr. Rupert, then a Member of the House from 
New York; and myself. We knew that would cost money. 
Anyone could see that, and we provided for it in the bill, be- 
cause one of the reasons that induced Mr. Rupert, Mr. HOWELL, 
and myself as House conferees to consent to an increase in the 
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head tax was the fact that we were going, by unanimous vote 
of the conferees, to put that commission provision in this 
statute, and we raised the head tax on every alien from $2 to 
$4. Since that time, up to the Ist of December last, there have 
come into this country under that increased head tax 1,888,000 
people, so that because of the increased expense of the act, 
increased also because of the information bureau and because 
of the stricter enforcement of the law, this bill, drafted prac- 
tically by the conferees as to that section, has brought into the 
Treasury of the United States over $4,000,000 in addition to 
what would otherwise have come. In other words, instead of 
pera a drain upon the finances of the country, the result of 
this legislation of 1907 has been to increase the amount in the 
Treasury about $3,300,000. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. If section 39 of the bill 
had not been altered by inserting the immigration commission 
in place of a head tax, and the rest of the bill had remained the 
same, is it not true that to-day we would have had a great deal 
more in the Treasury? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; it is not true, and there is 
no way by which it can be demonstrated, because it is not the 
fact. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The head tax of $4 would 
have increased the revenue and there would have been but one 
deduction, and that is the new imspectors for contract labor. 
There would have been no deduction for this exceedingly ex- 
pensive commission. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, my personal friend, did not do me the 
honor to pay attention to what I was saying, because I gave 
him my personal assurance as one of the late conferees that the 
$4 head tax would not be in the law if it had not been that we 
knew the Immigration Commission would be expensive, and as 
one of the men who signed that report I have knowledge as to 
what I am saying, and I have a right to say it. Therefore, we 
are better off by $3,300,000. 

Gentlemen say that this commission has been expensive—six 
hundred and fifty thousand and odd dollars. That is a good deal 
of money, and I am glad to demonstrate to the House at the 
very first opportunity that we did not spend that sum of money 
in a junket, but $640,000 in an investigation in the United States 
and $18,000 for our expenses in $5,000 for steamship 
fare, making for the trip abroad for six commissioners and 
seven employees $20,000. That is a pretty meager amount of 
junket, and both of my colleagues here will bear me out that 
the expense of that trip to each one of us was greater in the 
aggregate sum than the sum we charged to the Government for 
official expenses. Furthermore, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon], it was proposed that we should 
do as we might have done, grant ourselves a lump sum for that 
purpose. I objected, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Burnett] objected, as did also the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Howl. We insisted that every cent we spent should 
be itemized; that every cent should have a voucher. And I will 
say to the gentleman from Arkansas—— 

Mr. MACON rose. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Let me conclude that state- 
ment—that if he wants to so spend the time he can go to the 
files of the Treasury and he can find out what it cost me for 
every egg I ate for breakfast on the whole trip. [Applause.] 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] went and looked 
that all up. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is it not a fact that in getting checks issued 
by the disbursing clerk we had to lose the premiums and paid 
it out of our own pockets? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes, every time; and, further- 
more, as I have been accused in reference to finance, the thing 
men in public life want to keep the straightest and cleanest, 
out of my total expenditure of $1,420 for the trip the suspended 
items—not rejected, but the ones which were held for inyesti- 
gation as to inaccuracies and everything of that kind—out of 
the entire amount of $1,420, amounted to $20.85. [Applause.] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I will state that some Member 
upon the floor of the Honse yesterday stated that $90,000 was 
own out of the immigration fund by the commission on the 
trip. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That was the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] ; but he did not state it exactly that 
way. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman explain what became of 
that 890,000? 
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Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated the gentleman from Minnesota had stated 
to him that the commission had drawn a check on the Govern- 
ment for $90,000. Assuming that to be accurate, that simply 
meant our disbursing officer drew that amount of money, 
$90,000, which remained there until it was expended, both on 
the trip abroad, of $20,000, and all subsequent expenditures in 
this country of the ordinary sort until that sum was exhausted, 
as it has been many times over. It had no connection with 
the trip abroad, and if the gentleman from Minnesota or the 
gentleman from Ivanla or the gentleman from Arkansas, 
any one of the three, had looked at page 44 of Senate pamphlet 
1489, Sixtieth Congress, second session, they would have found 
to a cent what the foreign trip cost, in the records and files of 
this House. If he had depended upon the records—I allude 
now simply to the gentleman from Arkansas—if he had de- 
pended upon the records of this House instead of the statement 
of uninformed and possibly malicious people, he would have 
been able to have given this House yesterday, and the country, 
more accurate information. [Applause.] 

Now, I go back to some other portion of the report. First, I 
call attention to another personal reference to myself. The 
gentleman from Arkansas has sat in his seat here this session; 
I have been absent but one day, and that was yesterday, and 
the gentleman could have found out these things—whether they 
are right or not—by asking me, and the gentleman knows it. 
He says: 

1 understand that Mr. BENNET of New York and his secretary have 
been abroad several times at the expense of the commission. He is one 
of the three members of the steering committee. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no steering committee. I never heard 
the expression before in my life. I do not know where the 
gentleman got it, because there is not a man who is directly 
connected or informed in reference to the matters of the Immi- 
gration Committee who ever used that phrase, and if the gen- 
tleman did not evolve it out of his own imagination, as he says 
he did not, I am charitable enough to think he must have mis- 
understood his badly informed informant. [Applause.] He 
says: 

I understand that Mr. BENNET of New York and his secretary have 
been abroad several times at the expense of the commission. 

I never took a secretary abroad in my life on any trip, and 
I went twice. I went to Italy on the 9th of November, 1907, 
sailing from New York, and it was because we regarded the 
question of Italian immigration as tremendously important to 
this country. We had not concluded our investigations to my 
satisfaction. I had taken down with me a member of the 
Royal Italian commission of immigration. We had arranged 
a system of questions. We had also not completed the work in 
Greece to my satisfaction. Gentlemen may not think our in- 
vestigations very conclusive, but the Italian Government did, 
because it paid us the high compliment of instant imitation, and 
we had scarcely shaken the dust of Italy from our feet before 
the Italian Government appointed a commission and sent it 
down through that country. 

There were members of Parliament, with adequate equip- 
ment far greater than ours. They remained there for weeks, 
asking of the people of those villages the same questions that we 
had asked, almost word for word. When I got to Rome on my 
second trip I found that information collected. I had it copied, 
through the courtesy of the commissioner there, and we have it 
for our final report. When that was done I went over into the 
Greek Mountains, where there never had been before anyone 
connected with immigration. I did not stop at the ports, but 
I spent Thanksgiving Day, 1907, in the mountains of the 
Morea, in a village of only 1,200, or, rather, in a city adjacent 
to the village, and from this village of 1,200, small as it was, 
200 people had come to the United States. I went amongst the 
kind of Greeks that come to this country. And when that work 
was done I came directly back to the United States, 

The gentleman from Arkansas says that I was on a junket. 
I had never been in Paris before in my life. I arrived there 
on Saturday at 11 o’clock a. m. The next train out was at 
half past 2 Sunday afternoon. I took it. On my return I ar- 
rived at 6.30 in the morning; the next train that I could get 
was at ten minutes to 10 that morning. I took that. I have 
the record of the two shortest visits to Paris that any American 
ever paid. [Applause.] And yet the gentleman calls it a 
junket and says that we were over there for fun. 

Now, as to the criticism of my associates, I will say that one 
is dead, and I trust that the gentleman from Arkansas, even the 
gentleman from Arkansas, will not include in his condemnation 
the dead, and the dead of his own political faith gnd household. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield to me there? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 
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Mr. MACON. 


Does the gentleman find a single criticism that 
I made of the dead in my remarks? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 


Mr. MACON. In my remarks of yesterday? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; because if we were negli- 
gent, if we were on a junket, if we were wasting the people's 
money, the whole nine of us, living and dead, were doing it. 

Mr. MACON. Did I not say in my remarks yesterday that 
the dead Member had declared that unless the commission got 
to work it was his purpose to come home on the next vessel and 
make a report of the delay, and but for that they never would 
have gone to work? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That pleasant and inaccurate 
remark is in the gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. MACON. We all know that the minority can not control 
the action of the majority. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am making this speech. There 
never has been in the commission a division on a line of ma- 
jority and minority, and all the yotes of the commission, with 
one exception, in which my colleague [Mr. Burnerr] voted, I 
think, in the negative, were unanimous. We went into this in 
the spirit of investigation, dropped politics and our personal 
views, and took as our motto that there was no man on the 
commission that was afraid of a fact. 

Mr. MACON. I have seen minorities in churches, as well as 
in polities. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman had limited his 
remarks yesterday to churches, I would not be talking now, 
{Laughter.} We are talking about immigration commissions. 

Mr. MACON. I am talking about minorities. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman says: 

The Immigration Commission, created by the immigration act of 
Febrnary 20, 1907, is composed of three Senators, three Representatives, 
and three lay members, the latter being Commissioner of Labor Charles 
P, Neill, Prof. Jeremiah W. Jenks, of Cornell University, an institution 
that has been accused of playing politics all the time, and William R. 
Wheeler, of San Francisco, Cal., who has been for some time since 
secretary of the Merchants’ Shipping Association of that city, at a 
salary of $10,000 per year. 

I have lived in New York State pretty nearly forty years. 
Cornell University has been there longer than I have. Founded 
by the beneficence of Ezra Cornell, it is a great institution, de- 
voted largely now to the twin projects of agriculture and for- 
estry. If there is anyone among my 36 colleagues who will get 
up on the floor and say that they have ever known Cornell 
University going into politics in any way, I would like to hear 
them do so now. I never have heard it. It is a school, a col- 
lege, a poor boy’s college. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just there? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. In the letter that I quoted from, that was 
written by the registrar of the university, it is specifically 
stated that Professor Jenks is the professor of 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Politics. 

Mr. MACON. Politics, yes; political economy and politics. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Sure! [Laughter.] If the 
gentleman can not draw the distinction between a well- 
known branch of political economy that is taught in every uni- 
versity, north and south, east and west, throughout this broad 
land, and in his statement “of Cornell University, an institu- 
tion accused of playing politics,” I admit I can not help it. 
[Langhter.] That is all I desire to say about that. 

Now as to the salaries. The salaries of the commissioners 
were fixed at $7.500 on an order of the President of the United 
States. It was inevitable that they would be fixed at the same 
salary as that of a Congressman. Mr. Neill was already draw- 
ing $5,000, and he drew $2,500 in addition. Professor Jenks— 
and I say it with all due knowledge of the work that has been 
done by the members, living and dead—Professor Jenks has 
done the most valuable work of any member on the commission, 
The gentleman proves that he devoted only three days a week 
during college time to it. I admit it. But the gentleman did 
not say, which he could have found, that in the summer of 
1907, when Professor Jenks was entitled to three or four 
months’ vacation between the sessions of the college, that he 
put in that entire vacation in the investigation of three of 
the most important things in immigration—first, the white- 
slave traffic: second, the importation of Chinese; and, third, 
alien criminals. 

The gentleman says he did not devote his entire time to it. 
I draw the same amount out of the Treasury that Professor 
Jenks did. If I get a chance between the sessions of Congress, 
I practice law. Possibly the gentleman wraps himself in the 
somber seclusion of his own thoughts and simply thinks about 
his congressional duties in the time between sessions of Con- 


gress. But he has the right to work, if he wants to. [Laughter 
and applause.] And so has Professor Jenks. Professor Jenks 
devoted more time on an average to his work, for which he 
drew the same salary as we did, than an average Member of 
Congress. 

Now, as to Mr. Wheeler. Mr. Wheeler was appointed with- 
out any solicitation on his part, on a telegraphic request of 
the President, to accept this position on the coast, leaving the 
head of a business at $10,000 a year to accept a position on the 
commission at $7,500, and without knowledge of his being able 
to get back on the same plane—an initial loss of $2,500 a year. 
Now, what did he do? He equipped himself thoroughly with 
an investigation of the law, particularly in relation to Chinese. 
He slept nights in the mountains of southern California, watch- 
ing the system of importation of Chinese people. His efforts 
resulted in an entire reformation of the immigration service 
there, and the importation of Chinese from Mexico is almost 
entirely broken up. Then he came here and took a position 
as Assistant Secretary of Commerce and Labor, without in- 
crease of compensation, and, with the knowledge that he had 
and the knowledge that he gained there, redrafted the entire 
immigration statute, and in particular the entire Chinese ex- 
clusion law, worth time after time the whole of his compensa- 
tion, for we spend annually under the Chinese-exclusion act 
$500,000 a year. We could save much of that if we could only 
get proper legislation. 

Professor Jenks had charge of industrial investigations, and 
investigated the white-slave traffic, and, associated with Mr. 
Wheeler, the Chinese investigation, and he gave nights and 
days and, I regret to say, Sundays to the work of the Immi- 
gration Commission. I say it with regret, that during nearly 
three years of service on the commission I have seen him aging 
with the work he has done as a faithful servant of the United 
States Government. [Loud applause.] 

And the gentleman in all fairness ought to have called the 
attention of the House to this fact; that because the collection 
of facts and figures is over, there remains now but the work of 
tabulation, and for that reason this $125,000 provision contains 
this item, at the suggestion of Professor Jenks, Mr. Wheeler, 
and Doctor Neill: “The commission does not ask for any 
further provision for salaries of commissioners,” so that not 
one dollar of that $125,000 would have gone to the salaries of 
the men whom he criticises. : 

The gentleman also says in relation to Professor Jenks: 

I am inclined to think he was placed upon the Immigration Commis- 
sion because of his political connection with the university. 

[Laughter.] 

I pause parenthetically to remark that my colleague from 
that district, Mr. Joun W. Dwicnr, can carry the district in 
which Cornell University is located if all the professors of 
Cornell University together should go out and work against 
him 


Now, here is the serious charge: 


I am advised that the chairman held no meetings of the commission 
for making out the programme of the work of their trip until forced 
to do so by Senator Latimer three weeks after their arrival in Rome, 
and that he was only duced to have a meeting of the commission for 
that purpose at that time because of the Senator's threat to return 
home on the next steamer and inform the press, and the Government 
on the floor of the Senate, that the commission intended merely to delay 
immigration investigations. 


The gentleman from Arkansas says that this is on informa- 
tion and belief. Whoever told the gentleman from Arkansas 
that told him a wicked, cruel, malicious, deliberate lie. [Ap- 
plause.] We commenced to make our plans on the steamer. I 
would like to haye the gentleman put in the record the name 
of his informant; the name of the man who gave him that letter 
from the registrar of Cornell University; the name of the man 
who insults and slanders a Senator of the United States upon 
the floor of this body. I would like the gentleman to put it 
in the RECORD. 

Then, furthermore, the commission never was in Rome three 
weeks, and the gentleman could have found that out easily. 
The meeting at which we were assigned to duty was held the 
very same night that I got back to Rome from my trip through 
Calabria. It is a lie out of whole cloth, and whoever did it must 
have had some malicious purpose; and before I get through I 
will try to name the man who was the source of the informatics: 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, and his reason, and what he 
had done previously along this same line. The gentleman says 
that this commission was criticised on the floor of the Senate, 
and that a resolution was drawn; but the gentleman does not 
say what he might have said if he had looked up the Conares- 
SIONAL Recorp of that day, that the resolution as adopted was 
framed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], the 
chairman of the commission, and adopted at his request, because 
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we wanted to give that information to Congress, and that was 
the first chance we had had to do it, and that the report came 
from the commission because of the resolution drafted by the 
Senator from Vermont. 
One thing more. The gentleman from Arkansas says: 
th ch tal, I dvyised, = Blas 
t t u ca am a was pra 

ma Prom? Uaited States "court erro a ponce court and police com- 


the report. 


Another falsehood out of whole cloth, absolutely. Men, and 
women too, risked their lives to get some of the facts that are 
in the white-slave-traffic report of the Immigration Commission 
to this House. We started our public work, so far as the 
courts were concerned, in the city of Chicago and almost simul- 
taneously in the city of New York. ‘There were 27 indict- 
ments and 17 convictions and pleas of guilty, and the fines and for- 
feited bail bonds paid to the United States as the result of the 
work of the Immigration Commission in Chicago alone amounted 
to $125,000; and, as I am reminded, our information is now 
being used by the grand jury in the county of New York, in 
addition to some 20 convictions in the United States district 
court in that district; and the gentleman could have found 
that out if he had exercised ordinary, reasonable diligence, 
which he should have exercised before he attacks fellow-Mem- 
bers of this House on the floor of the House, because it is all 
printed in a white-slave-traffic report, which is a Senate docu- 
ment of this Congress, together with a letter of commendation 
from District Attorney Sims of the northern district of Mi- 
nois. I submit that a gentleman who attacks a colleague at 
the instigation of an informer had better, before he does it, 
consult the records of the body of which he is a Member. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I think that is about all, except the criticism of the amount 
of money we have spent. I want to take a few minutes of the 
time of the House in relation to that. We have spent $653,000. 
We do want $125,000 more. We planned our investigation to 
be nation wide. Under the authority of this House and under 
the appropriation which our own legislation has provided up 
to date we have received an amount of over $4,000,000. We had 
a right to plan it that way; it was our duty to plan it that way. 
We have not stopped at little things; we have investigated all 
over the country. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUTLER] wants to know where we spent the money. I will say 
that next to New York we spent more money in Pennsylvania 
than any other State. 

Mr. BUTLER. The country has a right to know, and men 
need not be assailed because they question it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am not assailing the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; but perhaps I will be heard later, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We have investigated the coal 
industry, the iron industry, the textile industry, and the shoe 
industry, and the conditions of the foreign born in these in- 
dustries. It is into these industries that the foreign born, who 
are the most subject to investigation in this country, go. We 
have investigated the condition of the aliens in the agricultural 
field, in the schools; we have in our records facts in relation to 
3,000,000 persons in this country. Of course it has cost 
money to get it; and beyond all, and I say this with regret, the 
most maligned section of this country up to date has been the 
South. Magazines and newspaper publishers in the North have 
published reports, many of them very much exaggerated. For 
the first time in the history of this Congress, since the civil 
war at least, a bipartisan commission, with no thought but of 
fairness, has investigated the industrial conditions in the North, 
and it remained for an objection to come from a man from 
the South to prevent the publication of the industrial conditions 
among the poorer people in the North. _ 

Mr. CLARK of Florida, Will the gentieman allow an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly, 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Has the commission made a report 
as to the investigation in Florida? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It has not. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Is it necessary to have the addi- 
tional appropriation in order to permit them to do that? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman means the peon- 
age report? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In relation to peonage, I will 
say that we will make a peonage report whether we get another 
dollar or not. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. But it is necessary for them to have 
the additional appropriation to make a report of the investiga- 
tions in the North as well as in the South? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It certainly is. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in answer to the 
gentleman from Florida, to reiterate what I said yesterday, 
that there would no doubt have been a report on the peonage 
matter at this time except for the sickness and death of Sen- 
ator McLaurin, who was a member of the commission. He de- 
sired to be present with us in the investigation in Mississippi, 
and we were never able to go there at a time when he could go 
with us. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is the only thing that de- 
layed us. We have put into this Congress reports in regard 
to the white-slave traffic and as to the steerage conditions and 
as to the anthropological conditions; we are finding out whether 
the immigrant fuses with us or whether he does not. As to the 
occupation of immigrants and aliens, we have a complete report 
as to the first and second generation of every alien who was 
here when the last census was taken, which was collected and 
never used. We have gone into the question of criminal aliens, 
the congestion in cities, and all these reports of the work is 
done except the work of tabulation. It is the most valuable for 
industrial questions of any report within twenty-five years, so 
valuable that when we went into large establishments they 
adopted our system of investigation in over 100 cases as a part 
of their permanent index system. The United States Steel Cor- 
poration, which certainly is not a body of philanthropists, ex- 
pended from $20,000 to $30,000 of its own money to collect for 
the United States Government the information that we have 
over there in our records, waiting simply for tabulation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of haying said that before I had 
closed I would indicate what I believed to be the source of the 
authority of the gentleman from Arkansas, and so I shall. 
When we came back in 1907 a man applied to our commission 
for employment. His name was and is James A. Patten. He 
was the secretary of the Immigration Restriction League. I 
objected to his appointment. I said that so far we had been 
absolutely free and open and nonpartisan, and that I would 
object as strongly to the secretary of the National Liberal 
Immigration League as I would to the secretary of the Immi- 
gration Restriction League. I know that James A. Patten 
received the information that he was not employed because of 
my objection. He went into my district in 1908. He attempted 
to use this same kind of stuff. He tried to get friends of mine 
to believe that I had defrauded the United States Government 
out of 50-cent pieces. He could not get his stuff in a paper 
in the city of New York, not one, and there are papers there that 
will publish almost anything about me [laughter]; and in my. 
own district, with this fight, I had 8,075 plurality, the largest plu- 
rality that any Republican ever had in the county of New 
York. [Applause] It is from that kind of source, I say, 
that the gentleman from Arkansas obtained his information, at 
least indirectly. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Ask him directly if he did. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman has already, 
stated that he declined to state who gave the information to 
him. He may have his own reasons for declining to state. 
Doubtless he has, else he would state. But I know the man 
who has been peddling around this Capitol, in committee rooms, 
in hotel lobbies, in clubs, in my city, wherever he could, these 
little, trivial, scandalous things about a commission every 
member of which has devoted time and money to it that he 
might much better for his own use have given to his own per- 
sonal ends. 

Now, I shall not take the time of the House longer. The at- 
tack on me yesterday required this; and as the attack embraced 
the whole commission, it required a defense of the members of 
the other House and of the commission who are members of 
neither House. We have done our work. We have expended 
and planned to expend large sums of money that we were di- 
rected by Congress to do. We have accomplished many things 
already. We have practically broken up in the big cities the 
white-slave traffic; and if we had done nothing else, it would 
have been worth the whole $650,000. We have a plan which 
I think will be adopted for shutting out the alien criminals, and 
that is worth more than all of this money put together. We 
have improved already, and we will improve further—I refer 
to Senate bill 5083 of the last Congress—the steerage condi- 
tions for immigrants until as between this and foreign coun- 
tries they are the best in the world, and we will go further 
along that line before this session of Congress closes, I hope. 
We have worked in the spirit in which we were appointed. 

Mr. Speaker, I acquit the gentleman from Arkansas of mak- 
ing this attack upon me in my absence. I assume that, having 
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seen me here every day, he regarded my absence from the floor 
as but temporary. I feel, perhaps, he would phrase his re- 
marks differently—I do not know—but I do not desire to add to 
my charges of unfairness, of using incorrect and malicious in- 
formation without investigation—I do not desire to add the 
charge, which would be graver, of making an attack of this 
character upon a man in his absence. [Applause.] 

Mr. MACON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking 
the courtesy of the House that I may be permitted to make a 
few remarks in justification of the position which I took yes- 
terday in response to what the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BENNET] has said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House—— 

Mr. MACON. I do not know for just how long, but not a 
great while. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, within what limit? We have 
a special order for this morning, which I am directed by the 
committee to insist upon, and I shall have to object. The gen- 


tleman had his opportunity yesterday, and he will have time 
again—— [Cries of “No!” “No!”] Very well, I shall not 
object. 


Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire how much 
time the gentleman from Arkansas wishes? 

Mr. MACON, I can not tell exactly, but I shall be as brief 
as I can. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time? 

Mr. MACON. About thirty minutes. The gentleman from 
New York was not limited, however. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that he 
have not to exceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. MACON. Oh, do not put it in that way—not to exceed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have thirty minutes. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of us here 
who are interested in the mining interests, and if the gentleman 
wants more than thirty minutes, I shall object. I want the 
gentleman to have time in which to reply, but it seems to me 
that thirty minutes ought to be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
proceed for thirty minutes. Does the gentleman modify his 
request? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, it is the request of the gentleman 
from New York that I be allowed thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] that the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] be allowed thirty minutes in which 
to address the House? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, to begin with, I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that I have no quarrel with the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bennet]; that I have no ill feeling for 
him one way or the other, and that my remarks shall not be 
characterized by bitterness of any kind. He is entirely correct 
when he says that I did not take advantage of his absence 
yesterday to use language that I would not have used had he 
been present. I had seen the gentleman in the House every 
day during the progress of the bill that was then under con- 
sideration, and knowing the great interest that he felt in the 
continuance of the life of the commission, I naturally supposed 
that he would be in his seat when the provision making an 
appropriation for its continuance was reached, in order to de- 
fend it and to say such things as he thought ought to be said 
in defense of it. The remarks that I made were prepared 
beforehand and were not changed after I took my place upon 
the floor. If I had discovered that the gentleman from New 
York was out of his seat, I knew they were to go in the 
Record just as I uttered them, and that the gentleman would 
have an opportunity to read them, and hence there was no 
reason why I should have taken any advantage of his absence 
from the House to utter what I had to say when I knew his 
eyes would rest upon what I had said, when I knew that his at- 
tention would be called to my remarks. Therefore away with 
the idea that I, under any circumstances, would say behind the 
gentieman’s back anything I would not say to his face. 

Mr. Speaker, since the gentleman has seen fit to denounce my 
informant in the strong language that he has seen fit to employ, 
‘and has suggested the name of a certain gentleman to the 
House that he presumes to have given me the facts upon 
which my remarks were predicated, I want to say to him that 


he is correct; that Mr. J. H. Patten furnished me with the in- 
formation that I had; that I am advised that he is the secre- 
tary of the Immigration Restriction League, which has head- 
quarters in Boston; and I had every reason to believe that a 
gentleman occupying so important a connection with an organi- 
zation that was evidently organized for a useful and honorable 
purpose, when judged by its name, would not voluntarily come 
to me and give me facts about this matter that were false in 
any degree. I have seen Mr. Patten day in and day out at the 
hotel where we board, and I believe him to be a gentleman. 
He is the son-in-law of a distinguished deceased member of this 
commission and has had opportunity to gather his information 
from persons who were on the trip, which I characterized as 
being a junket, and it is not my purpose to retract any part of 
the statement I made about its being a junketing trip, as I 
understand a junket. 

If this commission had gone abroad for the sole and express 
purpose of carrying out the purposes contemplated by the act 
that created it, its members would not have taken their fami- 
lies with them. They knew when they arranged to take them 
with them that certain social courtesies would have to be ex- 
tended to them that would necessarily compel a cessation of 
the work that the commission had gone abroad to perform. 
We all know when we go abroad if we take our families along it 
is for the purpose of pleasure, and we know that the members 
of this commission did not take their families for the purpose 
of aiding them in their investigation, but for pleasure, and to 
that extent this trip was a pleasure junket, and there is no way 
of denying it or getting around it, as I understand it, no mat- 
ter how anxious Members may be to do so. 

But be that as it may, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Patten, being con- 
nected with this immigration association, was naturally inter- 
ested in what the gentlemen who comprise the commission were 
undertaking to do, and he undertook to ferret out some of the 
things that it was doing, and he stated to me emphatically 
that the commission while abroad was pursuing a course of 
pleasure and not of work and had had no meetings whatever 
to map out the work they had gone abroad to perform until—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MACON. When I complete the sentence. Until Senator 
Latimer called the attention of the chairman to the fact that 
if they did not get down to work that it was his purpose to come 
back to America on the first vessel and inform the press, and 
the Government upon the floor of the Senate, about the delays 
of the commission. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Did Mr. Patten also give the 
gentleman from Arkansas the information that Mr. Crane is 
a nephew of Senator Crane, of Massachusetts? 

Mr. MACON. He certainly did. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to state to the gentle- 
man that is as untrue as everything else Mr. Patten stated. 

Mr. MACON. I am not responsible for that, and the gentle- 
man's quarrel must be with Mr. Patten in regard to that mat- 
ter. He is in the city of Washington now, and if he has lied 
about the gentleman from New York, as he says he has lied 
about him, if he has slandered him and misrepresented him as 
the gentleman says he has slandered and misrepresented him, 
then I want to say to the gentleman from New York that he is 
not of my making, that the same blood does not course through 
his veins that course through mine, if the city of Washington is 
longer able.to accommodate both of them within its confines. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to clearly understand the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon]. Mr. Patten is a personal friend of mine, and has been 
of the greatest use to the Anti-Immigration League. Now, do 
I understand him to say that-Mr. Patten told him that Mr. 
Crane of that commission was a nephew or any relative of 
Senator CRANE? 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker, I would not have known that 
there was a man on earth by the name of Crane connected with 
anything, except the Senator from Massachusetts, if Mr. Patten 
had not told me just what I have stated about this particular 
Mr. Crane. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Now, may I make one 
statement as to who Mr. Crane is? Mr. Patten knows as well 
who Mr. Crane is as I do. Mr, Patten is a great friend of 
mine, comes from the same State. He was correspondent for 
years and years of the Boston Herald in the city of Washing- 
ton, but has no more connection with Senator Crane than Mr, 
Tawney, of Minnesota, has with Chief Justice Taney. 

Mr. MACON. I have given the gentleman the name of my 
informant, and it is his friend, Mr. J. H. Patten. -[Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be true that the information that 
Mr. Patten furnished me may not be correct in its minutest 
details. It may be that his information may not rest upon a 
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rock basis at every point, but I want to insist that, in so far as 
it shows that this commission has been extravagant, when 
judged by the amount that has been expended by it in com- 
parison with what it has accomplished, it stands out clearly in 
a substantial way as having a very substantial foundation to 
rest upon. It may be that Mr. Patten was mistaken when he 
said that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] took his 
secretary across the water with him several times, but it is not 
material as to whether that was true as to each and every trip. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It was not true as to any trip, 
and Mr. Patten knew it was not true. 

Mr. MACON. That you never took a secretary abroad with 
you? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Never. 

Mr. MACON. Then, sir, that is another quarrel between 
yourself and Mr. Patten. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all. It is a quarrel be- 
tween the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] and the gen- 
tleman who gave him information on which he has attacked 
another Member of the House. 

Mr. MACON. I want to say to the gentleman that I ap- 
proached a member of the commission in regard to that very 
matter, and in so far as his recollection went he said that he 
thought all of the members of the commission who went abroad 
had a secretary except himself and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Hower]. * 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Who was that member? 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if I took a secretary abroad with me? 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] 
is mistaken. [Applause on the Republican side.] In regard 
to naming secretaries of the commission, I talked with the gen- 
tleman, not that each member had a private secretary, but I 
told him I thought each member of the commission except the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Howe rt] and myself named 
some one as a secretary of the commission, and that is true. 
I did not get anything, and I do not think that the gentleman 
from New Jersey did. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman from New Jersey 
IMr. Howett] named Mr. Atkinson as his secretary. I named 
no clerical employee. 

Mr. BURNETT. That may be true. I stated that is my 
recollection. I think the gentleman taken on the steamship 
was named by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bennet]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I never saw him before that in 
my life. 

Mr. MACON. I am advised, so far as that is concerned, that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] appointed several 
persons connected with this immigration investigation who are 
constituents and friends of his. I do not know whether that is 
true or not. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is true. I appointed all I 
could get. 

Mr. MACON. And at as high salaries as you could get for 
them and as many as you could get? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That I admit, and’ so did every 
member of the commission, But as to the trip abroad, not one 
single employee of a clerical nature. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker, I think Mr. Patten was warranted 
in saying what he did about the gentleman taking a secretary 
abroad with him and I think I am warranted in insisting that 
my position was tenable when I made the statement I did, in 
view of the fact that a member of the commission went abroad 
with the gentleman from New York and believed that he had 
designated some one connected with the commission to go as 
“his secretary. 

I did not say it was the gentleman's private secretary, but I 
did say he bad a secretary; and it makes no difference whether 
it was a private secretary or some one of. his friends who acted 
as such for him, so long as he was paid a salary out of the 
appropriation for the use of the commission. It was a secre- 
tary just the same. Therefore, there is just ground for the 
belief that the gentleman did have a secretary with him when 
he went abroad, at least, that some one performed clerical duties 
for him that might technically be designated a clerk instead 
of a secretary, I know not and care not which. 

But, Mr. Speaker, proceeding, I would not present a matter 
to this House unless I believed there was foundation for it. I 
would not have accused the gentleman from New York of doing 
anything without reasonable grounds for doing so, and I did 
not accuse him of several things that I heard in addition to 
what I said about the commission, one of which was, his 
appointing s0 many of his friends and constituents to draw 
salaries from the Government to do practically but little work. 
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Mr. BENNET of New York. , I tell the gentleman when he 
makes the accusation that I deny it. 

Mr. MACON. I did not say that the gentleman had done it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman did by inference. 

Mr. MACON. I said I had heard the gentleman did make 
appointments of many of his friends, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will say to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that I did appoint every one that I could, wherever I 
found a competent man to do the work, and I got every ap- 
pointment I could, the same as we did for every Member of the 
House that came to us—— 

Mr. MACON. What is the gentleman denying, then? 

Mr. BENNET of New York (continuing). Democrats or Re- 
publicans. I am denying your allegation that I put people from 
my district there to do little work and draw high pay. That I 
deny. 

Mr. MACON. Well, if the gentleman thinks high pay is of- 
fensive, I will say low pay. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I did not do that. 

Mr. MACON. It was drawing such pay as gentlemen were 
willing to give their time for. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That I admit. 

Mr. MACON. So far as that is concerned, I submit that it 
was pay from this immigration fund, and that upon the whole 
it was extravagant pay. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That I deny. 
does not know anything about it. 

Mr. MACON. I do not care how much the gentleman denies 
that, because it is a question of opinion. He might not think it 
was high to pay a man $20 a day. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. What did we pay our clerks? 

Mr. MACON. I will say that anything you may have paid 
them, judging from results, would have been a high price, I do 
nok care what it was. [Cries of “Ah!” on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. Speaker, one of the main charges that I made against 
the commission in my remarks was that after having expended 
the large amount of money that I said it did, it had not 
made a report of the trip showing what had been accomplished 
by it. 

But I am proud to say that what I did say about the matter 
has at least called forth a report of the trip from the gentleman 
from New York, so the Members of the House can understand 
something about what was done abroad by the commission. 
We have had no other opportunity of finding out anything 
about it that I have been able to discover. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Was not the gentleman aware 
that we had until the ist of March to make that report? 

Mr. MACON. I know the commission was given that length 
of time to make it after you asked for a continuance of time 
a year ago. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; if the gentleman pleases, 
when we started in we had unlimited time. A year ago it was 
limited until the 1st of March. 

Mr, MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to say right 
here that they had both unlimited time and unlimited means, 
and that they failed to do proper work and had been very 
extravagant in their expenditures because of those facts? If 
they had been limited to a certain amount of money as well as 
a certain time in which to do the work, then there would have 
been no extravagant expenditures or delay in the work. The 
gentleman from Alabama himself, and others, have complained 
about the delay of the report of the trip of the commission; 
and the gentleman from Alabama would not even sign the report 
that was prepared by the gentleman from New York, or some 
high-salaried person connected with the commission, which 
was presented to the Senate and published as a publie docu- 
ment. The gentleman from Alabama would not sign that re- 
port; and hence I am constrained to think that even a member 
of the commission was of the opinion that somebody connected 
with it was doing something wrong, or there would have been 
a unanimous. report. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is an attack. I will ask 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Burnerr] does he think 
that there has been any act of mine, or of any of our colleagues, 
in connection with this commission that was wrong? 

Mr. MACON, I object to the gentleman interrogating others 
in my time. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. MACON. Not to interrogate some one else. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MACON. Oh, no; I have yielded to you several times. 

Mr. GAINES. May I ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question ? { 

Mr. MACON. Yes. 


The gentleman 
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Mr. GAINES. Having stated that you believed that there 
was a consciousness of failure of duty in the minds of members 
of the commission themselves, do you object to giving the mem- 
3 of the commission a chance to say whether that is so or 
n 

Mr. MACON. Why, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BUR- 
NETT] has said so, practically, in his speech, a part of which I 
incorporated in my remarks yesterday. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BURNETT], speaking when the appropriation bill 
was before the House on a former occasion, said: 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I shall not offer any objection or 


amendment, or try to prevent the sopran of the report of the com- 
mittee of confereace on the sundry civil bill, but I th the time that 
is given to the tion Commission to make its final report is 


en iy too long. I 2 „ that this commission can 
make its 8 the ist day of mber, or, at least, by the ist 
of January, without any trouble whatever. . 


He thought that the extension of time asked a year ago was 
entirely too long. 'That seems to indicate that the gentleman at 
least thought that there had been improper delay in the work 
up to that time, and that if the commission was not given addi- 
tional time it could have its report ready and before the House 
at the proper time. That was why I said that there was delay, 
and delay in connection with the discharge of a public duty is 
wrong. 

Everything has gone to show that there has been delay in 
this work; everything that I have heard about it establishes 
that fact, except the speech of the gentleman from New York, 
a few minutes ago, in which he contended that there had been 
no delay in the work of the commission. 

Now, the information that was furnished me about this mat- 
ter, as stated a moment ago, was furnished by a gentleman in a 
position to find out something about the things that he reported 
upon, I have known him very pleasantly for some time and I 
have seen nothing about him that caused me to think him 
untruthful. I knew he was the son-in-law of one of the dis- 
tinguished commissioners, now deceased, and hence I had every 
right to believe that when he wrote down a statement upon 
paper about a matter and gave it to me that he was telling the 
absolute truth about it. 

I had every right to bélieve that the professor in Cornell 
University, who was a member of the commission, was giving 
his time to the school just as he had given it before, because, in 
the letter that I put in the Recorp from the registrar of that 
institution, it was stated that he had been a full professor for 
many years, and was a full professor then, and was drawing full 
pay as a professor, and hence he could not have been earning 
the $7,500 paid by the Government for his services if he was 
doing his full duty at the institution that honored him with a 
professorship. I said that one of the commissioners was draw- 
ing a salary of $10,000 a year from a shipping association in 
California. Mr. Patten informed me of that fact also, wrote it 
down upon paper, and gave it to me. He stated that the gen- 
tleman was receiving the salary of $10,000 as secretary of the 
shipping association, and looked upon the $7,500 that he received 
from the Government as a political sinecure. 

Mr. Speaker, I never understood that this gentleman sur- 
rendered a $10,000 salary in order to receive $7,500, and I must 
insist that, in my judgment, he was either a fool or else expected 
to get something out of his position as commissioner on the side 
if he did, because men of good sense that are honest do not turn 
down permanent positions that pay $10,000 per annum to ac- 
cept positions of uncertain tenure that only pay $7,500 per 
annum, and the gentleman from New York knows it. 

There must have been some other reason behind the matter. 
Still I am not prepared to say and would not say without full 
knowledge of the fact that this gentleman is corrupt, but I will 
say that when I reach a point where I will surrender a per- 
manent position that pays $10,000 a year to accept one of an 
indefinite period of existence for $7,500 per annum that I will 
either be a fool or a knave. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman having charac- 
terized himself, I do not desire to reply. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MACON. I do not understand the gentleman’s insinua- 
tion, but I want to say to him very emphatically that if he 
means that I think that I alone would be a fool or a knave 
under such circumstances, he is badly mistaken, for I believe 
he would be one or the other himself, if he were to do such a 
thing. [Laughter.] 


Mr. BENNET of New York rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I decline to get into the gentle- 
man’s characterization. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that the gentlemen can not interrupt unless they first 
address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from 
Arkansas if he yielded to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; but the gentleman from 
New York did not wait to see whether the gentleman from 
Arkansas yielded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to pull the string 
and make a man sit down or get up. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas did not say whether he yielded or not. 
The Chair can do a great many things, according to common 
report, but this is not one of the things he actually can do. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I regret that everything I said 
on yesterday was not based upon a state of facts that were 
sufficiently broad for every utterance that I delivered to stand 
upon without any sort of question, but I know that such a 
thing is hardly possible when dealing with public questions. I 
have had some experience in public life—some of it in courts— 
and I want to say to the gentleman from New York that I 
never saw a criminal who was charged with an act of omission 
or commission that was not ready to make a defense of his 
position and make it as plausible as he could. I am not here 
to say that the gentleman from New York is not correct in his 
statement to some extent, but I do not want it understood that 
I accept everything that he has stated to this House as being 
gospel truth, as against what Mr. Patten has said. It is a 
question of veracity between the two gentlemen, and one of 
them is entitled to as much credence on the part of the House 
as the other, until it is clearly shown that one of them is a 
liar and the other a saint. In my judgment, the gentleman 
from New York is not a saint, and I am not ready to believe 
that the other gentleman is a liar. [Laughter and applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On January, 20, 1910: 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay to the Winnebago tribe of Indians interest ac- 
crued since June 30, 1909. 

On January 24, 1910: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to invite the States to participate in the Fifteenth 
International Congress on Hygiene and Demography. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16388. An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Greene counties, Pa.; 

H. R. 9570. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 
purposes ; 

H. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law 
now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 29, 1908, and for other purposes; ; 

H. R. 13831. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 

H. R. 15387. An act authorizing the town of Bass Brook to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River, in Itasca 
County, Minn. 

J MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 290. An act to provide for the construction and equipment 
of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and ad- 
jacent waters, to take the place of the revenue cutter Dexter; 

8. 4725. An act for the establishment of a fog-signal station 
at or near the light station on Boon Island, Maine; 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


971 


S. 640. An act authorizing the creation of a land district in 
ae State of South Dakota, to be known as the Le Beau land 

strict; ” 

S. 3788. An act for the relief of Horace C. Dale, administra- 
= of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of Pine Ridge, 

. Dak. ; 

S. 5143. An act to require life-preservers on motor vessels; 

8.5574. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 5573. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and 
wars other than the civil war, and to certain widows of such 
soldiers and sailors; 

S. 4455. An act for the relief of Peter McKay; 


S. 3906. An act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 


deceased ; 

8. 2445. An act for the relief of Peter Fleming; and 

S. 1025. An act to authorize commissions to issue in the cases 
of officers of the army retired with increased rank. 

The message also announced that the Vice-President had ap- 
pointed Mr. Simmons and Mr. GALLINGER members of the joint 
select committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in 
the act of February 16, 1889, entitled “An act to authorize and 
provide for disposition of useless papers in the executive de- 
partments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the Interior 
Department. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 290. An act to provide for the construction and equipment 
of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and adja- 
cent waters, to take the place of the revenue cutter Derter— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 640. An act authorizing the creation of a land district in 
the State of South Dakota, to be known as the Le Beau land 
district—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 1025. An act to authorize commissions to issue in the cases 
of officers of the army retired with increased rank—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. 2445. An act for the relief of Peter Fleming—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

S. 3906. An act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 3788. An act for the relief of Horace C. Dale, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Antoine Janis, sr., deceased, of Pine 
Ridge, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4455. An act for the relief of Peter McKay—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 4725. An act for the establishment of a fog-signal station 
at or near the light station on Boon Island, Me—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 5143. An act to require life-preservers on motor yessels— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

S. 5573. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
and wars other than the ciyil war, and to certain widows of 
such soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5574. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 5463. An act to provide for a change in the bridge au- 
thorized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark.,” approved September 30, 1890; 

H. R. 12138. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at Port- 
land; 

H. R. 12139. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark,. to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at 
Wilmot; 

H. R. 12140. An act to extend the time for Ashley County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew at a 
point near Morrell; 

H. R. 12288. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River in said city; 


H. R. 13872. An act to authorize the counties of Bradley and 
McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to construct 
a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and Calhoun, 
in said counties; 

H. R. 14496. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in 
the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi in said city; 

H. R. 15815. An act authorizing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Rio Grande River between Laredo, Tex., and 
Nuevo Laredo, Republic of Mexico; 

H. R. 14579. An act to amend section 12 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue pat- 
ents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1908, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 9570. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to convey certain lands to the city of Biloxi, Miss., for street 


purposes ; 

H. R. 13832. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and i 
H. R. 16388. An act to authorize the Monongahela Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Monongahela River 
between Fayette and Green counties, Pa. 


EXTENDING TIME OF HOMESTEADERS TO ESTABLISH RESIDENCES. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
conference report on the bill (H. R. 16223) extending the time 
for certain homesteaders to establish residence upon their land, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming calls up the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 16223, and asks unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

[For conference report and statement, see House proceedings 
of Monday, January 24, 1910.) 

The conference report was agreed to. 


REVISION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise or round out my remarks; I do not want to extend them. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas ask 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks or to revise them? 

Mr. MACON. To revise them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to revise his remarks that have just been de- 
livered. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think that both gentlemen better 
stand by what they have said on the floor. 

Mr. MACON. I expect to do that; but I want to put it in a 
little better language, to correct grammatical errors, 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has that privilege; every man 
has the privilege of revising- the grammatical construction of 
his remarks. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that this is a dangerous precedent. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see any dangerous precedent about a 
matter of this sort. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is customary to give the Mem- 
bers of this House leave to revise their remarks, 

Mr. GAINES, I think the gentleman from Missouri is wrong 
about that. 

Mr. MANN. This is an entirely different proposition. I do 
not think the gentleman from Arkansas himself would want 
leaye to change his remarks, except as he says, in little matters 
like grammar, and that power he now has after the reporter 
has a whack at it. 

BUREAU OF MINES, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the special 
order of January 17, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13915) to establish in the 
Department of the Interior a bureau of mines. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Drexema in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R, 13915) to establish in the Department of the Interior 
a bureau of mines. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
A bill 13915 he 
(H. R . Department of the Interior a 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is here 5 in 7 
e s 


ment di the Interior a bureau, to be called bureau 
and a commissi said buren 


President, by 
shall receive a salary of N per annum; 
in the said bureau such 22 


on, the 
mineral substances, the use of explosives and a the prevention 
jogic tions ries perti- 


nent to said industries, and from time to time make such public reports 
of the work, inv tions, and information obtained as he Secreta: 
of said department may direct, with the recommendations of suc! 


bureau. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall provide the said 
bureau with furnished offices within the city of Washington, with such 
books, stationery, and a ces, and such assistants, clerks, 
3 ters, and other employees as may be 1 
for the proper discharge of the duties imposed by this act upon su 
bureau, fixing the compensation of such clerks and employees within 


appropriations made for that purpose. 
Eee 4. That the Secretary of the Interlor Is authorized to 
transfer to the bureau of mines from the United States Geological 


Survey the supervision of the investigations of structural materials and 
the analyzing and testing of coals, H; es, and other mineral fuel 
substances; and the appropriations for such investigations may 
be expended under the supervision of the commissioner of mines in 
manner as if the same were so directed in the appropriations acts; and 
eye investigations shall hereafter be within the province of the bureau 
of mines. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, before to the 


discussion of the merits of this bill, I desire to briefiy call the 
attention of the House to the language of the bill itself, and 


to advise the House how this bill differs from the bill passed 


by the House in the Sixtieth 

Referring now to the second section, on page 2, I would say 
that the bill that was passed by the House before contained, 
in line 8, after the word “accidents,” this language: “ The 
value of mineral products and markets for the same.” But 
it did not contain the language here found in lines 9 and 10: 
“And other technologie investigations and inquiries pertinent 
to said industries.” 

These are slight changes. Section 4 is a new section entirely, 
added to this bill. This section was added after consultation 
with some members of the committee in this House by the 
Committee on Mines and Mining in the Senate. It simply 
transfers to the bureau of mines, to be created by this bill, 
the supervision of the “ investigations of structural materials” 
and the “analyzing and testing of coals, lignites, and other 
mineral substances,” and the appropriations are transferred 
also. I want to say, in respect to the supervision of the “ in- 
vestigation of structural materials,” that this is a work 
which the technological branch of the Geological Survey has 
done for a number of years. It in no way conflicts with the 
laboratory work that is done by the Bureau of Standards. It 
is a work that is done in the field. 

The officers of this bureau will go where a government build- 
ing is to be constructed and there test the sand and gravel and 
cement, the brick, stone, and other materials, and make a report 
upon them, just as they do upon the fuel and mineral which the 
Government is offered and which it buys. For instance, if a 
lurge contract for coal is taken by a certain coal mining com- 
pany, the officers of this survey have been in the habit of going, 
and the officers of this bureau, if created, will go, to the mine, 
examine the coal, find out if there is enough of it of the re- 
quired quality to fill the requirements of the contract, and make 
their report accordingly. And except in these two respects 
this bill now before you is exactly the same bill that we passed 
in the House in the Sixtieth Co 

Mr. Chairman, in the next place I desire to offer as a part of 
my remarks the following resolution, which was unanimously 
passed by the legislature in my State of Ohio on Friday last, 
calling the attention of Congress to this bill and asking for its 
passage: 

Whereas the number and character of serious accidents occurring in 
the best equipped mines in various States make it evident that 
years of research and educational work on the part of the General 
Government will be necessary to enable the several States to meet by 
appropriate legislation the requirement that better protection shall be 
provided for its industrial workers; and 

roviding for the creation 


the duty of conducting 
safety and efficiency 


Whereas a bill is now pending in Congress 
of a national bureau of mines, charged wi 
such technologic investigations as w. 


‘ore be it 

eral assembly of the State of Ohio, That the Con- 
gress States is hereby urgently requested to enact at the 
earliest date possible the necessary legislation for establishing this 


Increase 
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bureau of mines, and that the Congressmen and Senators from Ohio be 
furnished with a copy of this joint resolution and urged to use their 
5 Cee AR POCERO: ne NESE SORE HEM SE SNE PROPEEN 


I next will ask the Clerk to read the following resolution, 
which was unanimously passed last Saturday by the conven- 
Hon 3 Mine Workers of America, which I now send to 

e 


The Clerk read as follows: 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND., January 22, 1910. 
Hon. Gxorce F. 


F. Horr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


bills for the creation of a bureau of mines and mining; and 
“Whereas the importance ef creating such a bureau is fully recog- 


“Whereas we believe the awful catastrophes in the mines should 
prompt Congress to act immediately in the enactment of a law to 
establish a bureau of mines and = 

“Resolved, That we, the representatives of the Twenty-first Annual 
Convention of the United Mine Workers of America in convention 


assembled, and represen directly 300,000 organized workers and 
indirectly 700,000 men, tion, request, and urge the Members of the 
United tes Congress, both House and Senate, to pass immediate’ 


such bills as are necessary for the creation of a bureau of mines an 


T. L. Lewis, President. 
EDWIN PERRY, Secretary-Treasurer. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, coming now to what T desire 
to say, as briefly as I may, upon the general subject of this bill, 
I want first to call attention to the fact that there is not a 
civilized country in the world, and I say this advisedly, in 
which mining operations are carried on to any extent, except 
our own, that does not contain in some form a bureau similar 
to the one that is here proposed. The work that has been done 
in some of the foreign bureaus of this character has been 
alluded to many times upon the floor of the House, and I do 
not intend now to dwell upon it again. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman except 
to say this: The gentleman just made a statement that certain 
information had been alluded to many times upon the floor of 
the House, and that therefore he would not delay the House to 
restate it. I am fairly regular in my attendance on the House, 
and I never heard the subject discussed in the House, and I 
hope that the gentleman will not fail to give us the information 
along those lines, which information, in respect to this country, 
can be the only justification for the creation of this new bureau. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman. I 
feel somewhat embarrassed by this fact, that while I have— 
and I say it without any pretense in the matter whatever— 
given perhaps more thought and effort to this subject than to 
any other since I became a Member of the House, and have 
extended my research somewhat abroad, I am aware that there 
are many of my colleagues on the committee who desire to 
speak in favor of the bill, and, also, that there are other Mem- 
bers of the House who desire to speak for or against the bill, 
and I hesitate exceedingly to say one tithe of what I would 
like to say with reference to this subject, which interests me 
profoundly. Now, I will say this in reply to what the gentle- 
man from Ilinois has said: It is perfectly well known that the 
dreadful slaughter of men in our mines in this country far 
exceeds, in proportion to the number of men employed, that of 
any country in the world. It is also well known to anyone 
who has given consideration to the subject that instead of that 
loss of life decreasing as the years go by, it has increased. 
I have a table here which has been carefully prepared by 
government experts, and I will give, for the information of the 
House, a general summary of what has occurred in the country 
during the last thirteen years. 

The number of men killed in 1896 was 1,103; in 1897, 934; 
in 1898, 1,082; in 1899, 1,217; in 1900, 1,465; in 1901, 1,543; in 
1902, 1,891; in 1903, 1,729; in 1904, 1,962; in 1905, 2,175; in 
1906, 2,092; in 1907, 3,125; and in 1908, 2,450; or 22,716 in 
thirteen years. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; but I ask, before the gentleman 
asks his question, unanimous consent to put this table in the 
Record as part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to print this table as part of his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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The table referred to is as follows: to the officers of the technological division of the Geological 
Fatal accidents in coat mines of the or States from 1896 to 1908. 8 * 1 8 
2 Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
Pete Sree ett 1808. | 1897. | 1898. | 1890. | 1900. . Mir. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state the number of 
i Gara Cabin deaths in 1907 and 1909? 


28 38 45 % 87 41 Mr. DOUGLAS. I can not state the number in 1909; I can 
sil al al | S | for the year 1907. 

T| 6 72 84 94 99 Mr. TAWNBY. And in 1908? 
23| 16) 2) 16| 18 — Mr. DOUGLAS. I can for 1908. They were reduced from 
1 2| | 2| 3| 3% | 1907 to 1908 by the figures to which I refer you; 3,125 in the 
6| 12 6 A 21 | coal mines of the country in 1907 and 2,450 in the coal mines 
6 5 4 5 * n of the country in 1908. Let me say this, if the gentleman will 
See Ee . , eg tae A — 15 | pardon me, that the increase, as you will see, is almost constant 
7 7 7| 15 35 9 | up to 1907, and it was in 1907 for the first time in the history 
4 40) 52) 87 — — of this Nation that Congress ever appropriated a dollar to 

9 — le ameliorate these conditions. 

Anthracite. 502 423 412} 461 | 41 513 Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman has furnished the 
Bituminous. 180 | 150 ye y gr = House with some valuable information. Now, along the same 
N 2| 10) 39) 2| | 19 | line and during the same period of time, can the gentleman fur- 
Washington. wt Ie 7 9 | 3 27 | nish the House with the information showing the number of ac- 
West Virginia -| © 62) W| S| 18 7” cidents which were not fatal during that same period of time 


Wyoming. .— 5 — or during any part of it in coal mining? 
1,082 1,217 4 | 1,543 Mr. DOUGLAS. I can not, I have simply the figures in the 
J J 4 3 metal-mining regions in the State of Minnesota, the State from 
which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations comes, 
k | 1908. | 1908. 1907. | 1908. but I can not furnish the total number of injured. If I have 
— — — — | it, I will be glad to give it to the gentleman, but I do not have 


18% | 96 154| 108 it at hand now. 
= — — — — Mr. HAMMOND. If the gentleman will permit me to make a 
199| 155 172 193 | Statement now, from the report from which the gentleman has 
$4] 7 31] 58 45 | quoted it appears that in 1906 there were 2,061 killed and 4,800 
31 24 37| 41 31 | injured. 
1| | % „ Mr. DOUGLAS. The proportion is about one in four killed 
12 13 2 12 to those injured, and that proportion will run throughout the 
7 8 6 7 5 figures. 
7| | 3| 2 Mr. AUSTIN. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me, 
15 5 9 3 233 | I will state that for the year 1907 there were 9,000 accidents. 
i 11 127 153 ue Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will have to get on 
30 44| 3 44 | With the things I desire to say. I say this, that we have been 
met in no contradictory spirit, nor in any but the fairest way, 
— = zs | G8 by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], who right- 
29 | 33 |__| “s| fully has a decided opinion that the increase of bureaus in the 
7 7 6 s$ | several departments of the Government, being the nuclei 
1 | 38) ,%| around which expenses constantly grow, tends to increase our 
32| 15 — 81 | annual appropriations. I say that he is probably right about 
— —— — —— | this, and occupying the position he does as chairman of the 
1962 (2,175 2 3,125 | 2,450 Committee on Appropriations, it is perhaps wise for him to con- 
stantly oppose the creation of these new centers of govern- 
Total, 22,716 in thirteen years. mental expense. But, at the same time, here is a condition 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I am very much interested in your | which I submit calls for action on the part of the General Gov- 
statement, but does that only apply to coal mines? ernment. It is one—— 


Mr. DOUGLAS. That only applies to coal mines. The deaths Mr. HARRISON rose. 
in all the mines of the country for 1907 exceeded 4,000, and that The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
is not the worst of it. I submit to the House—— the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the table from which the gentle- Mr. DOUGLAS. I do. 
man has quoted show the number of deaths per thousand miners Mr. HARRISON. The chief argument so far advanced on be- 
or the percentage of mortality in those several years? It is half of the establishment of this bureau seems to be for the 
likely that in 1907—— protection of life and limb of miners. Will the gent¥eman ex- 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I was about to cover what the gentleman | plain what part of that scheme the provision has which re- 
Suggests by his interruption. quires them to look into the treatment of ores and other min- 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am glad the gentleman is about to | eral substances? 
do that. Mr. DOUGLAS. I can explain, but I can not stop now to 
Mr. DALZELL, I would like to ask the gentleman if the | explain in the course of my remarks. 
figures ke has given cover the disasters out in IIlinois and West Mr. HARRISON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for inter- 
Virginia with which we are familiar in the last year or two | rupting him. I thought he had reached the end of that subject. 
years. Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I was diverted from the general course 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It covers the Mononga disaster in West | of what I expected to say by the kindly inquiry of the gentle- 
Virginia, but of course not the terrible disaster out in Illinois | man from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and was led aside to dwell 
some few weeks ago, which occurred in none of the years the | upon a subject which I had already spoken of in times past in 
figures for which I have given. The figures of the year 1909 | the House, and which I did not intend to enlarge upon. 
are not yet compiled, but it is estimated from the information Now, it seems to me that the demand for this bureau comes 
now on file that they will be somewhere between the enormous | and has come with great insistence and great persistence from 


figures for 1907 and the somewhat smaller loss of 1908. the men who do the mining. But it is not only true that the 
Mr. MANN. Who gives those figures? conventions and every meeting of the mine workers of the 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not hear the gentleman. country have demanded this bureau, but the operators them- 
Mr. MANN. Who compiled those figures? selves throughout the States everywhere, in their conventions, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. They have been compiled by the officers of | have been equally insistent that this bureau should be created. 
the Geological Survey and made up from the reports furnished Now I desire to say a word, and I shall try to limit what 
by the different States. I have gone into the matter with | I say—— 
some care. Some of the States furnish their reports with a Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for 
great deal more care than others. Michigan, Ohio, and Penn- a question? 
sylvania apparently furnish them with a great deal of care, but Mr. DOUGLAS. I will. 
some of the other States with much less care; but these are Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that during 
the reports of the States, some 22, which haye been furnished | the hearings for the consideration of this bill at the last ses- 
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sion of Congress a committee representing the coal operators 
of the United States and coal-mine workers of the United States 
appeared before the committee jointly, advocating the passage 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is undoubtedly true, and I was just about 
to say as much—that the demand for this bureau, for the pas- 
sage of this or some similar bill, does not come alone from the 
miners, but from the mine operators as well. But I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that it comes, above all, from all the humanitarian 
people of this country. I believe that the greatest demand, 
the popular demand, for this bill arises from the fact of the 
increased loss of life in our mines, but at the same time, as I 
shall attempt to show, there is work for this bureau to do along 
a very different line. y 

Now, my attention was called by the gentlemat from In- 
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] a moment ago to a matter of which 
I said I was about to speak and did not, and so I will briefly 
revert to that. The increased loss of life and the increased 
injury to the men who work may perhaps seemingly be ac- 
counted for by the increased operations of mining in the 
country. The increased output of the mines implies a greatly 
increased number of miners, and therefore, perhaps, it will not 
be surprising that the number of killed and wounded should 
increase. But the trouble about this proposition is that the 
ratio of men killed and injured to the number that work has 
constantly increased until the last year or two, while in foreign 
countries, in Belgium, Germany, England, and other countries 
where salutary work has been carried on by intelligent investi- 
gations, and where bureaus have been created for the purpose, 
the number of men per thousand who are killed has steadily 
decreased from about the proportion in this country, three and 
one-half or four to the thousand, to one and one-half per 
thousand, while in this country the number killed per thou- 
sand last year and the year before remains at about three and 
one-half to the thousand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two objects which are gener- 
ally intended to be provided for by this bureau, in the language 
creating it. One is, in a general way, to improve the methods 
of mining for the sake of the conservation of the coal itself. 

In that connection I will run the risk of wearying the House 
for a few minutes by trying to point out why it is that we are 
continually met by the statement from every quarter in this 
country that while abroad mine operators save and put on the 
cars and upon the market from 85 to 99 per cent of the coal in 
the vein, we in this country lose from 45 to 60 per cent of it. 
It is not difficult to explain how this is done. It is the result 
of two entirely different methods of mining. These two differ- 
ing methods of mining are the results of different conditions in 
America and abroad, but they result principally from the fact 
of the extraordinarily sharp and bitter competition that exists 
in this country in the coal business, The gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Tawney], in a speech that he made against this bill 
once before, referred to the fact that we are legislating in the 
interests of a coal trust or something of that sort. I insist that 
there is nothing in that contention. I represent a very large 
coal-mining district, a district where there are not as many coal 
banks worked by single individuals as there were years ago, 
but where the competition is exceedingly sharp. The result is 
that the man who can mine coal the cheapest makes the most 
money, and it is actually true, strange and unfortunate as it 
seems, that it is cheaper to mine half the coal in the coal banks 
than it is to mine it all. Now, this is the result of certain 
methods of mining. 

There are two methods of mining to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House. One is known as the “ pillar-and-stall ” 
method, or sometimes “room and entry,” and the other is 
known as the “long-wall” method. The pillar and stall” is 
the one almost universally in use in this country, and the “ long- 
wall” method is almost universally used abroad. 

Now, I do not undertake to say—I see my friend from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. WILSON] looking at me with some interest—I do 
not undertake to say that there is a sharp cleavagé between 
these two methods of coal mining. There are places in this 
country where the long-wall method is used almost as purely 
as abroad. I only want to give to the House some information 
to correct what would seem to be a reflection upon the good 
sense, good judgment, and good management of the coal opera- 
tors of this country. 

Mr. HENRY W. PALMER. What kind of coal are you re- 
ferring to? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Bituminous coal, pure and simple; because 
I know little about anthracite mining. 

I have drawn here upon this chart, in a rather rough way, the 
plan of an ordinary, typical coal mine; but it will serve to 


illustrate what I wish to say. This [indicating] is the air shaft; 
this [indicating] the hoist shaft. You are supposed to be look- 
ing vertically down upon the mine from above; a sort of vertical 
view of a mine. In other words, you are looking straight down 
the air shaft, which may be 20, 30, or 40 yards deep, maybe 
many more. 

In one of the mines in my own district it is 450 feet deep, and 
there are many other deeper mines in the country. But whether 
you operate the mine by “shaft” or “drift” the same plan of 
ventilation generally is pursued. Remember, now, we are look- 
ing down vertically ipon an ordinary typical coal mine. This 
[indicating] is the air shaft. Here is located the great steam fan 
that drives the air into the mine for its ventilation, and from 
this “intake” the air is directed by different means throughout 
the whole mine and finally comes out of a shaft, which is ordi- 
narily the shaft where the hoist is and where the coal also is 
brought out. 

Now, in opening a mine, the wise and best way to open it, 
whether you pursue the pillar-and-stall or long-wall method, is 
to go to the boundary of the property and to begin by mining 
out the coal farthest away from the hoist; that is, farthest from 
the shaft used to get out the coal. But this is very seldom done 
in this country. It is not done usually by the owners of small 
properties, but is done, if at all, by men or corporations with 
great mines, who can afford to go to great expense before they 
begin to get any return from the mine. The process of driving 
entries without turning off rooms and without mining any coal 
is expensive. So that, as a rule, in our mines—I should say in 
at least 90 per cent of all the mines in this country—our opera- 
tors, a8 soon as the shafts are down on the coal, run out two 
main entries or gangways, one from the foot of each shaft, 
through the coal for a considerable distance. These two main 
entries or gangways are parallel to one another, and may be 
SOY TORONA DS distance apart, from 80 feet to several hundred 
yards. 

The next step is to connect these two main -entries by cross 
entries, so that the air, forced into the air or intake shaft by 
the great revolving fan, can be made to circulate through the 
workings of the mine and escape by the other shaft, which I 
have called here on my chart the “ hoisting shaft.“ This, in a 
very crude and imperfect way, as I am aware, illustrates the 
beginnings of a typical coal mine. 

When this is done the mine is ready to be worked, and the 
next process under the American system is to turn off from 
these main entries lateral entries at right angles to the main 
entries, such as are indicated here; and from these side entries 
we turn off “rooms,” as they are called. I will say that the 
ventilation is done in this way: Suppose this cross entry is 
open across here [indicating]. In this space here [indicat- 
ing] is usually the stable where the mules or other animals are 
kept; and here, across this entry, is a partition or a door, so 
that the air can not go through there, because the air will 
always follow the path of least resistance. Then the air goes 
on down this main entry. Another partition is built across 
there, a door is put across here, and the air comes down this way 
and goes into that entry [indicating] and circulates through 
these rooms where the men work; then it goes down here and 
comes on this way, and so it goes on out of the other shaft. It 
is used thus to ventilate the workings along these two entries. 

Along this side of my chart, or plan of a mine, I have en- 
larged the picture of the mine as it is worked. These two 
entries [indicating], comparatively near together, are driven 
off from the main entry. They are wide enough and high 
enough, according to the height of the seam, to enable men and 
mules to work and to pass back and forth in them. Now, off of 
these entries are turned the rooms in which the miners work, 
Some of the rooms in some mines are straight on one side and 
crooked on the other; that is, the entrance into the room is put 
to one side; but in most of our rooms the entry is in the middle, 
so that the room out of which the coal is worked is bottle 
shaped, the neck representing the entry or passageway, called 
the “neck” of the room, because it is shaped like the neck of 
a bottle. There are two entries driven, to give the air a chance 
to go back as well as to come in. The air is brought up to this 
point and a door put there, guarded by a boy, to let the mules 
back and forth. The air is driven along through these rooms 
and goes back here [indicating on the plan], and so out of the 
shaft. The men cut the “neck” through, and then spread it 
out, so that they have a “face” of 30 or 40 feet, out of which 
they take the coal, and this face is worked back until it comes 
within so far of the rooms turned off the parallel entries. The 
result is, as you will see, that this coal is left here to divide 
these two entries one from the other. These “pillars” of coal 
are left all through the mine, in order to support the roof. 
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Now, coming briefly to the other method 

Mr. MOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question right 
there? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. 

Mr. MOSS. Is it not true that those pillars are drawn? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They are occasionally drawn, but in a great 
majority of the mines that I know in Pennsylvania and Ohio 
they are never drawn, for commercial reasons, 

Mr. MOSS. I will say to the gentleman tbat in our section 
they draw the pillars. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Here is one great trouble about drawing the 
pillars, but I will come to that presently. The long-wall“ 
method is illustrated by this diagram. You haye here a shaft, 
with its driveways or main entries. You have the hoist shaft, 
with its main entry; and, to come back to the same neighbor- 
hood, here is where the coal is taken from. Now, instead of 
two entries close together, as in the other drawing, we have 
these entries put sometimes 100, 200, or 300 yards apart, and 
then a passage is driven through here, leaving this coal to sup- 
port the roof right there, and then the coal is mined from the 
whole face of that long wall. The wooden props are used as 
the work is done, and as the coal is taken out the same props 
are used over and over again. Now, in order to hold up the 
roof, the miners use what is ealed “gob.” That is the refuse 
stone, shale, or bone coal that is taken out of the mine, along 
with the merchantable or commercially valuable coal. 

“Gob” is a technical term used in the mines of Wales and 
Scotland and England and throughout this country. 

4 Ae WILSON of Pennsylvania. They sometimes use the word 

goa * 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says it 
is sometimes spelled “ g-o-a-f.” I have never heard that word. 
In this country it is universally called “gob.” It is used 
abroad, and that is where the phrase came from, to “ gob up 
the roof.” 

Now, as this coal is mined out, of course—since in this coun- 
try we have sometimes 6 or 8 feet of almost pure coal without 
any refuse in it—we get no gob, and consequently it is not 
possible to use the refuse from the face itself to prop up the 
roof behind. But in other countries, and occasionally in this 
country, where the vein is thin and where it has a great deal 
of “partings” in it, either of bone coal or slate, sometimes in- 
durated clay, this refuse, or gob, is taken, in this method of 
mining, by the miner back behind him and built up as solidly as 
may be to support the roof. 

In Germany, in many mines, in addition to this gob they 
bring water heavily charged with sand through pipes and shoot 
it into the gob so that the sand wil be deposited and help make 
it more solid. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am much interested in what the 
gentleman is saying. I take it that one of the purposes of this 
FS is to conserve the resources of the country along these 

es, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is: 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman from Ohio give 
us any information on the point as to which method is the most 
economical in the way of conservation of the resources? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was coming to that. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Will the gentleman yield for an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman explain as to what 
jurisdiction the Federal Goyernment has to adopt one method 
and abandon the other? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will say that the Federal Government 
proposes nothing of the sort, absolutely nothing of the sort; and 
if the gentleman from Nebraska finds anything of that kind in 
the bill, I will agree to strike it out. Certainly the gentleman 
does not contend that the Government has any purpose actively 
to interfere in this matter at all. But what are we doing in the 
Agricultural Department? There must be some line of de- 
mareation between what the Government may do and what it 
ought not to do. I submit to the gentleman that it has never 
been better defined, since I have been a Member of the House, 
than by tlie distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHER- 
LEY} when he said, and these words are engraved on the tablets 
of my memory, not an exclusive or an inclusive definition, per- 
haps, but a fair and reasonable line of demarcation between 
legitimate activity of the Federal Government and the States. 
It is this: That with reference to any great pursuit in which 
the Government or the country has an interest, like agriculture 
or mining, it is the right and duty of the Government to make 
investigation relating to the fundamentals of that business, to 


those great fundamental principles which underlie the success 
and productiveness and safety of those pursuits, and when they 
have done that the activity of the General Government should 
cease, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does not the gentleman distinguish a 
great difference between agriculture, in which millions of indi- 
viduals are employed, and which, therefore, must be promoted 
by the General Government, and an activity like that in which 
comparatively few industries are engaged, operated by corpora- 
tions which have abundant opportunity to test for themselves 
which methods of procedure are better? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In answer to the gentleman’s question, 
which is suggestive, the gentleman is absolutely wrong in his 
premises. Even if it be true that the major part of the coal 
of this is mined by corporations, what if it is? Is it 
possible that the gentleman is so prejudiced against eorpora- 
tions as that 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not want the gentleman to misrep- 
resent me; I am not prejudiced against corporations. I say 
that a corporation operating a railroad or a coal mine is pos- 
sessed of sufficient means to procure and test any informa- 
tion that it needs; and there is no need of adopting a paternal 
spirit toward it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We are not adopting any “paternal spirit“ 
toward the coal miner, but I submit that if there is any: class 
of men in this country to whom the Government owes protec- 
tion it is to the men who go down into darkness and danger 
and work for our comfort in the coal mines of this country. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to say—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me finish; because the gentleman will 
take me off from my subject. I say that if there be millions of 
men, as indeed there are, engaged in agricultural pursuits of 
this country, there are a million men engaged in the mining in- 
dustry, and next te agriculture it brings more wealth to the 
coffers of the country than any other one industry. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ff the gentleman will limit this bill to 
the protection of human life and safety, there would be no ob- 
jection to it, but the trouble is that arguments are brought in 
here on the basis of protecting human life, and then an attempt 
is made to secure the passage of a bill which is to promote 
corporate interests—two entirely separate objects. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I submit the gentleman is 
wrong. Certainly there should be no objection in this Govern- 
ment of ours, even by the most strait-laced of men, on the sub- 
jeet of interference with state activities in any direction, to a 
bureau here where the whole field of mining operations in this 
country can be viewed, and where the general fundamental rules’ 
can be established, not to cover any individual operator, but 
simply to teach him, as they are being taught abroad, as we are 
teaching our agriculturists all over this country, to do his work 
in the best way and with the greatest regard for the conserva- 
tion of the metals that are being mined, and for the safety of 
the men who are digging his coal. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Surely. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I listened to the gentleman's 
definition of the functions of the Government with respect to 
the subject of mines and mining with a good deal of interest. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was merely a quotation, as F stated. i 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that under existing law and appropriations the Government 
is carrying out to the letter his definition of the functions and 
the power of the Government in respect to the investigations 
and in respect to the education of the people who are engaged 
in mining as well as the States that are engaged in enacting 
mining laws? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Why, Mr. Chairman, I thought I settled that 
question with the gentleman yesterday. There is absolutely no 
law for the Geological Survey to do this work, absolutely none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not saying anything about that. The 
law does elothe the Geological Survey with power to do this 
work, and the appropriations have been made, and they are be- 
ing and the work is being done. Now, is there any- 
thing outside of what is being done that comes within the gentle- 
man's definition of the functions of our Government in respect 
to mines and mining? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentle- 
man; and I will have to do it now, of course, in spite of the 
fact that it is not the place that I would like to have spoken 
of it. I submit this, and I do it without arrogance or egotism 
upon my part, that no man can read the colloquy between the 
gentleman and myself on yesterday, which appears in’ the 
Record this morning, wherein I showed the slender foundation 
upon which the Geological Survey rests so far as its organic 
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functions are concerned as authorized by law—no one can read 
that and doubt the correctness of my contention; and I am 
going to stop here to say this, that if I should sit in this House 
as long as my very distinguished predecessor sat here, for 
twenty years, I shall never look back, I am sure, upon any sin- 
gle act of mine, no matter how earnestly I may devote myself 
to my public duties, with more satisfaction than I do to the 
part that I took two years ago in obtaining the first, the very 
first, appropriation that was ever made for the purpose of 
making mining more salutary, and the part I took in increasing 
this appropriation last year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? E 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I would like first to 
answer the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. MANN. I would not have interrupted, but when the 
gentleman sought to indulge in reminiscences, we might as well 
bring him back to earth. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman’s protest is well taken, and 
I will yield. 

Mr. MANN. I was going to ask the gentleman if, from his 
point of view, the justification for the creation of a bureau like 
that is not for the purpose of studying the subject from the 
point of industrial activity? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know what the gentleman is coming to 
quite well. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman may be a mind reader. I 
am not sure at all that I know myself until I find out what the 
gentleman’s information is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer the gentleman. Proceed. 

Mr. MANN. We now have a geological bureau that studies 
the subject of minerals in so far as they are in the ground 
without being sought for. K 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes; before the operation of mining begins. 

Mr. MANN. Before the operation of industrial work begins. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Quite right; and therefore, if the gentle- 
man will permit, I will state that the work of the bureau of 
mines and the proper work of the Geological Survey will in no 
wise overlap one another. 

Mr. MANN. I understand; that is, no more than is neces- 
sary or proper, probably. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No. 

Mr. MANN. Here is the proposition as I understand it, and 
I want to get the gentleman’s point of view: To study the sub- 
ject of working the mines and the results of that work—the 
articles that came from the mines—as we now study agriculture 
in its different branches, as to a certain extent we study trans- 
portation both by rail and water, and as we study labor and 
the subject of standards in the Bureau of Standards and in 
various directions of that sort. 

Now, I want to know of the gentleman if that is not the 
principal reason for the creation of a bureau—to study this 
subject from the industrial side of it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will be perfectly frank with the gentle- 
man and say I agree with him entirely. I do not agree in the 
inference the gentleman appears to draw from that when he 
comes to amend the bill—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken, because the 
gentleman ought not to jump too quickly. I was trying to 
help the gentleman out with reference to the Goyernment study- 
ing this subject from this view point. We now have a Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and I think that no one would 
do away with it. We have various branches of industrial 
activity carried on by the General Government wholly without 
the power of the General Government to interfere with the 
rights of the States and yet carried on as a proper national 
governmental function. Now, I wanted to help the gentle- 
man 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman from Illinois helps me very 
materially. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). On this point, to show that that 
was the purpose here, to simply carry out the policy of the 
Government in this particular as carried out in many other 

laces. 

p Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the gentleman from Illinois, and I 
did not mean to jump too quickly; perhaps I am a little over- 
anxious about this bill, but I heartily agree with him, 

Mr. MANN. The other matter to which the gentleman refers 
I will bring out at the proper time. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman, Does the 
gentleman know, and if he does, will he tell the House, whether 
or not mining by means of machinery makes the danger of ex- 
plosion greater than it was before mining by machinery began, 
and is it the belief that because of the greater danger, if there 
is a greater danger, there is greater need of greater care in the 
inspection of the mines, so that life may be saved? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I would be glad if I bad a quarter of an 
hour more to talk about that matter 
Mr. MANN. We will give it to you. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I do not think it would be fair to my 


colleagues who want to be heard, but I will say this, that the 
machinery that is principally used in the mines nowadays which 
was not used twenty-five years ago is the electric “ under- 
cut machine” and the electric engines which pull coal out of 
the mines to the foot of the shaft. 

Now, it is obvious that the introduction into a mine of ma- 
chines generally running along entries that are comparatively 
low, and where the insulation on the wires that carry the heavy 
current may from time to time be deranged or worn away— 
all this may possibly increase to some extent the danger, and, 
if the gentleman will allow me, at the same time I am going 
to be perfectly frank and say that in some districts the use of 
machinery may to a greater or less extent lower the individual 
skill and perhaps the individual responsibility of the miner. 
In the old days a man went into a mine with a pick and shovel 
to the face of the working, and there he worked, lying on his 
side, first his short-handled pick and then his long-handled 
pick; he dug away as far as he could reach and “cut under” 
the coal; then he bored holes and blasted down the coal with 
his powder. Now the machine does all that. The machine 
cuts under the coal and bores the holes, and all the man has 
to do is to regulate the blast, and consequently it may perhaps 
be true, as one of the finest old miners we have ever had in 
Ohio, George Harrison, the present mine inspector of Ohio, said 
to me one day: 

Mr. Dovenas, the great qualification of a miner nowadays is a union 
card and a keg of powder. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield in 
reply to the gentleman, most specifically in regard to the intro- 
duction of machinery and its effect upon the danger to the 
miners—— 

Mr. MADDEN. I was just going to suggest, if the gentle- 
man will allow.me, that I think that the use of machinery 
made an amount of dust which was not created when the coal 
was mined by hand—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Assuredly. 

Mr. MADDEN. And because of the creation of this dust in 


larger quantities that the gases that are bound up in the coal, 


when generated are allowed to run loose, and that creates a 
greater danger of explosion than if machinery was not used, 
and because of that greater danger there is more necessity for 
the closest kind of study of the question and rigid inspection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I quite agree with the gentleman; and be- 
fore yielding to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILSON], 
which I am quite willing to do if he wants to interrupt me in 
order to undertake to reply, I will say I hope that the gentleman 
or any other Member in the sound of my voice will not for a 
moment think that I have exhausted the subject in trying to 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen]. The very 
question of the introduction of machinery in mines has almost 
revolutionized this whole subject of the investigation of mine 
accidents and the methods of mining. We are in a sort of tran- 
sition state with reference to this whole question and the effect 
upon the safety of the miners, and the whole effect of the intro- 
duction of mining by machinery upon the whole mining industry 
we do not yet begin to fully comprehend. 

Mr. FORNES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. t : 

Mr. FORNES. Has the introduction of machinery materially 
reduced the cost of mining? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It has to some extent reduced the cost of 
mining, although not so much as might at first be apparent. 

I just want to go back for a moment to this diagram, in or- 
der to try, if I can, to make the matter a little more clear as 
to why this “long-wall” method is not pursued in this country. 
As I have indicated here with this ragged line [indicating], 
this is the “face” of the working [indicating]. Of course the 
refuse material in foreign countries and where the method is 
pursued in this country is carried back in order to build up and 
support the roof. The roof will settle down upon it until it 
becomes solid and rest there, Then, of course, the air as it is 
forced in to the workmen fills the whole face of this working 
and goes out here [indicating], and so out of the hoist. That is 
called the long-wall” method. If this paper [indicating] were 
the limit of the property of the company, and they were to come 
here and begin here [indicating], they could work back in this 
way with less care, because it would make less and less differ- 
ence whether the roof fell down behind or not, as the coal was 
already taken out. But there is a great difference in this re- 
spect between the ordinary mining operations and those abroad. 
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Most of the mines in Wales, England, Belgium, and Germany 
are very deep, and the consequence is that the subsidence in 
the mine has little, in fact no appreciable effect upon the sur- 
face, whereas in this country most of our mines are compara- 
tively shallow, and where coal is taken out for 6 or 7 feet and 
the ground then above, as is frequently the case, is friable sand- 
stone and clay and lime, the subsidence of the ‘ground in that 
space out of which the coal is taken occasionally cracks the 
surface and subjects the operators to great claims for damages, 
and consequently it is much more essential in our workings 
than in the foreign mines that the roofs should be supported. 

But owing to the high price of timber, more than anything 
else, these great masses of coal have to be left in the mines. 
Of course, if timber was cheap enough so that it would be 
commercially profitable to shore up the roof of the mine with 
wooden props and leave them there, this coal could be taken out 
profitably; but because that is not true it becomes lamentably 
true, as I said a few moments ago, that it is cheaper to mine 
one-half of the coal than it is all of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I haye spoken a great deal longer of 
that matter than I intended. I want to call attention now as 
briefly as I may to another phase of the subject—the one not re- 
te to the conservation of the coal and improved methods of 
mining. 

There are three methods which have been pursued at home 
and abroad in order to make mining operations more safe and 
salutary. These researches are carried on at the various sta- 
tions abroad and at the one or two or three experiment sta- 
tions that we have established in this country. They consist, 
in a general way—I have not time to describe them more at 
length—first, in the testing of lamps to find the one which is 
safest—that is, which is less liable to permit the flame and the 
inflammable gas and dust to come together; second, in the 
matter of the use of explosives; and, third, as to the rescue of 
men who are in danger and the going into the mines to investi- 
gate its condition when an explosion has occurred. I can not 
dwell upon each of these at any great length. The work that 
has been done already at our great station at Pittsburg, which 
was organized in pursuance of the appropriation made by this 
House two years ago, has proven of incalculable benefit to the 
whole mining community of this country. 

We are not in any way trenching upon the work that the 
States ought to do. But in this very case of the terrible dis- 
aster at Cherry, Ill., it is known to everyone who knows any- 
thing about the facts, that the very first the station at Pitts- 
burg knew of that accident was on Sunday morning, when they 
saw an account of it in the newspapers. They immediately 
sent men equipped with helmets to Illinois, to the scene of the 
disaster, and these men were able to go into the mine and make 
explorations which resulted in the saving of a number of 
lives. And I may be permitted to say, that if certain appli- 
ances had been in that mine which ought to have been there; 
if the hose had fit the screw heads for which they were de- 
signed, various things could have been done to have saved that 
situation, but the work done by these men at that time resulted 
substantially in the saying of all the men who were saved. 

Now, I have here [holding it up] the first report of the Eng- 
lish Royal Commission on Mines, published in London. I am 
not going to put it in my remarks, but if any one wishes to 
look at it, I have it here. It illustrates the different helmets, 
and all the different appliances used abroad to enable men to go 
into the mines, filled with fire damp and other noxious vapors, 
to make an inyestigation down there. Probably the most per- 
fect are known as the Draeger helmet and the Westphalia hel- 
met. It is true, that as a result of the work instituted by our 
appropriation of two years ago, there have been as many as a 
8 of these helmets sold in this country to private indi- 
viduals. 

Our stations are not designed to send men in every direction 
and do rescue work so much as they are designed for the edu- 
cation of the miners and the owners of mines themselves in the 
possibilities of this rescue work. The result is that many of 
the great corporations of the country, and many lesser corpora- 
tions, have bought these helmets, and they have now, as they 
have in every large mine in Belgium and abroad, some men, 
maybe only two, three, or four, who are accustomed to wear 
the helmet, accustomed to breathe the atmosphere generated in 
the apparatus, and to work with it upon them. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous consent 
to continue for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to continue for ten minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. Before the gentleman gets started again, 
will he accept an amendment which will so change this bill as 
to limit it to the safety of the men? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman wait until I get through 
with my remarks? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will ask it now and the gentleman can 
answer it then. Will he so limit the purpose of this bill as to 
apply it only for the protection of human life? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. /I would not like to reply offhand at this 
time regarding any proposed amendment. 

These government stations have done such great, good work in 
so many ways that I have not time to dwell upon it now at length. 
But I believe they constitute the beginning of a substantial 
revolution in this whole matter in our country; and if we could 
extend somewhat the number of these stations and the number 
of demonstrators and increase the number of men who are doing 
this work in these stations, it would add greatly to the safety of 
the miners and ameliorate the conditions under which they 
must toil. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Right in that connection, will the gen- 
tleman yield to me? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman say whether the 
smaller death rate in the mines in European countries is due 
to the fact that those governments maintain a system of regula- 
tion over them, or is it due to the way and manner in which 
they mine the coal? A 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I catch the gentleman’s statement, 
and I may as well close my remarks by attempting to answer 
the question of the gentleman from Indiana. It is only fair to 
say that the danger of mining abroad in most instances is far 
greater than in this country, due to the depth of the mines and 
the more gaseous conditions in their mines. I believe the con- 
stantly decreasing death rate is due to a general movement al 
along the line. d 

It can not be said to be due to any one thing, but I belieye 
as much as any other one thing it has been due to the esprit du 
corps among the miners themselyes. They bave a regulation in 
every district in England and in Belgium with reference to 
the conduct of miners in the mines. It is a penitentiary of- 
fense, it is a felony, in Belgium for a miner to open his lamp 
in a mine except in a particular place and under the supervi- 
sion of a particular officer. So they have been compelled to 
use not only tested lamps, but they have compelled the mine 
owners to use the safest lamps. Furthermore, they have tested 
the explosives used by the men to shoot down the coal in the 
mines, and they would 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will not. I have only a minute in which 
to finish. If I have time, I will yield. In the next place, they 
would no more permit a man to blast coal with ordinary blast- 
ing powder in one of those countries than they would permit 
him to blow up houses with dynamite. They have what they 
call “ permissive explosives,” that have been carefully investi- 
gated and which, when they are used in the mines to knock 
down the coal, do not ignite the gases that may be in the at- 
mosphere or in the neighborhood. 

And so, with reference to all these matters, they have pursued 
a general policy of regulation, investigation, and education, both 
of the miners themselves, of the mine operators, and of the 
public; for, after all, it is public opinion that must be brought 
to bear upon this subject, as well as any other, to make it 
effective. They have educated public opinion until there is in 
every respect a more salutary condition of mining abroad than 
we have here. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not 
true that in their own interest the owners of these great mines 
haye endeavored with measureable success to keep themselves 
abreast of every scientific discovery and used all agencies 
possible to preserve life and to protect their own property? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What the gentleman says is true to some 
extent; and there has been more of that feeling here, and that 
education has extended in our own country more in the last two 
years under the appropriations made by Congress for that pur- 
pose than in any other twenty years in the history of this 
country. 

Now, I have taken twice the time I intended. I simply 
appeal to the House to pass this bill, and to pass it to-day, so 
that we can get it to the Senate with a chance for favorable 
consideration. [Applause.] 

I ask permission, Mr. Chairman, to extend my remarks in the 
Record, and at the request of the committee I ask unanimous 
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consent that other gentlemen desiring to address the House may 
have permission to extend their remarks in the Recorp upon 
the subject of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that is not within the power of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not grant the general 
request. It can grant an individual request. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I will limit it to myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
conn t to extend his remarks in the Recoxp, Is there objec- 

on 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
was not in the House when this bill was taken up, and I do not 
know the conditions under which it is being considered; that 
ae DE CO Sie STATE OE TEDE Se, te eon he AOA IDN Pee ore 

e. 
The CHAIRMAN. No such action was taken in the House. 
The time is not controlled or limited. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, reference has been made by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] to my opposition to 
this measure; and while I do not care particularly to occupy 
the floor at this time, nevertheless if there is no one else who 
desires to be heard in opposition, I will say a few words in 
explaining why I can not support the bill and why, in my judg- 
ment, the bill ought not to become a law. 

In the first place, it proposes to establish a new and an inde- 
pendent bureau in one of the departments of our Government 
by transferring the activities of part of the Geological Survey 
to a bureau to be known as the “bureau of mines.” 

We all know that the great labor organizations that are be- 
hind this bill have for a number of years been advocating an 
independent department of the Government, having jurisdiction 
and control over the subject of mines and mining. That has 
not seemed to be possible, and during the past two years the 
agitation has been in favor of the establishment of a bureau of 
mines and mining within the Department of the Interior. 
Even two years ago it was not deemed possible to secure the 
enactment of this legislation; but because of great excitement 
and agitation occasioned by a mine explosion in the State of 
West Virginia, Congress was asked to appropriate $150,000 with 
which to investigate the causes of mine explosions, and to 
investigate the equipment necessary for the protection of the 
lives of operatives, and to prevent accidents. In that Congress 
we authorized, under the Geological Survey, the investigation 
of the cause of mine explosions, and we appropriated $150,000 
for the purpose of enabling the Geological Survey to institute 
and carry on investigations for that purpose during the fiscal 
year 1909. 

When appropriating for the Geological Survey for the fiscal 
year 1910 we repeated the appropriation of $150,000 for the 
same purpose for the fiscal year 1910. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I want to say to the committee that any Member of this House 
who will take the trouble to read Senate Document 226, which 
is a reply by the Secretary of the Interior to a Senate reso- 
lution inquiring as to what is being done and what has been 
done in the matter of investigating the cause of mine expio- 
sions, and also with reference to the investigation as to the 
cause of mine accidents generally, will find that all that the 
Government can possibly do is being done, except that this work 
ean be extended within the Geological Survey along the line 
thus begun and including all of the coal centers of the United 
States. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not just now. I have a letter addressed to 
me by the Director of the Geological Survey, in which he says: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED Stares GEOLOGICAL Survey, 


OFFICES oF THE DIRECTOR, 
Washington, January 10, 1910. 


Hon. James A. TAWNEY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Sin: In response to your request of January 8 for a detailed state- 
ment of expenditures, organizations, results, ecte., under the 1908-9 
appropriation “for conducting investigations as to the causes of mine 
8 with a view to increasing safety in mining,” I have the 

to state: 
oN mine-accidents division of the technologic branch of the Survey 
was immediately organized and arrangements made to furnish and in- 
stall proper equ npa in the government arsenal buildings and grounds 


ienced in min 
at Pittsburg. eminent Eur — iene 8 


mine-reseu tus; e 
Stor gaseous and dusty mines; analyses of explosives 
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used in coal mining; investigations of conditions under which electricity 
may be used in dusty and gaseous mines; investigations of the nature, 
extent, and distribution of explosive mine gases. 

The engineer force of the division visited 54 mines during the year, 
representative of the several important coal fields, especially the mines 
which were considered dangerous through the presence of gas and dust 
in which either mine explosions or fires had occurred. 

The following are the mines visited by the engineers where ex- 
plosions had occurred: 

Marianna mine, Marianna, Washington County, Pa. 

9 — 8 III. ay 

c ranch mine, McDowell Coun Va. 

Clarinda mine, Boswell, Pa. 75 


Sewickley mine, Madison, Westmoreland County, Pa. 
Der’ o. 18 colliery, West Frankfort, Ill. 

Mine No. 1, Adamson, Okla. 

Mine No. 37, Winber, Pa. 

New mine, rmont, W. Va. 

Sunnyside mine, 2 miles east of Evansville, Ind. 
Rockyale mine, near Florence, Colo. 


Hastings No. 2 mine, 8 Colo. 

Examinations were made of the following mines where mine fires 
e d . at 

ne No. 1, Hallexville, Pittsburg Coun Okla. 

Mine No. 1, Star Junction, Pa. 5 

Hazel mine, Canonsburg, Pa. 

Mine No. 2, Jobs, Hocking County, Ohio, 

Keystone mine, Shelburn, Sullivan County, Ind. 

Over 1 chemical analyses were made of losives used in 
mining, of natural gas, coal dust, and other explosive products. and 
nearly 5,000 physical tests of explosives in the gas and dust galleries 
erected for the purpose. <A large number and variety of mine lamps 
were examined and tested, and experiments made th a number of 
different types of mine-rescue a tus. Some 40 inspection trips 
were made to explosives manufacturing plants. 

Thirty-one tests were made of commercial explosives, 18 of which 

all tests satisfactorily and were placed on what is designated 
the “permissible list” of explosives. 

The value of moisture in coal dust in procenting Cnet losions was 
demonstrated in a series of laboratory investigations at the . —.— 
station. A corps of mine rescuers was organized and men i 
and drilled in the use of mine-rescne apparatus. 
detailed to Urbana, III., in charge of a mine-rescue sta 
there under a cooperative a ment between the Illinois state geolog- 
— survey, the University of Illinois, and the United State Geological 

rvey. 

Following is a detailed statement of the expenditures under this ap- 
propriation during the year: 

Statement of expenditures under 1968-9 appropriation for investigating 
mine accidents. 


rr E a _... $150, 000. 00 
Salaries and wage — $34, 185. 68 
Traveling expenses _-____---_.___......... 4, 293. 97 
Rent, electric light, and motive power 193. 63 
Office furniture and üxtures rae —— 


and telephone service 296. 
. ees 16. 65 
Saleen’ Se ee 2. 381. 36 
Photographic material — — 465. 00 
Chemical and physical laboratory material 965. 35 
Drawing materia. 1!⸗ 125. 06 
Erection of testing plants — 88, 785. 14 
Operation of saning OT MEES 4, 020. 95 
Outsta liabilities, September 1, 1909. 1, 726. 77 
Unex; wm 46. 

150, 000. 00 
Very respectfully, 


Gro. Orts Surra, Director. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when you stop to consider the activities 
of the Geological Survey along the line of scientific investiga- 
tive research work for the purpose of ascertaining the causes 
of mine explosion, for the purpose of education and demon- 
stration to the operatives and operators of coal mines through- 
out the United States, under the existing organization of this 
division in the technological branch of the Geological Survey 
created only eighteen months ago and also, when we consider 
the recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior as to 
the extension of stations in addition to the stations now estab- 
lished, which will entirely cover the coal fields of the United 
States, I submit that there is absolutely no necessity for creating 
a large and cumbersome bureau such as is proposed in this bill 
now under consideration. The functions of this bureau are 
to be limited to the only function which the Federal Govern- 
ment can possibly exercise, and that function is along the line 
that the Agricultural Department of our Government is to-day 
operating, namely, that of investigative research work, educa- 
tion, and demonstration, so that the information collected by 
the government officials of the Geological Survey may be of 
beuefit to the operatives and operators of the mines and to the 
States in enacting legislation for the better protection of the 
lives of the citizens of the States who are engaged in mining in 
the several States. That function is very well described in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the Senate, on page 4, of Senate Document 226, where the 
Secretary says: A 

As to the action that the Federal Government should take to prevent 
or at least minimize mine accidents, it is assumed that in mining. as in 


agriculture, the function of the Federal Government is strictly limited 
to research and educational or demonstration work, and therefore 
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its function in relation to safeguarding the lives of miners must be 
limited to investigations of the causes and means of preventing mine 
accidents, developing methods of rescue work, and enough of demon- 

- stration or educational work to induce mine operators and miners to 
adopt these measures, under state supervision, and to lead the States 
to enact more uniform mining regulations. 


That work, Mr. Chairman, is what we are engaged in doing, 
and that work is extended from time to time as it becomes neces- 
sary to do so; and when the Government of the United States 
makes the investigations into the causes of mine explosion, and 
secures and ascertains the results, that information is available 
not only for the people of the State in which the mine is located, 
but it is available for the people engaged in mining in all the 
States. It is therefore a matter of economy for the Government 
of the United States to make this investigation rather than to 
have the individual operator or the State conduct the inyestiga- 
tion, for one State should not be charged with the burden and 
duty of ascertaining these causes for the benefit of the other 
States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. TAWNEY., I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman read a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior? 

Mr. TAWNBY. I did. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to say, for the information of the 
House, that I shall put into the Recorp, if permitted, with my 
remarks, a letter received yesterday from the Secretary, very 
heartily indorsing this plan and this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the gen- 
tleman's letter is, but I know that this is an official communi- 
cation, sent to the Senate of the United States in response to a 
resolution introduced December 16, 1909, by the senior Senator 
from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, since the gentleman has 
been talking I have sent for the Senate document to which he 
refers, and I wish to call his attention to the point in the last 
paragraph on page 3, where the Secretary mentions the fact 
that the investigations now permitted are confined to mine ex- 
plosions, and suggests that the area of inquiry be considerably 
increased, as it is in this bill. I would like to ask, also, if the 
gentleman is in sympathy with the recommendation contained 
in this document? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am, but it is not necessary, in order to 
increase or enlarge the scope of these investigations, to create 
an independent bureau for that purpose. The extension of the 
work to the extent recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior can be accomplished just as the work which the Interior 
Department is now doing was originally organized and appro- 
priated for. I think that many of these substations that are 
referred to in the document from which I have read could be 
established with profit and benefit to the miners, but that does 
not necessarily mean that to extend the activities we must 
necessarily build up a great bureaucratical machinery as an 
independent organization within the Interior Department. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota if he believes that the pledges and promises 
contained in the Republican national platform should be carried 
out in good faith? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do, most assuredly, and, in so far as I am 
concerned, during this Congress I have endeavored even more 
than the gentleman from Tennessee to carry out those pledges. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman has been in a position where 
he could do it. Let me ask the gentleman’s permission to read 
this plank of our platform: 5 

In the interest of the great mineral industries of our country, we 
earnestly favor the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining. 

[Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish, with the gentleman’s 
permission, to say also, for the special benefit of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcncock], that a similar pledge and 
promise is carried in the national Democratic platform. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in advocating the continu- 
ance of the work which the Government of the United States 
embarked upon before that plank was written, and in favoring, 
as I do, the extension of the work which the Interior Depart- 
ment is to-day doing along the lines of investigative research 
for the purpose of protecting human life, I do not think that in 
opposing the particular form of protection proposed that I am 
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opposing either the spirit or the letter of the platform on which 
I stand. 

I maintain that it is the duty of every Representative, in con- 
sidering the legislation for the purpose of protecting the people 
who are engaged in mining, that the details of that legislation 
are confided to our best judgment, in the interest not alone of 
the miners, in the interest not alone of the Treasury of the 
United States, but also in the interest of the membership of 
this House, who perhaps feel that it is necessary to establish a 
bureau of mines and mining in order to incur the favor of the 
mining organizations in their respective districts. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not yield at present. Mr. Chairman, 
there is no one on this floor who will pretend to say that the 
United States has any right of control whatever over any mine 
in any State in the Union. Therefore whatever is done by the 
Government of the United States must necessarily be along the 
line of investigation for the benefit of the mining industry gen- 
erally, and that should be confined exclusively to the ascertain- 
ment of causes of mine explosions or fires resulting in great 
loss of human life. 

No matter if we establish a bureau of mines and mining, 
we have no power, no constitutional authority, to enact any 
law for the enforcement of any regulation in respect to mining 
in any State in the Union. No man will contend that we have, 
and no one will deny that the function of the Government of 
the United States should, and necessarily must, be confined to 
investigation and to the education of miners and of the States 
in the matter of enacting uniform mining legislation. When 
we haye done that, and when we propose and are willing to 
extend the work which we are now doing along this line, we 
are doing all that is necessary, all we have the power to do, 
and nothing more can be done legitimately by the bureau of 
mines, if one is established. 

But what is proposed? That, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, this mining bureau is to be charged with 
the duty of “fostering, promoting, and developing the mining 
industries of the United States.” Has that anything to do 
with the safety of the people engaged in mining? Who are to 
be the beneficiaries of this work if performed by the bureau of 
mines and mining? The owners of the great coal mines, the 
owners of the precious-metal mines, the owners of the iron-ore 
mines; and there are as many and more in the State which 
I haye the honor in part to represent than in any other State 
of the Union, because we produce three-fourths of the iron ore 
that is produced in the United States, 

Now, does that function inyolve in any way. the exercise of 
federal power? Is it the duty of the Government of the United 
States to promote individual enterprise at the expense of the 
Public Treasury? And yet that is what is proposed in the bill 
we now have under consideration. Not only that; then follows 
this language— 
to make diligent investigation of the methods of mining, the safety of 
miners— 

That we are doing 
the possible improvement of conditions under which mining operations 
are carried on— 

That we are doing— 
the treatment of ores and other mineral substances. 


We are to go into the business of treating the ores of all the 
privately owned mines in the United States of whatever char- 
acter they may me. And how does Congress get any authority 
to spend the public money for the purpose of treating the ores 
of privately owned mines of the United States? The only way 
that can be done is the treatment of the ore taken from the 
public domain, and right here let me call your attention to the 
fact 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not now. Let me call attention to the 
fact that that not only means the establishment of a mining 
bureau, but it means the establishment of an expensive labora- 
tory to be operated in connection with that bureau. The labora- 
tory which is now being used by the Geological Survey in the 
research work which it is carrying on into the cause of mine 
explosions is there. 

The continuation of this work does not involve any additional 
expense, and the laboratory in the Geological Survey will have 
to be continued and will be maintained hereafter as it has been 
heretofore, even though you establish a new laboratory in the 
new bureau of mines and mining. Why? Because the Geo- 
logical Survey is charged with the duty and responsibility of 
classifying all public lands, and in order to ascertain the char- 
acter of coal or the quality of minerals on any part of the public 
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domain it must be or that which is taken from the 
ground adjacent to the Government domain must be analyzed 
for the purpose of ascertaining its quality to determine the 
price at which the land can be sold under existing law; there- 
fore it does not only mean the establishment of another bureau, 
but this legislation means the establishment of an elaborate 
laboratory for the purpose of conducting the investigative work 
which is now being done in the Geological Survey and in the 
laboratory belonging to that bureau in the Interior Depart- 
ment. Now, Mr. n, there is another thing in connec- 
tion with this bil. Has there been anyone who pretends to say 
how many people this bureau will employ and what the nature 
of that employment is to be? Do you pretend to say that this 
bureau which, as this bill says, shall be authorized to appoint 
inspectors and special agents to go out and inspect mines, that 
we have no control over whatever, and no matter what the re- 
sult of the inspection may be we have no means of enforcing 
any regulations that we may make in respect thereto—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the gentleman to yield there for just 
a moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that is one of the branches of this pro- 
posed service. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman will assuredly admit we 
ean not employ any more men nor expend any more money than 
Congress in its wisdom from time to time will appropriate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand; but let me answer the gentle- 
man from Ohio and give the House a little history. The sub- 
jeet of testing fuel and structural material was not thought 
of in this House until 1903. We at that time had a great inter- 
national exposition at St. Louis, and the Survey, 
for the purpose of making an exhibit there which they thought 
would be instructive, came in and obtained a $35,000 appro- 
priation for testing fuel and establishing or utilizing a plant 
that was to be furnished by manufacturers in the testing of 
coal and lignite at the St. Louis Exposition. Seren thousand 
five hundred dollars was appropriated for the testing of struc- 
tural material. Up until that time the Government of the United 
States never expended a dollar for either of those purposes, 
except as coal was tested in each department when they had to 
use and purchase coal. Since that time the appropriation for 
this service has grown from $35,000 for fuel testing to $250,000 
a year, and the appropriation for the testing of material has 
inereased from $7,500 to $100,000, and to-day we are testing 
the coal for nearly all of the railroads of the United States at 
the Government's ex 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. ‘The last appropriation for testing coal 
was $100,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I haye got 
the bill here, and the amount is $250,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it is not the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining 
that the interests behind this movement are concerned about. 
It is to transfer to the bureau of mines and mining the coal- 
testing plant and organization and the structural-material 
testing plant likewise, carrying with the transfer the appropria- 
tions that have heretofore been made for that service. By some 
oversight I assume the committee that reported this bill does 
not provide even for transfer of the division in the technologie 
department of the Geological Survey that is now engaged in the 
investigation of the causes of mine explosions. I presume that 
it is the intention of the committee to carry on this work both 
in the bureau of mines and mining and also in the Geological 
Survey. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I interrupt the gentleman? How can 
that ever happen if no appropriation is made for it in the 
Geological Survey? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This takes effect immediately. There is no 
transfer of the apparatus or the appropriation for investigating 
the cause of mine explosions. There is no authority for the 
transfer of anything from the Geological Survey to the bureau 
of mines and mining except the coal-testing and structural- 
material testing plant. 

Mr. MANN. Or of the officials. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In other words, there will be no appropri- 
ations made for this bureau which will overlap the appropria- 
tions already made for the technological branch of the Geological 
Survey. 

Mr. MANN. But if you transfer the appropriation for the 
Geological Survey work now to this bureau without transfer- 
ring the officials from the Geological Survey to this bureau, you 
will have officials without appropriations in one bureau and ap- 
propriations without officials in the Geological Survey. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Secretary of the Interior has the 
right to transfer employees from one bureau to another in his 
own department, and could make the transfer from the Geolog- 
ical Survey to the bureau of mines and mining. 


Mr. TAWNEY, ‘Then, why is it necessary to specifically 
provide for the transfer from the Geological Survey the investi- 
gations of structural material and analyzing and testing of coal, 
lignites, and other mineral fuel substances? And if you are 
going to take over these activities on the part of the Geological 
Survey, why do you not take over also the appropriations and 


the men employed in the division of mining industries or min- 


eral resources, for which there is an appropriation of $100,0002 
That also belongs to the bureau of mines and mining a great 
deal more than does the testing of structural material. What 
relation has the testing of structural material to the bureau of 
mines and mining? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, if he thinks it possible that under 
this language in lines 2 and 3 on page 2 of the bill it will be 
possible for this bureau of mines and mining to make assays 
of ores that may be submitted to it by owners of prospects, so 
that those properties may be exploited in that way? 
ae TAWNEY. Certainly. That is one of the purposes of 

ill. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the Committee on Mines and Mining 
propose to leave that answer unchallenged? à 

Mr. TAWNEY. It says “the treatment of ores and other 
mineral substances,” which I think is broad enough. 

Mr. GAINES. There are persons in this Government now 
who will tell us what is in a material, but nobody supposes 
that those departments of the Government are used for the 
purpose of determining whether a property shall be 
taken up or exploited or not, and I take it that it is no purpose 
of this bill to have that sort of thing done. My idea is that 
this bill proposes, as far as possible, to give to the public the 
information which special large corporations now have for 
themselves under their private organization. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose is evidently to extend what is 
to-day going on, as the gentleman says, and to give the great 
corporations the benefit of the information ascertained as the 
result of the investigations made by the Geological Survey, and 
one of these purposes that is to-day being carried out is the 
testing of coal for the benefit of the railroads and other large 
corporations of the United States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I deny that proposition absolutely. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Are you aware of how much coal 
the United States itself purchases? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It purchases a great deal. If the gentleman 
knows, he knows more than I do. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Do you know that this testing of 
coal is for the benefit of the United States Government itself? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me answer the gentleman specifically 
from information obtained within a week before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The testing of coal is made before the 
offer to sell the coal has been made. I make that statement on 
the authority of the Quartermaster-General of the Army. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. And does not the Government 

Mr. TAWNEY. In other words, the coal mine owner, before 
he makes his bid, has his coal tested at the expense of the 
Government, and with his proffer to sell the coal he accompanies 
a geological test of his coal, and must do so under the rules. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Do you think the Government would 
use that coal without making their own test, and know what 
they are doing? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They do; because they have tested the coal 
at the mine when they get that test, and that test accompanies 
the bid. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just a moment there. I have great re- 
spect for the gentleman’s opinion, and also for the honesty of 
his intentions; but in connection with what he said, I should 
like to submit to him this question: Whether he does not know 
that the Government of the United States is a great consumer of 
coal, as well as the greatest builder of the country? We are 
building from fifteen to twenty millions worth of publie build- 
ings a year, and we test the material for that. The result of 
this investigation has saved to the Government about 10 per 
cent of all the expenditures made for those buildings. 

Mr. MANN. Yet the cost of the buildings goes up all the 


time, 

Mr. TAWNEY. And also the cost of preparing plans and 
specifications is Increasing all the time. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word in conclusion. 
Here are two distinct branches of the Bureau of Geological 
Survey which it is proposed to transfer to this bureau, one 
having an appropriation of $100,000 and the other an appropria- 
tion of $100,000, making a total of $200,000. Then the $150,000 
now appropriated for the division of the technological branch 
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of the Geological Survey haying jurisdiction and control over 
mine explosives, which will ultimately go there, too, making 
a total of $350,000. So that this bureau will begin with a 
total appropriation of $350,000. Now, for the administration 
of these laws they must necessarily have a very large clerical 
force in addition to the force which they bring over from these 
three different branches, if they are going to carry out fully the 
Scope of the law which it is proposed to enact, and they must 
also have an extensive laboratory, costing anywhere from 
$100,000 to $150,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I maintain that if this is once done 
Congress will to a very great extent lose control over the 
specific appropriations which are now made for these branches 
for that purpose in the Geological Survey. We will have a 
great organization here, because the scope of this bill is so 
broad in its purpose, so extensive, that the bureau may be ex- 
tended to almost any limit, requiring much larger appropria- 
tions for that service than Congress has heretofore made or 
than is necessary to be made. We have a great many more 
bureaus to-day than there is any necessity for. We know that 
there is a constantly increasing demand for more bureaus. 
There is a demand for a public-health bureau, and there is a 
demand for a public-work bureau; there are demands for all 
kinds of bureaus; and recently I read what the President of 
the United States said, speaking of this subject, the way they 
proposed to extend it, and speaking of the money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, when there is a particular subject 
that needs attention it always has an organization or bureau, 
and let that bureau occupy an official relation, an experimental 
relation, with the State, and in the exercise of that jurisdiction 
which is undoubtedly theirs. “They had got to a point just 
before I sent in my message about such bureaus that they are 
asking for, they ask for a bureau of earthquakes. I assume 
why that is, was because earthquakes do not know state bound- 
aries, neither do they know jurisdiction with respect to any 
known state bounds.” 

That is absolutely true, Mr. Chairman. If we establish the 
precedent here proposed and create a new bureau for the doing 
of that which we are doing in another bureau, we may expect 
the demand for increasing the bureaus of the Government to 
continue, and the same pressure that is behind the enactment 
of this legislation will be brought to bear on a proposition to 
increase or to create other bureaus. Most of the bureaus that 
they seek to create are new bureaus. This is not a new bu- 
reau. Every legitimate function that this bureau could exercise 
is to-day being performed by an independent bureau of the 
Department of the Interior—the Geological Survey. No man 
has yet said that the segregation from that bureau of that 
which this bill includes will result in any better service than 
we ha ve heretofore received or that it will result in saving more 
lives in mines and in the business of mining than can be saved 
by the investigative work and the educational work which the 
Departmeat of the Interior to-day is carrying on in the tech- 
nological branch of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. Chairman, this means necessarily a very large increase in 
the appropriations for the current fiscal year. The estimates 
for expenditures next year have been submitted to Congress. 
The President of the United States has been justly commended 
by the press of this country for reducing the annual estimates 
below the aggregate of the appropriations for the current year. 
And I want to say here now that unless this House exer- 
cises great care in making appropriations for which no esti- 
mates have been submitted, we will find at the end of this 
session, when we come to summarize the aggregate of the ap- 
propriations, that Oongress has appropriated a great many 
millions of dollars in excess of the amount estimated by the 
departments, and Congress will then be responsible for all the 
increases above the estimated expenditures of the executive 
departments of the Government. 

This expenditure is not included in any estimate. There 
are propositions for increasing appropriations in a great many 
other departments of the Government, for which no estimates 
have been submitted, and appropriations that will necessarily 
have to be made, and in this way we will increase the aggre- 
gate of our appropriations, making them largely in excess of 
the estimates, and for that fact this House, more than any 
other branch of the legislative or executive departments of the 
Government, must stand responsible before the people in the 
next congressional election. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, in all candor, that all of the ap- 
peals to the passions and to the sympathies of men on account 
of the death loss in the mines of our land should not swerve 
us from the plain discharge of our duty, when we know, as 
every man on this floor knows, that what the Government of 
the Wnited States is doing to-day is just as effective in protect- 
ing human life, where that life is engaged in the business of 


mining, as will be the administration of law by the bureau of 
mines and mining. [Applause.] 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, regarding the remarks 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], I read from 
the sundry civil bill of last year: 

For the continuation of the analyzing and testing of the coals, lig- 
nites, and other mineral fuel substances belonging to or for the use of 


the United States, in order to determine their fuel value, etc., under 
180 V. ena of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 


In the same bill appears the following: 


For the continuation of the investigation of the structural materials 
both belonging to and for the use of the United States, such as stone, 
clays, cement, etc., under the supervision of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey, to be immediately available, $100,000, 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will read, on page 37 of the 
sundry ciyil bill for 1909, which is the year that I have referred 


to, he will see: 

For the continuation of the analyzing and testing of the coals, lig- 
nites, and other mineral fuel substances belon. to or for the use of 
the United States, in order to determine their fuel value, etc., under 
125 Me rvision of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. That is the year before. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the year that I spoke of. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. I am speaking about last year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I misunderstood the gentleman. I know it 
was only $100,000 for 1910, 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. There is also in that bill $150,000 for 
an investigation as to the causé of mine explosions. That makes 
$350,000 in the sundry civil bill under the head of “ Geological 
Survey” that might be properly connected with mining, which 
would go to the mining bureau. In the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior furnished to the Senate you will note that about 
15 per cent of mine accidents are caused by mine explosions, 
The other 85 per cent are not looked up at all, or the interests 
of the miners of other sections looked out for. We in the West 
are interested in the metal miners and are in favor of this bill. 
We have recognized that one of the strong factors which gives 
us strength on this subject has been the interest that the coal 
miners and the coal-mining operators haye taken in it. In the 
past few years we have had a large number of horrible coal- 
mine explosions, with large losses to life and property. People 
that ought to know disagree as to the causes of the numerous 
explosions in the mines. To this end appropriations have been 
made by Congress, which are being expended by the Geological 
Survey to investigate the cause of the explosions, and already 
they have been giving out important information from the in- 
vestigations and experiments made. For one thing, they have 
proved that coal-mine dust will actually explode. The appro- 
priations, however, are only temporary, and as there is no law 
on the statute books to provide for the same, the appropriations 
for this purpose were only made by unanimous consent. A 
mining bureau, if established, would give law for appropri- 
ations for this purpose and would give authority to follow up 
this subject until results were reached that would make life 
safe in our coal mines, and also to take up the subject of acci- 
dents in the other mines, as to all kinds of mine accidents, and 
look out for the safety and lives of the miners of the entire 
United States and Territories, 


The Secretary of the Interior in a recent report to the United 
States Senate, in discussing mine accidents, said: 


The causes of certain mine accidents have been traced with a fair 
a of ease and certainty to the improper use of explosives, open 
1 hts, to faulty electric equipment, to falls of roof, to lack of Als. 
cipline, etc.; but the la mine disasters, involv! gas or dust, or 
both, are still little understood, notwithstanding e investigations 
under way in. this and other countries. Unfortunately, in most such 
cases, those who might have thrown light on the initial causes have 
not suryived the disaster. In all cases the development of satisfactory 

reventive measures is still more difficult, and in this country has been 
ong neglected, though equally deserving of inquiry and research of the 
widest scope and most thorough character. 

The investigations authorized by Congress as to the “ causes of mine 
explosions’ are now under way, and the facts already developed are 
such as to encourage the belief that means of lessening disasters from 
such causes will be in hand in the near future. 

Under the wording of the current appropriation the mine investiga- 
tions are limited to “ mine explosions,” which are W msible 
for less than 15 per cent of our mine fatalities. The benefits that 
may reasonably be expected from this expenditure will be doubtless 
largely increased if its scope be widened to include also the causes and 
prevention of other “mine accidents.” Furthermore, in view of the 
exceptionally dangerous character of the work as well as its im- 
portance and the difficulty in securing the services of suitably trained 
experts, it seems proper that the investigation work on mine accidents 
should be placed on as permanent basis as possible. 

As to the action that the Federal Government should take to prevent 
or at least min mine accidents, it is assumed that in mining, as 
in agriculture, the function of the Federal Government Is strictly lim- 
ited to research and educational or demonstration work, and therefore 
its function in relation to safeguarding the lives of miners must be 
limited to investigations of the causes and means of preventing mine 
accidents, developing methods of rescue work, and enough of demon- 
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stration or educational work to induce mine operators and miners to 
adopt these measures, under state supervision, and to lead the States 
to enact more uniform mining regulations. 

Conditions involving mine safety are more uniform than are agri- 
cultural conditions, being less influenced by climatic changes. Hence 
these mine investigations and inquiries, though conducted at these 
few stations, are of value to the people of all the States, and this 
value is increased by the fact that the experts of the Federal Govern- 
ment collecting data from all the States and the various foreign 
mining countries bring to these problems in each State the results of 
this wider experience and method, with minimum duplication of cost 
and effort. Fortunately in most of the States the larger mine disasters 
occur so rarely that several years may intervene without opportunity 
for mine examinations or rescue work under complicated conditions; 
and in such cases especially experts from the federal investigation 
stations would be able to render special service to the state authorities 
by virtue of their more frequent and wider experience under equally 
complicated conditions in other portions of the country. 

At the hearings held by the committee regarding this bill 
the testimony of the presidents of a number of miners’ organi- 
zations and of mining operators was that the bureau must 
undertake a thorough investigation into the causes of mine 
accidents and how they may be prevented; take up the ques 
tion of the waste of fuel and other mineral resources in min- 
ing operations, and how we may best conserve the mineral 
resources of the country by the prevention of all unnecessary 
waste, and how in many ways the general mining conditions 
might be improved. And as such fundamental investigations 
are to be the chief purposes of the proposed bureau, they 
clearly indicate that it should go under the Department of the 
Interior, in close association with the Geological Survey, the 
Indian Office, and the Land Office, all of which have to do in 
one way or another with the actual mining conditions and 
mining operations in this country. 

We heard from the coal men, both the miners and the oper- 
ators, who expressed their opinion on this matter forcibly, to 

-the effect that they wanted information that would be of value 
to them, and they united in the opinion that this bureau should 
be placed under the Department of the Interior. 

In the United States there lies buried in the earth an inex- 
haustible supply of mineral wealth, and there are inexhaustible 
and unknown deposits of metals and minerals that are worthy of 
more attention than they are now receiving. All that is neces- 
sary to secure them is good, practical mining. The Government 
can assist the practical miner in all branches of the industry in 
many ways by having men of science take up the subject and 
study the weak points of the industry and furnish information 
that will lead to the opening of new mines, the working to 
greater depths and increased production of the present ones. 
and such knowledge as will permit of the operation of mines 
that can not be worked to-day at a profit; and it can do many 
things for the industry by giving a helping hand in the elimina- 
tion of difficulties encountered in the past. 

For years numerous public bodies and the American Mining 
Congress have petitioned Congress for the establishment of a 
federal bureau of mines and mining with a Cabinet officer at 
its head, so that the mining industry might receive the fostering 
care of the Government. In considering the subject, the friends 
of mining in Congress have had to recognize the fact that there 
was such a strong opposition to the creation of such a new de- 
partment of the Government that it would be impossible to pass 
a bill to create a department of mines and mining. 

They did believe that it was possible to secure a bureau of 
mines or a mining bureau, which would be an important step in 
advancing the interests of this great industry. 

In the Sixtieth Congress bills were introduced for that pur- 
pose, and after the Committee on Mines and Mining in the 
House of Representatives had given the subject a large amount 
of time, and had had extensive hearings on the subject, they 
reported a bill which was passed by the House by a large ma- 
jority. The Senate Committee on Mines and Mining reported 
the bill to the Senate, but received unexpected opposition from 
parties in the Senate whom we had a right to expect should 
have been friends of the measure, and the bill failed to get to 
a vote and did not become a law. 

The Committee on Mines and Mining in the House of Repre- 
sentatives have therefore again reported the bill. 

The Government of the United States for years has been 
giving the agricultural resources of the country particular 
attention, and has established a Department of Agriculture. It 
is conceded by all that this is a good business proposition, and 
has been of untold benefit to the Nation and a great factor in 
the marvelous development of our agricultural resources, The 
money expended for its support has been spent for a good pur- 
pose and has been repaid many times in the betterment and 
increased production of our agricultural products; but the only 
recognition the mining industry has received so far from the 
Government has been in a few small divisions of the Geological 


Survey in the Interior Department. The Geological Survey, as! 


far as they have been provided with funds, haye been doing 
a good work, but they are not in a position to ask for appro- 
priations from Congress to handle the subject properly, for 
there is no law under which to proceed. The output of agri- 
culture is estimated at about $8,000,000,000 per year, and Con- 
gress appropriates from $12,000,000 to $14,000,000 per year 
to the Agricultural Department for experimental work. The 
mineral output is about $2,000,000,000 annually, and mining 
gets about $350,000 per year from Congress, with no adequate 
organization, Agriculture has a department; the mining in- 
dustry is asking for a bureau. 

Mining is a national industry. Our minerals are mined in 
one State, may be treated in another State, refined in a third, 
and still used in other States or in foreign countries. It is not 
a question of mining alone, but also of milling and treatment, 


refining, transporting, and marketing, perhaps all beyond the 


limit of the State in which the mining is done. We import 
and export minerals and mineral products, and in framing our 
tariff duties and regulations we must study and judge of the 
cost of mining and treatment and refining of minerals in other 
countries. The welfare of the mining industry is indispensable 
to the welfare of the Nation itself, and the Nation as a nation, 
therefore, should and must safeguard and promote this industry 


-in every possible way. 


In the year 1848 the world heard from California, then an 
unknown country in the West, that James W. Marshall, had, in 
a race way, while constructing a lumber mill near Colma, dis- 
covered gold. The report was true; there was lots of gold. 
Immediately there was a rush to that section, and thousands of 
young men left their homes in the East to make their fortunes 
in the Golden State, which turned out to be not only a golden 
State, but also a Garden of Eden; for the working of the gold 
mines led to and resulted in the development of its rich agri- 
cultural and other resources, and all together made California 
the great State that it now is. 

A This was the first important discovery of gold in the United 
tates. 

I have here a table of the production of gold by States in the 
United States for the year 1908: 


State or Territory. 
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Also a grand total of product of gold in the United States 
from the year 1792 to 1908: - 


Year. Value. 
ton 22 $14,000, 
July 31, 1884, to December 31, 1844. 7,500, 
1845... 1,008, 
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On June 24, 1859, J. F. Stone and W. P. Morrison, who had 
been prospecting on the eastern side of the Sierra Nevadas, 
brought to Nevada City, Cal., specimens of ore of a new discov- 
ery. They were samples of ore from the famous Comstock lode, 
which had been discovered by Anthony Comstock, and these gen- 
tlemen had purchased an interest and brought samples to be 
tested. They were assayed by J. J. Ott, an assayer of Nevada 
City, with whom I was acquainted for many years, and resulted 
in giving $1,595 in gold and $3,196 in silver per ton. The excite- 
ment became intense, and thousands of prospectors hurried to 
the spot. Its wonderful richness was fairyland, and the further 
history of the Comstock lode is but a part of the history of the 
West. The discovery of the Comstock made the great State of 
Nevada. 

The result of the discoveries in Californin and Nevada and 
the large production of the precious metals led to the extensive 
exploration of what are now the Western States and Territories 
and the development of mining interests of infinite value. The 
development of the mining interests led to the bringing to the 
front the agricultural and other resources of the West, and also 
gave a stimulus to the business interests of the entire United 
States, that has been a leading factor in making our country the 
great Nation that it now is. 

In the year 1907 I was in San Francisco and attended a ban- 
quet given by the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce to the 
congressional delegation of California. At that time matters in 
the United States, so far as finance was concerned, were a little 
mixed. The fact was the country had gotten considerable of a 
jolt, and it was an important subject of discussion at that time. 
Naturally at that banquet finance was the leading subject of 
discussion, especially as there were present a number of prom- 
inent financiers of the Nation. All of them were called upon for 
remarks, and they expressed themselves very freely, and some 
of them went into details of various theories and propositions 
that would help out the financial situation. 

After a while they called upon me. I told them that coming 
from away up in the mountains, in the gold-mining section, the 
financial situation did not bother us; that our mines had been 
continually running; that our miners were at work; that they 
were being paid; that none of our banks had failed; and that 
I had not given the subject of finance any particular study, but 
I thought it was a good time to call their attention to one fact, 
and that was that while they were busy figuring how the best 
Way was to get more greenbacks issued to issue clearing-house 
certificates, and all that; the miners of my district had been 


hard at work all the time, and had been sending right into San 
Francisco $2,000,000 a month in gold; that I thought that was 
a sort of practical way to help out their finances; and that I 
was sure that they had turned that gold over and over again 
many times, and that it had materially helped them out. While 
the miners of my district were doing that the other gold 
mines throughout the United States were all at work, and last 
year the gold mines of the United States produced almost 
5100,000,000. 

Now, I think that that 5100, 000,000 in gold was a very mate- 
rial factor in assisting in straightening out the financial diffi- 
culties of the United States. 

Our other mining industries certainly helped. The copper, 
lead, and zine mines kept large forces of men employed. 

The iron mines produced large amounts of iron, and the great 
coal-mining industry added its wealth to the United States, all 
bracing up its financial condition, and I, as a Representative in 
Congress, believe every effort should be made at all times to do 
what we can to brace up the great mining industry, the same 
as other mining industries are being cared for. 

For years the mineral production of the United States has 
continually been increasing until to-day it has reached over 
the $2,000,000,000 mark, and it is giving employment to millions 
of men, furnishing a home market to the product of the manu- 
facturer and the farmer, keeping thousands of miles of rail- 
roads in operation, and adding yearly untold’ wealth to the 
Nation, taking it all from Mother Earth, where it has been 
hidden for unnumbered ages, waiting for us to uncover and 
make use of for the good of all. 

As the mineral production of the United States advances in 
rank and as the amount of the unexplored territory decreases, 
it will become more and more necessary to carry on mining on 
stricter lines, with a view to securing better results in the util- 
izing of the mineral substance of the United States. 

There is always room for improvement in the treatment 
of ores so that full values can be obtained from them and the 
ores of low value worked. Go back fifty years and you will find 
the processes then in vogue little better than those employed 
in ancient times. There is room for improvement in the methods 
and conditions under which mines are operated, with a view to 
the prevention of mine accidents, the waste of material, and the 
betterment of mining conditions, and there is ample room for 
the dissemination of information that will be of value to every 
branch of the mining industry. The Geological Survey is the 
only branch of the United States Government that takes up any 
subject directly for the benefit of the mining interests. 

The following appropriations were made for the Geological 
Survey for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1910: 


SALARIES. 


e e Ree 860 
DF E arses nndal 29, 900 
General expense 
Topographic surveys 
Geologic surveys 


Pre Ulustrations 
Report of mineral resources. 

a stream 
Enge and printing geology mani 

ngra and pr g geo maps. 
In ves fing stuctural material, stone, clays, cement, ete— 100, 000 
Analyz BE ARS oe AS SS TTE A ER 100, 000 
Topographic surveys, national forests 75, 000 
Two territorial mine inspectors 4, 000 
Two per diem mine inspectors———— 8, 350 
Mine CX DIOMONS i ae tee s 
Printi siiin 17000 

meir ead ak E E ran eek EAE Wy E 1, 672, 390 


As there has been some discussion regarding the respective 
duties of the Geological Survey and of a mining bureau, I will 
give a definition: 

Geology is the department of natural science that treats of 
the present constitution and structure of the earth and the 
operation of its physical forces; also of the history of the 
development of this structure in the past, including the causes 
and modes of physical changes, and the occurrence and develop- 
ment of organisms. It embraces physical geography in part, 
but is not concerned with merely descriptive geographical 
details, 

The geologist studies the structure of the earth. 

The miner digs into the surface of the earth and takes from 
it the minerals useful to man, and it is his duty to make the 
earth yield up her treasures in a practical way for the good of 
humanity. 
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Of the foregoing appropriations this bill, if enacted into law, 
will transfer to the mining bureau the investigation of mine 
explosions, the analyzing and testing of coals, and the investi- 
gating of structural materials—stone, clays, cement, and so 
forth. Other appropriations will have to be made to fully carry 
out the purposes of the burean. 

The new bureau of mines will, as indicated in this bill, begin 
where the Geological Survey leaves off. It will supplement, 
but will not duplicate, the work of the Geological Survey. It 
will take up the problem connected with the mining and the 
treatment of the mineral products, conducting investigations 
with a view to greater safety and less waste of resources in the 
development of the industry. 

A broad and comprehensive study of mine conditions and 
safety appliances will give the mine worker more protection 
than any laws proposed by people who do not understand min- 
ing conditions. 

A federal bureau of mines will have at its command such 
far-reaching facilities for technical work that its publications 
will be of great value to the mining operator and the miner. 

In time such a bureau will be able to secure such reports 
from mining companies that mine investors will be protected 
as well as the mine worker. 

It is the accurate, impartial, scientific solution of the prob- 
lems and difficulties which underlie the mining industry in this 
country that need to be solved by this disinterested, impartial 
national bureau. The information to be gained through these 
investigations is needed for use as a basis of intelligent legis- 
lation in the several States, and as a basis of intelligent, fair, 
and enforceable rules and regulations about mines. 

At the present time we have before the people of the United 
States a great question of policy regarding the conservation of 
the natural resources of the United States and which involves 
the handling, disposition, and control of its great mineral re- 
sources, which will necessitate the passing of important and 
far-reaching laws concerning the same, and yet we have not a 
bureau in the whole government establishment that has the 
information or the organization to properly furnish facts on 
which Congress should base legislation. In this connection may 
be cited the absurdity of the proposed legislation of providing 
for the leasing of petroleum lands independent of the surface, 
showing a total lack of information as to the actual conditions 
connected with this industry and the impossibility of separating 
surface ownership from the mineral wealth beneath the sur- 
face or any proper conception of the work connected with the 
development of lands containing oil. 

With the General Land Office a bureau of mines will cooper- 
ate, through investigations, to determine how the mineral prod- 
ucts on the public lands can be developed and used most effi- 
ciently. This, of course, is different from the land classifica- 
tion, which the Geological Survey will look after. It is an 
investigation or inquiry to determine how the minerals still 
belonging to the Government may be developed and used most 
efficiently. 

The aggregate area of the public lands still belonging to the 
Government (including Alaska) is 731,000,000 acres, or greater 
than the aggregate area of all the States east of the Mississippi 
River and the State of Texas, 

With the Indian Bureau, or Office of Indian Affairs, the new 
bureau of mines will cooperate in connection with the most 
efficient development of the mineral lands and oil and coal lands 
belonging to the Indians. 

In recent years the question of forestry has come to the front, 
in connection with which sentiment has become a large factor. 
Most of our rich mining districts are situated within the re- 
serves for national forests. There are, and will be, many ques- 
tions as to the relations of the mining interests and the Forest 
Service, and there is no one in the government service to-day 
whose duty it is to represent the mining interests. 

The mining industry should have some representation in 
the government departments, some branch, some division, some 
corner where there is some one whose duty it is to look out 
for the mining interests. Take again, for instance, hydraulic 
mining in the State of California, at one time a great gold 
producer. It has been practically smothered to death, and 
though laws were passed and appropriations made by na- 
tional and state governments looking to a rehabilitation of 
that industry in California, nothing of value has been done, 
and this is a subject well worthy of the attention of a mining 
bureau, if we had one. 

Much valuable work has been, is being, and will be done 
by the state governments to investigate and foster the local 
mining interests within their own borders, but many of the 
States have not the means to do this adequately. None of 
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them cover the entire field, nor is any one State interested 
in all branches and departments of this great industry. The 
mere statement of facts that the mining industry is second 
in value only to agriculture, receives substantially no pro- 
motion, no help, and no attention from the United States Goy- 
ernment, ought to be argument enough for this bill. 

I will not take time to further discuss this subject. I 
consider a bureau of mines not only desirable but a necessity 
for the future good and protection of the mining industry 
and the lives of our miners, and I ask that you, one and all, 
help pass this bill for the establishment of a United States 
bureau of mines, 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the bill under con- 
sideration, “ To establish in the Department of the Interior a 
bureau of mines,” is one that has received a great deal of atten- 
tion throughout the country. For several years past the mining 
sections have been appealing to Congress for proper recognition 
of this great industry. The various mining congresses, at their 
annual sessions, have passed resolutions in favor of this legisla- 
tion. In 1908 the Republican national platform contains this 
definite and straightforward pledge in favor of such a measure: 

In the interest of the great mineral industries of our country, we 
earnestly favor the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining. 

Which by this bill we propose now to fulfill. 

In furtherance of this object, in his annual message to the 
Sixtieth Congress, the President of the United States urged the 
importance of this legislation in the following language: 


A bureau of mines should be created under the control and direction 
of the Secretary of tlie Interior; the bureau to have wer to collect 


statistics and make investigations in all matters pertaini to mining, 
and particularly to the accidents and dangers of the indu: i If this 
can not now be done, at least additional appropriations should be given 


the Interior Department to be used for the study of mining conditions, 
for the prevention of fraudulent mining schemes, for carrying on the 
work of ma the mining districts, for studying methods of minimiz- 
ing the accidents and dangers of the industry; in short, to aid in all 
proper ways the development of the mining industry. 

Numerous bills were introduced in the Sixtieth Congress de- 
signed to meet the requirements for legislation on this subject. 
The Committee on Mines and Mining, during the first session 
of the Sixtieth Congress, responding to this demand, gaye care- 
ful and thorough consideration to this subject; extensive hear- 
ings were held, and the ideas embodied in the various bills be- 
fore the committee considered, and finally a bill was reported to 
the House, substantially similar in its provisions to the pending 
bill. This bill came up for consideration in the House on May 
21, 1908, and after full debate passed the House by a vote of 
222 yeas to 29 nays. The distinguished gentleman from Minne- 
sota, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in the roll 
of a sentinel armed cap-a-pie, standing at the door of the Treas- 
ury to challenge every outlay, then, as now, opposed the Dill, 
essentially on the same grounds and by the same arguments 
that he has advanced to-day. 

In the time that has elapsed, public sentiment, however, has 
strengthened in support of legislation of this character. The 
appalling catastrophes which have occurred from time to time 
have shocked the people and focused their attention upon the 
urgent necessity of devising some means for preventing, if pos- 
sible, the horrible disasters and loss of life the recital of which 
makes us grow sick at heart. 

While this legislation failed of enactment in the Sixtieth 
Congress, yet its purpose in part was realized by committing 
to the Geological Survey this field of action and making liberal 
provision for investigation into the causes and prevention of 
mine accidents, This was a step in the right direction, and I 
am pleased that the able gentleman from Minnesota has pre- 
sented to the House, approvingly, a report of the good work 
then undertaken, which has been accomplished in pursuance 
of that appropriation. The friends of this measure heartily 
commend the activities and the achievements of the Geological 
Survey in this direction, and call attention to it as the strongest 
argument yet advanced in favor of the pending bill. It 
demonstrates conclusively that important results of great value 
can be attained in this field of investigation, and accentuates 
the advisability of enlarging its scope and making this line of 
inquiry a permanent policy of the Government. The men who 
toil underneath the ground in the hazardous vocation of mining 
are entitled by every instinct of humanity to have every safe- 
guard thrown around them that science and ingenuity may dis- 
cover. Of course, the humanity of the question rises para- 
mount to all others and can not nor ought not longer to be dis- 
regarded by Congress. 

From every section of the country come appeals for relief. 
The various States where this great industry is carried on have 
not been indifferent, but their efforts, disjointedly, have not 
adquately met the situation, I am just in receipt of a letter 
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from the state coal-mine inspector of my own State, which 
yoices the universal sentiment of mining experts on this ques- 
tion. I will present the same to the House: 


Savt Lake CITY, Uran, January 19, 1910. 


Washington, D. O. 
Dran Sin: I 5 call your attention to H. R. 13915, intro- 


Hon. JOSEPH HOWELL, 


duced on January 10, 1909, and now ding, as I am informed, in the 
House of Representatives, It is a bill for the establishment of a 
bureau of mines in connection with the Department of the Interior, the 
object of the bureau being to conduct scientific investigations to assist 
the various state mine inspectors to make mining safer. As I under- 
stand it, the bill leaves the system of mine inspection in the hands of 
the state authorities, as at present; but the bureau, if established, will 
render most valuable service to the inspectors in the direction of 
making them acquainted, by thorough investigation, with effectual 
meth of securing greater safety to our miners. 

In view of the 8 and increasing number ot mine disasters in 
the United States, I feel that something should be done in the Federal 
Government, and that quickly, to devise means of 8 the ter- 
rible loss of life and property resulting from these accidents. A 
bureau such as is proposed by this measure would do more than any 
other agency I can think of to accomplish this very desirable result. 
While the nation is aroused over the matter of conserving its re- 
sources which are in danger of being dissipated through waste and 
use, it seems to me imperative that something be done to save the most 
valuable of all our resources, human lives, so many of which are being 
ruthlessly destroyed in our numerous mine accidents. 

I therefore most respectfully urge you to do all in 12 power to help 
secure the passage of this measure in the House and later in the Sen- 
ate, with as large a majority in its favor as ible. Utah is vitally 
interested in any measure which will make the great mining industry 
safer, and theremore more humane and profitable; and I am sure that 

ou, as a representative of our greåt State, will take a strong personal 
nterest in a measure calculated to be as beneficial to the g States 
as the one now pending. 

Trusting you will favorably consider this request, and thanking you 
in advance for whatever P bei may do to help in the enactment of this 
measure, I am, with kindest personal re 

Sincerely, yours, J. E. Perrrr, 
State Coal-Mine Inspector. 

While this bill is abundantly justified on the grounds of its 
purpose to promote the health and safety of mining, yet I ear- 
nestly believe it is also fully warranted for economic reasons, 
The establishment of the great Department of Agriculture some 
twenty-five years ago was looked upon at the time as an exer- 
cise of paternalism by the General Government, of doubtful ex- 
pediency, but the development of the work of this department 
has been of incalculable benefit to the whole country. The 
annual productions of agriculture have increased from $2,000,- 
000,000 to $8,000,000,000 per annum. The work of this depart- 
ment, in coordination with the several state agricultural colleges, 
has completely vindicated the foresight and statesmanship 
which prompted this policy. Since that time commerce, labor, 
manufacture, fisheries, and forestry have each been given special 
attention by the Government, and now I maintain that it is high 
time that the great mining industry should begin to receive that 
attention to which its importance entitles it. We are now 
turned in the right direction, and no one can foresee the immense 
benefits that will flow from the foundation we are this day lay- 


ing. 


We have a country richer in mineral wealth than any other 
country on the globe. Our measureless fields of coal, our west- 
ern mountains, veritable treasure houses of precious metals, 
the secret of whose vaults we do not as yet but imperfectly 
understand, an abundance of the useful metal abounding every- 
where and the rare and more elusive metals yet to be developed, 
all combine to demonstrate the importance of the field of in- 
vestigation upon which we now propose to enter. I not only 
heartily favor this bill, but I am greatly in favor of still pro- 
moting this industry, as we have furthered agriculture, by ex- 
tending aid and encouragement to the several States in estab- 
lishing mining schools in connection with the scheme of educa- 
tion. I have introduced such a bill, and other bills having the 
same object have been knocking at the door of Congress for 
several years. 

Talk about the expense of this policy to promote and foster 
an industry that pours annually into the lap of the Nation a 
stream of more than $2,000,000,000. This expense is a mere baga- 
telle. Every dollar expended will return a munificent and 
everlasting dividend. The policy of the Nation for many years 
has been to encourage the development of home industries; to 
maintain in our trade with foreign nations the balance in our 
favor and keep an ample supply of basic money in the coun- 
try. The soundness of this policy has been completely vindi- 
cated by our experience as a Nation, It is in direct harmony 
with this wise policy that we should give attention to our sup- 
ply of basic money, to which the mines of the West so largely 
contribute. So, along with our efforts to protect and safeguard, 
so far as science and human ingenuity can do so, the miner, 
we should also encourage the diffusion of scientific knowledge 
as to their extent and character and the best methods of devel- 
oping and conserving our mineral wealth. 

Who can fully estimate the immense stimulus that is im- 
parted to the arteries of trade and commerce by the infusion 
of $100,000,000 annually of gold from our western gold fields? 
If this annual flow should ever be seriously checked, our at- 
tention would no longer be engaged in inquiries over high prices 
in the cost of commodities, but, instead, we would find our- 
selves groveling in the financial heresies of the last decade. 
Our Nation is wonderfully blessed in having a stream of gold 
annually poured into the channels of trade, which to trade and 
commerce imparts the same revivifying effect that our moun- 
tain stream does to thé parched but fertile desert lands. 

The hardy miner, braving every danger, enduring every hard- 
ship, and with a never-dying vision before his eyes, toils on, 
wearing out his life in an assault on the impregnable fastnesses 
where lies this hidden treasure. His is a dauntless soul, and 
his life’s work is but poorly appreciated. 

As an interesting computation of our mineral products and 
illustrating the variety and character of our mineral wealth 
as well as the extent of our development, I will submit with 
my remarks a report of the Geological Survey for the years 
1905 to 1908: 

DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mineral products of the United States for calendar years 1905 to 1908. 
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Mineral products of the United States for 


calendar years 1905 to 1908—Continued. 


1908. 
Products. 
Value. 
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Mr. ELVINS. Mr. Chairman, in the past fifteen years the 
lives of 24,000 men have been snuffed out in the coal mines of 
the United States, culminating in the recent awful disaster at 
Cherry. Ill. The record of deaths in the metal mines of the 
country is scarcely less appalling. How much longer shall this 


annually increasing carnage of human sacrifice continue before 
the Congress of the United States makes up its mind to act? 
A bureau of mines that will make such investigations as will 
lend to the future safety of miners is an imperative need. 
Not Illinois nor Missouri alone, but the whole country, cries 
out for it. Let us therefore establish it and cease quibbling 
as to whether it shall be in this or that department of the 
Government. 

Mr. Chairman, the State of Missouri, now recognized as 
essentially a mining State, has a smaller death rate in its coal 
mines than can be found in any other State, the fatal accidents 
during the past ten years averaging less than 14 for each 
1,000 men employed, as compared with an average of about 1 
death out of each 1,000 men employed in France and Belgium 
and as compared with the discreditable average of nearly 4 
deaths out of each 1,000 men employed in the United States as 
a whole. This good showing in my State is probably due to the 
fact that little gas is found in the coal mines of Missouri, and, 
second, to the good inspection law and the good inspection had 
under the law. I am sorry that I can not speak so well for 
the zinc region of the southwestern part of the State, where 
the story of the loss of life is worse than that in the coal 
fields, the records of the past ten years showing that for every 
1,000 men employed in the zinc mines an average of 3 men have 
been killed. 

My own congressional district, which embraces the so-called 
“eastern mining district or lead fields of the State,” is probably 
the most distinctively metalliferous mining district in the United 
States, but it has no coal mines and has no such wholesale dis- 
asters as have been of too frequent oceurrence in the coal mines 
of the United States. Mine is the safest mining district in all 
the world. Fewer lives are lost and fewer casualties occur in 
the eastern mining district of Missouri, in proportion to the 
number of men employed, than in any other mining section in 
the world, the statistics showing that in the year 1907 there 
were but 5 deaths among the 6,192 men employed in the mines, 
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or less than 1 in 1,000. There are, of course, accidents which 
occur in the deep lead mines and copper mines of my district, 
but with the exception of a few of the accidents that are caused 
from what we eall “ falling back ”—that is, the scaling or slivy- 
ering ” off of pieces of rock from the roof of the mine—they are, 
in nearly every instance, directly chargeable either to the negli- 
gence of the mine operator or to the men themselves. This 
feature of the bill, therefore, will not be of so much value 
directly to the people of my district as it will to the people of 
the coal-mining sections of the country, although we have hopes 
that under this provision of the bill a way may be found to 
prevent even the comparatively small loss of life by accident 
in my district. 

This bill also provides for the diligent investigation of the 
methods of mining, the possible improvement of conditions under 
which mining operations are carried on, the treatment of ores 
and other mineral substances, the use of explosives and elec- 
tricity, and other technological investigations and inquiries 
pertinent to said industries, and it is with reference to the im- 
provement of conditions under which mining operations are 
carried on, and the investigations of methods of mining and the 
treatment of ores and other mineral substances that I wish to 
address myself particularly. 

It is unnecessary to rehearse here the great importance and 
the magnitude of the mining industry in the United States, 
which is second in its importance only to our agricultural 
greatness. No one would think of abolishing a single bureau in 
the Department of Agriculture, in which there are many, and 
yet opposition of one kind or another is shown to the establish- 
ment of a single bureau to look after the interests of the second 
largest industry in the whole United States and its possessions, 

I have not at my fingers’ ends the statistics for the mineral 
productions for the entire United States, but in the State of 
Missouri alone, in 1908, the mineral productions reached the 
enormous total of $32,587,828. Of this $8,665,913 was lead, 
$6,374,719 zinc, $5,644,330 coal, $184,686 iron, $145,000 copper, 
$75,000 cobalt, $61,875 barytes, $35,000 nickel, $26,039 silver, 
and the balance lime, building stone, cement, and clay products. 
Of this enormous total the 5 mineral counties in my congres- 
sional district produced 78 per cent of the lead, 25 per cent of 
the iron, all of the copper, all of the nickel, all of the cobalt, 
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a good percentage of the zinc, and practically all of the barytes. 
In addition to these minerals, my district has mines of silver, 
plumbago, and asbestos, and numerous valuable clays, and a 
small percentage of gold has been found in some of the assays. 
Along with the largest lead mills and tiff mills in the world, it 
contains also the greatest glass factory in the world, and fur- 
nishes for its use a vast quantity of the finest of white sand. 

I do not point out these facts in order to boast of the re- 
sources and industries of the district, but to draw attention to 
this statement that I desire to make in order to show the im- 
portance of the estabishment of this bureau of mines for the 
purpose of investigating the treatment of the ores and other 
mineral substances, the conservation of our mineral resources, 
and, as an incidental feature thereof, the prevention of waste. 

The Spaniards were mining lead in my district in the eight- 
eenth century, Mr. Chairman. They had gone there, it is true, 
in search of precious metals and had found them, and, like the 
lover in the Merchant of Venice, with the caskets of gold, silver, 
and lead before him, they had said: 

+ è ©% ‘Thou meagre lead, 

Which rather threatenest than dost promise aught, 
Thy paleness moves me more than eloquence ; 

And here choose IJ. 

The difference between them and Bassanio, however, was that 
the Spaniards did not know the precious metals when they saw 
them, for, along with the lead in the same rock, they had found 
gold, silver, nickel, copper, cobalt, and zinc; but they knew them 
not. But even if they had known them, the crude methods of 
treating and smelting the lead ore would have caused the waste 
of all of the other and more precious metals. And so the 
methods of mining and smelting have continued down to within 
recent years. In the Joplin district, where later the mining of 
lead was followed very extensively, the miners, in their eager 
quest for the baser metal, had thrown away the richer zinc 
ore and built fences and roads of it, not knowing what it was. 

A Yankee once blew into the town of Joplin and saw around 
the home of one of the wealthy mine owners a fence made of 
the finest of rosin jack, which is the name for the ore out of 
which zinc or spelter is made, The Yankee was wiser than 
the mine owner, and proposed in place of the rock fence to build 
an iron one, and all he asked as pay for the iron fence was the 
jack that composed the rock fence. This, of course, was readily 
agreed to by the mine owner, and the result was that the mine 
owner got a nice, new iron fence, but the Yankee got rich from 
the fence, which he smelted into zinc. When the miners discov- 
ered the value of the stuff that had given them so much trouble 
in their lead-mining operations they immediately transformed 
the lead mines of Joplin into thé zinc mines of Joplin, and 
to-day zinc is the more valuable metal of the two. But mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of zinc ore was ruthlessly thrown aside 
and wasted in the Joplin district in the search for lead, and it 
can never be recovered. Similarly the people in Wisconsin, I 
am told, paved the streets of their cities with zine ore, which 
they had gotten out of the ground in their quest for lead. Later 
these streets were dug up and smelted into fortunes. And 
so also in Madison County, in my district, where prospecting 
was done with a diamond drill for the location of lead ore 
bodies, the prospectors refused to buy certain lead-bearing 
lands which they had under option, because the cores, as shown 
by the drills, contained yellow streaks, which they thought to 
be sulphur, and which they thought would make the lead so 
difficult and expensive to smelt that it would not pay as a 
mining proposition. A less-experienced company came in and 
bought the land, and commenced to mine lead on a very large 
scale. After a short period of operation it was discovered one 
day that the yellow streaks, instead of being sulphur, were 
copper and nickel and cobalt, but principally copper, and what 
was a lead mine in Madison County has now been transformed 
into a copper mine. But think of the waste before the discoy- 
ery, and think of the waste now going on, because these min- 
erals, occurring in the same rock, as they do, make the milling 
and smelting proposition a very difficult one, so that it is prac- 
tically impossible to save one of the ingredients of the rock 
without wasting one or more of the others. Oh, what a field 
for technological investigation is there! 

If some cheap method could be found for the treatment of 
the ores in my district alone, so as te save the copper and the 
lead, and the nickel and the cobalt, and the silver and the zinc, 
there is no telling how many thousands of dollars a year would 
be saved. And I am told by an eminent geologist, who has 
studied the question closely, that the waste in the Joplin dis- 
trict in the mining operations is equal to one-sixth of the entire 
mine production of that district, while the waste in the milling 
and smelting operations is equal to another sixth. 


Mr. Chairman, a story is told of an old negro who was once 
fishing beside a white man in one of the beautiful mountain 
streams of my district. The white man had sat all day and 
grumbled without a bite. Presently he saw the old colored 
man pull forth, gleefully, a beautiful trout. After examining 
the trout very carefully, the negro, with sorrowful expression, 
deliberately took it off of his hook and tossed it back into the 


stream. “What on earth made you do that?” asked the hun- 
gry white man. The negro’s answer was: “Ise fishin’ for cat- 
boss.” ; 


I never think of this incident of the trout without grieving 
with the people of the Joplin district and of Wisconsin, who 
had for years thrown away their zinc ore in their eagerness for 
lead, and the people of my own district, who had fooled away 
fortunes in copper, nickel, and cobalt in the same mad quest. 
It is not likely that these, with their experiences, will fling any 
more trout back into the stream, but who knows to what ex- 
tent the same innocent waste may be going on elsewhere in the 
country? 

Now, with the establishment of a bureau of mines to make 
diligent investigation into the methods of mining and the treat- 
ment of ores and other mineral substances, a way will probably 
be found for the elimination of practically all of this waste, 
and in connection with the work of the Geological Survey, 
means will be found for identifying a mineral and establishing 
its valué when found, and our great natural mineral resources 
will no longer be wasted in the way they have in the past. 

In that connection, it ought to be added here that the con- 
servation of our national mineral resources is equally as im- 
portant, if not more so, than the conservation of our national 
forests. The annual waste in coal-mining operations is esti- 
mated to be about 200,000 tons, and the value of the aggregate 
waste of our mineral product is estimated to be above a million 
dollars daily. Reflect upon the 30 to 40 per cent of waste (one 
and a quarter to two million dollars annually) that is charge- 
able to the Joplin district for all the years past. Think of the 
waste of lead in the Coeur d’Alene district of Idaho, where they 
ballast the railroads with crushed rock which bears a greater 
percentage of lead than we mine in my district, and of the 
daily loss of from $5,000 to $10,000 carried away in the tailings 
of some of the copper mines of Arizona and Utah. Think of 
the silver, nickel, and cobalt, the last named of which sells from 
$2.50 to $5 per pound, that is being wasted in my district to-day 
because there is no known method of economically separating 
and smelting the minerals. 

The fame of the West has been based upon her high-grade 
mines. Her great wealth lies in her low-grade mines, in the 
operation of which the difference of 50 cents a ton in mining or 
treatment charges, or, what is equivalent, the saving of an ad- 
ditional 50 cents a ton, means the difference between success 
and failure. Bonanza mining is a thing of the past. We must 
turn our attention to the low-grade mines of the country and 
find means to make them pay, and no other factor will contrib- 
ute nearly so much to this end as the establishment of a bureau 
of mines under the fostering care of the Government. 

The establishment of a bureau of mining technology lies at 
the very basis of the policy of conservation of our natural re- 
sources. Mining is increasing always. The production and 
consumption of mineral products during the current decade will 
be nearly two and one-half times greater than for the preceding 
decade. The conservation movement has not fully appreciated 
the fact that in the production of minerals there is a greater 
waste than in most any other line. We fail to realize and 
properly appreciate the fact that when our mineral wealth is 
exhausted, unlike a forest, it can never be replaced, but is gone 
forever. 

In my own district in Missouri is what was once the famous 
Iron Mountain, for which the Iron Mountain Railroad was built 
and named. The older Members of this House read in their 
geographies of the inexhaustible supply of iron that was to be 
found in that mine, and a picture of the great mountain, with 
a flourishing city at its feet, decorated most of the geography 
books of that day. I have passed through that “city” a num- 
ber of times in the last few years, and Goldsmith’s “ Deserted 
Village” very aptly describes it to-day. The houses, once peo- 
pled by busy and prosperous iron miners, are now the habita- 
tions of birds and bats. The discovered deposits of iron there 
have long since been exhausted, and I have no doubt that had 
a more systematic and economical method of mining and treat- 
ing the ore been employed that a vast and incalculable amount 
of waste would have been prevented and a consequent cheapen- 
ing in the price of iron ore been realized. I have read in some 
of the papers of my district that it is believed that still greater 
deposits of iron have been discovered deep in the earth at Iron 
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Mountain, and I hope that this is true. But, be that as it may, 
the fallacy of the inexhaustibility of any mineral in the coun- 
try is too clearly pointed out by this one incident at the very 
doors of my people. 

- There are, however, in the country unlimited supplies of 
stone, clay, lime, and cement, and these are allowed to lie in 
wait while the more precious metals are eagerly dug for. Now, 
with the establishment of a bureau of mines, which would give 
attention to these less valuable minerals and mineral sub- 
stances, it is easy to foresee that there will be developed a much 
cheaper way of manufacturing clay products and cement. 
Think of what such a development would mean to the building 
trades! Fancy, if you will, what the reduction of the cost of 
cement to one-half of its present cost would mean to the coun- 
try! Or suppose that a method should be discovered for mak- 
ing brick at half the present cost! It would mean that the 
houses and structures of the future would be built of brick or 
cement, and that their roofs would be of tiling, or perhaps of 
slate, and it necessarily follows that there would be more build- 
ing going on and the use of less lumber and fewer shingles and 
less of wood products and a consequent preservation of the tim- 
ber of the country, and at the same time a consequent conserva- 
tion of such expensive building and roofing materials as tin, 
zinc, and copper and other minerals used in the trades. 

In my district the conditions under which mining operations 
are carried on are, in regard to the safety, health, and com- 
fort of the miners, not excelled anywhere, and, thanks to a pro- 
tective tariff which prevents them from haying to compete with 
cheap foreign labor abroad, the men engaged in mining there 
are the best-housed, the best-clothed, the best-fed, and, on the 
whole, the best-treated and best-paid miners on the continent. 
Yet, Mr. Chairman, in the establishment of this bureau I can 
see ahead to a time when a scientific investigation into the 
mining conditions of my section of the country might point out 
a way for improving the conditions under which mining is 
carried on, as, for example, a plan for better air, better light, 
or better drainage in the mines for the benefit of the miners. 
I can also foresee that there will probably follow upon the heels 
of a scientific investigation such improvement in the methods 
of mining as will enable the operator to extract, separate, con- 
centrate, and smelt his ores more economically and less waste- 
fully, thus enabling him to pay higher wages to the working- 
men and insure them a more permanent and continuous em- 
ployment. 

The bill, which is unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, of which I have the honor to be a member, 
seems to carry every necessary provision, Mr. Chairman. It 
is eminently satisfactory to the people of Missouri and, I think, 
to the whole country, and I hope that it may pass the House 
to-day and eventually become a law. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN was recognized. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
we now proceed to read the bill for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to proceed under the five-minute rule. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, having the floor, I only want 
to say that I am willing that this request should be put, if I 
can have some time under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman can have time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. But I want more than five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There can be no agreement on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is h 
ment of the Interior a bureau, to 
a commissioner of said bureau, who shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the ate, and who shall 
receive a salary of $6,000 per annum; and there shall also be in the 
said bureau such clerks, sgan, experts, and other employees as may 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I did not want to delay the 
House on the reading of the bill for the mere purpose of making 
a speech, because the main points of this discussion have been 
ably covered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], 
but I do object to the bill in its present form, and I conceive it 
to be my duty to tell the House why. Baldly stated, in my 
opinion, this is a proposition to create a bureau that will be 
operated at a very considerable charge upon the Treasury to 
do work that is now being done just as well as it can ever 
be done. 

In the beginning of this movement, some ten or twelve years 
ago, an agitation was started in the West for the creation of a 
department of mines and mining. The authors of that agita- 
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tion soon reached the conclusion that the proposition was pre- 
posterous, that it would not be seriously entertained by the 
country, and the International Mining Congress—I believe this 
association of boomers was first so called—finally abandoned 
the idea of trying to create a department with a member of the 
Cabinet at its head, and contented itself, for the time being, 
with the recommendation that there be established within the 
Department of the Interior a bureau of mines and mining. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, if this effort to secure 
the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining is success- 
ful it will be but the first step in the struggle to carry out 
the programme that was conceived in the minds of these gen- 
tlemen some years ago—it will finally lead to a department. 

I have been more or less associated with mines and mining 
ventures for a good many years. I have great sympathy with 
the men engaged in that work. I sympathise with them for 
the peril and hardship entailed by the work done in mines. 
For years, to the extent of my ability, I have supported every 
reasonable proposition. I have supported, in fact, every propo- 
sition since I came to Congress that has become a law for the 
protection of the lives of men engaged in mining coal and in 
allied industries. I am in complete sympathy with the major 
portion of the purposes of the bill, as set forth in its text. I 
believe that the Government should do whatever is constitu- 
tional to take care of the miners and the mining industry 
and for the interests of the great mass of people that are en- 
gaged in it. We ought to throw around them all the pro- 
tection it is possible; but, Mr. Chairman, we also have a 
duty to the people at large, and if that work is now being 
done, as I believe that it is, just as thoroughly as it will be 
done if we create an additional and, in my judgment, an 
unnecessary bureau, it is our duty to oppose the enactment of 
this bill. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] called atten- 
tion to certain significant language in this bill. In order that 
the point might be brought out more clearly, I interrupted him 
with a question, asking him his idea of the extent to which 
work might be done under the language that occurs in lines 
2 and 3 on page 2 of this bill. Among other things set forth 
therein as the purpose of the bill, we find these words: “To 
foster, promote, and develop the mining industry of the United 
States.” Under that phrase, “to foster, promote, and develop 
the mining industry of the United States,” it will be entirely 
possible, Mr. Chairman, as, in my opinion, it was the purpose 
of the men who have agitated for it, for the owner of a mere 
prospect in some remote part of the country to send the product 
of his mines to the bureau officials to have assays made at the 
expense of all the people, in order that he may do—what? In 
order that he may unload it on the public the more readily 
with the guaranty which seems to go with an assay that comes 
on the stationery of the Government of the United States. The 
stamp of federal approval will, in his judgment, command more 
respect and more readily enable him to sell the stock of his 
corporation. It may be good for the buyers, and then, again, 
it is conceivable that it may not. Certainly it will be putting 
the Federal Government into a line of work, into a business, 
that should not engage its attention. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be an inyasion of the rights of private 
citizens of the United States who are mineral assayers, whose 
judgment in such matters is just as good as officials, and whose 
business ought not to be interfered with by the competition of 
servants of the United States Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible in the five 
minutes to cover all of the points of objection to this bill as 
they address themselves to my mind, but to gentlemen who 
do not appreciate the fact that this work is already being done, 
and that it is not necessary for the protection of the miners 
nor to make the conditions of their lives more bearable, I want 
to read to them a brief statement of what is now done by the 
Geological Survey. I take it from a letter addressed recently 
by the Director of the Survey to the Secretary of the Interior. 
He says: 


5 port. roduction of the various 
mining districts and the various mineral products, and also those which 
summarize the mining development throughout the country. These re- 
ports have the most direct bearing on mining, but they could only be 
prepared because of extensive investigations which had preceded 


them during the existence of the survey. 
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And let me say in passing that, going back as early as 1819, 
we find that investigations were made by the Government in 
connection with mining, all of which have a bearing upon the 
work to be undertaken by this proposed bureau of mines, and 
all of which is now being done just as well as it can ever be 
done under a bureau of any name. ‘To continue: 

5 — on particular mining districts or particular 

of mine 

3. Geologic maps, which must form the basis of the study of the 
distribution of eral products. An area of 138,536 square miles is 
already covered by these maps. 

En 8 — water resources, many of which pertain to power avail- 
a 2 

5. eee base maps for the use by mine 8 — en- 
gineers, and prospectors, as well as for the use in study of geology. 

6. Technologic studies of mineral products. This so far has been 

ractically limited to the investigation of the utilization of the mineral 
is and building material. 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to that, not found in these enu- 
merated items, the Geological Survey has charge of these life- 
Saving stations, as they may be called, and it was under the 
direction of the officials of that bureau that such lives as were 
saved in the Cherry Hill disaster were finally ss ved. It is true 
that information of that great calamity came to the officials at 
Pittsburg too late for them to do as much good as they might 
have done had they been communicated with promptly, but that 
was not the fault of the Geological Survey. 

I shall not trespass upon the attention of the House any 
longer, except to say that in so far as I have been advised there 
is no demand for this legislation from any important mining 
industry. I haye not been so advised, at least, and I am slow 
to believe that officials of the Government of the United 
States, however intelligent they may be, can under any circum- 

. Stances learn more readily and learn better what is for the in- 
terest of that industry, learn better how to protect that prop- 
erty, learn better how to avoid suits for personal injury and 
other injuries to their property, than the owners, who are so 
keenly anxious to have it go on without accident. They draw 
upon all sources for information. They guard their property 
and protect their employees by promptly using all the practical 
suggestions of the scientists. They would be fools not to, and 
they are not fools. 

I have here a communication from an engineer in the Engi- 
neering and Mining Journal that I ask permission to print 
with my remarks. It is a protest against bureaucracy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

A BUREAU OF MINES? 
{From the Engineering and Mining Journal, January 22, 1910.] 

I belleve many mining engineers will voice my sentiments when I say 
that it is both a surprise and a disappointment to see the stand, or 
perhaps I had better say lack of stand, the Journal, the most influential 
mining paper in this country, has taken in regard to the establishment 
of a mining bureau. A paper that is supposed to represent the best 
interests of the mining eering profession should have some- 
thing more to say in its editorial columns in regard to 
matter than I have been able to detect there lately. 

The craze which has been ng violently now for the last five or 
six years to establish government bureaus for the investigation of every 
conceivable thing seems at last about to fasten itself permanently upon 
the mining-engineering profession. The provisions of the bill now 
before Congress in regard to the bureau of mines are familiar. There 
is to be a commissioner, at $6,000 per annum; the bureau is to “ foster, 
e and develop the mining industries of the United States; 
nvestigate diligently the methods of mining, safety of miners * * 
the treatment of ores and ether mineral substances, * * © and 
other technologic midge, monte and inquiries pertinent to said indus- 
tries, and from time to time make such reports of the work, investiga- 

Secretary of sai partment 


this very serious 


tions, and information obtained as the d de 
may direct with the recommendation of said bureau.” 


INDIVIDUAL RESEARCH IS BEST. 


If this is not invading the field of an honorable and self-sustainin: 
1 with the worst species of government paternalism, I wou 
ike to know what it is. * single Kork 28 named above is properly 
the sabiei for private and individual effort, and is no more to made 
the basis for a government bureau than would be mau tion of 
government bureaus for medicine, dentistry, law, or any o profes- 
sion, Certainly, medicine, dentistry, etc., concern e one of us 
some time or other; they are desirable and useful; then why not let a 
generous Government establish suitable bureaus w. we may get the 
benefits of government-paid professional advice? 

Because we have recently had some appalling coal-mine disasters this 
is no sound reason why the Government should n forthwith the 
establishment of a mining bureau. The mining engineer has back of 
him many years of fruitful endeavor, experimenting, and experience, 
and there are at the present day multitudes of keen and trained work- 
ers in the fleld. The results of new discoveries, investigations, and 
pauc are eagerly sought by our best professional journals, and the 

st find their way into print. 

Again, it is a notable fact that In many of our coal mines especially 
the salaries attached to the positions of rs and mine su — 
tendents are not sufficient to attract and re men of the highest 


qualifications. 
OUR METAL-MINING PRACTICE. 
It is unfortunate for the mining industry, particularly coal mining, 
that so many comparisons with practice in 
been made, But 


European countries to the 
detriment America have comparisons are always 


any other branch 
e 5 in our metal mines. In the min 

d, silver, and lead ores, which has hitherto 
m government intervention and interference, we have attain 
the highest efficiencies and our practice is abreast of or leads the 
world. This is because private capital, initiative, and brains have been 
free to work out their own salvation. What better refutation to the 
insinuating appeal of the bureaucrat for the pressing need of govern- 
ment aid and intervention can there be than the maintenance of a prac- 
tically fixed price for our common metals during a period of twenty 
years or more in spite of an unprecedented consumption and without 
the discovery of any new bonanza deposits? It may be said, on the 
whole, that the increased demand has been met by an improvement in 
racy Pact metallurgy in known poss 


districts. In other words, 
has been put squarely to the American mining 
and met 


inspection, etc., 
examine th 
of copper, go 


and reduction 
rea sonabl 


engineer to solve 
uestion he has never failed, and 


licy has resulted in making the practice in 
mines and uction plants the standard of the world and the American 
engineer the leader of his profession. < 

BUREAU WILL NOT ADVANCE MINING. 

It seems a pity that in America we have no unified pe he! min 
engineers, whose voice would carry weight, to oppose th 
mining-bureau scheme, It is true we have the venerable I tute of 
ang Engineers that y g well serye as a center around which to 
crystallize professional and public spinn, but it seems highly improb- 
able that it will ever take to itself this task. 

The establishment of a mining bureau means not the advancement of 
iow strangulation. Let the mining in- 
of it, remain free from gov- 
3 eers receive a thorough 
. — in the well-known p 


proton 
t he may be able tọ follow his colaborers in 


and give 

to carry out those measures that he 
ety and well-being of those under him, 
the es t of the 


m the facil 
knows to be essential to the 
and the last shadowy reason ever assigned for 
mining bureau must disappear. 

Roya P. Jarvis. 

KNOXVILLE, TENN., January 8, 1910. 


{Instead of the Journal having failed to take any stand on the ques- 
tion referred to in the above communication, it has repeatedly, strongly, 
and at length ressed its opinion. That opinion, as most of our read- 
ers are aware, s been, to a large extent, on the same lines as dis- 
cussed by our correspondent, who has evidently failed to see our pre- 
vious editorials upon this subject.—Epiror.] 


[Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada addressed the committee. 
Appendix.] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out “the Interior” and insert in Itea 
thereof the following: Commerce and Labor.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to the creation 
of the bureau of mines, and I congratulate the committee which 
presented the bill that it is called a bureau of mines and not 
a bureau of mines and mining, but in creating a bureau of this 
sort, if it is to be of the value which it ought to be, it should 
be in the department where it belongs and where cognate sub- 
jects are considered. The Interior Department of the Govern- 
ment, originally designated as the “ home department,” has be- 
come the department which deals in the main with material re- 
sources and not with industrial activities, and when a few years 
ago we created the Department of Commerce and Labor we gath- 
ered together out of the various departments of the Government 
those departments which related, outside of the Agricultural 
Department, to statistical work and to industrial activity and 
put them in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and at that 
time in creating the department we provided that it should 
be the duty of that department to foster, promote, and develop 
the foreign and domestic commerce, the mining, manufacturing, 
shipping, and fishery industries, the labor i terests, and so 
forth. At that time it was the expectation that sooner or later 
there would be a bureau of mines and mining created under the 
Government, and that that department would be placed in the 
new Department of Commerce and Labor along with the Bureau 
of Labor, with which it is most intimately connected; along 
with the Bureau of Standards, with which it is necessarily 
correlated; and that the new bureau of mines when created 
should be in connection with the industrial activity work of ` 
the Government. 

Now, if this new bureau is to be left in the Interior Depart- 
ment, all the work that it will do could just as well be left 
under the control of the Geological Survey; and the only excuse 
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for creating a new bureau of mines is for the purpose of taking 
hold of the industrial side of the question, and in that connec- 
tion it should be connected with the department having under 
its control the Bureau of Labor on one side and the other test- 
ing bureau of the Government—the Bureau of Standards—on 
the other side. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does not the gentleman think the bill, as it 
is drawn, at least that was the effort of the committee, differen- 
tiates the work that will be done under this bureau in the 
Interior Department when it is created from the work that re- 
mains in the Geological Survey to do? In other words, will 
not this bill create a bureau which, by the language of the act, 
differentiates the industrial and technological work in the 
department from the scientific work which will remain in the 
Geological Survey? 

Mr. MANN. Well, if the gentleman asks if I think the lan- 
guage does it, I do not think the language does; and I doubt 
if any language would be capable of it. It is not possible—and 
never will be—to describe all the activities of a bill in the or- 
ganic act creating it. A bureau of the Government grows from 
time to time in the appropriations which we make for it and 
in the activity of the people in control of it. But the effort 
is made in the bill to differentiate the industrial activities and 
that kind of work from the Geological Survey work. That is 
the very reason it ought to be in the department that has on 
one side the Department of Labor. What do we wish to learn? 
Two things. First, we want to know how to help the labor 
in the mines. The labor in the mines ought to be protected. 
If there is any one thing which would ever appeal to me, it is 
the thought of the men who go down into the damp, dark 
ground at wages which barely afford a living and take out 
those things which are essential to our comfort and our lux- 
ury, and I am in favor of giving them every possible protection 
which the Government can furnish to them, both in the way 
of information and legislation. 

But that work is necessarily closely connected with the 
Labor Bureau of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is one side of the question—the labor 
proposition. What is the use of having a bureau of labor if 
it can not work in the same department with this bureau seek- 
ing to study the subject of labor? It would be idle to have 
the Labor Bureau working along in this matter and having 
this bureau, in another department, working along the same 
lines. They ought to be in the same department, so that their 
work will dovetail. 

Then there is another feature of the proposition, and that 
is the study of the materials which are brought out of the 
mines, apart from the geological- work, the testing of the 
materials, the learning of how to utilize and save these mate- 
rials. That is a matter of industrial activity that is to a 
certain extent now covered by the Bureau of Standards. It 
would be idle to have a bureau of standards in the Depart- 
ment of Labor and a bureau of mines in the Interior De- 
partment studying the same question. They ought to be in 
the same department. There is plenty, plenty, plenty of activ- 
ity for both of them to work in. There is a wide enough field 
for both; but they ought to be correlated; they ought to be 
working together. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the idea of the gentleman, 
by his amendment, is to concentrate all this class of work in 
this bureau? 

Mr. MANN. Put all in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Put it all in the department, but also put it 
all in this bureau? 

Mr. MANN. Of course, the effect would be to put this work 
in this bureau if it goes in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, so far as it could be best done by the bureau. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is your amendment broad enough to transfer 
the work that is now done, such as the testing of coal, the 
geological work, and to coyer that also into this bureau in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. MANN. I have an amendment that would put it all to- 

ether. 
S Mr. PAYNE. I do not see why the friends of the bill do not 
accept the amendment. I do not see what objection there can 
be to it. 
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Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman will permit me to answer 
that question, it seems to me the very obvious reason would be 
that it would perhaps be wholly impossible to take out of the 
Department of the Interior all of the things that are correlated 
with this proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would simply take out the work of testing 
the coal. That is his amendment. This does not cover that. 

Mr. GAINES. It may be very well some time in the future 
for this bureau to be put under the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, but I think not now, for the reason that the In- 
terior Department of the United States has charge of the min- 
ing lands belonging to the Government of the United States, 
and matters that are intimately connected with this proposed 
bureau must remain, it seems to me, within the jurisdicton of 
the Department of the Interior; and it would be an undesirable 
moye and an inadvisable proposition at this time to undertake 
to put such a bureau under the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. I am not on the Committee on Mines and Mining, but, 
as a friend of the measure, I would very much object to the 
proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, my object is 
to get all this class of work in a single bureau, so that it will 
not be duplicated. We have duplications in almost every de- 
partment of the Government at this time, and the Members of 
the House went to work, and the committees on the expenditures 
in the departments should get busy and put all this class in one 
bureau and in one department, so that the work will not be 
duplicated. It seems to me that the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, if this amendment is not satisfactory to them, might 
frame an amendment to put all this class of work in one bureau 
and not have it duplicated and different appropriations made for 
the different bureaus doing the same class of work. Why not 
use business common sense in this matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's time 
be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. I agree with the gentleman from New York 
that we want to put all this work together as far as possible. 
But the gentleman from New York must see that we can not 
now take away from the Interior Department jurisdiction over 
these mining lands which belong to the Government in the 
United States, in Alaska, and elsewhere. We are bound to keep 
that much of the matter in the Interior Department, and this 
would be to a certain extent an overlapping if the bureau of 
mines were in the Department of Commerce and Labor. Now, 
if we put this bureau in the Interior Department we have the 
Geological Survey there, and the general jurisdiction of govern- 
ment lands so far as they are affected by this bill is now in the 
Interior Department. And it would seem to me to be more 
within the power of the Secretary of the Interior to secure 
proper grouping, to prevent overlapping of this work, under 
the proposition as it comes from the Committee on Mines and 
Mining than under the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, why do you not, if you leave it in the 
Interior Department, transfer all this business to this bureau? 
I see the Interior Department is “authorized” to transfer a 
small part of it. It does not even direct it. Now, immediately, 
if he proposes to do that, the people of the Geological Survey 
will object, because they will say that he is putting them out of 
office; and he will not consolidate them. 

Mr. GAINES. What is the reason he will not do it if there 
is an overlapping? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not in the bill; he is simply authorized. 

Mr. GAINES. Authorized to do so plain a duty as that 
would mean a direction to a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not put that construction in the bill? 
It will not hurt anybody. 

Mr. GAINES. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield back the gentleman's time. 

Mr. GAINES. I yield some of his own time back to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I am glad to have gentlemen talk in reference 
to the subject, because it is an active proposition. Now, the 
gentleman from West Virginia seems to base his objection to 
the proposition, as I gather it, on the suggestion that the work 
of this proposed bureau and the work of the Geological Survey 
is not properly differentiated, and hence they will overlap. I 
take it that it is not, because the work of the Geological Survey 
under the provisions of this bill can be properly conducted so 
that there would not be any unnecessary overlapping at all. 
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The work of the Geological Suryey under the provisions of 
this bill would have nothing to do with the industrial activity 
of the development of mines, and might properly have nothing 
to do with that. Now, let me give you an illustration on the 
other side, The Geological Survey now have one of the largest 
testing machines, or a very large testing machine, for the test- 
ing of the strength of material. That, I suppose, is intended 
to be transferred to this bureau, or should be. I apprehend that 
it is. A gentleman here says it is. It says so as to testing 
coal. Now, in the Bureau of Standards there is being con- 
structed, or is already constructed, the largest machine in the 
world for testing the strength of materials. So that here we 
have two bureaus of the Government, each engaged in doing 
identical work of the Government at great expense. What 
possible excuse can there be, if this is to be one of the proposed 
purposes of this new bureau, to have one department of the 
Government—the Interior Department—doing this work and 
have another bureau of the Department of Commerce and Labor 
doing the same work. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him there? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is a part of the conservation policy 
of the present administration to withdraw from sale the coal 
and oil lands and adopt a policy of leasing them. Would the 
gentleman believe it a proper thing to do to turn the control of 
those coal lands over to the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
too, and have them go along controlling the mining, or should 
not that work be under the charge of the bureau which will 
lease the public coal lands and have some degree of supervision 
over them? 

Mr. MANN. The question is not hard to answer, and it is a 
fair question. It is already answered by the policy of Con- 
gress. Years ago the forestry reserves were under the control 
of the Interior Department. Where are they now? Not in the 
Interior Department. They are under the control of the De- 
partment of Agricultnre; and the Department of Agriculture, 
being a department of industrial activity, is attempting to con- 
serye the forests in those reservations and sell the timber which 
ought to be sold. That is an answer to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. That is the policy of Congress, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I just want to say, in reply to the gentle- 
man, that the committee very carefully considered this ques- 
tion, and after carefully considering it, we concluded it was wise 
to leave this bureau in the Department of the Interior. I hope 
that the Committee of the Whole will agree to that. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Surrg of Michigan 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bill of the fol- 
lowing title: 

H. R. 15387. An act authorizing the town of Bass Brook to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, 
Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 4089) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River and to establish it as a post-road. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 17500. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
und other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

BUREAU OF MINES. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the first section of this 
bill provides for the establishment of a bureau of mines in the 
Department of the Interior. The second section provides: 


That it shall be the 3 and 2 of said bureau * its com- 
missioners, under the direction ee, of said de United 
one the 8 


to foster, 5 and develop ng ae He thts of of 
States. To make diligent investigation of the meth 
safety of mines, the possible improvement of farsite — m when 
mining operations are carried on, the treatment of ores and 
mineral sul ces, the prevention of accidents and other technologie 
investigations, and inquiries pertinent to said inquiries, and from time 
to time make such public ee of the hod nvestigations, and in- 
formation obtained as the retary of said department may direct, 
with the recommendation of said bureau. 

In many respects this is the most important piece of legis- 
lation which has come before Congress for many years. Why 
it has been so long delayed no one now undertakes to answer, 


but it has been delayed until conditions surrounding many of 
the mining industries of the country have become so notorious. 
and the cry for improvement of these conditions has been so 
long and loud that at last its voice has reached Congress, and 
ve now have the appeal answered in the shape of the present 
bill. 

Two questions of vast importance enter into its considera- 
tion—one the conservation of our natural resources and the 
other the conseryation and preservation of the lives and limbs 
of the hundreds of thousands of men employed in the mining 
industry in the country, and I may add, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is this last consideration which appeals to me far more than 
any other consideration embodied in any of its provisions. 
Although the conservation of our natural resources is a ques- 
tion of such magnitude and importance as to challenge the 
attention of all thoughtful people, it has only been as of yes- 
terday when a few thoughtful men in this country began the 
study of the conservation of our natural resources and called 
the attention of the country to this important theme. For more 
than a century our attention as a Nation has been turned to 
other fields of development, not along careful and conservative 
plans and methods, but along a plan of get rich quick at any 
and all cost to our natural resources. During this time we had 
vast domains unsettled, awaiting only the coming of man to 
develop them. This has led to an era of national extrava- 
gance, as well as waste. 

At last the Nation is now aroused upon this question as never 
before, and all along the line an era of feeling is being ushered 
in not only to conserve our resources but to husband them as 
well, both for ourselves and for future posterity. While this 
is a great national need, yet the conservation and preservation 
of the lives of our people is by far more important than the 
conservation of the resources of our Government, but as both 
can be controlled by the operation of this measure, this makes 
it doubly important that it should soon become a law. Both 
the States and the Federal Government have an inherent in- 
terest in both of these propositions, and more especially in pro- 
tecting the lives and the limbs of their citizens, and if the Gov- 
ernment can devise a plan whereby human life is better pre- 
served, made more happy and contented, I believe it should 
at once enter upon this line of work, and in my humble judg- 
ment, this bill aims to improve conditions surrounding a brave 
and loyal set of laboring men, willing to work, doing their duty 
as good citizens, but working under great disadvantages, many 
of them being disadvantages which neither their employer nor 
the States can solve, but which I believe the Government can 
solve, and if it can I am in favor of letting the Government do 
it, although it may be argued by some that this would be an 
invasion of the rights of the States for the Federal Government 
to undertake and do this work. If it be a question belonging 
to the domain of the States, it is plain that the States are not 
equal to the task, or else they are indifferent to the situation 
as it now exists. But, in my judgment, no question of states 
rights can be involved in this matter any more than it can be 
involved in the work now being done by the Agricultural De- 
partment. But a few years ago large areas of our western 
country were but a dry and barren desert, but to-day, through 
the work of this department, this once barren country blooms 
and blossoms like a paradise, and from this region golden grain 
is now annually harvested and gathered to feed the millions of 
people employed in the mining business in this country. This 
has largely been accomplished under the guiding hand of the 
Agricultural Department. Next to the agricultural output, in 
both quantity and value, stands the output of the mines of the 
country. The total value of the crops raised last year by the 
farmers was approximately $9,000,000,000. The total output of 
all the mines in the country during the same year was approxi- 
mately the same figure; yet we have had a Department of 
Agriculture since 1889, with a man at the head of this great 
department of the Government, sitting as a member of the 
President's Cabinet, guiding this great industry, but since the 
foundation of the Government the mining industry of this 
country not only has not had a department of the Government 
to look after its interests, but it has not even had a bureau 
of mines established in any of the departments of the Govern- 
ment to look after its great and constantly growing business. 

Mr. Chairman, in the coal-mining business alone the loss of 
life in the past few years has indeed been appalling, so much 
so that all humanity has revolted at the startling figures of 
death and injury received in this line of industry. During the 
year 1907 there were employed in this business alone 680,492 
men, and of this number during this year 3,125 were killed and 
5,316 were injured. During the year 1908, 690,438 men were em- 
ployed in the coal mining business and of this number 2,450 
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were killed and 6,772 were injured, making a total killed in two 
years 5,575 men, and during the same period of time 12,088 were 
crippled or injured. In these two years the grand total of 
men killed and crippled in this business exceeds the total 
number killed and injured during the Spanish-American war, 
and almost equals the number of men killed and injured during 
the war for our independence; and I may add that in the last 
ten years there have been no less than 25,000 men killed outright 
in this business, with at least twice this number injured for 
life. This loss of life has gone on for years and years, 
and the Government has not until the present time set its 
face forward to a solution of this great problem is hard 
to understand, but it is safe to say that it has been opposed 
by powerful special interests in the past, interests which look 
only to the immediate dollar and dividends, interests which look 
not to the good of their fellow-men, but a selfish interest of the 
sordid kind which lends not a helping hand to their fellow-men, 
but that interest which always places the dollar above the 
man. 

It has been conservatively estimated that the loss in cash 
through preventable accidents to the United States is not less 
than $125,000,000 per year, and it has been demonstrated that 
this money can be saved at a separate cost of insurance ex- 
penditure for prevention of accidents. Most all of Europe is 
doing this very thing now. This question of prevention of 
accidents is now before the United States and is bounding up 
to such proportion that it is casting its shadow over every field 
of labor. It is worth while for employers of labor to adopt 
safeguards which will preserve to the Nation the lives and 
limbs of the 500,000 workers now annually incapacitated or 
killed, whose wage-earning capacity, estimated at the low charge 
of $500 each, means a loss to the country of $250,000,000 each 
year. Europe agrees that it does, and as a result it is far in 
advance of our country in laws compelling employers of labor 
to adopt safeguarded machinery to work with. If Sampson 
slew his thousands, this lack of proper legislation on the part 
of the State or on the part of the Govyernment—where it has 
power so to do—has in the past slain its hundreds of thousands, 
This industrial massacre of thousands of wage-earners takes 
place every year in this country, and no great outcry is raised, 
perhaps because the killing and maimings were spread over a 
period of months or years. 

No workman or laborer should be forced by circumstances 
into accepting charity. The American workman’s only capital 
is his daily work, which he is always willing to hazard against 
disease and accident. In Germany an injured workman is 
compensated automatically by the working of compensating 
laws governing industrial accidents. The German employer 
knows that an accident will be most searchingly investigated, 
and if any blame attaches to him he will be heavily fined for 
the disbursements which his associates in the same trade must 
make in compensation. It does not take him long to reach the 
conclusion that it is good business for him to equip his plant 
at once with safe machinery. Mr. Chairman, several years 
ago the Government began legislation along this line in behalf 
of railroad employees by compelling railroads to adopt safety 
appliances, and this line of legislation has been followed up in 
most, if not all, of the States of the Union. The other day this 
House passed a bill tending in the same direction, empowering 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate the cause 
of railroad wrecks with a view of not only conserving the lives 
and limbs of the railroad employees, but the public as well. 
Many of the States have supplemented this legislation by legis- 
lation along the same lines. Public opinion forced this legisla- 
tion in behalf of the frightful slaughter of human life, until 
the appeal of the public was heard within the Halls of Congress 
and answered by way of legislation not only by the Federal 
Government, but by the different States as well, until to-day 
this class of men is fairly well protected against unseen and 
hidden dangers. But here is a class of men, bold, brave, and 
daring, who daily dare the dangers hidden beneath the earth, 
fighting deadly gases and fire damp, unable to cope with them 
and likewise unable to solve the problem as to how to overcome 
them: but like brave soldiers, willing to go upon the firing line, 
contesting these dangers, laughing at death, to the end that 
they may by the sweat of their brows earn their daily bread. 
To such a class of men I say, “All hail,” and while we rejoice 
at the daring exploits of the soldier and point with pride to the 
heroes who fought at Bunker Hill, and while we never tire of 
repeating the story of the conflict of the Blue and the Gray, and 
of those who yielded up their last full measure in defense of 
their respective flags, yet our admiration for these men who 
did their full duty does not excell our admiration for that de- 
termined class of men who enter the dark caverns of the earth 
to perform their solemn duty to their families and to their 


country, and if the Government by and through its knowledge 
and information can do anything to stop the death roll of these 
unfortunate laborers, let us put that machinery in motion and 
put it in motion at the earliest moment possible. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, I desire to give my unqualified support to this 
bill. I do so because of the magnitude of the subject-matter, its 
importance in our national commerce, and the large number of 
people directly interested in the mining industry. There are 
nearly 1,000,000 men, including minors, engaged in mining and 
handling coal alone. There are 3,000,000 more people directly 
dependent upon that 1,000,000 for support, consequently at least 
4 per cent of our population is engaged in that one business to 
which this bill is of vital importance. The wealth in the mines 
of the United States—coal, copper, zinc, lead, gold, silver, sul- 
phur, and other minerals—in volume is next to that invested in 
agriculture. So extensive are our coal deposits that we have 
hardly begun to develop the industry. It is said that New 
Mexico, about twice the area of the State of Pennsylvania, has 
more coal than that State originally had; that all our Western 
States have immense deposits; that our Alaska possessions 
have sufficient coal that at the use of 2,000,000,000 tons per year 
we haye enough to last a thousand years in that possession 
alone. Such sources of national wealth should have the aid 
and benefits of this bill if there were no other reasons. 

But there is a far greater reason why the Federal Govern- 
ment should establish a bureau of mines than the mere volume 
of wealth. The frequent explosions in operating the mines, es- 
pecially coal, accompanied with the great loss of life, has awak- 
ened the public conscience to an absolute demand for the Goy- 
ernment to take such measures as shall give better security to 
those working in the mines and prevent the constantly increas- 
ing ratio of loss of life. The people demand that the Govern- 


ment shall bring to the attention of the several States the high- 
est possible means and methods for the development and promo- 
tion of the mining industry. 

There were killed by direct explosions in the coal mines of 
the United States in the year— 


The year 1909 will show 1 a greater number killed than in the 
year 1908. The figures are not available yet. It has been as- 
certained that for every man killed there are four injured, so 
that the killed and injured in the coal mines alone reach the 
startling number of more than 10,000 a year. The General 
Government made the first appropriation for the investigation 
of the causes of explosions and general inquiry into the means 
and methods of conducting the mining business in 1907. This 
work has been prosecuted by the Geological Survey and with 
many good results. But because of the fact that that depart- 
ment can not give the subject that thorough and complete ex- 
aminaion that the subject-matter demands is the most poteat 
reason for placing this subject in a bureau of its own. Tue 
Cherry mine disaster, still fresh in the minds of the people, de- 
mands of Congress such initial legislation, that the efforts of 
the Government shall be enlisted to prevent the occurrence of 
such a loss of life again. 

The opponents of this bill have raised the question of federal 
power to expend the people’s money for the purpose of “ foster- 
ing, promoting, and developing the mining industry,” when the 
scientific results of such inquiry shall result in giving valuable 
information to the coal barons and fostering private interests; 
that the Government owns no coal mines, is powerless to en- 
force any legislation as the result of its investigation, and so 
forth. 

The mining industries of the United States can not be made 
safe, life more secure, without resulting in the “fostering, pro- 
moting, and developing of our mining industries.” I do not 
know, but I believe the organic law creating the Department of 
Agriculture uses this same language. Many of the bureaus 
do I know. The Government owns no farms and operates none, 
but it sends its men skilled in the different departments of agri- 
cultural science throughout the country to test the soils for 
private owners, and advises them as to what crops can be most 
profitably grown thereon, and are particularly adapted to cer- 
tain classes of soil; it even takes the seed directly to the pri- 
vate farmer and shows him how to plant it and develop the 
crop; the department issues bulletins along every line of agri- 
cultural industry at great expense to the General Government 
for the very purpose of fostering, promoting, and developing“ 
the agricultural interest of the United States. It does this 
under the doctrine of great public policies. There is no man 
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who would take away from the farmer the assistance he is now 
receiving from this department, or who would raise a question 
as to the power of the General Government to exercise such 
advisory function over our great national resources. I have as 
high regard for the separate and independent rights of the 
States as any man, and believe that the States reserved to 
themselves all those general powers not specifically surrendered 
to the General Government. We deplore the fact that the Fed- 
eral Government is continually and persistently encroaching 
upon the separate rights of the States, but at the same time I 
believe it has a constitutional power to ascertain means and 
measures to protect and develop its sources of great natural 
wealth, and that such a policy is a proper one. It has a right, 
an advisory right, to promote the great industrial activities of 
the country, and when such investigations are had by the Gen- 
eral Government as shall be found to be beneficial to the prop- 
erty interests of the several States and the protection of the 
lives of its citizens, there can be little doubt that the several 
. State legislatures will incorporate the results of federal investi- 
gation into useful legislation. No person denies to the State 
that right. 

What this bill seeks to accomplish is to bring to the knowl- 
edge of the several States from the very highest and most ex- 
haustive source those means and measures which will conserve 
our natural resources and most completely protect the lives of 
the men engaged in developing them. It is right that the 
General Government should do this; no individual State should 
be called upon to make the expenditure necessary to secure this 
information that is alike beneficial to all the States. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish briefly to reply to some 
of the statements made by the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. I insist that this measure is not 
only desired by the labor organizations, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, but both political parties in their national 
platforms went on record in favor of this contemplated legis- 
lation. . 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No, sir; not now. If we on this side of the 
Chamber are to remain in power we must keep in absolutely 
good faith every promise we made to the American people in 
the Chicago platform, and that embraces the establishment of 
a bureau of mines and mining. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] attempts 
to evade that promise by stating that in existing law there is 
a provision for the establishment of mine-rescue stations, and 
so forth. That provision of law was in effect and force when 
the Republican party met in Chicago and made this solemn 
pledge to the voters of the country. Not only have both polit- 
ical parties gone on record in favor of this proposition, but I 
ask the Clerk to read a letter from the secretary of the Ameri- 
can Mining Congress, in which this legislation was indorsed by 
that national organization, Then, in addition to that, I ask the 
Clerk to read a resolution adopted by the American Association 
of State Geologists, requesting the establishment of a bureau 
of mines and mining, and also a resolution adopted by the 
American Association for the Advancement of Science. This 
proposed legislation has been approved by both national par- 
ties, by the United Mine Workers, by the State Geologists’ Asso- 
ciation, and, in fact, by practically every organization in the 
United States to be affected by this legislation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE AMERICAN MINING CONGRESS, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1910. 
Hon, Rrewarp W. AUSTIN, £ 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sin: In response to your ct as to what organizations 
or interests are in favor of the Rene ureau of mines, I beg to 
reply that practically all of the miners’ organizations in different parts 
of tlie United States have taken action favoring the establishment of a 
bureau of mines. A large number of the mine operators’ associations 
have taken similar actions, and I do not know of a single mine operator 
ant the country who is opposed to the establishment of a bureau of 
mines. 

As the secretary of the American Mining Congress, I have come in 
touch, by correspondence and personal interviews, during the past few 
years with people of all classes who are interested in mining work, 
and I have found remarkably few people who are opposed to this meas- 
ure. This few appears to be made up of a small number of persons 
who do not understand the measure and who suppose that it will inter- 
fere with state inspection work, which ea know is not at all the case. 
There are a few mining engineers who have expressed the opinion that 
the investigations of the bureau might interfere with their professional 
work. I am sure that you will agree with me that there Is no founda- 
tion for this supposition. 

As illustrating additional interests that favor the establishment of a 
bureau of mines, I may say that practically all of the state 
of the country and the state inspectors of mines favor the establish- 
ment of this bureau. ‘These two. as representing the states’ interests. 
realize that the work of the national bureau of mines will be general 
and fundamental in character and will be beneficial to all of the States 
as furnishing a rational basis for wise state legislation and as being 
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helpful to the states’ in: on work by furnishing to the state in- 
spectors the results of such investigations as will be useful to them. 
Both the state geologists and the state mine inspectors would natu- 
rally be opposed to the establishment of a national bureau of mines 
but for the fact that they understand thoro ly that the investiga- 
tions of the bureau will in no way interfere with, bat will in every way 
aid, thelr work and their rights as state officials, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. F. CALLBREATH, Jr., Secretary. 


RESOLUTION BY THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF STATE GEOLOGISTS IN RE 
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A NATIONAL MINING BUREAU. 


Resowed, That the American Association of State Geologists, in Bos- 
ton assembled, December 29, 1909, and representing the official state 
bureaus and surveys engaged in the study of the mineral resources of 
their respective States, does hereby approve the establishment by the 
Congress of the United States of a bureau of mines in the Department 
of the Interior, as proposed in House bill 13915, reported December 
10, 1909, by Mr. Hurry from the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
does urge its passage by Congress. 

Henry B. KÜMMEL 
President, State Geologist of New Jersey. 
Frank W. De WOLF, 
Secretary, Acting Director Geological Survey of Illinois. 
[Extract from minutes of the council, December 31, 1909.) 
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF SCIENCE. 

A resolution introduced by Professor Fairchild : . 

“Resolved, That with a view to the proper conduct of such investiga- 
tions as will aid in lessening the waste of life and resources which now 
characterize the mining industry of the United States, the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science respectfully urges the Con- 
gress of the United States to establish during the present session a 
national bureau of mines. - 

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, the President of the Senate, and the 
President of the United States.” 

The above resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this amendment be now closed. 

Mr. WILEY. I have a substitute for that amendment that 
I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves that all 
debate on this amendment be now closed, 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 7, strike out “ six” and insert in lieu thereof “ five.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will only detain the committee 
a moment. It is possible, in the present temper of the House, 
that no amendment except the ones O. K.’ed by the committee 
will pass. The committee having provided in two places in the 
bill for employees, it may be necessary to have a high-priced 
commissioner; but I call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that there is hardly any bureau of the Government where 
the man in charge receives $6,000 a year. The Commissioner 
of Corporations, in the Department of Commerce and Labor, re- 
celves $5,000 a year. The commissioner in charge of the 
Bureau of Manufactures receives $4,000 a year. The scientific 
commissioners in the Agricultural Department, with the ex- 
ception of the Weather Bureau, receive not to exceed $5,000 a 
year. It is true that the Director of the Geological Survey 
gets $6,000 a year, but unless it be the intention of Congress to 
increase the salaries generally of these commissioners, it ought 
not to be done in this case. We passed a bill here the other day 
creating a bureau of light-houses, which, if the bill passes, 
will have the expenditure of $6,000,000 a year, and yet the sal- 
ary fixed for the commissioner of that bureau was only $5,000 
a year. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. The salary of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury and of the assistants in the War Department and 
Navy Department is only $5,000 a year. 

Mr. MANN. The assistant secretary of this department only 
gets $5,000 a year. Here the chief of this bureau under him, 
and it will be the only chief under him, will get $6,000 a year. 
It seems to me that the committee was unduly led into extrava- 
gance in making that suggestion for $6,000. At any rate, I pro- 
pose to test the sense of the House on the subject. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Just a word. The committee considered 
this matter. There are some 14 or 15 bureaus, the salaries for 
the heads of which range from four to six thousand dollars. 
The committee thought that this bureau was important enough 
for the chief to get $6,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PRAY. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Mines and Mining of the House it was my privilege to take 
some part in the discussion that brought about the adoption of 
the measure now under debate, and I sincerely hope the action 
of the committee in fayorably reporting the bill will receive the 
indorsement of a large majority of the Members of the House 
when it is finally submitted to a vote. According to my judg- 
ment, and it is based very largely upon that of others more 
competent to judge in such matters than I am, there are a great 
many excellent reasons why a bill to establish a bureau of 
mines should become a law. Many of them have already been 
ably and eloquently presented to the House, 

The annual output of the mines in this country now aggre- 
gates in value $2,000,000,000. Forty States are interested in 
mining operations and 30 in coal mining. We produce about 
450,000,000 tons of coal annually, and waste about the same 
amount. But, in my opinion, one of the most convincing argu- 
ments that could be advanced in favor of the passage of this 
bill is found in the accounts of mine disasters that appear in 
the public press from time to time. It is a fact, ascertained 
from reliable, statistical sources, that it costs on the average 
one human life for every 167,000 tons mined, notwithstanding 
the claim by men who have given attention to the subject that 
nowhere in the world are natural conditions more favorable to 
the safe extraction of coal from the earth. And from the same 
sources we learn that our death rate on a five-year average, per 
1,000 men employed, has been nearly four times greater than 
France, over three times as great as Belgium, and nearly three 
times that of Great Britain. It seems to me it goes to show 
that as a result of our failure to devote proper study and atten- 
tion to the causes of accidents, the means of prevention, and 
the methods of mining, thousands of lives have been sacrificed. 
Although we haye the richest and most extensive mines in the 
world, of almost every nature and description, in looking after 
the health and safety of our miners we are behind the times, 
as the facts and figures presented to our committee have very 
well demonstrated. Let us have a bureau of mines and an 
efficient corps of experts, charged with the duty of investigat- 
ing the causes of mine disasters, the use of explosives and elec- 
tricity, the causes of mine fires, and so forth, so that improve- 
ments may be made in the methods and means of mining, with 
a view to the prevention of accidents and the promotion of the 
health and safety of miners, and also the general improvement 
and development of the mining industry throughout the country. 

The human side of this question appeals very strongly to all 
of us, and it is, of course, admittedly the most important con- 
sideration, because the protection of human life from the dan- 
gers found in the great mines of the country is far above any 
commercial or economic interest, and I believe the bill is so 
worded as to place proper emphasis upon this phase of the 
work to be carried on by the bureau. Provision is also made 
in the bill for investigations as to the methods of mining, the 
treatment of ores, and in regard to other matters having a bear- 
ing upon the mining industry, so that the work of the bureau, 
as it appears to me, will surely result, not only in the saving of 
hundreds of lives every year, but in the general improvement of 
mining conditions. Other important industries have received 
recognition by the Government. Departments and bureaus have 
been established, and splendid results haye been attained. The 
expense is a mere trifle compared with the benefits. The ap- 
propriations already made can be turned over to the bureau, 
and the work and equipment within the scope of this act at the 
Geological Survey can be transferred, so that no duplication of 
work can take place. I believe the mining industry of the 
United States is entitled to this recognition by the Government. 

There will be some opposition to this bill here and, perhaps, 
elsewhere. It may be contended that this is an attempt to 
create a federal bureau to supervise and control mining opera- 
tions in the several States. I am satisfied that the committee 
reporting the bill had no such purpose in view. There is noth- 
ing in the bill giving authority to control mining operations. 
The causes of mine accidents are to be investigated, experi- 
ments are to be conducted, and public reports with recommenda- 
tions are to be made from time to time under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. The information thus obtained is 
to be given to the country for what it is worth, and judging 
from the splendid success already achieved by men in charge of 
mine rescue stations, it will be invaluable to both miner and 
mine operator. Mine rescue work has been in progress only 
about a year, haying been established in the summer of 1908, 
following an appropriation of $150,000 made by Congress for 
that express purpose. This is a very important feature of the 
work that would be carried on by the bureau of mines. Let us 
examine the status of the work, for instance, in July, 1909, one 
year after the establishment of mine rescue stations, and sub- 


sequently. As before stated, the purpose of this line of investi- 
gation is to reduce the number of accidents occurring in the 
mines of the country, discover the causes of such accidents, and 
publish the facts so that the causes may be removed. 

The beginning of the agitation throughout the country for as- 
sistance from the Federal Government followed soon after the 
four coal-mine explosions in December, 1907, which resulted in 
the loss of 700 lives. These appalling disasters thoroughly 
awakened the thoughtful people of the country, especially those 
engaged in the mining industry, and accordingly an appeal was 
made to Congress to provide the ways and means for an ex- 
haustive investigation. From statistics compiled by the Geo- 
logical Survey it was shown that 2,061 miners were killed and 
4,800 injured in the coal mines in 1906, and the increase in the 
number of persons who lost their lives or were injured amounted 
to nearly one-third more in 1907. In that year 3,125 miners 
were killed and 5,800 were injured. In 1908, 2,450 men were 
killed. These figures show a general average of 4 or 5 for 
every 1,000 men employed. Since 1889, 30,000 miners have been 
killed in this country. Statistics show that, for every man 
killed in the coal mines of England and the Continent of Ru- 
rope, from two to four are killed in the coal mines of the United 
States, although the coal mines in the Old World contain greater 
menaces to human life than do the mines here. The lower 
death rate over there is undoubtedly due to the investigations 
and experiments conducted under governmental supervision. 
Probably the most complete and best equipped mine rescue sta- 
tion in this country is situated at Pittsburg, in the center of 
the most extensive coal fields in the world. The work done at 
this station is of utmost importance. Here the most thorough 
tests are made of explosives. They are fired in the presence of 
gas and coal dust, and the results are carefully recorded. These 
examinations will, no doubt, determine whether a certain class 
of explosives are, to any extent, responsible for disasters and 
what kind of explosives should be used in mines where gas or 
dust exist in dangerous quantities. In addition to the rescue 
station at Pittsburg, which is accessible to the coal fields of 
western Pennsylyania, northern Ohio, and northern West Vir- 
ginia, three branch stations have been established. One of 
these stations is located at Knoxville, Tenn., and is in close 
proximity to the coal fields of eastern Tennessee, southeastern 
Kentucky, and southwestern Virginia; one at Urbana, IIL, to 
cover the fields of Illinois and western Indiana; and one at 
Seattle, accessible to the northwest Pacific coast States. 

These stations are in charge of engineers and experts, who 
thoroughly understand the use of rescue apparatus, and who 
are in constant readiness to respond instantly to a call for as- 
sistance. Like the members of the fire department, the life- 
saving crews, and the men in the Reyenue-Cutter Service, these 
trained government engineers and experts are always ready to 
go whenever and wherever their services are needed. 

It is said that when an explosion occurs in a coal mine the 
ventilating current is often cut off and many lives are lost 
before it can again be reestablished. At such a time persons 
who have received no physical injury from the explosion are 
unable to withstand the poisonous gases that fill the entries 
and galleries of the mine, and for the same reason rescuers 
heretofore in many cases have been unable to reach the miners 
before life is extinct. It has been demonstrated that where 
men trained in rescue work, with proper equipment, including 
oxygen helmets, can reach the mine within two or three hours 
after the explosion has taken place, many lives can be saved. 
Over at Cherry, III., where a frightful disaster occurred 
only a few weeks ago, resulting in the loss of 300 miners, the 
men from the government rescue station arrived late at the 
scene of the disaster, but, notwithstanding the disadvantage 
in point of time, they entered the burning mine at the peril of 
their lives and succeeded in rescuing 20 entombed miners. It 
is reported that at the time the government experts entered 
the mine they were assured by those present, who had knowl- 
edge of existing conditions, that such a hazard on their part 
could avail nothing and would without question result in the 
loss of their own lives. 

In order that a better understanding may be had of the work 
done at the mine rescue stations with regard to waste in min- 
ing, rescue apparatus, tests of lights and explosives, and so 
forth, I will read in part a recent statement from he Geological 
Survey: 

The stations are headquarters of the engineers for the study of the 
waste of coal in mining—one of the important problems ‘ore the 
Geological Survey—and for investigating conditions in mines which 
may conducive to disasters from explosions or roof falls. ‘The sta- 
tions are equipped with air-tight rooms, where gas can be generated. 
Coal- panies are invited to send to these stations picked men, 


com 
who may be trained by the government experts in the use of the oxygen 
helmets. It is not the purpose of the Government to engage in general 
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rescue work, but rather to supervise mine rescue operations and to 
demonstrate this apparatus until the mining companies have thoroughly 
trained rescue crews at their mines. 

When a mine explosion occurs within a radius permitting the trans- 
portation of apparatus from the rescue station to the scene of disaster, 
a trained rescue corps is sent in all ible haste to the mine. On 
arrival, and with the concurrence of the state mine inspectors and the 
mine owners, local miners, preferably men who have personal knowl- 
edge of the mine, are properly instructed in the use of the apparatus. 
The rescuers, each equipped with an oxygen helmet and a portable 
electric lamp, enter the mine and make an exploration for the purpose 
of finding any men who may have been overcome by the after-gases of 
the explosion. When a man is found he is immediately taken outside 
of the mine, or to some station inside the mine where the atmosphere 
is breathable, and there rescuers endeavor to revive him by administer- 
ing oxygen and by exercising his huge Each rescue corps carries a 
resuscitating cabinet, which consists of cylinders charged with oxygen, 
a flexible breathing bag, a flexible tube, and a hood that fits over the 
mouth and nostrils of the patitnt. 

Mine rescue apparatus of the compense Saese type permits a 
person wearing it to breathe naturally with little inconvenience for a 
continuous period of two or three hours, even while surrounded by 
deadly or irritating fumes, smoke, or other romans The 
principal features of such an apparatus are the tanks or cylinders con- 
taining the oxygen under high pressure, absorption cans for taking up 
the oxygen exhaled from the Jungs, and a helmet or mouth attachment 
with breathing bags, which enable the person wearing the apparatus to 
breathe with ease. The foregoing features are accomplished in differ- 
ent degrees of efficiency by different ty of apparatus. At the Pitts- 
burg station the various types of mine rescue apparatus are being 
tested to determine their relative 9 

Without a careful study of the mechan and function of each part 
of such apparatus and careful training in its use no 3 should 
attempt to wear the apparatus in the ngerous atmosphere in mines 
immediately after an explosion or during a fire. Training in the proper 
manipulation of the apparat is imperative for its successful use in 
mine rescue work. The apparatus is most efective when it is worn 
by persons who by training have learned to have confidence in its effi- 
cheney and who are also accustomed to underground work in coal mines. 

Tests are being made at the Pittsburg station of all types of anp 
used for lighting pu within mines with respect to their safety 
in the presence of explosive mixtures of coal gas and air. The candle- 

wer of all safety lamps is determined for erent kinds of oil used 
In mines, and electric portable lanpa are also being tested in like man- 
ner as to their candlepower and their safety in explosive mixtures of 
gas and air. The tests are made in currents of air running at diferent 
velocities and charged with explosive gas. 

The efect of different percenta, of explosive gas on the flame of 
safety lamps is tested, and facilities are provided whereby miners, fire 
bosses, and others interested may insert their safety lamps in a pher 
containing small proportions of explosive gas to witness the effect of 
the gas on the flame. * 

Reports of all mine accidents throughout the United States and for- 
eign countties are collected and prepared by the staff at the testin 
station. On the occurrence of a serious mine disaster in any part o 
the United States, experienced mining engineers are sent to the scene 
of the disaster for the purpose of studying the conditions under which 
the accident may have occurred. Data procured by the engineers are 
available for the tests conducted in the artificial mine gallery at the 
testing station and within an experimental mine. 

All classes of explosives made for use within mines are 1 exam- 
ined at the Pittsburg plant in order to determine the effect of shooting 
them into coal dust, mixtures of coal dust and explosive gas, and ex- 
plosive gas alone, and the limit charge for safety is determined on each 
class of explosives. 

When Congress reconvened on January 4, I introduced a bill 
asking for an appropriation of $160,000 for the establishment, 
equipment, and maintenance of nine additional mine rescue 
stations, to be located throughout the country as follows: At 
some point near the boundary between southern Ohio, West 
Virginia, and northeastern Kentucky, easily accessible to the 
coal fields of all these regions; at or near Birmingham, Ala., 
accessible to the coal fields of Alabama, southeast Tennessee, 
and northwest Georgia; near the boundary between southern 
Indiana and western Kentucky, accessible to the coal fields of 
these regions and southern Illinois; at some point in eastern 
Oklahoma or western Arkansas, accessible to the coal fields of 
these two States; in eastern Kansas or west central Missouri, 
accessible to the coal fields of these States and central and 
southern Iowa; near Trinidad, Colo., to include the coal fields 
of New Mexico and southern and central Colorado; at or near 
Salt Lake, to cover the coal fields of Utah, western Colorado, 
and southern Wyoming; at some point in Montana, accessible 
to the coal fields of Montana and northern Wyoming; and in the 
anthracite coal fields of Pennsylvania. That such branch sta- 
tions, in addition to those already established, are greatly 
needed is clearly demonstrated by the Secretary of the Interior 
in his communication of December 20, 1909, in response to a 
resolution asking for detailed information concerning disasters 
in mines. In his letter the Secretary gives the cost of equipping 
and maintaining these stations during the next fiscal year, and 
recommends their establishment at the places above mentioned. 
In the third paragraph of his letter the Secretary comments 
on the urgency of this work in the following language: 


The causes of certain mine accidents have been traced with a fair 
17 75 of ease and certainty to the improper use of explosives, open 
lights, to faulty electric equipment, to falls of roof, to lack of disci- 

ne, etc.; but the larger mine disasters, involving gas or dust, or 
oth, are still little understood, nowithstanding the investigations 
under way in this and other countries. Unfortunately in most such 
cases those who might have thrown light on the initial causes have not 
survived the disaster. In all cases the development of satisfactory 
preventive measures is still more difficult, and in this country has 


dant an e mines correspo! ly more dangerous. The number of 
such disasters and the loss genes been for some years steadily 
increa Furthermore, di rs have been occurring in regions 


where they were least ex d in the “safest " mines. 

The investigations authorized by Congress as to the “ causes of mine 
explosions” are now under way, and the facts already developed are 
such as to encourage the belief that means of lessening disasters from 
such causes be in hand in the near future. 

Under the wording of the current appropriation the mine investiga- 
tions are limited to“ mine explosions,““ which are 9 nsible 
for less than 15 per cent of our mine fatalities. The efits that 
may reasonably be expected from this expenditure will be doubtless 
largely increased if its scope be widened to include also the causes and 
prevention of other “mine accidents.” Furthermore, in view of the 
exceptionally eet, Phe character of the work as well as its impor- 
tance and the difficulty in securing the services of suitably trained 
experts, it seems proper that the investigation work on mine accidents 
should placed on as permanent a basis as possible. 5 

As to the action that the Federal Government should take to prevent 
or at least m mine accidents, it is that in mining, as in 
agriculture, the function of the Federal Government is strictly limited 
to research and educational or demonstration work, and therefore its 
function in relation to safeguarding the lives of miners must be limited 
to investigations of the causes and means of preventing mine acei- 
dents, developing methods of rescue work, and enough of demonstra- 
tion or educational work to induce mine operators and miners to adopt 
these measures, under state supervision, and to lead the States to enact 
more uniform mining regulations. 

It is on this basis that the additional branch stations described 
above are recommended. It is believed that they will be adequate for 
the purpose named and that the work of these stations will be sufficient 
to induce coal operators and coal-mining States to ultimately establish 
a sufficient number of small local stations for ordinary rescue work in 
each of the important mining centers. 

Meanwhile, at each existing station, along with researches to develo; 
causes and preventive measures, every effort is being made, and wit 
reasonable expectation of success, to find ways of cheapening the cost 
of rescue equipment and methods, with a view to their more general 
introduction by States and individual operators. 

It is therefore reasonable to expect that, as progress is made in the 
investigation and demonstration work at these several branch stations 
of the Federal Government, preventive rather than rescue measures 
will increase in importance; that most of these federal stations can 
then be discontinued ; and that whatever rescue work may prove neces- 
sary will, like the enforcement of preventive measures, be fully cared 
for by local and state authorities. 

Conditions involving mine safety are more uniform than are agri- 
cultural conditions, being less influenced by climatic changes. Hence 
these mine investigations and inquiries, though conducted at these few 
stations, are of value to the people of all the States, and this value is 
increased the fact that the experts of the Federal Government col- 
lecting data from all the States and the various fore mining coun- 
tries bring to these problems in each State the results of this wider 
experience and method, with minimum duplication of cost and effort. 
Fortunately, in most of the States the larger mine disasters occur so 
rarely that several years may intervene without opportunity for mine 
examinations or rescue work under complicated conditions, and in 
such cases Cag apes experts from the federal investigation stations 
would be able to render special service to the state authorities by virtue 
of their more frequent and wider experience under equally complicated 
conditions in other portions of the country. 


Good and sufficient reasons for this appropriation will be 
found in a perusal of the Secretary's letter. If this appropria- 
tion is made, and the bill now under consideration should fail 
to become a law, then that important feature of the work that 
is now being carried on at mine rescue and experiment stations 
will continue under the United States Geological Survey. But 
should the bill pass and become a law, then the appropriations, 
work, and equipment will be transferred to the mining bureau, 
where it would properly belong, and where greater efficiency 
can be maintained, and better results will be sure to follow. 

Before closing, I should like to submit a few more reasons 
why the proposed national bureau of mines should be estab- 
lished, discuss some objections that have been made to the bill, 
endeavor to overcome them, and briefly recapitulate. 

The bureau is needed. The mining industry of this country 
is second to agriculture in its contributions to the wealth and 
the work of the Nation, but embraces far greater risks and 
dangers. It employs a million men in the mines, and a million 
more assist in the handling of the products of the mine in con- 
nection with the mineral industries of the country. As our 
mines are growing deeper the industry becomes more complex, 
and the dangers and the loss of life are increasing; this being 
true, in spite of the fact that for years we have had many good 
state laws and mine inspectors. Every other country has found 
a bureau of mines necessary and beneficial. Every other coun- 
try has found that it was the researches and educational work 
of these bureaus, .rather than restrictive legislation, that has 
made mining in those countries so much safer. The United 
States alone of all the great mining countries has neglected the 
condition of its mining interests, and as a result, with the most 
favorable mining conditions, we have the largest and increasing 
proportionate list of accidents and disasters. 

The demand for such a bureau in the United States is as 
widespread as is the need. The miners in their national and 
local conventions have asked for this bureau and have sent 
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committees to Washington for the purpose. The coal operators 
and many leading metal-mining men throughout the country 
have done the same. The American Mining Congress, the 
Trans-Mississippi Congress, the National Irrigation Congress, 
several state legislatures, many state mine inspectors, geologists, 
mining engineers, and the technical and general press have 
joined in this request. Both national party platforms prior to 
the election of 1908 gave assurances that this request would 
receive favorable action. After an extended hearing, the last 
House passed a similar bill by a nine-tenths vote. The miners 
are hoping that both branches of this Congress will do the same 
before the end of the present session. The Government is rec- 
ognizing and helping other industries. Agriculture and mining 
are the two great foundation industries. For the farmer who 
labors under the safest and healthiest of conditions, we have 
wisely established a department with a dozen bureaus or 
branches, and we will appropriate for their investigations dur- 
ing this year more than $12,000,000. But the million miners 
working underground, whose lives are in constant danger, amid 
mysteries and difficulties which they neither understand nor 
can overcome, the Government has too long neglected, and they 
justly feel the neglect. They are now asking Congress to grant 
them the needed assistance without further delay. 

What the Government is now doing for the miner is unsatis- 
factory because it is insufficient, temporary, and irregular, and 
with no assurance of its improvement or its continuance beyond 
a single year. Under such conditions no research or educa- 
tional work can be intelligently planned or executed, nor can it 
under such circumstances gain the confidence or organize the 
cooperation of the miners, the operators, and the States for the 
betterment of these unfortunate conditions. Researches should 
be conducted for mining, as for agriculture, by the General 
Government, for the reasons that this avoids costly and unnec- 
essary duplication, develops more general confidence from 
- miners, operators, and state inspectors, and aids in developing 
greater needed uniformity in state legislation and mine regula- 
tions. Indeed, one of the special benefits from these investiga- 
tions is that they will furnish accurate data to serve as a basis 
for wise mine legislation and regulations in each of the States. 

Let us briefly examine some objections advanced to the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of mines. One objection is that there 
are already too many government bureaus. This statement 
may be true. We may have too many bureaus, but, if so, per- 
haps they are not well distributed,eand if there is need of 
pruning let us prune where this need exists. But this argument 
does not apply in the present case. The great mining industry, 
which is itself the foundation of so many other industries, and 
which furnishes 65 per cent of the total freight traffic of the 
country, with a million men working underground in constant 
danger, is, of all the great industries in this country, the most 
neglected and needful of assistance of a well-organized and 
well-supported bureau. That neither the Geological Survey nor 
any other existing government bureau can render the assistance 
to the miners which ‘they need and deserve is admitted by the 
officers of the Geological Survey, the Secretary of the Interior, 
the geologists, the mining engineers, and the mine operators 
throughout the country. $ 

The second objection is in regard to invading the rights of 
the States. The establishment of this bureau of mines neither 
creates nor permits any conflict or rights or interests between 
the Federal Government and the States. The inspection of 
mines comes within the province and the duties of the State. 
With such inspection this bureau will have nothing to do. Its 
purpose and its methods in the act establishing this bureau are 
limited to research or investigations and educational work, 
looking to greater safety and lessening the enormous waste in 
the mining and use of the mineral resources. These losses are 
now said to exceed $1,000,000 per day and to be largely pre- 
ventable. 

The third objection is the depletion of the Federal Treasury. 
The establishment of this bureau will make but little increased 
demand upon the Federal Treasury, The $150,000 appropriated 
for the investigation of mine disasters under the Secretary of 
the Interior, together with $160,000 for the establishment of 
nine additional rescue stations, as recommended by the Secre- 
tary, if appropriated, will naturally be placed under this bureau. 
Two other existing appropriations—one of $100,000 for the in- 
vestigation of the fuels belonging to or for the use of the United 
States, and the other appropriation, $100,000, for the investiga- 
tion of structural materials or the preducts of the quarry and 
the mine as used by the Government—are in this bill transferred 
from the Geological Survey, where, admittedly, they do not prop- 
erly belong, to the bureau of mines. These appropriations, per- 
haps somewhat rearranged, will sufficiently provide for the 
needs of the bureau of mines, and it is not the expectation of 
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the committee, I believe, to ask at this time for any large addi- 
tional appropriations for the work of this bureau. 

The fourth objection is that the new bureau will be an addi- 
tion to the government machinery. Yes; but every year our 
mines are growing deeper and more dangerous, and year by year 
our resources will become searcer. So that the need for re- 
searches to make mining safe and lessen our habitual waste of 
resources may extend the life of the bureau of mines. Future 
Congresses can decide as to that. 

: However that may be, it is certain that the mining industry, 
with greater needs, deserves to be treated as we have treated 
other great industries, and undoubtedly to accomplish any sat- 
isfactory results along these lines it will require the constant, 
well-supported efforts of a well-orkanized bureau through a 
period of years. I hope the bill will pass, and thereby afford us 
an opportunity to redeem our obligations, now long overdue, to 
one of the basic industries of this country. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, gA striking out all of the first passaran after the enacting 
clause and inserting in lieu thereof the following : 

“That there is hereby established in the Geological Survey in the 
De ent of the Interior a division to be called the Division of Mines, 
and a chief of said division shall be appointed 4 Secretary of 
the Interior, and who shall receive a salary of $3, per annum; and 
there shall also be in the said division such clerks, agents, experts, 
and other employees as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this act.” 

Mr. WILBY. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to take the 
time of the House to give the reasons for not taking this out of 
the Geological Survey. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, take the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Chairman, the important purposes of such 
a bureau of mining technology may be stated as including the 
prevention of mine accidents, the improvement of mine con- 
ditions, the minimizing of the waste of the nation’s mineral 
resources in their mining, treatment, and utilization; in short, 
the general befterment of the mining industry, as well as the 
investigation of the mineral materials belonging to or for the 
use of the Government of the United States, with a view to 
securing their greater efficiency. 

The technologic work undertaken by the Geological Survey, 
which would properly belong to the new bureau, is for the most 
part connected with the public lands, which come directly 
under the Department of the Interior. Indeed, the public do- 
main must be considered as presenting the largest field for 
any federal investigation of mining, although, of course, to be 
most efficient, these investigations should cover the whole 
country. As I have already informed you, the work relating 
to coal-mine accidents was begun in the endeavor to carry 
out the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior relative to 
the improvement of mining conditions in the coal mines of 
the Territories, the supervision of the work of the coal-mine 
inspectors in New Mexico and Indian Territory having been 
transferred to this bureau. In the same way the fuel-testing 
work conducted under the technologic branch of the survey 
has been largely directed to the conservation and best utiliza- 
tion of the coal deposits of the public lands. 

The work of the proposed bureau of mining technology 
would be closely related to that of four bureaus of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

First. The relations between the work of this proposed divi- 
sion and that of the United States Geological Survey are of so 
intimate a character that while they occupy different fields 
of activity, both would be bureaus of investigation and both 
should be organized, for the greatest efficiency, under the 
same Cabinet officer. This would insure friendly adjustment 
and helpful cooperation at the many points at which the work 
of the two bureaus would meet and prevent wasteful duplica- 
tion and rivalry of interest, such as might arise if the two 
bureaus were in different departments of the Government serv- 
ice. So far as I am familiar with the history of such or- 
ganizations in other countries, the advisability of having 
bureaus of this character grouped side by side in the same de- 
partment has been recognized. 

Second. The relations between a division of mining tech- 
nology and the General Land Office would seem to involve the 
cooperation of the two organizations in connection with the 
management and development of any mineral lands that have 
been or may hereafter for any reason be retained under the 
General Government. The new bureau could also cooperate 
with the prospector in the development of the mineral land 
within the public domain. As the Geological Survey has always 
tried to assist the prospector in his determination of what is 
mineral land, so a bureau of mining technology could greatly 


1910. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


997 


assist him in the way of giving helpful advice concerning the 
plans and methods best adapted to the development of the min- 


eral lands. The proposed new bureau should also cooperate 
with the General Land Office and the Geological Survey in the 
investigation into the most efficient utilization of the fuel re- 
sources still belonging to the Government. Such cooperation 
has already been found effective between the General Land 
Office and the Geological Survey, including the technologic 
branch, in the classification of the coal lands of the West. 

Third. The relation of the proposed bureau of mining tech- 
nology to the Indian Bureau in connection with the management 
and development of the mineral-oil and coal lands belonging to 
the Indians constitutes an additional reason why the new 
bureau and the Indian Bureau should be within the same execu- 
tive department. 

Fourth. The relations between the proposed bureau and the 
Reclamation Service in connection with the testing of the con- 
struction materials used by the latter, as well as the determi- 
nation of the best methods of utilizing the local fuels—coals 
and lignites—for pumping water and otherwise developing the 
public lands, are such as to make advisable having both bureaus 
under one Secretary. 

A division of mining technology would have relations and 
points of contact with the work of bureaus in other depart- 
ments. For instance, the Bureau of Labor, under the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, would need to cooperate with 
the proposed new bureau in the investigation of labor condi- 
tions in the mining industry; yet in view of the purposes of the 
new division as outlined above the cooperation necessary in 
this case would be neither so frequent nor so intimate or even 
so fundamental as the cooperation of the proposed bureau of 
mining technology with the Geological Survey, the General 
Land Office, and the Indian Bureau. 

In a similar way, judging from the work already done under 
the technologic branch of the Geological Survey, work which 
it is proposed should be transferred to the new bureau, there 
must necessarily be cooperation with the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury Department, with the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion, with the Engineer Corps, Quartermaster’s Department, 
and Ordnance Bureau of the army, and with the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering and the Bureau of Yards and Docks in the 
Navy Department. For all of these bureaus the bureau of min- 
ing technology should examine and test materials used in con- 
struction work, as well as the fuels purchased by the Govern- 
ment. 

Therefore, while the work proposed for the new bureau will 
necessarily come in contact with the work of a number of 
existing bureaus in several of the departments, yet its asso- 
ciation with the four bureaus now under the Department of 
the Interlor hereinbefore mentioned is so intimate and funda- 
mental as to indicate the wisdom of placing the new bureau 
under that department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, to amend by striking out all of sec- 
tion 1 after the enacting clause and inserting the section read 
by the Clerk. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out, in lines 9 and 10, the language “as may be necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this act” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “as may from time to time be authorized by 
Congress.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 9 and 10, strike out the words “as may be necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“that may from time to time be authorized by Congress.” 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of that is this: 
The language I suggest is the ordinary language that has been 
put in bills in recent years providing for the creation of bureaus, 
That is the language of the law creating the Department of 
Commerce and Labor and many other bureaus. Under that 
language it is ruled that the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House is authorized to provide, under estimates made by 
the department, for these employees. But under the bill Con- 
gress has no control over the matter at all. It does not seem 
to me to be wise to give to a chief of the department, the head 
of a bureau, authority to employ clerks or other employees ad 
libitum without any control by Congress. Under the provisions 
that we have put in all of these laws in recent years we have 
provided that these additional employees shall be such as may 
be provided for by Congress. They are provided for in the ap- 
propriation bills, and the ruling has been that under this pro- 
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vision Congress retains control over the question of the em- 
ployees. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that that language is used in two of the organic acts of two 
departments. One is the Bureau of Navigation in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor; but if the gentleman will permit 
me, I submit that the matter is just as much within the purview 
and control of Congress with this language in the bill as with 
the language that the gentleman suggests. We could not pay 
anybody except out of the funds appropriated by Congress. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I have not proceeded quite far 
enough. ‘The language proposed in the bill is where it is pro- 
posed to pay employees out of a lump-sum appropriation with- 
out any control by Congress. The language which I suggest is 
where it is proposed to appropriate for the different employees 
in the department, as we usually do with departments in the 
Government. If it is proposed to make an appropriation of 
several hundred thousand dollars or a half a million or a mil- 
lion dollars in a lump sum, to be expended as the head of this 
bureau may choose, then the gentleman from Ohio has selected 
the correct language. If it is proposed, on the other hand, 
for Congress to provide for the officials who are to act, the em- 
ployees and the clerks who are to be in the bureau, and then 
provide a sum to carry on the work, then the language which 
I have suggested is correct. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just this: The 
gentleman's amendment, I think, ought to include “ upon esti- 
mates to be submitted by the department.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I may say to the gentleman that 
the ruling of the Chair has been uniform in recent years upon 
the subject, and under this provision it is held to be sufficient. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I had intended, at the proper 
place, to offer the following new section: Sas 

No appointments or employments shall be made, and no expense shall 
be incurred hereunder, until estimates thereunder have been formulated 
and submitted by the Secretary of the Interior, and until Congress shall 
have made appropriations thereunder. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman read the 
third section of the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, the whole matter is left to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is authorized to employ people, I under- 
stand, but he has some appropriations, the appropriations trans- 
ferred from the testing of coal and the testing of structural 
material, which would go to this bureau with the transfer of 
these activities of the Geological Survey, and he could employ 
them at will and compensate his employees out of these appro- 
priations under that authority. 

My purpose, if possible, is to prevent the employment or the 
compensation of anyone employed in this bureau until they have 
submitted to Congress an estimate of what they want and the 
salaries which they propose to pay. Now, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Douctas] realizes, as every man on this floor does, 
that it is absolutely essential that we should know something 
about the possible expense of this bureau, and in this way we 
would have the information not only as to the aggregate amount 
that we would have to appropriate, but also as to the @istribu- 
tion of that amount among the employees of the bureau, and I 
submit that in this respect the bill is not sufficiently guarded 
to prevent the employment and the compensation of employees 
from these appropriations that are transferred under this bill 
to the bureau without regard to any action whatever on the 
part of Congress. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the Committee on Appropria- 
tions require the several departments to explain the necessity 
for appropriations in every division and every bureau and 
every department of the Government in detail before they get 
the appropriations? 

Mr. TAWNEXT. Well, we first have to have the estimates. 
There is no provision here before this bureau goes * exist- 
ence for submitting any estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Doveras) there were—ayes 75, noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it was my 
privilege to vote for a bill creating a bureau of mines on May 
21, 1908, being the first session of the Sixtieth Congress. That 
bill passed this House, but was not acted upon in the Senate, 
presumably, for the lack of time. Therefore, I voted the other 
day for the special order fixing to-day for the consideration of 
this bill, with the hope and for the purpose that we might pass 
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it this early in the session, and I feel confident that it will re- 
ceive favorable action in the Senate and become a law before 
the close of this session. 

With the possible exception of agriculture, mining is the most 
important distinct industry in this country, and has not, in my 
opinion, received that degree of attention from the General Gov- 
ernment to which its importance entitles it. The products of 
the mines enter into and are more or less important factors in 
our agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, while many of 
the necessities and comforts of the home would be impossible 
without them. 

Great as is our production of coal, iron, and precious metals, 
we know very little as to the real quantity yet remaining in the 
earth, and the development and production of what is classed 
as the rarer minerals, such as radium, platinum, vanadium, 
uranium, and others, all of which are much needed in our manu- 
facturing and chemical industries, has only been begun. 

The duty and province of this bureau, when established, shall 
be to foster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the 
United States, which is undoubtedly a broad and fertile field, 
and will result in much good to all the people of the country 
and all other industries, since the mining industry reaches, to 
Some extent, most all others. 

This bureau will also be required to make diligent investiga- 
tion of the methods of mining, the safety of miners, the possible 
improvement of conditions under which mining operations are 
carried on, and it seems to me there is no more important mat- 
ter pending in Congress to-day than the question of better pro- 
tection to the life of our coal miners, 

Can Congress spend a portion of its time in any better way 
than providing for better protection of the health and lives of 
the hundreds of thousands of our people who go into the ground 
and bring out the coal that not only cooks the food and warms 
the hearthstones of this country, but which furnishes the power 
that turns the machinery which moves practically every indus- 
try of the Nation? True, it will cost money, but in what way 
can we better spend the people’s money than in the protection 
of their lives and property? 

This bureau will make scientific investigation of the use of 
explosives and electricity, and in this way many serious acci- 
dents will be avoided. 

It has often been suggested that this is a proper field for the 
States, and it is true that much valuable work has been done 
by the States to promote and develop their local mining. But 
this is a great and important work, as well as difficult and ex- 
pensive, and the Government should do as it has in agriculture 
and other important industries. 

The experience of other countries already demonstrates that 
the appalling loss of life, as shown by the statistics in this coun- 
try, can be prevented. 

In many other countries where the general government has 
undertaken this work they have reduced their ratio of mortality 
from accident; but in our mines, left to state regulation, the death 
rate has greatly increased. I am in favor of government in- 
quiry into and investigation of the various agencies of mining, 
in fayor of ascertaining the cause of accidents, in favor of 
thorough investigation of the methods of supplying air to the 
mine workers, and I believe the terrific explosions and other 
terrible accidents will be reduced to a minimum when this 
bureau is once put into working order. The coal miner has a 
right to know when he leaves his family in the morning to go 
into the ground and dig coal that they may have food and 
raiment, that he is not stepping into a death trap of foul gases 
or falling slate, formed during the night, which will take him 
and his support from them forever and leave them upon the 
charities of others. The individual or company operating a 
mine is entitled to know that their property is as safe from de- 
struction and as safe for their employees as the most intelligent 
scientific management can make it, and when fully equipped 
this bureau will be of great assistance in all these matters. It 
will, in my judgment, be of untold benefit to the miners and 
their families by way of encouragement in furnishing better 
sanitary conditions in the camp, better homes, and better 
schools. 

It is in line with Republican policies and platform pledges, 
and is a just and deserved recognition of the demands and the 
rights of a very great number of our best citizens. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Chairman, I come from a State that is 
one of the greatest States in producing coal in the Union, pro- 
ducing annually approximately 200,000,000 tons of coal, and my 
interest in this bill in particular is upon the question of its pro- 
visions for the investigation of the matter of mine accidents, 
with the hope that some way may be discovered, some plan 


be perfected, and the information given to the States whereby 
the tremendous loss of life now incurred in the mines may be 
very much lessened. 

In this debate to-day Senate Document 226 was brought for- 
ward and some argument made upon it, and I want to bring an 
additional paragraph in that document to the attention of the 
House. I desire to call attention to the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Interior in this letter to the Senate, in which 
he states that— 
under the wording of the current appropriations the mine investiga- 
tions are limited to mine explosions— 

And— 
the benefits that may e Pe expected from this expenditure will 


doubtless be largely increased its scope be widened to include also 
the causes and prevention of other mine accidents. 


He further states in that letter that— 


In view of the exceptionally dangerous character of the work, as well 
as its importance, and of the difficulty of securing the services of suit- 
ably trained experts, it seems proper that the investigation work on 
mine accidents should be placed on as permanent a basis as possible. 


According to Geological Bulletin No. 333, the following aver- 
age death rate for five years prevailed: 


In France, per each thousand employed. 
KOUE beg Rage thousand employed 
r 


Prussia, pe each thousand employ 

United 8 

. I want to call special attention to the anthracite region from 
which I happen to come, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may proceed for three minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Anthracite tonnage produced in 1908, 
83,543,243 net tons. Total employees, 174,503; number of fatal 
accidents, 678 ; nonfatal accidents, 1,170; lives lost per thousand, 
3.88; net tons per fatal accident, inside, 140,178. 


ANTHRACITE, 1908. 


Number of fatal accidents inside_.___.___.__-.-.--_____--.- —.— 596 
Number of fatal accidents outside... . 82 
e SAFE Bo ny soe SE sive ae ae Rtg 678 
Average number of days worked_..._....._._._____.-__.___ 211 
Average fatal accidents per working day 8. 26 
Number employed: insides oo noo ses eee 124, 233 
Number employed outside 727 


r 


The men who actually work at the coal face, mining and 
loading the coal, suffer a much higher death rate than other 
employees inside or around the mines. The number of miners 
killed per thousand employed in 1908 was 7.05, and of the 
miners' laborers, 4.68, While for all other inside workers it was 
2.7. The average rate inside was 4.79; average rate outside, 


1.63. 
COMPENSATION. 


If it were agreed to provide a death compensation of $1,500 
for each fatal accident, it would have amounted to $8,077,500 
for the term 1899 to 1908, inclusive, but a cost of only 1% cents 
per ton on all coal produced. The coal mined was 621,009,345 
gross tons, and the fatal accidents, 5,385. 


BITUMINOUS. 


In the last annual report of the department of mines of Penn- 
sylvania published, for 1908, the following facts are found: 

Employees, 181,840; fatal accidents, 572; nonfatal accidents, 
1,026; fatal accidents per thousand employed, 3.15; tons of coal 
produced, 114,957,875. 

Recapitulating, it is shown that there were 1,250 fatal acci- 
dents, 2,196 nonfatal accidents, and a total of 3,346 accidents in 
the State of Pennsylvania alone during the year 1908. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY W. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the bill under 
consideration is entitled “A bill to establish in the Department 
of the Interior a bureau of mines.” The duty of the bureau, 
under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, will be to 
foster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the 
United States; to make diligent investigation of the methods of 
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mining, the safety of miners, the possible improvement of con- 
ditions under which mining operations are carried on, the 
treatment of ores and other mineral substances, the use of ex- 
plosives and electricity, the prevention of accidents, and other 
technologic investigations and inquiries pertinent to said in- 
dustries, and from time to time make such public reports of the 
work, investigations, and information obtained as the Secre- 
tary of said department may direct, with the recommendation 
of such bureau. 

When we know that the mining industry of the country adds 
a value of nearly $2,000,000,000 annually, and this eminently 
valuable resource is second in value only to that of agriculture, 
no further argument need be used in support of this bill. A 
nation that spends nearly $95,000,000 on its army and $100,- 
000,000 on its navy can well afford the cost of the investigations 
proposed by this bill. 

Pennsylvania alone mined 70,238,530 tons of anthracite coal 
last year. In mining it there were 614 fatal accidents and 3,526 
nonfatal accidents, many of them involving serious bodily harm, 
so that every 115,000 tons of coal cost a human life, and every 
20,000 tons was sprinkled with human blood. 

In the bituminous fields of the State 118,313,525 tons were 
produced, and 513 persons killed and 3,005 persons injured. 
This enormous loss of life and injury to human beings is un- 
necessary, and if unnecessary, without excuse. 

Other governments have departments for the investigation 
and cure of the causes that lead to loss of life in the mines. In 
Belgium the percentage of loss was reduced from 3.17 to 2.60 
per thousand from 1840 to 1870; but by 1896 the inspection and 
work of the department had reduced the loss of life to 1.02 per 
thousand—that is, one man in every thousand suffered death in 
the pursuit of this dangerous occupation, instead of three men 
in every thousand. 

In Prussia the number decreased from 2.56 to 1.80, while we 
were sacrificing 3.29, and France got along with 0.91, or less 
than ue person for eyery thousand. In Great Britain the loss 
was 1 

In these countries the investigations have been made that this 
Government is now asked to make, with the hope that the roll 
of death may be reduced. The authority of the Government is 
ample under the power to regulate commerce conferred by the 
Constitution, and the United States may lawfully undertake this 
great and necessary work. State laws, while effective, are ef- 
fective only in a limited sphere. The mining laws of the State 
of Pennsylvania were born of the great disaster at Avondale, 
when more than 100 men were suffocated in a burning mine; 
but they need the strong and protecting hand of the General 
Government to delve into the causes of the awful loss of life 
that attends the operation of mines and propose a proper remedy. 

The public welfare and humanity demand the passage of 
this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the province and duty of said bureau and 
its commissioner, under the direction of the Secre of said de = 
ment, to foster, promote, and develop the min dustries of the 
United States; to make diligent investigation of the methods of min- 
ing, the safety of miners, the possible improvement of conditions under 
which mining operations are carried on, the treatment of ores and 
other mineral substances, the use of explosives and electricity, the 
prevention of accidents, and other technologic investigations and in- 
quiries pertinent to said industries, and from time to time make such 
pans reports of the work, investigations, and information obtained as 

Secretary of said department may direct, with the recommendations 
of such bureau. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by inserting, after the word Mae ae in the 

lowing: ** all lation 
ten wae after the mon 3 of ie the follow- 
: “and the appliances best adapted to prevent accidents,” so as to 


d as follows: 
tion of the methods of 1 ——5 


“To make diligent inv mining, 
cially in relation to the ety of miners and the appliances 


adapted to prevent accidents.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk to emphasize in this 
bill the importance of having this bureau, when established, to 
especially investigate the cause of accidents in mines and ascer- 
tain, if possible, the best means adapted to prevent accidents 
and save human life. 

My first consideration in being for this bill is the idea of 
stopping, if possible, the awful loss of human life among men 
who work in the mines. The loss of life in this class of work- 
ers in this country is something appalling, and, in my judgment, 


it is the duty of Congress to do something to prevent such 
fatality among men who are engaged in this hazardous calling. 

No other country in the world has such a loss of life among 
miners from accidents as our own. European countries have 
been taking measures for years to prevent these accidents, and 
the statistics show that their efforts have resulted in the say- 
ing of many human lives. With the proper work of this bureau, 
I feel certain much good can be produced in this country in this 
direction. In Dlinois in the latter part of 1909 there occurred 
an awful loss of human life in the Cherry coal mine. These 
men imprisoned in this mine and having the mine sealed to 
put out the fire, and knowing there were probably men in there 
who were still alive, was too horrible to contemplate; yet, with 
a proper investigation and teaching of the true management of 
mines all this loss of life might have been prevented. Imagine 
the awful suffering that must have taken place in that mine. 
Think of the widows and orphans left in the world as a result 
of that accident. Tell me that nothing should be done; why, 
Mr. Chairman, we have already waited too long. This bill is 
not for the interest of the coal operators and mine owners, as 
has been charged on the floor of this House. It seems to me 
that no mine owner or operator is so cruel as not to give heed 
to this slaughter of men in the mines, and is anxious to see the 
work made safer, 

Mining in other countries is so much more safe than in this 
country that I desire to give some figures in comparison. In 
the United States mine accidents have been increasing, and in 
the ten years from 1895 to 1905 there has been a steady in- 
crease. Men killed during 1895, 2.67 men for each thousand 
employed; during 1900, 3.24 for each thousand men employed; 
and for 1905, 3.53 men for each thousand employed. The num- 
ber of miners killed for each thousand men employed in differ- 
ent countries for the average of five-year periods is as follows: 
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Pennsylvania, anthracite, 3.29, and in the bituminous mines 
a little less, 
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In Pennsylvania alone in 1909 more than 1,000 men lost 
their lives. We have lost in killed in the coal mines in the last 
five years not less than 10,000 men. If our loss had been no 
greater than in some of the European countries, at least 7,000 
of these lives would have been saved. During 1907 more 
than 3,000 miners lost their lives by accidents. In 1908 the 
ratio has been kept up, so that we are to-day confronted with 
the fact that these accidents are increasing and more workers 
are being sacrificed each year. In Belgium, where the mines 
are deeper and infested with the most deadly fire damp in the 
world, they are killing only one man where we are killing 
three. The mine owners, stirred by the awful loss of life in the 
mines, have asked that this bureau be established that they 
may know how to prevent this awful loss of life, 

The United Mine Workers in their annual conventions for 
the past few years have petitioned Congress to pass this law, 
believing that the loss of life in the mines may be reduced to 
the lowest. The leading newspapers of the country, regardless 


of their politics, have advocated the establishment of this 


bureau. It might be said the whole country is for some means 
of intelligently investigating the mining industry with a view 
to the prevention of the loss of life and waste of resources of 
the country. : 

The value of the mineral products of the United States 
amounts annually to more than $2,000,000,000 and is next to 
that of agriculture in basal wealth. We are spending each year 
more than $2,000,000 in the Agricultural Department of the 
Government, and surely no man on this floor believes that this 
great department has not done great good for the farmers, 
What the Department of Agriculture has done for the farmers, 
in my judgment, can be done for the mining of the country by 
this bureau aside from the saving of human life. [Applause.] 


This country with the great wealth in coal and other minerals 
has been wasteful. We have only been taking the cream, but 
the time has now come when we must look after the conserva- 
tion of our resources. We must no longer be wasteful. It is 
said we annually mine 450,000,000 tons of coal, and with our 
waste in mining we leave in the ground at least 300,000,000 
tons which is forever lost to mankind. A better method of 
mining would save a large amount of this to the people and pro- 
long our supply and keep the fuel of our country as cheap as 
possible for the people. [Applause.] 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to include in my remarks a statement 
of Mr. John Mitchell, late president of the United Mine Workers, 
in reference to the accident occurring in the mine at Cherry, 
Ill., where so many lives were lost. Also, I desire to have pub- 
lished in the Recorp an editorial from the Chicago Tribune in 
reference to the accidents in mines and advocating the passage 
of this bill by Congress and the establishing of rescue stations 
in the country, where help may be in easy reach in case of 
accident. This article also shows the good effect of the investi- 
gation made by the Government authorized by the last Con- 
gress relative to mine accidents: 

WHY NOT LIFE-SAVING STATIONS IN THE MINING SECTIONS? 


In the belief that a part of the heavy loss of life in min! disasters 
can be prevented if rescue work be undertaken and directed by experts 
equip; with devices for fighting deadly gases, mine fires, and other 
obstacles which prevent entrance after an accident, the Tribune is 
prompts to submit a plan for the consideration of government au- 

orities. 

It has been said frequently, with how much authority we do not 
know, that a part of the heavy human toll taken by the Cherry mine 
fire might not have been collected if the government mining experiment 
station at Pittsburg had been notified earller of the need for assistance. 
It also has been said, on more definite 9 that the three young 
mining experts sent from there to Cherry were Invaluable in the rescue 
work so far as it was accomplished successfully. 

In this there is a suggestion which will appeal at once to those 
who have no technical knowledge of mining and which is worth the 
attention of those whose practical information puts them in position 
to judge. According to reliable statistics of the work of the United 
States Life-Saving rvice there were in the l1 year ending June 
30, 1907, 838 marine disasters, 45 persons lost and 807 succored. 
In 1907 the mining disasters in the United States resulted in the death 


of 3,125 miners. 

In that year the life-saving establishment on the Atlantic, Pacific, 
and Gulf coasts, on the Great Lakes and the Ohio River, consisted of 
278 stations and about 600 men. If these figures, viewed comparatively, 
carry any lesson, they preach of the need for mining-rescue stations, 
It is true that too frequently a mine accident does in an instant all 
its deadly work and that there can be no rescue, only a recovery of 
bodies. It is also true that the miners who were not Involved in 
the accident are brave, willing, and expert rescuers when there is a 
Bope of life agen 

his may be admitted without detracting in the slightest from the 
manifest advantage of having available a co of men fully oqip 
with appliances as well as with expert knowledge, capable of leading 
and directing the rescue work. The various States in which mining 
is an extensive industry might undertake the establishment of life- 
saving stations, but it will be a that the Federal Government is 
in better position to undertake the work and do it effectively. 

hina tg & is a tragic illustration of what might have been accom- 
1 ad there been one or two rescue stations in Illinois, stations 
rom which men and apparatus for rescue work could have been sent 
instantly. Mining in America is too expensive in its waste of human 
life. The percentage of fatalties per thousand in the United States for 
1907 is given as 3.49, as a st 0.91 in France, 1 in Belgium, 1.28 
in Great Britain, and 2.06 Prussia. The American average is ob- 
tained from percentages which are 2.72 in Michigan and 2.82 in INi- 
nois, and run as high as 7.31 in Tennessee. Even allowing for all 
differences in conditions, the comparison can not be satisfactory. 

Cherry has brought its suffering. It may also teach a lesson. 


LESSENING MINE MISHAPS—JOHN MITCHELL COMMENTS ON CHERRY 
DISASTER AND ITS LESSONS—SOME FACTS ABOUT THIS HAZARDOUS 
OCCUPATION, 

“ Coal womg is the most hazardous industry in America.” 

John Mitchell, who for nearly ten years was president of the United 
Mine Workers and who him was a digger of coal from the time he 
was 13 years old until he attained the age of 25 years, made this state- 
ment in commenting on the disaster at the mine of the St. Paul Coal 
Company, at Cherry, on November 12, in which near men lost 
their lives. Mr. Mitchell supported this statement with some figures. 
Here are some of them: 

Four men out of every thousand employed in coal mines in the United 
States are killed every year. In the continental countries of Europe 
less than one out of every thousand is killed. 

Fifteen men are killed in coal mines in the United States each work- 
ing day. ‘There are about two hundred working days in the year, 
making the annual sacrifice 3,000 lives. 

Mr. Mitchell attributes the enormous number of accidents in this 
country to various causes, chief among which, he says, is the fact that 
a large proportion of the miners are ignorant of mining conditions. 

He suggests several safety devices. One is the installation of tele- 
hone systems in the mines. Another is the laying of pipes throughout 
he galleries and workings, through which air or liquid food could be 

pumped in case of accident. A third suggestion is that mines be fitted 

with air-tight compartments, communicating with the surface, which 
would serve as havens of refuge in case of disaster. 


CARELESSNESS CAUSED DISASTER. 


The Cherry mine disaster had its origin in a pile of hay used to feed 
mules stationed in the mine. A careless miner threw a torch upon It, 
and the timbers of the mine later caught fire, 
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“If the stables had not been inside the Cherry mine the disaster 
would not have occurred,” said Mr. Mitchell. “ More than half of the 
mines in the country have their stables inside, instead of on the sur- 
face. They are a source of danger which easily could be eliminated. 

The hay in the Cherry mine stables caught fire, and the smoke and 
flames were driven by the rotary fans with which mines are equipped 
to force air currents into the workings, into the galleries and passage- 
ways— roads, the miners call them. 

“Those who failed to escape were suffocated. The fire gained so 
much headway that it could not be extinguished except by sealing the 
mine—that is, by shutting off the air currents that fed oxygen to the 
flames. Of course cutting off the fresh air left the miners with only 
a limited supply. When they consumed all the oxygen they would 
1 — 55 doomed in 9 Either the re rea 

e r us e oxygen, or e fire were extingu the 
could not obtain fresh air. 8 

“ However, when the mine was sealed the supposition was that all 
the men were dead. It seems a miracle that some of them were living. 
It was a great surprise, and a happy surprise, when some 20 men were 
discovered alive and rescued. 

“Of course these calamities always suggest means by which lives 
thus lost might have been saved. If coal mines were equipped with 
rar ov throughout their workings it would be possible for men en- 
tom to let those on the outside know the location of the place in 
which they were gathered, or at least let them know what was their 
condition. And thus the work of rescue would be tly aided. 

“If mines were equipped in all their galleries w pipes through 
which compressed air could be forced, the needed oxygen could be sup- 

lied. And in like manner it would also be possible to supply food, at 
east food in liquid form, to sustain life for a few days. 

“No mines are equip with such devices as these, and my sugges- 
tion is not directed to be Cherry mine alone. Nen 

“A very simple device which would be of advant: in all mines, in 
the event of fire, explosion, or any other accident which would cut off 
egress to the main shaft, would be the building of a number of com- 
partments, each large enough for a hundred or more men to gather in. 
so arranged that the doors could be closed, making them air-tight. If 
these com ments were connected with air pipes to the surface, they 
would be havens of safety for great numbers of men killed in mines, 
not by explosions themselves, but by the after-damp that always accu- 
mulates after explosions. This is done in European mines and has 
been the means of saving large numbers of men entombed through fire 
or explosion. ž 

“At the last session of Congress a bill was introduced and passed in 
the lower House providing for a mining bureau in Washington to en- 
courage the introduction of life-saving devices in coal mines. On the 
last day before adjournment, when the bill was sure of passage, an 
objection was raised by Senator Teller, of Colorado, and the bill went 
over—that is, failed of passage because of this objection. The estab- 
lishment of a bureau of this character under the jurisdiction of the 
National Government and handled by experts would tend to reduce the 
number of casualties in coal mines. 

“The natural condition of mines in the United States is more favor- 
able and more conducive to safety than that of the coal mines of any 
other country in the world, yet in the face of this advantage nearly 
four times as many men are killed and injured here, both in the aggre- 
gate and in the pens of the number employed, as in any other 
country in the world. 

“In the coal mines of the United States are killed an average of 
4 men annually out of 1,000 employed, whereas in the continental 
countries of Europe less than 1, and in Great Britain about 1.5 out 
of avery 1,000 are killed annually. The same ratio is true of injuries, 
Coal mining is the most hazardous industry in America. 

“ The 2 rtionate death rate from accidents is attributable to two 
things—the inadequacy of the laws and the laxity of their enforcement, 
and to the fact that unskilled immigrant labor is employed in the mines, 
although it is the one important industry in which experience and 
efficiency should be requi 

“The first duty of an 88 and the first consideration of every 
Industry should to provide adequately for the safety of the work- 
men, and no doubt these terrible disasters will arouse public interest 
to the extent that legislatures will enact more stringent mining laws 
and mine owners will make better provisions for the safety and security 
of their workmen. 


FIFTEEN KILLED EVERY DAY. 


“On the average 15 men are killed in the mines of the United States 
every day the mines are worked. There are about two hundred days in 
the year, 80 8 3,000 men are killed annually. There an 
average of 35 men inju in the mines every working day. These are 
cases of serious injury. Injuries not serious are not reported. The 
rate is increasing, largely because of the introduction of unskilled labor. 

*In Europe boys enter the mines and learn the work as they do 
skilled trades here. A son learns coal mining as an apprentice to his 
father. Few new men come into the mines from other countries. The 
work is generaly done generation after generation by the same families. 

“Up to ten years ago mining was not an ‘organized industry,’ and 
the wages in consequence were very low. But as wages have gone up 
the work has become liarly attractive to unskilled workmen who 
have come here from the continental countries of Europe. I dare say 
that 35 per cent of all the mine employees in the United States were 
born in the continental countries of Europe. 

“Tt is practicable to require miners to have certificates of compe- 
tency. It can be develo: gradually. The mines in this country are 
worked only two hund days a year, that being all that is necessary 
to supply the demand for coal. It will readily seen that one-third 
more men are employed than is necessary. So, if one-third of the ex- 
isting miners were eliminated through failure to pass an examination 
there would be enough men left to work the mines, and they would 
have to work every day in the year. The overcrowding of mines is 
unnecessary.” 

Since 1889, according to information compiled two years ago by the 
United States Geological Survey, coal-mine disasters in the United 
States have resulted in the death of 23,000 persons and the serious 
injury of 50,000. 

Dr. J. A. Holmes, chief of the technical division of the survey, 
began an investigation under government direction with a view to 


preventive measures through federal and state legislation. He found 
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disasters to be due, in a large measure, to Fs deat on the part of 
the miners as to the conditions under which k. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am for this amendment. 
It seems to me that the thing that most appeals to the member- 
ship of the House is that if this bureau is established and in- 
vestigations are undertaken the result may be that human lives 
will be saved and distressful accidents averted. In the year 
1906 from the report it appears that there were over 2,000 
people killed in coal-mine accidents alone, and that 4,800 acci- 
dents occurred. Seven thousand laboring men were incapaci- 
tated, either by death or by accident. In this country, where 
the natural conditions are not nearly so bad as in most other 
places in the world, more lives are lost per thousand men em- 
ployed in the mines than in any other civilized country in the 
world. Now, when a condition like that confronts us it seems 
to me that anything that will have a tendency to decrease this 
loss ought to be adopted by this body. The passage of this 
amendment will make the work of the bureau especially strong 
in investigations leading to the adoption of proper safety appli- 
ances and in the study of accidents in an endeayor to prevent 
them. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will say to the gentleman and the com- 
mittee that the committee considered this amendment and did 
not think it materially improved the bill; but so far as I am 
concerned, and with the consent of the other members of the 
committee, I am perfectly willing that the amendment should 
be adopted. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That, of course, is satisfactory. [Ap- 
plause.] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. HARRISON, and Mr. TAWNBY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney] is recognized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out, after the word “ department,” in line 2, page 2, the words 
“to foster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the 
United States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


P 2, line 2, after the word “department,” strike out the words 
4 hee oster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the United 
es.“ 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in offering that 
amendment is, if possible, to limit the functions of this bureau 
to what the membership of this House seemed to think that 
function should be, namely, the investigation of the causes of 
mine accidents and of the equipment, for the purpose of pre- 
venting injury to miners, and not extend the activities of this 
bureau to the subject of investigations for the purpose of pro- 
moting the interests of the owners of the mines. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the gentleman aware that that language 
is copied exactly from the organic act creating the Bureau of 
Manufactures and three or four others of the acts creating 
bureaus in the departments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not care if it is. This is establishing a 
bureau for the purpose of fostering, promoting, and developing 
the mining industries of the United States. We have no more 
control over the mining industries of the United States than 
we have over the fiscal affairs of any foreign country, and I 
submit that this will only afford an opportunity for this bureau 
in the future to come to Congress and ask for the extension or 
increase of its appropriations for the purpose of extending the 
field and scope of its activities in the interest of private enter- 
prise and in the interest of the owners of mines. What have 
we to do, as a government, with the fostering, promoting, and 
extending of the mining industries of the United States? 
Since when has the Government launched upon the project of 
that species of paternalism? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
here. 

Mr. MANN. Were not the zinc and lead industries fostered 
by the tariff bill that passed the House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are creating here by this act a specific 
bureau for a specific purpose, and this bureau will last for all 
time when once established, and I do not think that in the crea- 
tion of the bureau we ought to extend to it the power and func- 


When the tariff bill was passed 


tions that do not belong to the Government of the United States, 
And I sincerely hope that this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate be 
closed on the paragraph and pending amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HAR- 
RISON] has the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I would hesitate to detain 
the House at this late hour had I not had the intention to 
offer the same amendment as was offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. I am opposed to this bill 
because I am opposed to the multiplication of government 
bureaus. I am also opposed to this special measure because I 
think it is unnecessary. I further take issue with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Austin], as I understood him to say 
that the Democratic platform advocated such a measure as this. 
The Democratic platform advocated the establishment of a 
department of labor, with a Cabinet minister who should have 
a seat in the President’s Cabinet, and that that department 
should deal with mines and mining. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Tawney] has made such an excellent Democratic 
speech on the subject that I think if he had been there to ad- 
dress our presidential convention we would not have touched 
upon the matter at all in our platform. He has made it per- 
fectly clear to the membership of this House that the meri- 
torious provisions of this bill, those providing safety for life 
and limb in the mines, are already dealt with and dealt with 
adequately by the Geological Survey. 

But I have a particular objection to this bill which is dealt 
with by the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney]. The great coal barons were in the preponderance 
in testifying as to this matter before the Committee on Mines 
and Mining last year. Twenty-two or 23 gentlemen appeared 
before that committee to testify. Of those, 5 were miners 
or spoke for miners, 3 were Members of Congress, and the other 
14 were coal barons and representatives of coal barons. Now, 
why this great and exceeding consideration and tenderness on 
the part of the coal barons for their employees? 

Whenever they have a practical opportunity to show what 
they really think about their employees they bring about a 
situation which necessarily precipitates a strike. When appear- 
ing before this committee and urging the establishment of a 
bureau giving these particular powers to the Government, they 
were actuated, I fear, with the same motives that actuated 
the life insurance companies in the various States in demand- 
ing a federal incorporation of life insurance companies. ‘They 
believed that they could deal better with one master here in 
Washington than with various masters set over them by the 
several States of the Union. That is what I am afraid this 
specific “ fostering, promoting, and developing the mining indus- 
tries“ is giving to these coal corporations. [Cries of Vote! “] 

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say a few words 
on this pending amendment before debate is closed. I had the 
honor to introduce in the Indiana legislature the first resolution 
to investigate mine accidents which was offered in any legislative 
body in the United States. I also had the honor of being a 
member of that committee, and devoted a month to the investi- 
gation of mine explosions under the authority of the State of 
Indiana, and I thus may rightly claim to be the pioneer in this 
organized effort to reduce the great hazard to life and prop- 
erty which attends the work of mining, and I shall always 
— back with feelings of pride to this portion of my public 

e. 

The question of the establishment of a bureau of mines and 
mining first came before this House during this session on mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dovertas] to make it a 
special order and thus secure for it the early consideration of 
the Members of this body. The motion was opposed by certain 
distinguished Members of this body, because it would delay a 
bill to appropriate some money. In support of the motion to 
give this bill the right of way in this House I used this lan- 
guage: 

Mr. Speaker, I haye the honor to represent upon the floor of this 
House a district that has more coal mines than any other district in 
the t mining State of Indiana. I do not know much about the rules 
of this House, but I do know that an appropriation bill represents 
money and this bill seeks to save life; and when you have on the one 
hand the life of a man and on the other the value of a dollar, I wil 
vote to give the preference to the rights of man over the value e 
money. Abraham Lincoln said that he believed in protecting both th% 
man and the dollar, but in case there came a conflict between the two, 
he would protect the man before the dollar. Now, if there is a conflict 
here between an appropriation bill and the protection ‘of man, I should 


like to state that 1 take my position with Abraham Lincoln and 
vote to protect the man before I do the dollar, 


[Laughter and applause.] 
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That statement, Mr. Chairman, was applauded by the mem- 
‘bership of this House and the motion prevailed by a large ma- 
jority; but that did not end their opposition, and the men who 
were here in the opposition last Monday are here opposing its 
passage to-day. Their form of hostility is different, but their 
purpose is the same, and I call attention to the fact that these 
amendments which are being so freely offered to this bill are 
being proposed by its opponents and not by its friends. Now 
it has come to the question of leadership. Are you going 
to stand by the friends of the bill or follow those who are 
opposed to it and mean to defeat it if they can? The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] proposes to strike out the 
words— x 


To promote and develop the mining industries of the United States. 


You can not take any effective steps to secure the safety of 
the men who work in mines that does not include the manage- 
ment and control of the mine. 

You must establish harmony between the men who own the 
mines and those who work in them. [Applause.] It is a ques- 
tion of education, and that education has to take place on the 
part of the mine owner as well as that of the mine laborer. I 
will go further, Mr. Chairman, and say that it must include the 
public. It has been said in the course of this debate, on the 
authority of the present mine inspector of Ohio, Mr. George 
Harrison, that— 

The great qualification of a miner nowadays is a union card and a 
keg of powder. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, there is too much truth in that 
statement, and for that condition the mine owner and public 
sentiment is responsible. Miners have appeared at the halls of 
our state legislatures and asked for legislation which would 
enable them to protect themselves from the ignorance of fellow- 
workmen; but it has been denied to them, Skill and expert 

_knowledge are absolutely necessary to protect life and property 

engaged in mining; yet men are employed in the mines where 
hundreds are congregated in close quarters and in contact with 
explosive gases who would not be permitted to blast out stumps 
on a public highway. Men are sent in the mines who can not 
speak our language; who have no knowledge of the restrictive 
mining statutes; who know nothing about the placing of shots 
to secure safety of life and economy in results; and men who 
have had no apprenticeship in the work of mining are given 
rooms and the fullest opportunity, not only to destroy them- 
selves, but to kill their fellow-workmen. 

The health department will not permit a man with a con- 
tagion, however slight, to enter the mine; but the State will 
permit an ignoramus to take a keg of powder and a lighted 
torch to enter his room and set off an explosive which may en- 
danger every life in the pit. Mining is a skilled employment 
and the miner should be a skilled mechanic. We have been 
permitting children to play with fire in the bosom of the earth, 
and public sentiment should uphold the miners in their efforts 
to dignify their calling and to give safety to their lives by es- 
tablishing a standard of qualification before a man is permitted 
to engage on his own responsibility in the cooperative work of 
mining. I wish to emphasize, Mr. Chairman, the fact that 
mining is not an individual calling like farming and office work. 
Miners are exposed to common dangers, and the mistakes or 
errors of one man may expose every fellow-workman to the 
same degree of peril that he exposes himself to; and miners 
should be upheld and supported in their efforts to establish a 
system of apprenticeship by which men seeking to engage in 
mining would have to qualify themselves before they could se- 
cure control of rooms. 

There will have to be greater restrictions placed on both the 
operator and the miner. We should compel the miner to edu- 
cate himself, and then the value of his life will act as a power- 
ful stimulus to the use of caution, but the operator must take 
greater precautions to insure safety. Gases must be prevented 
from accumulating; dusty roads must be sprinkled; safe tamp- 
ing materials must be provided; safer and better explosives 
must be sold to the men; bad roofs must be better supported ; 
in short, more money must be expended to give safety to the 
operation of mining. This will mean a greater cost in mining 
and higher prices for coal, but it will save life; it will give the 
husband back to the wife and restore the father to the family; 
it will relieve the public of many charges known as public chari- 
ties; and it will relieve our industrial life of the perils which 
are now greater than the dangers of actual warfare. 

The love of money has long been said to be the greatest source 
of evil—and it will be found upon investigation that the attempt 
to mine coal cheaply is the great cause of mine accidents, and is 


directly responsible for the horrible system which has killed 
22,716 men in the past thirteen years in American coal mines, 
and seriously injured 100,000 more. We are spending vast sums 
of money on our army and navy to give protection to life and 
security to property. Our appropriations for these purposes this 
year will amount to $250,000,000; then why not spend some- 
thing to give protection to that vast army of American citizens 
who go in constant peril to make a living for their families in 
the mines? When two of our citizens left the land of their 
birth to seek their fortunes in foreign lands, and, taking service 
with the revolutionists, were captured and shot, our Govern- 
ment did not hesitate or delay; there was no splitting of hairs 
nor debate on the cost, but the Government got busy. War 
ships were hurried across the seas and marines were landed, car- 
rying the flag in one hand and the repeating rifle in the other, 
and all the power and wealth of this Nation was behind them 
to protect the lives and property of the citizens who, though 
living in other countries, claimed the protection of our flag. 
The men who are opposing this measure would have been 
among the first to cast their votes for a hundred million dollars 
to send reenforcements had our expedition been opposed and 
our marines been insulted. Why not use some of this energy 
and this zeal nearer home? Why strain at a gnat and swallow 
a camel? Are not the lives of a thousand coal miners who stay 
at home as valuable as two adventurers who seek fortune in 
foreign lands? The American eagle is a noble bird and our 
American workmen would like to get better acquainted with 
it: do not send it so far away from the American coal mines when 
you assign it to the duty of protecting life. There were 2,450 
men killed in our mines last year, and but two American citizens 
were killed in foreign lands; so, if we are to use the power of 
our Government to safeguard life, we had better get busy nearer 
to our own homes and the working places of our own people. 
Let the eagle scream at home and wrap the flag closer around 
the lives of our people who produce the wealth that makes us a 
rich, strong, and mighty Nation. [Cries of Vote! “] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I understand gentlemen are 
anxious to vote. Some gentlemen are much more anxious to 
vote than to think. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman looks my way. 
I do not know whether he refers to me or not. I am exceed- 
ingly anxious to vote, and only because the gentleman displayed 
some anxiety to speak I did not insist on my motion to clase 
debate on the pending paragraph and amendment. So far as I 
am concerned, I want to pass the bill, and not have it talked to 
death by its friends or its enemies. And I am not charging the 
gentleman with attempting to talk it to death. i 

Mr. MANN. I did not have the gentleman in mind, because 
I assumed the gentleman had too great courtesy to yell “ Vote!” 
having in mind that a little while ago there was an opportunity 
if anybody wished to kill the bill so far as its passage to-day 
was concerned to do so by objecting to unanimous consent of 
the House to close general debate. I had supposed that when 
unanimous consent to close debate was given, that it was the 
expectation that the bill might be considered. The gentleman 
from West Virginia may not care to consider it. But there are 
several of us that do. 

I do not agree with the gentleman from Minnesota in refer- 
ence to the language to be employed here. He wishes to strike 
out the words “foster, promote, and develop.” It has been 
the language in a great many bills that have passed this House. 
That is the language in the bill creating the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, in reference to mining and other things, 
So that Congress has already taken its stand upon that sub- 
ject. It has determined already by previous legislation that 
it may promote and develop the mining interests of the United 
States, and when it has included that language in this bill it 
ought to be understood in doing that Congress does intend 
to go further in connection with the subject of mines and min- 
ing than it bas already gone in connection with the Geological 
Survey. I do not wish any controversy to arise hereafter as 
to the intention of Congress. Personally I believe that Con- 
gress ought to go further than the gentleman from Minnesota 
or the gentleman from New York desire Congress to go; and 
I believe that in the passing of this bill it should be understood 
that Congress does mean to go further. [Applause.] It does 
mean to do more than it has in the way of fostering, promoting, 
and developing the mining interests than it has yet done, be- 
cause that is for the benefit of our common country. [Loud 
applause and cries of “ Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
transfer to the bureau of mines from the United States Geological Sur- 
vey the supervision of the investigations of structural materials and the 
analyzing and testing of coals, lignites, and other mineral fuel sub- 
stances; and the appropriations made for such investigations may be 
expended under the supervision of the commissioner of mines in man- 
ner as if the same were so directed in the appropriations acts; and 
ee nen ee ore shall hereafter be within the province of the bureau 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a 
new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as section 5: 

“Immediately after the organization of the bureau of mines under 
appropriations made therefor by Congress, the work of the so-called 
technologie branch’ of the Geological Porre; including the investiga- 
tion of structural material, the analyzing and testing of coals, lignites, 
and other mineral fuel substances, and the causes of mine 5 
shall cease and determine under the organization of the United States 
Geological Survey.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that amendment is absolutely neces- 
sary, because there is no specific authority for the transfer of 
the work otherwise. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The purpose of this amendment will be 
met by an amendment which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] has, and which, with the consent of the committee, I 
will ask him to read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The only purpose of this is a declaration of 
law that these activities shall not continue hereafter in the 
Geological Survey, as now authorized by law. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If this act takes effect as a law on the ist 
of July next, ipso facto the other activities must cease. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They will not be carried on twice. 
that the amendment will not be added to the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think there is any objection at all 
to this amendment and there is nothing inconsistent with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, namely, that this 
act shall not take effect until the ist of next July. This is 
simply a declaration that this transfer has been made and that 
these activities must no longer exist under the law at present 
authorizing them. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They can not and do not exist except under 
appropriations of Congress, and those appropriations do not last 
longer than this fiscal year. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
whether the language on page 3, lines 4 and 5— 

And such investigations shall hereafter be within the province of 
the bureau of mines— 

Would not in effect be a declaration that they would not be 
within the province of the Geological Survey? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It might be, but the law and the authority 
for these investigations in the Geological Survey would still 
continue, and my purpose is to terminate the authority under 
which these investigations are now taking place in the Geo- 
logical Survey when the transfer is made. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose everybody is agreed that this same 
work ought not to be done in the Geological Survey and in the 
bureau of mines? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly not. 

Mr. MANN. So what harm would there be in saying so? 
Would it not be for the interest of the gentleman’s bill to say 
that? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It might be for the interest of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. And then provide that the bill shall not take 
effect until the ist of July, beginning with the fiscal year. 
Then and thereafter this investigation can not be carried on in 
the Geological Survey, and must be carried on by the bureau 
of mines. 4 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well, if the House so desires, 

Mr. NORRIS. The bill makes the transfer, I think, 

Mr. MANN. It makes the transfer, but still leaves the au- 
thority for the work in the Geological Survey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new section: 
“Sec. 6. This act shall take effect and be in force on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1910.“ 


I hope 


Mr. DOUGLAS. With the consent of the committee, I will 
accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARCHFELD. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of bill H. R. 13915, which has been repotted from the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining and which is now under discussion 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
preparatory to its final passage by the House. I am in favor of 
the establishment in the Department of the Interior of a 
bureau to be called “the bureau of mines,” and said bureau to 
have a commissioner, who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and such 
bureau clerks, agents, experts, and other employees as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

I believe that the time has arrived in the history of the 
American Nation when an industry employing over 700,000 
workmen in this most hazardous of all human occupations 
should receive at the hands of Congress such considerations as 
will reduce the mortality from mine accidents and mine explo- 
sions to a minimum, and which will give to the men employed 
in this extra hazardous work all the guaranties, protection, and 
safeguards which it is possible for human ingenuity and ad- 
vanced science to throw around them while engaged in this 
most dangerous occupation. 

The creation of this bureau will establish a permanent bu- 
reau under the head of a responsible departmental officer, 
namely, the Secretary of the Interior, It is right and proper 
and eminently fitting that such responsible work as has here- 
tofore been conducted by the Geological Survey, under the 
head of the same department, should be transferred to a perma- 
nent bureau in the same department. Appreciating the fact 
that one of the many obstacles to be surmounted is the fact 
that under existing legislation the appropriations for this noble 
purpose are annual and subject to the whims and wiles of Con- 
gress, with no responsible bureau management, it is all im- 
portant that at this time Congress in its wisdom place this 
subject for all time under a responsible bureau management, 
as part and parcel of the executive Department of the Interior. 
As an economic fact, American mining operators are animated 
by the inordinate desire to obtain a maximum output so as to 
minimize working costs; and human life is consequently one of 
the sacrifices made for the attainment of that end. Not only is 
human life sacrificed in the pursuance of such a policy, but in 
coal mining in particular a great waste of the coal resources 
of the country results. As a matter of fact, the ruinous com- 
petition now prevailing in some of our important bituminous 
coal fields, where the operator, in order to mine coal—not to 
obtain profit, be it understood, but to prevent actual financial 
loss—is compelled to adopt methods not only dangerous to his 
employees, but also inevitably entailing an enormous waste of 
coal. It is estimated that not more than 55 or 60 per cent of 
the coal existing in the coal beds is at present being saved, 
from 40 to 45 per cent being irretrievably lost because it can 
not be mined at the present low market prices. Doctor Holmes, 
the chief of the technological branch of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey, estimates the yearly loss of coal resulting from 
such wasteful methods at 250,000,000 tons. Other nations have 
passed through a similar crisis, with attending great loss of 
life and waste of coal. During those times the loss of life and 
waste of coal under the methods then prevailing were fully as 
costly as those in our country to-day, but the intervention of 
the state, whereby the coal operators were encouraged to enter 
into an arrangement which assured them a reasonable price for 
their product at the mines and at the same time protected the 
consumer from unreasonable prices, put to a stop to this dis- 
astrous policy. It is estimated that in the Pittsburg district 
alone 25 acres are mined daily. In the Connellsyille district 17 
acres are mined daily for coking purposes alone. 

We of the Pittsburg district, appreciating the fact that coal is 
nature’s most generous and economic asset, which has con- 
tributed materially to the development and upbuilding of that 
greatest of all manufacturing and industrial cities of the world, 
are vitally interested in the creation of this bureau of mines, 
in the hope that we can for many days maintain our foremost 
position as the greatest manufacturing and industrial city of 
the world. We believe that coal is sold to-day at ruinous prices, 
$1 per ton being the universal price paid at the pit mouth. 
This same coal sells in the New England States for from $5 
to $7 per ton, the railroad corporations and the middlemen get- 
ting all the profit, while the operator and the miner get com- 
paratively nothing. It costs $2,000 to transport $1,000 worth 
of coal from the Pittsburg district to the New England States. 
Such a condition should not exist. If this bureau can aid the 
operator in properly working his mine along scientific lines, in 


1004 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


getting from the bowels of the earth the greatest amount of 
fuel from nature's storehouse, affording the miner an oppor- 
tunity to eke out his existence along more modern, progressive, 
and humane lines, with an additional increase in his wage 
scale, making it possible for him at this time to keep life and 
body together with the increased cost of living maintained at 
the high and exorbitant prices which now prevail, a condition 
that can not be changed by any act of Congress, but an eco- 
nomic condition of supply and demand, and one which I think 
will not tend to a reduction of prices in the necessities and com- 
modities of life, but, on the contrary, which will ever tend to 
increase, then the only scientific, rational, and humane way for 
us is to assist by such legislation as will preserve to us our 
greatest national asset, namely, our great fields of fuel supply, 
which should not be wasted at ridiculously low and murderous 
prices which insure no profit to the operator or to the miner. 
If necessary, a slight addition of 3 or 4 per cent could be added 
to the cost of fuel, which in the main is utilized by the large 
dividend-paying corporations, and would not be felt by the 
small consumer who utilizes very little of this product in com- 
parison to the great manufacturing and transporting corpora- 
tions. If, through this bureau, we can scientifically investi- 
gate and report upon the causes of mine accidents and mine 
explosions, and reduce to a minimum the great loss of human 
life that has been alike destructive to the home and fireside 
of the miner, along with the great property loss entailed by 
the operator, we shall indeed have done a great work along 
progressive, humane, and scientific lines, which shall redound 
to the everlasting credit of our glorious Nation and humanity 
throughout the world. 


I append as a part of my remarks the following: 
PITTSBURG COAL OPERATORS’ ASSOCIATION, 


burg, Pa., January 24, 1910. 
Hon. ANDREW J. BARCHFELD, 
House of Representatives. 
Dear Sin: On behalf of the coal operators of western Pennsylvania 


I am writing to ask your friendly 
bureau of mines, as reported by 


tion with the House Commit- 
the committee's bill for the estab- 
the committee, 


they believe that the new bureau should devo 
scientific investigations concerning the mining problems, 
888 Survey, with which its work will be most closel 
and that it be as far removed as possible from the labor 


* men erally will be pleased if you can help 
n! y 
the committee. 


comm 


I know that the minin: 

pass ne bill as it came 
e e Prrrsnund COAL OPERATORS’ ASSOCIATION, 
By S. A. TAYLOR, Secretary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DIEKEMA; Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committeee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 13915) to establish in the Department of the In- 
terior a bureau of mines, and having made sundry amendments 
thereto, had directed him to report the bill back with the rec- 
ommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill when so amended do pass. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves the pre- 
yious question on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that all gentlemen, within the next four days, who desire may 
extend remarks in the Record on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that all Members who wish to extend remarks in the 
Rrconb on this bill shall have the liberty to do so within the 
next four days. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? 

There was no demand for a separate vote. 

The amendments were then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Doveras a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 506. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of the 
Treasurer of the United States. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 14464, 
making appropriations for the District of Columbia, nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Spenker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to ask if the gentleman has consulted with 
the minority member of the committee and whether it meets 
with his approval? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? (After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chair appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, Mr. Tayrtor of Ohio, and Mr. 
BURLESON, 

EXPOSITIONS AT ROME AND TURIN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 321), which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State set- 
ting out reasons why the invitation extended by the Government 
of Italy to that of the United States to participate in two inter- 
national exposition which, in commemoration of the fiftieth 
anniversary of the Kingdom of Italy, will be held at Rome and 
Turin, respectively, in 1911, should be accepted and provision 
made by Congress to enable the United States fittingly to take 
part in the expositions. 

Deeming international expositions of the comprehensive char- 
acter of those it is intended to hold in Italy next year to be in- 
structive agencies of the industrial development of the world 
and important instrumentalities in the advancement of trade 
relations, I give my cordial approval to the recommendation 
made by the Secretary of State and urge upon Congress timely 
provision in accordance therewith. 

WX. H. Tarr. 

THE WHITE House, January 25, 1910. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, was 
given leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of Lucinda F. Slater, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon, 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
reply to the inguiry of the House as to the purchase of powder 
(H. Doc. No. 591)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting report of travel of officers and employees of the 
Institution during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909 (H. Doc. 
No. 592)—to the Committee on the Library and ordered to be 
printed. 

8. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of the Narrows, Santa Rosa Sound, Florida (H. Doc. No. 565)— 
8 Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
P. 
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4: A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill for eancel- 
ing the allotment to Parker Cabney, of the Omaha tribe, Ne- 
braska (H. Doe. No. 590)—to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 111) 
to donate a brass cannon to the governor of the State of 
Georgia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 314), which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of the Senate 
(S. J. Res. 55) authorizing the postponement of the Fifteenth In- 
ternational Congress on Hygiene and Demography, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 315), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 55) providing for the 
erection of two memorial arches at Valley Forge, Pa., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 319), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13410) to 
modify the One hundred and twenty-second and One hundred 
and twenty-fourth Articles of War, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 312), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 3318) to legalize a bridge across the Snake River between the 
States of Idaho and Oregon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 320), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4891) to extend the time for the commence- 
ment and completion of a railroad bridge across the Kansas 
River at or near Kansas City, Kans., in the county of Wyan- 
dotte, State of Kansas, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 321), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 11307) to legalize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Hill City, Aitkin County, Minn., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 322), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred sundry bills of the House, re- 
ported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 19278) granting pensions 
and increase of pension to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
civil war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 313), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2828) for the 
relief of William Martinson, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 316), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. TILSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5449) for the relief of 
C. W. Reid and Sam Daube, reported the same without amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 317), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 2 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. J. Res. 59) pro- 
viding for the filling of vacancies to occur on January 27, 1910, 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the 
class other than Members of Congress, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 318), which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14000) for the relief of Lafayette Gross 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18951) granting a pension to Charles P. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 19088) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Roberts, late of Jasper County, Ga—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15562) for compensation for the nursing and 
treatment of six soldiers of the United States by St. John’s 
Hospital, at Springfield, III. - Committee on Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: — 

By Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 19255) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 19256) to 
authorize the location of a branch Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers and Sailors in the Platt National Park, in the 
State of Oklahoma, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 19257) to establish a naval 
observatory and define its duties, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 19258) pro- 
viding for purchase of site and erection of publie building 
at Millen, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 19259) to create 
and maintain American shipping in the foreign trade—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 19260) granting to the 
Territory of Arizona 120 acres of land for prison 
and other uses connected with the territorial prison—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 19261) granting the public 
lands belonging to the United States and situated in the State 
of Missouri to the State of Missouri for the use and benefit of 
the common schools of that State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 19262) authorizing the pay- 
ment of money and interest to the Miami Indians of In- 
diana—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19263) 
providing that all officers of the Government in construing laws 
passed by Congress shall declare that benzoate of soda as used 
to preserve food products is a dangerous, deleterious, and 
poisonous drug—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19264) removing the duty from all cattle 
and animals used for food and repealing all acts inconsistent 
herewith—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 19265) to provide for the 
labeling of cans, pots, tins, and other receptacles containing 
meat or meat-food products when hermetically sealed and pre- 
pared for foreign or interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 19266) to authorize 
the construction of suitable shelter for horses and vehicles em- 
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ployed in the rural delivery service in connection with public 
«buildings now in course of construction or to be hereafter con- 
structed—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 19267) changing the name 
of Sixteenth street NW. to Avenue of the Presidents—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 19268) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the Territory of New Mexico to be known 
as the Clovis land district—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19269) authorizing a bond issue of the 
city of Gallup for reservoir purposes—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HAMER: A bill (H. R. 19270) providing for the 
purchase of a site for the erection thereon of a public building 
at Twin Falls, Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 19271) for the erection of a 
public building at Cheraw, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19272) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Lancaster, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19273) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Camden, S. C—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19274) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Yorkville, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19275) providing for the erection of a 
monument at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, 8. C., 
commemorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who partici- 
pated in the battle of Cowpens, on the 17th day of January, 
1781—to the Committee on the Library. 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 19276) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Winnsboro, S. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LENKOOT: A bill (H. R. 19277) relating to patents 
acquired by the United States—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: A bill (H. R. 19278) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 19279) for 
the relief of Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York (by request): A bill 
(H. R. 19280) admitting certain drugs to the mails—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19281) amending chapter 874, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, Supplement I—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 19282) to amend an act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 19283) providing for the im- 
portation in bond of materials for constructing, repairing, and 
equipping ships, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 19284) provid- 
ing for the right of appeal in Indian cases in the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19285) to amend section 773 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19286) to amend the bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19287) to amend section 14 of an act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States, approved March 8, 1887—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: A bill (H. R. 19389) to amend 
the patent laws by abolishing caveats—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19390) to 
extend the time for the construction of the East Washington 
Heights Traction Railroad—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 328) pro- 
viding for an assistant clerk fo the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills—to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. PARSONS: Resolution (H. Res. 329) requesting in- 
formation as to the selection of certain reclamation projects— 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BOOHER: Resolution (H. Res. 330) requesting cer- 
tain information of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor—to 
the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. STERLING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) for 
appointment of commission to investigate the matter of em- 
ployers’ liability and workman's compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 128) creating a joint committee to investigate the cost of 
living, and the causes of the alleged increase in prices of the 
8 necessaries of life in recent years—to the Committee 
on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 19288) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Carson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 19289) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margarita B. Ryan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 19290) granting a pen- 
sion to Ira Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 19291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Schuetz—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19292) granting an increase of pension to 
Hartman Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 19293) granting a pension to 
Justis W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19294) granting a pension to William F. 
Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19295) granting a pension to Julius W. 
Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19296) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Miner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19297) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19298) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19299) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham W. Spradling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19300) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Purvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19301) granting an increase of pension to 
William Salyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19302) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Shumate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19303) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant P. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19304) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Willis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19305) granting an increase of pension to 
James Fults—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19306) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Lowder—to the Committee on Invalid Pegsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19307) granting a pension to Parish J. 
Prince—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19308) granting a pension to Louisa Bor- 
ders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19309) granting a pension to Henry D. 
Burchett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19310) granting a pension to James H. 
Jobe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19311) granting a pension to Charles L. 
Pendland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 19312) granting 
a pension to Clarence U. Spalding—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 19313) granting an increase 
5 pension to Robert Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 19314) granting an increase 
of pension to D. B. Watts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19315) granting an increase of pension 


| to Nathan P. Eckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 19316) granting a pension 
to John Armstrong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19317) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Susan C. Stapleton—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 19318) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joshua O. Marks—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19319) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Shively—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 19320) granting a pension to 
Francis Carre—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 19821) granting an increase of 
pension to I. S. Kelin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19322) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Venable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19323) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Fulkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19324) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Calvert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18325) granting a pension to Silas V. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 19326) for the relief of the 
estates of Albert C. L. Hofmeister and James Morton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 19327) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 19328) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Gustin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 19329) granting a pension to 
Mary EKighmy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 19330) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. Ford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bili (H. R. 19331) granting an increase 
of pension to James Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 19332) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan M. Riffle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19333) granting an increase of pension to 
A. M. Kerns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19334) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac W. Whitaker —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19335) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hemings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19336) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19337) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. King—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19338) granting a pension to Jackson 
Smailridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19339) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Whanger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19340) for the relief of John L. Dunbar— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19341) for the relief of the heirs of Dur- 
ham W. Stevens—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 19342) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William S. Pine—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 19343) for the relief of 
Addison L. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19344) to pay Velvia Tucker arrears of 
pension due her father, William N. Tucker—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 19345) granting an increase 
of pension to Fernando W. Chapel, alias John Anderson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 19346) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis L. French—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19347) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 19348) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Gaines—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 19849) for the relief of the 
Richmond Locomotive Works, successor of the Richmond Loco- 
motive and Machine Works—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 19350) for the relief of 
the heirs of Elizabeth Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 19351) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Panabaker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19352) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Ridgeway—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: A bill (H. R, 19333) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lawrence Flood—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19354) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Huber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19355) granting an increase of pension to 
William Loyds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 19356) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jamison R. Hunter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19857) granting an increase of pension to 
David Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19258) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Jones—to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19359) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19360) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. West, deceased—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19361) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the military recerd of Alexander Garfield—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19362) 
granting a pension to William Gallagher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 19363) granting a pension to 
Peter J. Men to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. .XLEY: A bill (H. R. 19364) granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Ferrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19865) granting a pension to W illiam 
Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19366) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel P. Murdoek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19867) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Gash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 19368) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Murray—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 19869) granting an increase of 
pension to William F. Lines—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 19370) granting a pen- 
sion to Luther Mennig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 19371) granting an 
increase of pension to George G. Robertson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19372) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma A. Porch—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19373) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Messman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19374) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Carroll—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19875) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo H. Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19376) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbur S. Chamberlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19377) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19378) granting a pension to Martha Teach- 
out—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 19379) for the relief of the 
estate of Jacob A. Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 19380) for the relief of 
Gideon C. Corley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19381) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick C. Abel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19382) authorizing an honorable discharge 
to Henry Briel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 19883) granting a 
pension to John Hester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 19384) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob J. Sheffer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19885) 
granting an increase of pension to Horatio P. Keyte—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19386) granting 
an increase of pension to Benoni Lachance—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 19387) granting an increase 
of pension to George Limerick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19388) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Bowman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of George Boland, of Iron Moun- 
tain, Mont., and 80 others, and Simon Peterson, of Superior, 
Mont., and 46 others, protesting against sectarian legislation 
and a proposed bill relating to the observance of Sunday in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Also, petition of the Italian Chamber of Commerce of New 
York City, protesting against further restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of General H. W. Lawton Camp, United Spanish 
War Veterans, praying for legislation to provide for the raising 
of the battle ship Maine and the recovery of the bodies of those 
destroyed therein—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, praying for the establishment of a national bureau of 
mines—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of Mesdames G. W. Avery and H. L. Whitney, 
and Mr. G. W. Avery, of Hillsboro County, Fla., protesting 
against an increase of the rate of postage on periodicals and 
against any restriction of the rural free-delivery seryice—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Farmers’ Institute Society, 
of Hicksville, Ohio, favoring a parcels-post law and postal sav- 
ings bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of general assembly of Ohio, favoring a bureau 
of mines—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Ira Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 4 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Hartman Coleman and George Schuetz—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Lafay- 
ette Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of R. C. Davis and others, 
of Orange, Ga., against increase of postal rate on periodicals— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ` 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Clarence M. Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of Joseph M. Wade—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Clarence D. Mackenzie Post, 
No. 399, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 
York, against statue of General Lee in Statuary Hall—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Farmers’ Cooperative Butter As- 
sociation of Tomah, Wis., against amendment of the oleomar- 
garine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
C. Wolfe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John A. Speck 
and John Wogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William P. Woods and 33 other citizens of 
Lewistown, Pa., against a postal savings bank—previously re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, reference 
changed to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bradner Smith & Co., of Chicago, III., in 
favor of the repeal of the publicity feature in the corporation- 
tax clause of the Payne tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of citizens of New 
Berlin, III., against postal savings banks previously referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, reference changed to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of L. S. Knipmeyer and 49 other 
citizens of Higginsville, Mo., against postal savings banks—pre- 
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5 changed to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, against 
the passage of the proposed parcels-post law—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Connecticut Horticultural 
Society, for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of General Federation of Women’s Clubs, against 
the use of Hetch Hetchy Valley as a water tank for San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Woodward, 
Towa, against postal savings banks—previously referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, reference changed to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Petition of H. C. Van Voorhes and others, 
of Zanesville, Ohio, against postal savings banks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Vinton, 
Ohio, against postal savings banks—previously referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, reference changed to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of members of the Seventh Day 
Adventist Church of Cleveland, N. Y., against S. 404, relative 
to Sunday observance in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Alexandria and 
Waseca, Minn., against S. 404, Sunday observance in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of William Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of John W. Rogers 
and Harrison T. Schreiber, against increase of postal rate on 
periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Tillman Giles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jane A. Sanders—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of W. I. Miller Lumber Company, 
of Topeka, Kans., for repeal of the corporation tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Antonette Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Commercial 
Club of St. Paul, Minn., favoring United States providing per- 
manent homes for ambassadors in foreign countries—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Independent Order of B'nai B'rith, No. 157, 
of St. Paul, Minn., against further restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: Petition of 48 citizens of Ohio, against 
postal savings bank—previously referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, reference changed to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Michael L. Hoar—previously referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reference changed to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 3 

Also, petition of citizens of Grafton, Mass., against S. 404 and 
H. J. Res. 17, relative to Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grafton, Mass., favoring the 
Burkett antigambling bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Port Washington, 
Wis., against postal savings banks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of H. R. Merritt and others, 
of Oil City, Pa., against a postal savings bank—previously re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, reference 
changed to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of A. J. Scofield 
Post, No. 49, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring the so-called “ National Tribune pension 
bill "—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Genessee Valley Grange, 
No. 1109, of Scio, N. Y.; Olean Grange, No. 791, of Olean, 
N. V.; and Ischna Grange, No. 953, of Ischna, N. Y., Patrons 
of Husbandry, against any change in the olecinargarine law 


viously referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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